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FROBISHER BAY, NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1980 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Appaqaq, Mr. Arlooktoo, Hon. George Braden, Hon. Tom Butters, Mr. Curley, 
Ms. Cournoyea, Mr. Evaluarjuk, Mr. Fraser, Mr. Kilabuk, Hon. Arnold Mccallum, 
Mr. McLaughlin, Mr. MacQuarrie, Hon. Richard Nerysoo, Mr. Noah, Mr. Patterson, 
Mr. Pudluk, Mr. Sayine, Mr. Sibbeston, Mrs. Sorensen, Hon. Don Stewart, 
Mr. Tologanak, Hon. James Wah-Shee 

ITEM NO. 1: PRAYER 

- --Prayer 

SPEAKER (Hon. Oon Stewart) : As I indicated to the House yesterday I am asking at 
this time to delete: 

Item 2 I oral questions. 

Item 3, questions and returns. 

Item 4' petitions. 

Item 5 I tabling of documents. 

Item 6 I reports of standing and special committees. 

Item 7 I notices of motion. 

Item 8, motions. 

Item 9, introduction of bills for first reading. 

Item 10, second reading of bills. 

It is my intention to proceed into committee of the whole to deal with the unity 
paper. Do I have unanimous consent? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Patterson. 

MR. PATTERSON: You have unanimous consent from me with the exception of Item 7 
which I would request be included on the order paper for today. 

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Patterson, you have the privilege of denying unanimous consent. 
Motions have also been deleted for today. 

MR. PATTERSON: I give my consent to proceeding with all items of business 
except Item 7, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Item 7 has also been deleted and I am not prepared at this time to 
change my request. I think, with regard to notices of motion, when we have 
concluded the unity meeting you can ask to give notice and I am quite certain 
you can get unanimous consent to proceed. 
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MR. PATTERSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I will give my consent and circulate 
the motion that I had hoped to make today for the benefit of Members and the 
press. 

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you very much. Recognizing unanimous consent this House 
will resolve into committee of the whol e ... 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Braden. 

HON. GE ORGE BRADEN: Can I have some definition of what my friend means by 
" circulate"? I believe there is some provision for incl uding a notice of motion 
and motion in the book that has been discussed and I woul d just like some 
clarification or what the hon. Member int•nds on doing and whether it is in 
keeping with the practice of the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: I thought he was going to give it to the Cl erk to put it in the 
Members' book and so that Members can study it prior to him presenting the 
motion. Is that correct, Mr. Patterson? 

MR. PATTE RSON: Yes, I will give a copy to the Cl erk, Mr. Speaker, and I will 
al so give copies to the Pages and ask them to distribute them to each Member 
now. 

MR. SPEAKER: Actual ly it should be given to the Cl erk who wil l have them put into 
your books, if you do not mind. Item 11, consideration in committee of the whol e 
of bil ls, recommendations to the Legisl ative Assembl y and other matters. We wil l 
resol ve into committee of the whol e to study the Report of the Special Committee 
on Unity, with Mr. Fraser in the chair. 

ITEM NO. 11: CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTE E OF THE WHOLE OF BILLS, RECOMMENDATIONS 
TO THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY AND OTHER MATTERS 

---Legislative Assembl y resol ved into committee of the whole for consideration of 
Tabled Document 16-80(2) : Report of the Special Committee on Unity, with 
Mr. Fraser in the chair. 

PROCEEDINGS IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE TO CONSIDER TABLED DOCUMENT 16-80(2) : 
REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON UNITY 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : The committee wil l come to order to deal with the 
Report of the Special Committee on Unity to the third session of the Ninth 
Assembly at Frobisher Bay. Mr. Braden, a point of privil ege. 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: That is correct. I understand that the Legisl ature and 
this House agreed to have CBC carry this hearing l ive. I am just wondering what 
the l ights and the television cameras are for. Does that have to do with 
radio? I do not mean to be difficul t, I am just wondering what is going on here 
and perhaps someone should expl ain it to us. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Could someone expl ain these l ights? I think they are 
for the Inukshuk program, Mr. Braden, and they can be turned off, I am advised. 
Mr. Braden. 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: That is fine, I think that is a very worth-whil e endeavour 
I do not think anyone in the Executive has any probl em with that. Thank you 
very much. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : At ease. First I would l ike to cal l on Mr. MacQuarrie, 
the chairman of the unity committee, for his opening remarks on this report. 
Mr. MacQuarrie. 

MR. MacQUARRIE: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I am pl eased that at l ast the 
Ninth Assembl y is beginning its publ ic debate on pol itical and constitutional 
development in the Northwest Territories. 
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The first focus, but not at all the entire substance of this debate is the Report 
of the Special Committee on Unity, and with your indul gence, Mr. Chairman, and 
that of the Members of the Assembly, for the information of our wider audience 
both here in the chamber and across the Northwest Territories I woul d like to 
read the first five paragraphs, that is not pages for those who might be al armed, 
but the first five paragraphs of the report and al so the ten recommendations 
which the committee has formul ated, not moving them for adoption at this time, 
but simply reading them for the information of various peopl e. Is that agreeable, 
Mr. Ch a i rma n? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. MacQuarrie. Proceed. 

MR. MacQUARRIE : If I have understood our procedure correctl y, Mr. Chairman, I 
will read that part of the report after which I believe we wil l invite witnesses 
into the House in order to enabl e them to comment on the report, but al so to 
raise any other matters that they feel are rel evant to the debate. As I 
understand it Members wil l then have an opportunity to question the witnesses 
and once all the witnesses have been heard and rel eased then Members will be free 
to make general comments concerning the report and to question the committee on 
the report' s contents. Then finall y we will debate each of the report's 
recommendations. As I say, that is the procedure as I understand it and unl ess 
there is disagreement I wil l move ahead on that basis. 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Agreed. 

Creation Of The Special Committee On Unity 

MR. MacQUARRIE : The beginning of the report then says: "The special committee 
on unity was created by this Assembl y on November 16, 1979. Its membership, 
Tagak Curl ey, Peter Fraser, Robert Sayine, Nick Sibbeston, and myself, was chosen 
to refl ect the cultural composition of our territory, a fact which was not 
unimportant considering the nature of the task the committee was given. 

"In the midst of uncertainty concerning pol itical and constitutional development 
in the Northwest Territories, your committee was mandated to 'to try to determine 
the means by which a pol itical consensus might be generated amongst the peopl e 
of the Northwest Territories, and to make recommendations concerning this matter 
to the Assembl y'. 

"In carrying out its mandate, your committee met for discussions with l eaders of 
the Inuit Tapirisat of Canada and its regional associations, with leaders of 
the Dene Nation, of the Metis Association of the Northwest Territories, and of 
the Committee for Original Peopl es' E ntitl ement. It al so met with the Minister 
for aboriginal rights and constitutional devel opment, James Wah-Shee, and very 
informall y with the Prime Minister's special representative for constitutional 
devel opment, C. M. Drury. It received a small number of submissions, verbal and 
written, from other interested parties, incl uding Members of this Assembl y, and 
it perused those publ ications which are l isted in Appendix A. 

"Through its reading, its travel s, and its discussions, the special committee on 
unity has been able to get its finger onto the pul se of northern politics. Its 
Members have become as wel l informed as it is possibl e for non-special ist 
representatives of the peopl e to become, on the current pol itical situation in 
the Northwest Territories. 

" Being thus prepared, your committee met in Yell owknife from September 23-26 in 
order to discuss its findings, and to draw from them whatever concl usions it 
might. " 

At that meeting I might say then, Mr. Chairman, that your committee did reach 
certain concl usions and from them drew up ten recommendations and again for the 
information of our audience then I will read the recommendations. 

I 
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Recommendations Of The Standing Committee On Unity 

Recommendation one: ''That this Assembly, recognizing the Dene, Metis and Inuit 
peoples within the Northwest Territortes present boundaries, as well as a 
signtficant presence of 'others' either who were born in the Northwest Territories, 
or who have demonstrated a commitment to northern living by having resided here 
for five or more years, acknowledge that political and constituional development 
in the Northwest Territories cannot proceed successfully without due attention 
being paid to the expressed tnterests of these communities of people. " 

Recommendation two: " That this Assembly formally express what has been implied 
in its previous motions dealing with aboriginal rights and constitutional 
development, namely that it regards the present geopolitical structure of the 
Northwest Territories, including the institutions and practices of government, 
to be an interim arrangement, subject to such change as may be negotiated by the 
leaders of the Northwest Territories peoples, and subsequently affirmed by the 
peoples themselves." 

- - - Applause 

Recommendation three: "That this Assembly declare as its objective in the area 
of political and constitutional development the establishment of stable, strong 
and effective government for all peoples of the Northwest Territories, founded 
upon the consent of the governed. " 

Recommendation four: " That this Assembly declare itself immediately to be 
receptive to the possibility of a major division of the present Northwest 
Territories into an eastern and a western territory, subject to the expressed 
will, by public debate and by referendum, of a majority of the people of the 
northeastern Arctic showing preference for the establishment of a new northeastern 
Arctic territory. " 

Recommendation five: " That this Assembly ask the federal government to conduct, 
subject to the ongoing concurrence of this Assembly, a referendum, not sooner 
than one year, and not later than two years, from this date, concerning the 
question of division of the Northwest Territories, and further: 

(a) That the referendum ask, in essence, the following question: 
(i) Do you favour the establishment of a new territory in the northeastern 
Arctic, the assumption being that your community and its environs will be part 
of the new territory if it is established? 

(b) That this question be referred to residents of those communities of the 
northeastern Arctic which indicate by petition, five per cent of the population, 
that they would like to be polled; and 
(c) That all citizens residing in those communities to be polled, who are 18 years 
of age or older, and who have lived in the Northwest Territories for five or more 
years, be entitled to vote in this referendum. " 

Recommendation six: "That this Assembly make arrangements to conduct its own 
referendum on division if the federal government delays unduly, or absolutely 
refuses to act. " 

Recommendation seven: " That this Assembly ask the Executive Committee of the 
Government of the Northwest Territories to set up, subject to the approval 
of this Assembly, an independent body to prepare an objective study of the 
impact of division upon the Territories as a whole, and upon its several parts 
and their peoples, and to disseminate the information resulting from this study 
as widely as seems to be necessary well in advance of any public decision making; 
and further that this Assembly schedule debates on the question of division and 
on constitutional development generally, at least twice before the referendum. " 

Recommendation eight: " That this Assembly, if the referendum is answered 
affirmatively in sufficient northeastern Arctic communities to establish a 
viable northeastern Arctic territory, ask the Government of Canada to establish 



( 

l 

- 665 -

such a territory independent of the present Northwest Territorie�, its 
government being the subject of negotiation Between the Government of Canada 
and the people of said territory. " 

Recommendation nine: "That this Assembly immediately take the necessary steps 
to establish a constitutional development committee, comprised of five Members, 
and including the Minister for abortgtnal rights and constitutional development, 
mandated to explore with the vartous peoples of the Northwest Territories who 
may wish to continue to remain in association with one another, and to reach 
with them if possible, agreement concerning the identification of processes 
and the creation of mechanisms for future political and constitutional 
development; and further, that this Assembly direct its constitutional 
development committee specifically to explore the possibility of holding a 
constitutional convention which would include representation from all peoples 
in the area defined above, as well as from this Assembly, and which would have 
as its primary aim the creation of a constitution for the largest and strongest 
possible geopolitical jurisdiction. " 

Recommendation ten: "That this Assembly select a delegation to deliver by hand 
to the Prime Minister, the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, 
the Minister responsible for federal-provincial affairs, and to a meeting of 
the federal parliament's standing committee on northern affairs, all such of 
the foregoing recommendations as may be approved by it. " 

A Situation That Demands Change 

Those, Mr. Chairman, are the recommendations. I do not wish at this time to 
speak at length. I will have brief remarks, two or three minutes. I want to 
leave as much time as possible for others. We have had our time and discussion 
and presentation and we want to leave as much time to others as possible for 
their comments. 

In considering finally then whether or not to adopt these recommendations your 
committee asks Members of this Assembly and again asks people right across the 
Northwest Territories to recognize two very important things: First, that there 
is a situation in the Northwest Territories which seems to demand change. 
There is strong dissatisfaction with the way things are and have been and this 
dissatisfaction is expressed on several fronts and it must be reckoned with. 
The direction and scope of change may be open to question but it seems to this 
committee that the maintenance of a complacent status quo is simply not an 
alternative. 

MR. PATTE RSON: Hear, hear'. 

MR. MacQUARRIE: Therefore, no one in the Territories should believe that the 
Report of the Special Committee on Unity is an unwarranted intrusion into still 
political waters. If these recommendations were not made it would be naive 
in the extreme I believe to suppose that the alternative is silence and 
contentment in the Northwest Territories. The real question facing this Assembly 
then seems to be whether the approach to change that is recommended by your 
committee in this report is the approach that should be followed or whether 
some other approach might be more desirable. 

Recommendations Will Not Fully Satisfy Particular P�rties Of Interest 

The second thing that your committee would ask you to recognize from the start 
is that the recommendations we have proposed will not fully satisfy any of the 
particular parties of interest in the Northwest Territories, and we are sure 
that that will become apparent when the witnesses have the opportunity to 
comment on the report a little later. 
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Given the great diversity in the North, it is our op1n1on that there is simply 
no set of recommendations that would satisfy every demand of every party of 
interest since the demands in some cases are contradictory to one another, but 
despite any criticism which may be raised pertaining to the recommendations, 
your committee believes that its recommendations may be recommendations that 
will be able to draw the broadest support possible given the tremendously complex 
social situation with which they have had to deal. 

Finally, as chairman, I would like to say that when your committee met at the 
end of September in splendid isolation and objectivity in a boardroom in 
Yellowknife, all committee Members present at each days meetings were able to 
agree on the details of all recommendations, but needless to say in addition to 
being territorial legislators all of us are members or natural representatives 
of parties of particular interest, and since that time, and I am sure for all 
Members in this House since the time that the committee' s recommendations have 
been released, we have been subject to suggestions concerning the recommendations 
from particular parties of interest. That I am sure is a natural political 
development. Notwithstanding that, I am confident that in the ensuing debate 
that all committee Members, and I am sure also all Members of this Assembly, 
will do their outmost to support finally whatever they believe very deeply to 
be just and fair for all peoples in the Northwest Territories rather than what 
is merely profitable or expedient in the short term. 

Representation From Various Groups 

I look forward now to hearing from the various witnesses which will include the 
Inuit Tapirisat of Canada, the Dene Nation, the Metis Association of the 
Northwest Territories, the Northwest Territories Association of Municioalities 
and our Members of Parliament for the Western Arctic and from Nunatsiaq. I 
regret that C. M. Drury will not be here because of illness. It would have been 
interesting to hear further comment from him about his thoughts on the approach 
to political development in the Northwest Territories and I also regret there 
will not be a representation from the Committee for Original Peoples' Entitlement 
and that is negligence on my part, I regret to say, which had left the executive 
of COPE feeling that they had in sufficient time to comment on the proposals. 

MR. PATTERSON: We have got Nellie Cournoyea. 

MR. MacQUARRIE: Wiih respect, Mr. Chairman, I now turn the proceedings back 
to you and I. am ready to hear comments from the various groups. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. MacQuarrie. At one of the recent 
caucus meetings the caucus decided to set up a committee to determine what 
witnesses would be available when and who will represent them and the chairman 
of that committee is Mr. McLaughlin. If it is okay with the Members could we 
just hear from Mr. McLaughlin, who is first on the list. Mr. McLaughlin. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Chairman, as instructed by the Members of this Assembly 
your committee made uo of Mrs. Sorensen, Mr. Curley, Mr. Nerysoo and myself met 
to arrange for invitations to various groups and individuals to appear before 
this committee. In consultation with Members we propose that each group or 
individual will have the opportunity to make an initial presentation followed 
by questions from Members. Each party will have the opportunity to remain and 
hear the other presentations and will later have the chance to appear again to 
make a shorter presentation to clarify their positions and make comments about 
other presentations and once again Members would be able to ask question s of 
the witnesses. I understand that under the normal rules the individual Memrers 
would be allowed to recall witnesses for further appearances by getting agreement 
from your committee. I have also advised the witness groups that they can make 
use of the Pages to send notes to Members in order to communicate ideas or 
questions onto the floor. If Members will agree to this proposal I will then 
advise you of the groups who are now available to appear. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 
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THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Is it agreed? 

---Agreed 

Mr. McLaughlfn, maybe beca�e of the statement that Mr. MacQuarrfe made I think 
Ms. Cournoyea wants to say something about COPE. Is that true? 

MS. COURNOYEA: A point of privilege. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): You may sit down. 

Groups Not In Attendance 

MS. COURNOYEA: I would request that the context of the wordfng of the 
communication to the unity committee by those who are not attending for reasons 
as stated in their communications be read into the record. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Ms. Cournoyea. Mr. Patterson, are you 
going to read them into the record? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I am not sure what Mr. Patterson is gofng to do, Mr. Chairman. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Mr. McLaughlin. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Chairman, I do not bave the responses and telexes available 
but at an appropriate pofnt later in the proceedings I could arrange to have 
that done. 

MS. COURNOYEA: A point of pr1vilege. request that be done now. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser}: I move we adjourn for ten minutes until we get them. 

MR. CURLEY: Five minutes. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Is it agreed? We will recess for ten minutes. 

MR. CURLEY: Nay. 

---SHORT RECESS 
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THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : The Chair recognizes a quorum and I call the · 
committee back to order. Mr. McLaughlin, have you your copy of the telex? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Chairman, just to make things clear we sent a telex out 
to ITC, COPE, the Dene Nation, the Metis Association, the Association of 
Municipalities and both of the Members of Parliament for the Northwest 
Territories and we also sent by the fastest means possible a copy of the unity 
committee report to all of them. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. McLaughlin. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Chairman, the telex from Mr. Drury we cannot find but it 
is a telex from his office saying that Mr. Drury could not be here due to 
reasons of health and he was sorry he could not be here. The actual telex 
from COPE is available as are all the other telexes which accept the invitation 
but I believe the Member from Western Arctic wants me just to read the COPE 
telex, is that correct? 

MS. COURNOYEA: People who were invited but who are not here. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Ms. Cournoyea. 

MS. COURNOYEA: The suggestion I made was any communication from people who 
are not attending be read. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Mr. McLaughlin. 

Telex From The Committee For Original Peoples' Entitlement 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I am unable to read the actual telex from Mr. Drury but I have 
the telex from COPE and I will read it: 

"To the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly: I have just received your invitation 
sent October 24 to attend a meeting of the committee of the whole scheduled to 
start five days from now to make a presentation on a report which I have not 
received. You must be aware that the time constraint fmposed upon myself and 
the others you have invited has effectively precluded our meaningful 
participation. The unity committee undertook to send us their draft reports 
well ahead of this session in order that we have the opportunity to respond 
before anything is tabled at the Assembly. They have not done this. We appear 
to have again experienced consultations where we give but we never recieve. 
I am distressed by your method of doing business. If you are truly seeking 
our effective involvement in the consideration of this issue, it should be 
delayed until the next session. If you choose to proceed with your proposed 
schedule COPE will not participate any further in this process." That is 
signed by Sam Raddi, COPE, I nuvik. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Mr. McLaughlin. That was the wish of 
Ms. Cournoyea that it be read into the record. As a matter of courtesy and 
fairness to other Members of the unity committee I will ask for a response to 
the report. Mr. Sibbeston. Mr. Curley. 

Future Of The Territories 

MR. CURLEY: (Translation) Thank you. I will make my statement in Inuktitut. 
This has been expected for a long time now and the date is upon us and the 
recommendations will be discussed between the Inuit in the Northwest Territories 
and the people of the Northwest Territories staff must understand that we want 
the people to understand exactly what this is and the civil servants, say if 
the Northwest Territories splits, then everything would go haywire and nothing 
would work out. We were asked as a unity committee to look into the fact, the 
natives and non-natives and the Metis Association, what they felt about the 
future of the Territories and today we have presented this report as was expected. 
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The Northwest Territories residents, it was said they could not come to an 
agreement if there would be a split or not. I would like to make this clear 
that a lot of people think of the Northwest Territories as one and it is not 
working. We have tried to improve it and the people in the government say it 
is a good government but there is no representation of the people and they 
cannot consult with the people enough. I know this is not the only reason 
because the Northwest Territories is a vast country and so we in the unity 
committee have travelled extensively to look into this and it is stated in the 
report that the territorial government would set up as we in the Territories 
know, this government was given to us back in 1912 and this government was 
set up here and the people who have lived in this country were not asked to 
give consent or were not asked if they wanted this government or not. 

So we come today during this Assembly and we have to ask to have one government 
for the territorial people and they are Inuit, Dene, Metis and non- native. Can 
this government be responsible for looking after all our people? There have 
been many different agreements, different developments and now we all know 
that we have to vote and decide on two governments. I think there has been 
no intention that two governments -- I was a Member of the committee and I 
would like to state that it is clear now that the territorial government and 
this Legislative Assembly now have to recognize our stateless position whether 
the Northwest Territories will split or not. I know it is not going to come 
to anything today, but the government, the Legislative Assembly will have to 
take this position. (Translation ends. ) 

Division Of The N.W. T. Should Not Be Delayed 

I want to address very briefly as a Member of the unity committee the fact that 
I have always stated to the other Members on the committee that I would be 
openminded in debating the report of the unity committee. I was a minority as 
far as the Eastern Arctic was concerned. There was no other Member from the 
East, from this part of the area through the Keewatin and Central Arctic, so 
on that basis I had stated continually to the chairman that if there were any 
amendments proposed by the Members from the Easter n Arctic, representatives, 
I would be more receptive to support if it were more acceptable to the people 
in this part of the area, particularly in view of the fact that ITC came up 
with a strong resolution recently at Coppermine. After we have concluded the 
recommendations I will be more inclined that thts Assembly immediately yote 
its support to the division question rather than delaying it. Delay means 
that if you ask the federal government to hold a referendum, you know, they may 
want to sit around for a number of years. You know, they may not want to act 
on it and the problem will become compounded further. The fact is I do not 
believe the Northwest Territories is going to be able to hold a referendum 
until such other legal requirements have been changed like the Northwest 
Territories Act. The Northwest Territories Assembly does not have an ordinance 
with respect to referendums. I think to hold a plebiscite to some extent but 
it would only deal with the particular ordinances that are already enacted, 
but I do not think the plebiscite itself would be substantial enough to create 
a major division for the peopl e of the Northwest Territories. 

Federal Intrusion In The N.W.T. 

I am concerned that I have no problem at all with supporting many of the 
recommendations except for the referendum part because we are now after this 
Assembly continually expressing dissatisfaction with the federal intrusion 
in the Northwest Territories. 

--- Applause 
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I have continued to say to the people of the Northwest Territories, like when we 
are debating the question of the constitutional issue t�at the··referendum 
terms of changing the constitution will infringe upon the provincial status 
and provincial powers. Today we are saying here in this recommendation I think 
we should change it, that the federal government should hold a referendum so 
it will make a decision for us. I think we should seriously look at that part 
and say to ourselves maybe this Assembly, because it is more representative 
than any of the previous Assemblies, is really the appropriate forum to make a 
commitment now and then hold a referendum if you want to substantiate that 
support from the peopl e of the Territories. So I will urge the Members here to 
seriously consider putting in support for us rather than putting the referendum 
ahead because I think we would get into a very difficult situation. 

Territorial Business 

The other point is that we will put oursel ves in a weakened position by asking 
the federal government to act for us when in fact the special representative 
of the Prime Minister recently did say that the business of the division question 
is really the business of the Territories. Now with this particular resolution 
or recommendation five we are saying to them, " We want you to make that 
decision for us and then if you do not make that decision we are going to go 
ahead and do it. " But if we wait after a year, waiting for the federal 
government to hold a referendum and initiate that campaign and if they do not 
hold it, then we would be in a very bad situation. We would have to go back and 
fight and ask them to change the Northwest Territories Act so that it would 
al low us to hold a referendum. On that basis I think we should seriously 
consider that particul ar aspect of the proposed referendum guidelines and maybe 
delete it and replace it with the fact that this Assembly can now make a 
decision and then we will worry about the consultation. I think we have the 
capability, we have native organizations like ITC, the Dene Nation, who can have 
a lot of public discussion with the support of this Assembly. So, on that 
basis, Mr. Chairman, I would just like to say we should seriously consider that 
we may have to amend that particular recommendation five so that it would be 
more reflective of the urgent circumstances and the situation we are in today. 
Thank you. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Curley. 

- - -Applause 

I recognize Mr. Sibbeston as seconder of the motion. 

MR. SIBBESTON: Mr. Chairman, I would just like to say a few words in Slavey 
first and then I will translate what I have said into English. 

(Speaks in Slavey) 

- - - Applause 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Hear, hear! 

Why The Special Committee On Unity Was Formed 

MR. SIBBESTON: Mr. Chairman, I will just interpret what I have said so far and I 
just have a few more comments to say. What we are dealing with today is dividing 
the Northwest Territories into two possible regions. We are talking about the 
way governments may be in the future in the North. The reason why the unity 
committee was set up was that there appeared to be dissatisfaction with this 
present government. When we became el ected and began the sittings of the 

0 
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Assembly last fa l l  this w a s  the dominant or main theme that w a s  said by 
people who were elected. There was general dissatisfaction w i th this 
government. I know I w a s  elected on the basis that there ought to be major 
changes in this government and from what I see the Inuit peopl e were not very 
happy with this gover nment a nd they instead were proposing Nunavut. 

So real ly for the past yea r we have hea rd a grea t deal about Nunavut. We have 
not hea rd very much about the type of government that might be in our part of 
the North, but we have hea rd a lot a bout Nunavut. So the unity committee a s  
a result of this dissa tisfaction w a s  set up a nd w e  have gone throughout the 
North. We have gone to every native organiz ation i n  the North a nd we have t a lked 
to them a bout what type of government would they li ke in the North, what type 
of changes would they like. After hearing what they have said w e  made a report, 
we made recommendations a nd one of the main recommendations that we made is 
tha t people want changes to this government and pa rticula rly the Inuit people 
in t he East, up in the Arctic want to set up Nunavut which is a territorial 
government for the people in that part of the North. 

A Government Satisfactory To The Native People 

But I want to say too that when we a r e  talking a bout dividing the North we 
are not simply talking of  Nunavut. We have to take into serious considera tion 
what type of government i s  going to  resul t or what kind of government w e  might 
have in the western pa rt of the North. 

HON. TOM BUTTERS: Hea r,  hea r !  

MR. SIBBESTON: My feel ing on the question of when a nd whether w e  should divide 
is that I think it is inevitable that eventually we may have to  go our sepa rate 
w a ys, but I feel that before we sepa rate w e  should help one a nother. The 
I nui t people a nd the Dene and na tive people who are  on this Assembly should 
help one a nother so tha t wha tever forms of government we have in the future in 
the North, will b e  satisfactory to na tive people. As Members know i n  the 
western part of the North the Dene a nd the Metis people a nd other northern 
people a re invol ved in the struggle a gainst t he federa l  government. The issue 
that is being focused upon is the Norman Wells pipel ine and in order to win that 
struggl e, in order to get cer tain concessions from the federal government we 
need the help of a ll people in the North  a nd for thi s reason we ha ve to hang on 
together until the issue is resolved. 

Likewise, if you a r e  talking of Nuna vut a nd Nunavut is going to happen, we 
must begin thinking a bout t he changes that are going to happen in the government 
in ou r pa rt of the North  a nd the native people wil l be seeking to ma k e  major 
changes. But in order to get changes we need the help of the Inuit people. So 
j ust genera l ly my feel ing is that we may have to  go our sepa rate ways i n  t he 
future, but we should not go ou r sepa rate w a ys until we have helped one a nother 
get t hings so that native people a r e  sati sfied. 

There is also the matter of the bounda ries. I ca n tell you that the people in 
my pa rt of the North do not accept the t ree l i ne as the boundry between Nunavut 
a nd the other pa rt  of the North. I t  i s  a f a ct that Dene peopl e go into the 
ba rren lands to hunt a nd to trap. So that matter of bounda ries is something 
that has to be worked out before sepa ration occurs. 

(Speaks in Slavey) 
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I j ust said, Mr. Chairman, a few more things. I stress again the importan ce of 
continuing together, that this Legislative Assembly should continue to work 
together to resolve all the ma j or issues that a re confronti ng us in the North, 
both native people and non-native people. Once we have worked together for the 
next few years and resolved some of these maj or issues and have worked together 
to rea lly take on and cha llenge the federal government, once we have done this, 
and once we have earned certain concessions, then we could go our sepa rate ways, 
but at the moment we need to stick together in the North. 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Hear, hear! 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Sibbeston. Very interesting. 

- - - La ughter 

Mr. Sayine. 

Need To Work Together In The Territories 

MR. SAVINE: Mr. Chairman, I guess I do not have too much to a dd to what 
Tagak Curl ey and what Mr. Sibbeston here have said already, but a year ago when 
I first got on this unity committee I have to a dmit that the last thing on my 
mind was Nunavut because I did not know anything about it at  the time, b ut my 
main concern was I guess the whole structure of the government in the Territories. 
Especia lly the people I represent, they did not a gree with the system of 
government, and this is one of the reasons why we have had, especially in the 
Western Arctic, where we had the Metis Association and the Dene Nation a n d  the 
territoria l government, we were all split to a certain period of time up to 
last year anyway. These were the things that I never agreed with and this is 
why I guess I have decided to run for this territoria l Assembly. 

I was not ex pecting to chan ge things all by mysel f overnight, but I felt that 
more of our people should have input, especially into the territorial government. 
I have always felt that a lot of times when I was chief of Fort Resolution, a n d  
I wa s chief up to last spring, for two years, and I have always felt that when 
we went to the assemblies of the Dene Nation people were always saying, " Why 
should we look at  this territoria l government a s  our government? We do not 
want to recognize them. " It is coming to the point where they were becoming 
further and further away from the territorial government. They were always 
trying to a void meetings and everything else that the territoria l government 
was doing. So, this wa s my main reason why I decided to get onto the unity 
committee a nd I felt that if we were going to have a territorial government, 
and we were going to have all these other orga nizations we would have to pull 
everything together and start working the right wa y instead of being a split 
territory. 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Hear, hea r !  

- - - Applause 

MR. SAVINE: I guess we ca n call ourselves Ca n adians but in my mind this is 
what it was coming to. So, anyway this is one of the main reasons why I ran 
and a lso decided to get onto this unity committee because as I said I felt this 
was a lot of nonsense. To put it stra ight I think it is a lot of nonsense. 
Anyway going back to the report, since I was involved with setting it up, I 
suppose most of the things that are in there -- I guess before I would comment 
or get any deeper into it, since the committee was made up from this House 
here we should have it discussed more a nd get a lot more of the Members ' ideas 
and whoever a ppears as witnesses, I would really like to go deeper into it 
before I make a ny comments on it. 
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THE CHAI RMAN (Mr. Fraser) :  Thank you, Mr. Sayine. I wil l now ask 
Mr. McLaughl in if he has priorities for witnesses. 

Motion On Procedure For Appearance Of Witnesses On Unity 

MR. McLAU GHLIN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In order to g et the procedure down 
cl earl y and set I think it woul d be in order that I make a motion at this time 
that the procedure I outl ined earl ier shoul d now be agreed on by Members as 
the procedure we wil l use during the debate. 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Agreed. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser } :  Thank you, Mr. McLaughl in. I am not sure how Members 
want to approach this. It is up to you. It makes no difference to me how 
you go  about it, if you want to open the fl oor for general comments. Mr. Braden, 
have you a sug g estion? 

H ON. GEORGE BRADEN: Mr. Chairman, we have heard some remarks from al most all 
the Members of the unity committee except for you. You are a knowl edgeabl e and 
experienced l egislator in the Northwest Territor ies and you may wish to step 
down as chairman so that you can speak. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: You are the onl y remaining Member of the unity committee 
that we have not heard f rom. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) :  E verything I am going to say has probabl y been said 
except for Mr. Sibbeston, I do not know what he was tal king about, but I · just 
hope he was not swearing at us because no one el se can understand. What I woul d 
have to say has al ready been said by the other Members and I think we wil l just 
l eave it at that. 

I am still not sure how the Members want to deal with this, if they want to open 
the fl oor for general comments or have the witnesses come forward. Mr. Butters, 
have you a sugg estion? 

HON. TOM BUTTERS: Mr. Chairman, we have invited witnesses especial ly to � ppear 
on this date to advise us of their thoughts and comments on the unity paper and 
I suggest, si r, that we shoul d move directl y into this situation whereby the 
witnesses woul d appear before us and we coul d hear from them. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ag reed. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) :  Is it agreed that we cal l the witnesses to appear 
before us and we coul d hear from them? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ag reed. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) :  Is it agreed that we cal l the witnesses in and in 
order and have them appear before this House? Is it ag reed? 

- - - Ag reed 

Thank you. Mr. McLaughl in. 

Motion On Procedure For Appearance Of Witnesses On Unity, Carried 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Chairman, is it understood then that there is ag reement 
among the Members to fol l ow the procedure which I outl ined to the Members 
previousl y and which I al so did outl ine to the witnesses who were g oing to 
appear before us? Is there agreement on that? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) :  Is it agreed? 

-- - Car r i ed 



- 674  -

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I would advise the committe e n ow that the members of ITC and 
the Metis Association arrived yesterday and they have agreed  to appear today. 
The othe r groups have not yet arrived. The ITC delegation headed by the 
president, Mr. Michael Amarook4 has agreed to b e  the first w i t n esses a n d  if 
it is agreed, Mr. Chairman, I thin k you shoul d call them in first. 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Agreed. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. F raser) : Is it agreed that we call ITC in as the first 
witn esses? Is it agre e d? 

- - - Agree d  

First of al l w e  will have a 15 minute recess for coffee and then call the 
witnesses in. 

--- SHORT RECESS 



( 

L 

- 6 7 5  -

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : We have a quorum. Is i t  the wish of the Members 
to cal l the witnesses to the witness stand? Agreed. 

- - - Agreed 

Wou l d you see that the witnesses come in? Mr. Patterson, do you have a comment? 

MR. PATTE RSON: Yes, Mr. Chairman. On a point of privilege, I have received 
a number of complaints du ring the break that peopl e who are here in the g allery 
anxiou s  to hear the debate, do not have equipment to permit them to hear 
the translated version and this is a serious problem that I wou l d like to have 
resolved before we continue. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Mr. Patterson, I am advised we have 100  extra 
u nits here now and they have al l been taken. In order for u s  to g et more, 
I think we would have to shut down for two days until we get some in. 
Mr. Patterson. 

MR. P ATTERSON: Mr. Chairman, maybe consideration should be given to having 
consecutive translation available since the reason we came to Frobisher Bay 
was so, that the public throu g h  the media and by attending here, could hear 
this important debate and we are cutting off hal f the Members from the public. 

- - -Appl ause 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : What can we do about  it? I am advised the only 
other way we could do it is to have the interpreters sit at the table here and 
translate over the speakers. If that is the wish of the other Members, I am 
open. Any fu rther comments? Mr. Braden. 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I understand from past experience 
that it is a very difficult task for the interpreter corps to g o  throu gh  the 
process that is being proposed. I am wondering now if it wou l d  be possible 
to set u p  another room here where we could have perhaps a system hooked into 
some speakers so that g u ests and other visitors could hear what is going on. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Any f urther su g g estions as to how we could solve 
this problem? Mr. Patterson, how do you propose we could sol ve this problem? 

MR. PATTERSON: Well, Mr. Chairman, I understand this debate, which is an 
historical debate is being broadcast live on the media and the listening publ ic 
too is deprived of the benefit of what Inuit or non-Inuit or " other" Members 
might be saying if they do not understan d that language. It would assist the 
listenin g public t h roughout the Northwest Territories if we had -- it will be 
troublesome, but if we have consecutive translation avail able. That is what 
I wou l d  su g gest, Mr. Chairman. 

THE CHAI RMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Mr. McLau ghlin, any f u rther comments? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Chairman, I was u nder the u nderstanding that translation 
was occurring -- not as Mr. Patterson stressed it. Okay, fine. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : I am tol d CBC is doing a summary in the other 
lang u ages when they can but apparently they are having trouble keeping u p  with 
the translation. I am open to any further su g gestions as to how we can solve 
this. Mr. Patterson, I am afraid you will have to pu t that in the form of a 
motion for the benefit of the other Members if you want to continu e with your 
su g g estion. Mr. Patterson. 

--------



- 6 7 6  -

Motion To Have Appropriate Translation After E ach Speaker On Unity 

MR. PATTERSON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would move then that in order that 
the public fully understand this debate, that interpretation be provided through 
the House public address system consecutively, that is, in the appropriate 
language after each speaker has spoken. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : To the motion. Do I hear question? 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Question. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : The question being called. The motion is . . .  

HON. ARNOLD McCALLUM: Mr. Chairman, I recognize there is a problem and I wonder 
whether we could have some kind of comment from Aimo Nookiguak or his group 
if they can handle it. I do not see him. I see Mr. Braden talking to somebody 
there but shall we say yes, we are going to supply them, if we cannot? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Hon. Mr. McCall um. Hon. Mr. Braden, 
have you any suggestion? 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have briefly consulted with 
members of the interpreter corps and while they indicate that they can plug 
into the system as you have it set up here it will perhaps double the amount 
of time that we have allotted for each group of witnesses. If the h on. Member 
from Frobisher Bay is concerned about having a debate which everybody can hear 
and understand once we get into the unity report we wil l have to presumably 
carry on this practice. So, as opposed to two or two and a half days, we can 
probably look to continuing on this discussion for a much longer period. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Hon. Mr. Braden. Mr. P atterson, to the 
motion. 

Everyone Must Participate In D ebate 

MR. PATTE RSON: Yes, Mr. Chairman. I am afraid that many people seem quite 
content with the designation of two official l anguages in th e Northwest T�rritories, 
E nglish and French, but in fact the reality is that there are particularly in 
this part of the world, a majority of people whose first language is not English 
and they are here in this meeting place and they are listening throughout 
the Northwest Territories and they are I am sure anxious to hear what everyone 
says. It is going to cause problems. That is one of the reasons why I believe 
that the Territories must divide. We have an incredible communications problem, 
but let us not slough it off by saying it will take more time for everyone 
to understand. We are here so that all of the people, not j ust those who 
understand E nglish, all the peopl e can participate in this debate and I am 
afraid I feel it is a point of principle with me and I will vote in favour of 
the motion even if it does take a long time. Maybe it will take years to resolve 
this q uestion, but it is more important than perhaps anything else we will be 
dealing with. So I am not afraid of spending more time so that someone else 
can understand. Thank you. 

Motion To Have Appropriate Translation After E ach Speaker On Unity, Carried 

THE  CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. P atterson. To the motion. Any 
further discussion? Question has already been called. All in favour? Down. 
Against? Abstentions? The motion is carried. 

---Carried 
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Mr. Curley, did you want to comment on the motion? 

MR. CURLEY: Mr. Chairman, I was going to ask you to read the motion because I 
did not g et to know what we voted for but I will let it g o. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you. 
can you read that motion ag ain? 

understand the motion - - Mr. Patterson, 

MR. PATTE RSON: The effect of it, Mr. Chairman, is simply that I have suggested 
th at we tak e the necessary time to provide consecutive translation following 
the speaker. 

THE CHAI RMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Patterson. This would mean we may 
have to recess and get the interpreters lined up. I wonder if somebody could 
find out whether the interpreters are prepared to do this translation and how 
long it would take for them to set up. Mr. Wah-Shee. 

HON. JAMES WAH- SHEE:  Mr. Chairman, as I understand it from the motion, from 
the h on. Member from Frobisher Bay, h e  has said that the system be set up 
after this particular meeting and I interpret that as after todays proceedings, 
so the system will be in place for tomorrow, Mr. Chairman. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Mr. Wah-Shee. Was that the intent of 
your motion, Mr. Patterson? 

MR. PATTERSON: No. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : The intent of your motion is that we recess and set 
up the translation now. Is that right? 

MR. PATTE RSON: Yes. 

TH E CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) :  Will somebody find out from the interpreters how 
long it would take them to set up? Mr. McLaughlin. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Chairman, the interpreters would not have to set anything 
up, one of them could sit beside you and then give a verbatim translation 
over the same mike you are using or another mike beside you, the problem is it 
would take twice as long but there is nothing required to be set up. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you very much. Will the Sergeant-at-Arms 
see we have an interpreter here si tting at the table and we can proceed with 
the report. I have to ap ologize to the witnesses for the slight delay. I 
think we are now ready to go. Maybe you could identify yourselves for the 
Members, the witnesses sitting at the head witness tabl e, Mr . Michael Amarook, 
president of ITC, am I right? 

MR. AMAROOK: (Translation) The . . .  

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Excuse me, but Mr. McLaughlin. 

MR. McLAUGHLI N: I thought we would still g et the simultaneous translation as 
is normally done so that at least Members in the House and those peopl e who do 
have them could get the actual instantaneous translation and th en the translation 
would be done again afterward. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : I am told they cannot run two systems. They either 
do it this way or the other way and the other way was voted on, this was voted 
on and the motion was passed so we have to do it the way we are g oing to do it 
now. Mr. Curley. 

Problem Is Not Interpreters 

MR. CUR L E Y :  Mr. Chairman, alth ough I understand the concern of the Member from 
Frobisher Bay, to try and provide a unilingual service throughout the whole 
Territories, if we are going to do that then we should really consider doing 
it in Slavey, doing it in the Western Arctic dialect and so on because we should 
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not just be doing it for one segment of the population. On that basis I can 
understand, I think the interpreters can have this particular problem, but I 
would have to say to the Assembly staff, and the Speaker is the one who should 
make available what you call those transl ators, they should see they are 
availabl e. I had to lend mine to someone else because we are short. I t  is not 
the interpreters' problem, I think it is the whole set up here and this business 
of the House has not taken that into consideration, the fact that those kinds 
of thing s shoul d  be available. I do not know. I am totally confused right now. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser} :  We are not blaming the interpreters. It is j ust 
that the motion reads we have this type of translation and the motion was passed 
so I have no alternative but to g o  ahead. If you want to make another motion 
that is up to you but we have � o  g o  with that motion that was dealt with and 
passed and we have this type of translation and that is al l I can do. I am 
open to any suggestions. I am also told Mr. Curley, that they brought over 100 
extra units for this and that is quite a few extra units to be brought in just 
for this. They are trying to get more from Montreal, I think they are on the 
phone now trying to get more but how successful they will be and how soon we can 
get them is another thing but the word is going out now. Mr. Curley, g o  ahead. 

MR. CURLEY: Mr. Chairman, again I am really speaking on the principle that 
without having an official l anguag e pol icy of this government, to try and 
continue to satisfy everyone, I do not think we can do it, I think we wil l j ust 
have to proceed with the business of the House as we were supposed to do rather 
than trying to satisfy somebody el se. We have work to do here and we should go  
on  with it. 

SOME HON. MEMBE RS: Hear, hear'. 

MR. CURLEY: If some of us do not understand then some of us will have to try a 
little harder to g et the information out by other means. Thank you. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser} :  How do you propose to go  about this motion? 

MR. CURLEY: I would suggest that the mover of the motion withdraw the motion. 

- - - Applause 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : Mr. Patterson. 

MR. PATTERSON: May I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that at the very least we should 
make every effort to permit those persons who are present today here to understand 
the debate. It may be possibl e that peopl e are using these recording devices 
who can pass them on to the unil ingual people here who cannot do without them 
and looking around there may be a handful of people here today. 

Motion To Rescind Motion To Have Appropriate Translation After Each Speaker 
On Unit , Carried 

I have learned that the CBC is attempti ng to summarize what has been said and 
in view of my colleag ue from the Keewatin's comment that he feels this woul d 
unduly slow thing s down I will withdraw my motion but I would urge that we make 
every ef fort to at least make these translating devices avail able to members of 
the publ ic because we spent a tremendous amount of money to come over here so 
that people in my constituency who do not speak English could listen to what is 
happening and now they are telling me they are shut out . I feel distressed about 
it but I will withdraw the motion but I expect things to be in better shape 
tomorrow. Thank you. 

- - - Carried 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser): Thank you. Mr. Curley. 
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MR. CURLEY: I have one more comment and I appreciate the Member' s problem. 
I see maybe 5 0  civil servants sitting al ong the tabl e over there and some 
of them do not have t0 have those units; if they are assistants to the 
Ministers, they shoul d have the sets. The rest of them I think they are just 
having a pl easure trip here and they do not have to have them so why not give 
them to the peopl e out there. 

MR. SI BBESTON: Right. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : A point wel l taken and I think maybe we shoul d 
just take inventory and see how many peopl e real l y  need th ese sets and if 
they are needed el sewhere. Mr. Braden. 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: This is being broadcast throughout the Northwest 
Territories and I move we adjourn for 15 minutes and sort the situation out. 

---Laughter 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser):  Is it agreed? It was moved that we recess for 
15 minutes and get this sorted out and then come back. Thank you. 

- - - SHORT RECESS 
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THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : The committee will come to order. J ust before -- I 
think we are missing one witness. Maybe somebody could go and alert him. 
While we are waiting for the witness, the Chair recognizes the two MP' s, 
Mr. It tinuar and Mr. Nickerson in the gallery. 

---Applause 

There we are, t he lost is found, we have the president of ITC, Inuit Tapirisat of 
Canada back in the chair. I would just like t o  make a couple of short remarks 
before we proceed with the wit nesses. I will ask all Members and t he witnesses 
if they are going to speak, would they speak right into the mike, speak closely 
to the mike and when you are making a comment or a reply would you please talk 
slowly for the benefit of the interpreters. We have t o  slow down so they can 
translate. Thank you very much. We will now recognize the president from 
ITC, Michael Amarook for your opening comments please. 

---Applause 

MR. AMAROOK: (Translation) Thank you, Mr. Chairman. A few of us will be 
making comments with regard to the Nunavut proposal and we will be giving you 
information items and J ohn Amagoalik will be first on the list. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Mr. Amagoalik. 

Assembly Could Slow Down Nunavut 

MR. AMAGOALIK: (Translation) Can you hear me? I would like to thank the 
Assembly for allowing us to do our presentation today. First of all, we would 
like to clarify that we are not here t o  find out if the Assembly opposes the 
creation of Nunavut. The only thing I guess we are afraid of is that this 
Assembly might slow down the process of Nunavut. I would also like t o  clarify, 
and I want it underst ood, that the official speakers , t he Inuit of the Northwest 
Territories, we are the spokesmen and representatives of the Inuit in the 
Territories, and sometimes we are a bit hard core, hard-nosed at times in making 
statements but this is the only way t hat others will pay attention to us and 
we will be presenting, when we have had concrete st atements that they are not 
paid att ention to t oo much, and if the ITC is t elling us how to be hard- nosed 
it would not be the same today. 

I would like t o  say that land claims and Nunavut are two different issues but 
they necessarily go hand in hand. We view the sett lement of land claims as a 
relatively short- term solution and we see Nunavut as a long- term solution to 
our problems and in that respect it  is even more important than the settlement 
of land claims. 

We are convinced that the Alaska settlement would not have worked and if it had 
not been created. Home rule in Greenland is starting to work even without the 
settlement of the native claims. We suspect that the reverse would not be so 
successful. We also feel that the J ames Bay agreement would work much better 
today if the people had been given more than a t oken regional government wh i ch 
has no teeth and which is being ignored by the Quebec provincial government. 

Governments Must Agree In Principle 

(Translation) Now, the ITC had a general assembl y meeting at Coppermine and they 
debated a resolution with respect to the creat i on of Nunavut territory with its 
own territorial government. The resolution affirmed the ITC commi t ment to such 
an end and called upon the Government of Canada and the Legislative Assembly t o  
indicate agreement in principle. 

Needless to say, the resolution passed unanimously. The Minister of Indian 
Affairs and Northern Development responding to the resolution on behal f of the 
Government of Canada has agreed to bring the question of Nunavut before the 
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federal cabinet. We seek your support in making a large step forward in the 
political evolution of the North, that is the creation of Nunavut. 

In the course of this address, we would like to address three matters that are of 
concer n to all of us: The rationale for Nunavut ;  the relationship between 
Nunavut and the pol itical evol ution of the parts of the existing Northwest 
Territories that are outside Nunavut; and the process of creating Nunavut. We 
shall speak to the first matter mentioned. What is the rationale for Nunavut? 

Rationale F or Nunavut 

We would like to quote some of the remarks made by Thomas Suluk,  then ITC 
land cl aims project director, during his address to this Assembly in February, 
1 980 at Yellowknife. I am quoting Thomas Suluk duri ng his address to this 
Assembly i n  February, 1980 at Yellowknife: " I  turn now to the question of 
political change. When the people of Nunavut seek to criticize the inadequacies 
of government, they focus thei r criticism on Ottawa and Yellowknife. This, of 
course, very seldom entail s criti cism of the individuals who formulate policy 
in Ottawa and Yellowknife. The motives of the people involved are not questioned. 
Rather, the criti cism goes to the location and structure of the government 
i nstitutions in which these people work .  

Criticism of  Ottawa is not a pastime confined to  the people of  Nunavut. 
Southern Canadians, as well as other northerners, indulge in this popular sport. 
While the very visible federal role i n  the North, a role that all here today 
would agree i s  sometimes heavy-handed, may make Ottawa a somewhat more popul ar 
target in the North than elsewhere, regional grumbling over the policies of the 
central government is an enduring feature of Canadian feder alism. This kind of 
grumbl ing is not always a bad thing ; it helps to bring about compromises over 
the conflicting interests of well-defined regional groupings of Canadians. 
Criticism of Ottawa i s  entirely consistent with strong attachment to the 
Canadian confederation. 

Political Al legiance A Matter Of Heart 

The criticism reserved for Yellowknife by the people of Nunavut is of a 
different order. I will not go into detail as to all the factors that have 
contributed to the alienati on from Yellowknife that is felt by the Inuit and 
non-Inuit residents of Nunavut. Any list of factors would include and go 
beyond the following; physical remoteness, climate, landscape, economy, l angu age, 
culture, history, and dissatisfaction with the quality of government services. 
I t  is sufficient to say that the people of Nunavut do not identify with the 
Government of the Northwest Territories or its capital in the way that other 
Canadi ans have developed coll ective loyalties to the provincial units in which 
they live. When all is said and done, political allegiance i s  a matter of the 
heart. The people of Nunavut feel and value an allegi ance to Canada. The 
people of Nunavut hope to br i ng about the creation of Nunavut government that 
will similarly encompass and express their loyalties at the territorial and, 
some day, provincial level. " 

This quote contains three very important facts. First of all, political 
allegiance is, first and foremost, a matter of the heart. Secondly, the existing 
Northwest Territories cannot claim the heartfelt politi cal allegiance of the 
people who live within its boundaries. Thirdl y, the political allegiance of 
the people of Nunavut focuses naturally on a new Nunavut territory with its own 
territorial government. E ach of these three ideas warr ant some discussion. 
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Poli ti cal a l l eg i ance i s , f i rs t  and foremost, a ma tter of the heart. Who among us 
would di s a gree w i th thi s fundamenta l tenet of democra ti c thought? An d who 
among us woul d di s a gree that pol i ti cal boundar i es drawn i n  oppos i ti on to thi s 
tenet, ei ther i ntenti onal l y  or uni ntenti onall y, ha v e  been an a ge  ol d cause of 
confus i on, s tri fe a nd unhappi nes s i n  the f ami l y  of man? S urel y, i t  i s  
a xi omati c i n  any democrati call y organi zed and democrati cal ly moti vated s oci ety 
that pol i ti cal  bounda ri es must conform to popul a r  feel i ng s  of i denti ty, 
popul ar  feel i ng s  of communi ty. 

Do the exi sti ng Northwest Terri tori es cl a i m  the heartfel t politi ca l  all eg iance 
of the peopl es who l i ve wi thi n its boundari es ?  Any object i v e  test woul d answer 
the questi on i n  the negat i ve. In the never endi ng debate over pol i ti cal 
devel opment that ha s taken pl ace i ns i de the exi s ti ng Northwest Terri tori es over 
the pa s t  f i ve or s i x  years,  v ery few, i f  a ny, pa s s i onate testi moni al s hav e  
been heard on behal f of the Northwest Terri tori es a s  a pol iti ca l uni t ;  v ery few, 
i f  any, pra i s es ha v e  been s ung. Certa i nl y, the resul ts of recent efforts to 
take the pul s e  of pol i t i cal  l i fe i n  the exi s t i ng Northwest Terri tori es - - the 
Report of the Speci a l  Repres entati ve on Consti tuti onal Devel opment i n  the 
Northwest Terri tori es and the Report of the S peci a l  Commi ttee on Uni ty of the 
Leg i s l ati ve Ass embl y, to menti on onl y two -- ha v e  shown the body pol i ti c  to 
be i n  ra ther i ndi fferent form. 

Congratul ati ons To Uni ty Commi ttee 

I woul d l i ke at  thi s ti me to congratulate the Members of the uni ty commi ttee 
for ha v i ng the coura ge  to face hard facts wi th i ntel l i g ent concl us i ons. 

- - - Applaus e 

It should be poi nted out that the un i ty commi ttee proba bl y s a w  the s ame thi ng s  
a s  Drury di d but, unl i ke Drury, ha d the coura g e  to accept the pol i ti cal  
real i ti es of the North and to recommend some real i s ti c s ol uti ons. Now I do not 
a g ree too often wi th Mr. Charl es Lynch, but I thi nk hi s suggest i on that Drury' s 
report bel ongs i n  the nearest snowbank i s  a mos t  appropri ate one. 

I s  there any a mount or depth of genuine enthus i a s m  for ma i nta ining the 
governmenta l s tatus quo wi thi n the pol i ti ca l  uni t of the Northwest Territori es 
or even for ma i nta i ni ng the pol i ti cal  u n i t  of the Northwest  Terri tories i ts el f? 
The answer i s  s el f - ev i dent. 

Lack Of Commi tment In N. W. T. 

It i s  perhaps pa i nful for some peopl e to contempl ate the l ack of emoti onal 
commi tment on the part of the peopl es of the Northwes t Terri tori es to the 
pol i ti ca l  uni t i n  whi ch they l i ve. Even the mos t cursory rev i ew of the hi s tory 
of the Northwes t Terri tori es, however, s houl d remove any s ense of s urpri s e  
a t  thi s fact. R i ght from the moment of creati on, more than 100 years 
a go, the Northwest Terri tori es hav e  s erved a s  a s topg ap  mea sure for the 
prov i s i on of publ i c  a dmi n i stra ti on in advance of the emergence of more 
l ong-term pol i ti cal  uni ts. Al berta and S a s ka tchewa n emerged a s  d i sti nct 
pol i ti ca l  uni ts a l ong ti me a g o; Nuna v ut i s  goi ng through i ts bi rth pa i ns at  
thi s ti me. There i s  nothi ng alarming about the l a ck of emoti onal commi tment to 
the exi st i ng Northwes t Terri tori es. In the f i nal anal ys i s ,  thi s s i tuat i on 
cannot be a ttri buted to the acti ons or omi s s i ons of any i n di v i dual, g roup or 
s ys tem of publ i c  a dmi ni s tration. Thi s s i tuati on merel y refl ects the 
i nappropri a teness  of the exi s t i ng Northwes t  Terri tori es a s  a long-term pol i ti ca l  
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unit. The Northwest Territories did not come into existence on the basis of 
a popular political consensus or with the expectation that tts boundaries would 
ever define a popular political cons ensus. The creation of Nunavut i n  accordance 
with the popular political allegiance of its people would not represent a 
failure in a proces s toward s el f government, but rather a logical step, 
indeed a necess ary step, in the fulfillment of s uch a proces s .  

Inuit Ass ociations Support Nunavut 

The people of Nunavut look to a new N unavut territory as an effective vehicle 
for their political, economic and s ocial aspirations.  The evidence in favour 
of this ob s ervation is surely persuasive. Inuit Tapirisat of Canada has 
publicly advocated the creation of a Nunavut territory for more than five 
years. The three regional Inuit organizations - - the Kitikmeot Inuit 
As s ociation, the Keewatin Inuit As s ociation, and the Baffin Inuit Ass ociation 
have cons is tently s upported Nunavut. Mr. Peter Ittinuar, Member of Parliament 
for Nunatsiaq has been a N ocal advocate for N unavut. T h e  Members of this 
Legis lative Ass embly from the Eastern Arctic cons tituencies have formed a 
caucus known informally as the Nunavut caucus .  The Baffin Regional Council 
has expres s ed s upport for N unavut. I understand that delegates at the most 
recent meeting of the Baffin Regional Council expres s ed certai n  concerns about 
when the proces s of creating N unavut s hould commence and the level of public 
consultation accompanying s uch a proces s ;  there is no conflict, however, between 
the statements of Baffin Regional Council and the creation of N unavut. 

We would like to digres s for a moment to clarify two points which s eem to have 
been the s ubj ect of s omewhat confus ed comment by a number of public figures in 
the past few months. First of all, ITC has never s uggested that s upport in 
principle for the creation of Nunavut means s upport for the contents of the 
document entitled ''Political Development in Nunavut" that came out of its 
1 979 annual general as s embly in Igloolik. The resolution authorizing release 
of the document specifically indicated that the document was intended to s park 
public discus sion and that its contents did not restrict ITC policy. Inuit 
Tapirisat of Canada hoped both to encourage public debate on Nunavut and to 
signal the depth of ITC commitment to N unavut. Secondly, ITC has never argued 
that the creation of a N unavut territory could be achieved overnight. Rather, 
ITC has s ought s upport in principle for the creation of a N unavut territory 
and has bel ieved that cons ensus on the desirability of N unavut would be 
coloured by a proces s by which the many ques tions relating to timing, 
transitional arrangements, boundaries, etc. , could be ans wered. Such a proces s ,  
of course, would neces s arily be accompanied by extensive and continuing public 
cons ultation with governments, organizations, communities and individuals 
having an interest. 

Unanimity Of Support 

We have made some brief comments about the range of s upport for the creation of 
Nunavut among organizations and individuals acting in a repres entative 
capacity for the people of Nunavut. We believe that the near unanimity of 
s upport for N unavut among the repres entatives of the people of Nunavut reflects 
a wider fact: Near unanimity of s upport among the people of N unavut. Our 
belief is not altb gether s urorising, of cours e. It is hard to imagine a 
situation where almost all the leaders among the people of Nunavut would be 
s aying one thing and the people would be feeling another. Thi s kind of 
dis crepancy would be unusual in any circums tance; it would be practically 
unthinkable in an area where consensus plays a key role in the political 
culture. 
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Whi le the press c a nnot a lways be relied upon to  express the vi ews of a 
popul a t i on, we thi nk i t  i s  si gni f i c a nt tha t t he  three newspapers tha t circ ula te  
in Nuna vut ; Nuna tsi a q  News, Igala aq  and News of  the North, have expressed support 
for the crea t i on of Nunavut . 

We do not hesi t a t e  to  sa y that the vast ma jori ty of the people of Nunavut fa vour 
t he  crea t ion of a Nuna vut t erri tory with i ts own terri t orial government.  Nor do 
we hesi t a t e  to  challenge those who disa gree with our belief to  i dent i fy a n  
objec tive basi s for such di sagreement . All of you have tra velled i n  Nunavut 
a s  Members of the Legi sl a t i ve Assembly, a nd many of you have vi sited Nunavut 
for personal reasons. Forget for a moment the understa nda ble expressions of 
concern somet i mes voi c ed a s  to t i m i ng, t ra nsi t i ona l arra ngements, et c . , regarding 
the c rea t i on of Nuna vut. Do a ny of you seri ousl y doubt tha t the overwhelmi ng 
majori ty of people livi ng i n  Nuna vut, Inui t a nd non-Inui t a l i ke, support the 
pri nc i ple of Nunavut? Do a ny of you seri ously doubt tha t t he people of Frobi sher 
Ba y a nd Pond Inlet feel that  thei r poli t i c al future should gi ve them more in 
common w i t h  the people of Gjoa Haven a nd C hest erfield Inlet than the people of 
Hay Ri ver a nd P i ne Po int ?  

MR. S ULU K: ( Transl a t i on)  We would li ke now to speak to t he second mat ter rai sed 
a t  the begi nning of t h i s  address . . .  

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : 
a nd then it i s  of record. 

If you wi l l  address t he Chair, I wi l l  rec ogni ze you 
Mr. Thomas Suluk, please. 

Rela tionship Between Nuna vut And Poli t i c a l  Evolution 

MR. S ULUK: (Transla t i on) Thank you. We would now l ike to speak to the second 
mat t er ra i sed a t  the begi nning of thi s  address: The rela t i onshi p between Nuna vut 
a nd the pol i t ic al evolut i on of the parts of the existing Northwest Territori es 
that are outside Nuna vut. There seems to be a feeling in some quarters that 
di scussion about Nunavut underc uts the abi li ty of the Government of the Northwest 
Terri tori es to obta i n  concessions from Ot tawa in the form of grea t er legi sl a t ive, 
admi ni stra t i ve and fi scal powers on behalf of all t he people of the exi sting 
Northwest Terri tori es. The proponent s  of this vi ewpoi nt feel further tha t 
di scussi on of Nunavut should ei ther be dropped or postponed. We respect this 
opi ni on as a genui nely held assessment of the politic a l  rea l it i es that exist 
bet ween a ny terri t orial government based i n  t he North a nd t he federal government. 
At t he same t i me, we a re forced t o  disa gree w i t h  it i n  several key respec ts. 

F i rst of a l l, t h i s  approa ch seems to view the question of popula r pol i tic al 
allegi a nce as of li t tle i mportance. Thi s i s  a fundamenta l  mistake.  The people 
of Nunavut are hopeful that Nunavut could go a long way to  protec t i ng a nd 
enha nc ing the di st i nc t  qua l i t i es of t hetr l a nd a nd the huma n l ife i t  supports. 
Surely, this i s  a posi tive, hea l thy goal. It i s  diffic ult to see how common 
ant i pathy towards the federal government coul d serve as the basis of a popul a r  
polit i c a l  a l legiance tha t would be c a pa ble of supplant i ng the positive, hea l thy 
goa l of Nuna vut. It i s  antagoni st i c  to the theory a nd pra c tic e of C a nadi an 
federali sm to def i ne poli tical uni ts a ccordi ng to a common adversary. 

Sec ondly, it i s  somewha t unrea li stic t o  t hi nk that ma i nta i ni ng the exi sti ng 
boundari es of the Northwest Territories w ill a utoma t i c a l ly hasten the tra nsfer 
of addi t i onal responsi bi li t i es from Ott a wa .  Any argument based on popul a t i on 
s i ze  i s  of very l i mi ted persuasi veness. The Yukon Territory, w i t h  a far  smaller 
popula t i on tha n  the Northwest Territori es, has a lways been treated by Ot t a wa as 
c loser to  the a ssumpt i on of provi ncial-type powers. Rather, it  is the ability 
of a government to discharge responsibi l i t i es effec t i vely that should ultimately 
di c ta te the level of responsibi l it i es that i t  receives. As l ong as the exi sting 
Northwest Territ ories i s  inc a pa bl e of resol vi ng it s own interna l deb a te on its 
pol i t i c a l  future, the federa l government will be a verse to tra nsferring a ny 
further major responsi bi lities. Thi s a version i s  rooted in a fa i r  amount of 
logi c .  Why tra nsfer responsibi li t i es to  a political uni t that does not know what 
i t  is or where i t  is going? As long as the question of Nuna vut remains up in the 
a i r  t he i nternal deba t e  about the political evolut i on of the exi sting Northwest 
Territ ories will rema i n  unresolved. 
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Nunavut Would Avoid Deadlock Of Aboriginal Rights Negotiations 

The creation of Nunavut and, more immediately, consensus as to its desirability 
in principle, could go a long way to avoiding the deadlock that is threatening 
to paralyse political institutions within the existing Northwest Territories 
and to paralyse the equally important progress of aboriginal rights negotiations. 
(Translation ends. ) 

The creation of Nunavut and more importantly the consensus with respect to its 
desirability in principle, goes a long way to avoiding the deadlock  th�t is 
threatening to paralyse political institutions within the existing Northwest 
Territories and to paralyse the equally important progress of aboriginal rights 
negotiations. Here I would like to emphasize that we must make out departures 
while we can still shake hands. If a decision is deferred for later the 
departure may not be too pleasant. The process of creating Nunavut could also 
prove valuable in opening up a constructive dialogue wi th the federal government 
about the level of responsibilities that territorial governments should enjoy 
and the timetables that should be followed in their assumption of additional 
responsibilities. Such a dialogue would almost inevitably be assisted by the 
drafting and debates of federal legislation creating Nu navut. 

In short, we submit that the creation of Nunavut woul d be at least to hasten 
transfer of responsibilities from Ottawa as to impede them. How can Ottawa be 
expected to have a great deal of confidence in things as they are now? 

People Free To Decide 

We would like to stress as emphatically as we are able that we do not consider 
the creation of Nunavut to be inimical to the interests of the people of the 
existing Northwest Territories who live outside Nunavut. We are sure that we 
speak for all the people of Nu navut when we express our hope that political 
development in the balance of the existing Northwest Territories takes place in 
a way satisfactory to its residents. Inuit Tapirisat of Canada, as the 
representative organization speaking for one of Canada ' s  original peoples, is 
particularly hopeful that political development in the balance of the existing 
Northwest Territories proceeds in a way acceptable to the Dene Nation and the 
Metis. We are reluctant to make forecasts or offer suggestions as to where 
political development should lead the people of that part of the existing 
Northwest Territories outside Nunavut; we feel strongly that the people of the 
area should be free to make the necessary decisions. At the same time, we are 
confident in saying that the creation of Nunavut will remove an important 
obstacle to the resolution of political questions in the balance of the existing 
Northwest Territories by allowing the people of that area to concentrate on their 
own political future. 

Here we would like to suggest that the Minister of aboriginal rights confine 
his activities to his own backyard where his abilities can best be utilized. 
Creation of Nunavut will in no way sever the close links that exist between 
the people of Nunavut and the other people of the existing Northwest Territories. 
All g overnmen�s that exist north of th e  60th parallel will have a continuing 
interest in working together as equals on a variety of issues. We would hope 
that the creation of Nunavut would soon be followed by the establishment of a 
federation of northern territories that could co-operate at the administrative 
and, perhaps in some areas, the legislative levels and that could make joint 
presentations to the federal government on matters of mutual concern, and here, 
Mr. Chairman, I would like your permission to turn over the remainder of this 
speech to the president of ITC. Thank you. 

THE CHAI RMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Mr. Michael Amarook. 

MR. AMAROOK: (Translation) Thank you. We come finally, Mr. Chairman, to the 
last matter that we indicated at the beginning of our address that we would like 
to discuss, that is, the process of creating Nunavut. 
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Creation Of Nunavut 

In commenting on this matter, we t rust that you will remember that ITC is 
advocating the creation of a Nunavut territory that would conform in its 
organization and operation to  the well est ablished practices and constraints 
of territ orial public administration. Certain ly, everyone h ere is familiar 
enough with those. E ven t ual ly, ITC wou1 d like to  see a Nunavut territory 
follow the precedents t hat alread y exist in Canadian constitutional history in 
order to evolve into a Nunavut province. The amount of t ime required for such 
an evolution would, of course, depend on many factors. The important point to  
recognize is t h at I TC is  t alking about t errit orial government in t he  sense well 
known to Can adians in general and northerners in particular. The political 
inst itutions sought are fully compatible with all the f irst principles of 
Canadian fed eralism. The people of Nunavut want t o  live in a political unit 
well within Canadian constit utional experience. 

We t hink it is also import ant t h at we remember, as t h e  Hon .  J ohn Munro poin ted 
out as recently as two weeks ago at Coppermine, that the Government of Canada 
and the parliament of Canad a retain final discretion about the creation of 
Nunavut and, for that matt er, political development in any other part of the 
existing Nort hwest Territories. Having said t his, however, we think it is 
obvious that ITC, this Legislative Assembly and other representative organizations 
will have a great deal of influence on the d ecisions that the fed eral government 
makes in this matter. 

Organizations Should Agree In Principle To Creation Of Nunavut 

It is for this reason that we would hope t h at ITC, t h e  Legislative Assembly and 
other representative organizations would both agree t o  the principle of the 
creation of Nunavut and co-operate together in a process that leads to that 
creation. We do not underestimate the difficult ies that will be encountered 
in t he process. Questions of timing, t ransitional arrangements, boundaries, 
all have t o  be dealt with in a way that satisfies the aspirations of the peopl es 
involved and does so in a way that minimizes any impact on businesses - - I 
apologize - - we repeat: We do not underestimate the difficulties that will be 
encountered in t h e  process; we are more aware, however, of the difficult ies that 
would f low from a failure t o  initiate a process. 

We have had the opportunity of reviewing the motion proposed by Mr. Dennis 
Patterson, the Member from Frobisher Bay. Adoption of this motion would do 
a great d eal for the people of Nunavut. We support the conten ts of this 
motion and urge all Members of this Assembl y t o  vote for it . I t  is time for 
common sense and a bit of boldness to prevail. Ladies and gen tlemen, we invite 
you t o  join us in making hist ory. Thank you for your attention. 

---Applause 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you very much, Mr. Amarook. I t hink before 
we go into a question period which I am sure some of the Members would like to  
ask questions of the wit nesses we will have a 1 5  minute recess for coffee. 

- - - SHORT RECESS 
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THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : The Chair recognizes a q uorum. At this time I 
would like to thank these witnesses for a very good presentation that 
was made to the Assembly. I am sure some of the Members will have some 
straightforward, strong questions to put to you, so I throw it open to the 
House. Members may ask questions now of the witnesses and I will be taking 
your names down. Mr. E valuarjuk .  

MR. EVALUARJUK: (Translation) Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to thank 
the witnesses that have been able to come here. It is beginning to be realized 
by everybody that we should be helping each other the way we meet. Sometimes 
I am sorry that I am not able to attend because we usually have some other 
business to do. The thing that really concerns me when they say maybe somebody 
made a mistake, he should be corrected. He mentioned the deferral when he said 
that somebody did not like the deferral, something that was mentioned about a 
deferral. When I was a member of the BRC they mentioned something about a 
deferral so I would like to talk about it now. They did not mention the 
I nuit Tapirisat to be deferred. Concerning the postponement of Nunavut, there 
is a report written and this report, it was asked this should be postponed 
because the ITC were informed and they may be involved with Nunavut. There 
has been public awareness in the Baffin region and for this reason this was 
brought up. 

I am going to quote from this paper here that the BRC assembly accepted this 
in 1980. It mentions that the BRC, Baffin Regional Council, informed the 
Legislative Assembly - - we were discussing the unity committee prior to 
consul ting the unity committee. The members of the Baffin Regional Council 
thought that the communities were not involved in the discussion of the split 
of the Northwest Territories. If the members felt that the separation of the 
N orthwest Territories should consul t with the communities and prior to an 
election of the Legislative Assembly this motion 14 was heard so as to agree 
with the communities to have input before any further decision was taken. I 
thought this was quite important for people who wanted to participate in this 
discussion. Prior to any premature decision I would like that this proposal 
for Nunavut, I do not want to see a lot of time in support of it, pardon me, 
this report. 

The Tree Line Boundary 

I have a comment, a q uestion. Has there been actually any change as far as the 
N unavut proposal around the tree line or if we are splitting up the N orthwest 
Territori es, is the boundary still going to be the tree line or is there another 
plan now? The Dene spokesman has stated that they were unhappy about splitting 
the Territories, about the idea of splitting the Territories through the tree 
line because they c onsider that their hunting area. After many discussions now 
that we, the native people, have stated that there shoul d be involvement by the 
native people. H ow do the Dene of the Northwest Territories below the tree line 
feel about thi s? Would they be seeking their own political entity as well? 
I am concerned about the potential so I am not against this proposal but I 
woul d like a clarification on this. Thank you very much. 

TH E CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. E valuarjuk . Mr. Michael Amarook, 
would you care to answer that question if there is one there? 

MR. AMAROOK: Mr. Suluk will answer. 
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MR. SULUK: (Trans lation) Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Firs tly, Mr. Evaluarjuk , 
I would like to clarify to you this idea of the proposal becaus e of the Baffin 
Regional Council res idents . We have only -- thos e people who are here with 
their ins titutions or non- native have s tated that Nunavut means if the 
Territories s plit there would be less power and in unity there is s trength. The 
other thing is we are not going to waste power. We are trying to s ave it. 
Government, the territorial government and its people are not conveying through 
their ideas becaus e the Dene and Inuit are directed to the -- the other thing, 
thes e people here have s aid that the Territories will be s plit and there will 
be les s power becaus e  there is less population. We were s aying that thi s is 
not true and we s aid we dis agreed with this idea that we oppos e those people. 

- - - Applaus e 

People Do Not Want To Wait Any Longer For A Settlement 

We are not s aying that to the Baffin Regional Council. The ques tion concerning 
the involvement of Inuit as s tated earlier, the proposal of Nunavut was brought 
up at Igloolik, it was an introduction to this dis cus s ion. So we are in the 
proces s now of beginning this . It s eems like in the pas t the Inuit ideals of 
harmony were not lis tened to and native people were leaving them behind like 
s omebody had left this world. We are dealing with the s pecific problem and the 
Dene reply, we have not done - - this whole proces s would have been delayed. We 
know our people and I know a lot of people do not want to wait for this anymore. 
They do not want to wait any longer for a s ettlement. I would like to pos e two 
ques tions : firs tly, considering the boundaries of Nunavut to the tree line, 
this has not changed and has never changed. We know that once Nunavut is 
created, the federal government agrees to this idea, we would then deal with 
s pecific is s ues as to the exact boundaries of Nunavut bes ides , you know, the 
boundaries may be different but there has been the tree line and portions of 
the area below the tree line, for example, around Es kimo Point for ins tance, 
that people have moved and they have lived in this area. Thes e would b e  decided 
upon in the future and argued. 

Concerning the political entity, concerning the people have s aid, as I have 
s aid earlier, maybe the people in that area wil l listen to us and come into the 
area. I regret that it is kind of late but at leas t we all k now that this is 
coming and we are tired of waiting. 

THE CH AIRMAN (Mr. Fras er) : 
ques tion, Mr. Evaluarjuk? 

Thank you, Mr. Suluk.  
I have Mr. Arlooktoo. 

Does that answer your 

MR. ARLOOKTOO: ( Trans lation) Thank you, Mr. Chairman , First of all , I would 
just li ke  to make a comment for my cons tituency, Cape Dorset, and als o one 
from Lake Harbour. My people, while the ITC is negotiating land claims, we 
have agreed to i t, and in the future. I could not unders tand it before but 
now it is becoming clear to me and I am being s upported by my people. I am 
happy to s ee that we will be s upporting the land clai ms , when you negotiate 
land claims, and this busines s of the boundary, whatever you want will b e  
s upported by the peopl e who voted for me, but I would like  to as k you a ques tion. 
The f i rs t  time you proposed Nunavut, the people met in Lake Harbour regarding 
that is s ue but at the time - - s ay if my daughter married a white person they 
would have to go s outh. It is s tated that way i n  the Dene and Metis propos als, 
now without s pecifically s tating which, giving you full support, I do n ot 
really kn ow how it could be proposed but that is my question, thank you. 



C 

L 

- 689 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fra s er ). :  Thank you very much, Mr. Arlooktoo. Do one of you 
care t o  answer tha t ?  Mr. Sul uk. 

Nunavut Is Not Land Cla ims 

MR. SULUK: (Transla tion) Thank you, Mr. Chairman. You mus t know by now, you 
mus t have been informed by now that the firs t piec e of the Nunavut proposal, 
s ome of them a re s til l in line with s ome of the propos als we are making now 
but it mus t be unders t ood tha t  the Nuna vut government is s epara te  from the 
government, from the government running the busines s ,  and that is what we are 
s ta ting today. At the present time it is a politica l  is s ue and it is for the 
white peopl e and the Metis and anybody concerned in the Territories. We are not 
t a lking a bout l a nd c l a ims. 

As to the mixture of people who might be in this paper, it is not s ta ted wha t 
kind of ethnic groups t here will be, it  is j u s t  s ta t ed in there, land c la ims. 
We are dealing here with two is s ues and the proposal forming the Nunavut 
government, a s  this House will hear, they a re quite s imila r a nd it l ooks like 
a crea tion of t his body. Y our question rela tes to a nother area regarding 
intercha nge marriages, for thos e who marry and this may crea te problems in 
dealing with this is s ue but we will be dealing with it a t  our dis cussions in 
Rankin Inl et . We are a ware not many people are not rea ll y opposed to  it but 
there ha s been much dis c us s ion and we are dealing with the more ba s ic t hings . 
For thos e  who ma rry a native, or ma rry a non- na tive and vice vers a ,  we have 
not come up with  any s ol ut ions yet . 

We have s poken a t  E s kimo Point about t he pol a r  bear quota, and there were many 
peopl e who were unhappy, the na t t ves, bec ause t hey are not allowed t o  g et pol ar  
bear tags .  At  this time with our government , we  are given licences but if we 
were to  form our own government thes e wou ld  not be cons idered a t  a ll, they would 
be forgotten about but in time we will be dea ling with this and reach a s pecific 
unders ta nding. Thos e who marry among natives, and this wil l  depend on how the 
man is, and als o  there are the desc enda nt s of the des c enda nt s .  At this time I 
c a nnot ans wer you directly but we will deal with this is s ue on the problem with 
those kinds of marriages .  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fra s er) : Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Mr. Pa t terson. 

Consul t a tion With Communities On Bounda ry Ques tion 

MR. PATTERSON: This is a quest ion that res ul t s in part from Mr. Eval uarjuk's 
c oncerns . ITC, you have a s ked us for an immediate indica tion of s upport for 
division of the Northwes t Territories because you feel it is urgent that 
support be given now, particularl y to  help with the land claims dis cuss ions, 
and yet Mr. E va luarjuk is conc erned als o  that there be a time or an opportunity 
for c ommunities to be consulted on the boundary ques tion to be dis cus s ed with 
t he repres entatives of the Dene Na tion and other concerned persons in other 
parts of the Northwes t Territories. Wha t I would like to know is would ITC 
be s a tisfied if s upport came from this L egis la tive Ass embly here in Frobis her Bay, 
s upport for the principle of division; by that I mean, by support in principle 
a motion that would not make a final decis ion now but would allow t ime for 
c ons ulting the communities and dis cus sing the boundary and preparing a plan for 
implementing division that is accepta ble to  everyone in the Northwes t Territories. 
Would ITC be s atisfied if we were to make a motion giving �upport in princ ipl e 
for division, a s  there s eems to  be univers al  agreement on that ,  a nd would you be 
c ontent to  partic ipa te  in a proc ess which would cons ult the c ommunities further 
a nd dis cus s the boundary before we make a final decision in this As s embly? 
Woul d that be ac cepta ble I woul d l ike to  a s k? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fra s er) : Do I unders tand your ques t ion that ITC make a 
motion? Could you perha ps rephra s e  the ques tion a gain? I did not get the 
ques tion. 
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Asking Assembly To Support Division In Principle 

MR. PATTERSON: I a m  sorry, Mr. Chairman. I a m  wondering, a s  ITC has come here 
a nd a sked us for support for the princip le of dfvisfon or sup port for division. 
I a m  a sking if we, the Legisla tive Assembly support division in p rinciple, 
t h a t  is, sa y this is t he direct ion we a ll a gree we shoul d go but we need some 
t ime to  discuss the boundary a n d  consult full y wf t n  t n e  public, if we were to  
make a motion sup porting division in pri nciple now a nd reservin g our fina l 
decision until t hese details h a ve been worked out a nd community consult a t ion 
which is sat isfactory to  everyone has t a ken p lace, woul d ITC be ha p p y  with 
tha t kind of motion coming from this Assembly? Because I a m  proposing to make 
a motion for sup port in p rincip l e  for division. Would you be sa t isfied with 
us going t ha t  far a t  t his point? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Pa t terson. Mr. Amagoalik. 

MR. AMAGOALIK: I think a motion accep t i n g  the  prfncf p le of division coming 
from t his Assembly would resul t in the federa l govern ment not really ha ving 
a ny choice but to  a ccep t t he idea . I think for t nis rea son we would be 
sa t isfied if this Assembly was to  a ccep t division fn  p rinciple. We think it 
would be p retty well impossible to reverse t h e  p rocess from there. The p rocess 
ha s started a nd in our prep ared sp eech this  afternoon we pointed out tha t  we 
realized tha t  t he crea t i on of Nunavut would n ot ha p pen overnight but consult a t ion 
a nd further negotia t i ons a bout t i me, t he t ra n sitional a rra ngemen t s  and boundaries 
have to  be dealt wi t h .  We realize tha t t his will t a k e  t ime but we feel it is 
a bsolutely necessary a t  this time for this Assembly to decla re it self prepa red 
to a ccept division tn pri nciple. I think t h a t  is  a ll we really need a nd I 
think from t hen on the p rocess will t a ke care of itself. 

MR. PATTERSON: Thank you. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser)_: 
questions to  the witnesses? 

Tha n k  you, Mr. Ama goa lik. 
Mr. Noah. 

The West Is Afraid Of L osing Resources 

Are there a n y  further 

MR. NOAH: (Transla t i on) I do not h ave a direct question to the ITC but I do 
agree with them beca use I am from Nuna t si a q  a nd I support it. My comment is 
directed concerning the non-na t ive a ssoci a t fons. In the p ast, maybe a bout ten 
years a go, most of t he people in the Ma ckenzie district were a head of us in 
dealing with the polit ical aspects -- t en years a go. In tha t  ten years we 
have p rogressed very much a nd have gi ven this much considera tion and  we began 
dea ling with the land claims in the Keewa tin a nd Baffin a n d  other regions. 
This has been a hard t a sk for us a nd much work has been done in the regions, 
a nd in our areas, Keewa t i n, the Centra l Arctic a nd the Baffin. The people 
are well a ware now of wha t is ha p pening because they had la nd  cl aims a nd had 
fieldworkers, ITC had fieldworkers in a ll t he regi ons. There ha s been much 
specul a t ion a nd they are prepa red to  go into negotia t ion s to  go into this. 
I think the drawback now tha t  if the Nort hwest Territories were t o  split a t  
the tree line, the people of the Keewa t in a nd Baffin will t a k e  on non-renewable 
resources a nd economica ll y this is very beneficial a n d  i t  wfll reflect our 
communi t i es in the Nort h, in Nunavut, a s  in Yellowk nife where there is a mining 
compa ny. If  we do get Nuna vut maybe there wil l be less emp l oyment within the 
tree line. I know for a fact many have thought about this a nd it has been 
considered very much by the Members of the L egisla tive Assembly because when 
we prosp er, employment will tend to come this way. Some people a re worried 
tha t  this ma y ha p p en a nd the Western Arctic may  lose some of the resources 
in this a rea if we were to sp l it .  This is going to  be postponed. 

Remember we a re in a greement with the Western Arctic people, the non -native 
people, a nd we a re both in a greement in p rinciole but I thin k we a re going to  
c ontinue t o  waste t ime while we a re trying to  deal with these situations. I 
think we should t a ke on these reponsibilities a n d  begin to  run, basically, the 
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economy because there has been gold found, there are oil fields that have 
been found in the Baffin r egion. I thi nk some people are worried about the 
fact that much of these non- renewable resources are in Nunavut. The federal 
and territorial governments are worried about thi s and they are going to 
continue to look for ways to hold on to these. I am in full support of ITC 
in their proposal to split the Northwest Territories and I know in the Keewatin 
the tree line is very close, it runs through the Keewatin and my people' s 
feelings, I am going to continue to talk for the feel ings of my people. I 
will continue to suppo rt my people as well as the Legislative Assembly and as 
well as the ITC people I would like us to all wor k  together. Thank you. 

--- Applause 

THE  CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser ) :  Thank you, Mr. Noah. Hon. Mr. B raden. 

Federation Of Northern Territories 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: Thank you, Mr . Chairman. I have two general questions 
that I would like to ask the guests here today. I do not expect detailed 
answers. First, Mr. Chairman, on page 13 of the address given by the ITC 
delegation it states: ''We would hope that the creation of Nunavut would soon 
be followed by the establi shment of a federation of northern territories that 
could co-operate at the admini strative and, perhaps in some areas, the 
legislative levels and that could make joint presentations to the federal 
government on matters of mutual concern. " Mr. Chairman, I am wondering if any 
of the guests we have here today from ITC would care to j ust comment briefly 
on what they mean by a federation of northern territories. 

THE CH AIRMAN (Mr. Fraser ) :  Thank you, H on. Mr. Braden. Mr. Suluk, j ust before 
you answer that question I would like the Members to stick to questions to the 
witnesses if they will. We have a pretty lengthy program ahead of us and if 
you would just restr i ct comments to later but ask questions of the w itnesses. 
Thank you. Mr. Suluk .. 

MR. SULUK: Thank you, Mr. Ch.ai rman. In reference to Mr. Braden's question 
r egarding the establishment of a federation of northern territories, etc. , 
etc. , our feeling is that if Nunavut should become a r eality our intention is 
that since we had gone with and had co-operated to some extent w ith the West, 
whether it be - - ft  may not be much -- whether it be Dene, Hetis or otherwise, 
our hope is that since we had been united for such a long time regardless of 
whether it has been unintenti onal or beyond our control, that even if we 
should become two territories by reason of the fact that we have been united 
previousl y we expect a lot of areas in whi ch we could co- operate here through 
the establishment of this kind of body, a federation of northern territories. 

Now we k now that the Yukon does not have much to do w ith the Northwest 
Ter ritories at the moment, but the situation that would be happening in the 
Northwest Territories or in tbe two territories would be of a different nature. 
Because they had been united in the past, even if they should separate, we 
would expect that we would not have any hard feelings in trying to co- operate 
with each other . In other words, we would continue to want to have consultation 
in our longer-range struggle to try and get more power or responsibilities 
from the federal government. Our idea here is that we would not want to try 
and tackle the federal gover nment alone. He would want to do it with the 
other territory which would be created using the assumption that two is better 
than one. When the federal government has to deal w i th two governments, even 
if they are j ust two territor ies, I think our voices would be a lot stronger. 
So the actual aim does not necessarily have to be it, but we hope that we 
would continue to co- operate. I think that is understood, that should be 
clear. 
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THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. fraser): Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Supplementary ,  Hon. Mr. B raden. 

HON. GEORGE BRADEN: Than k you, Mr. Chai rman. I had another questi on which is 
r elated to the more speci fi c poi nts and comments which the ITC delegati on may 
have about the uni ty report. However I thi n k  I wi l l  pass on that and no doubt 
someone else may want to bri ng that up. Thank you very much. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Hon. Mr. Braden . Mr. Curley. 

Use Of The Term " Nunavut" 

MR. CURLE Y: Mr. Chai rman, I have a questi on but before I get i nto i t  I would 
li ke to comment on the recent resoluti on that ITC passed i n  Coppermi ne, the 
"whereas" part, particularl y n umber fi ve and l would just li ke to read i t  for 
the i nformati on of the Members here. I t  says : " And whereas the peopl e of 
Nunavut seek to create a Nunavut government which wi ll benefi t  all the people of 
Nunavut by conformi ng w i th the general pr i nci pl es of Canadi an federalism and 
by bui ldi ng on well · establi shed forms of ter r i tor i al publ i c  adm ini strati on. " 
Now I am sure the Members from the West wi ll have an opportuni ty to read the 
parti cular resoluti on which was passed unanimously by the ITC delegati on in 
Copper mi ne. I would li ke to ask the members of the I TC del egation whether -� 
i n  thei r vi ew why, i f  they have any concerns wi th respect to the free use of the 
Western Arctic  Members ,  particularly Members from Yellowkn i fe who would not l i ke 
to see the words " Nunavut terr i tory" be used? Could you have any understan d i ng 
why you thi nk they are havi ng such a problem wi th the term " Nunavut" when i n  fact 
the resoluti on says they wi ll conform to the forms of Canadi an federalism? 

The other poi nt I have i n  mi nd i s  the r esoluti on part of the ITC resol ution 
number fi ve and I quote and i t  says: " Inui t Tapi r i sat of Canada demonstrates 
i ts wi lli ngness to di scuss the factors of ti m i ng, mechani cs, boundari es, 
jur i sdi cti on and fi nances related to the creati on of the Nunavut terr i tory wi th 
the Gover nment of Canada, the parli ament of Canada, the Legi slati ve Assembly 
of the Northwest Terr i tori es, the Dene Nation and others who have a genui ne and 
relevant i nterest. " So my questi on to you i s, could you tell me i f  you have a 
reason, why you thi n k  they have such a problem w i th usi ng the words " Nunavut 
ter ri tory"? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Suluk, do you want to 
answer that questi on? 

Nunavut, Our Land 

MR. SULUK: John Amagoali k i s  goi ng to add on to my comment. Is that okay? 
Personal ly I do not have any knowledge as to why people would wor ry about the 
name of the eastern ter r i tory si nce i t  i s  going to be our terr i tory anyway 
or s i nce i t  i s  goi ng to be the responsibi li ty of the people of the new 
ter r i tory to name thei r terr i tory regardless of whether the federal government 
or peopl e i n  the West say, "Well , we do not l i ke that name because there i s  too 
much connotation on ' our land ' . "  I thi nk that i s  just a li ttle bi t of, for lack 
of a better term, prejudice or a way of getti ng back at us. Well, I am prepared 
to over l ook i t  myself personally as i nci dental . The i ssue i s  i n  our mi nds to get 
Nunavut for a terr i tory of our own. That i s  the i ssue. The i ssue i s  not what 
kind of a name the new ter�i tory would have. We just put the name arbi trari ly, 
Nunavut, our l and, to foster di scussi on as we say. If peopl e want to worry about 
the name for us, f i ne. As far as �e are concerned we have no problem w i th that. 
Mr. Amagoal i k  wi ll add to that, as I menti oned. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) :  Thank you, Mr. Sul uk. Mr. Amagoali k. 

0 



C 

L 

- 6 9 3  -

MR. AMAGOALIK: My addition is very small. I guess sometimes I have a problem 
using th e word " Eskim o " .  It sticks in my throat and, you know, I guess that is 
the same thing. Sometimes people are afraid of words but Nunavut was just used 
for lack of a better word. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr .  Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Amagoalik. Mr. Nerysoo. 

Creation Of Two Territories 

HON. RICHARD NE RYSOO: Yes, Mr. Ch airman. J ust a question on the actual -- in 
your opinion the actual decision of division is not necessarily the creation 
of one new territory, but in fact two ter ritories? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Hon. Mr . Nerysoo. Mr. Amagoalik. 

MR. AMAGOALIK: We woul d h ope that th e division of the existing Northwest 
Territories, we would hope it would result in the creation of two territories. 
You know, th e people in th is part of Canada h ave decided to form a new political 
unit and once th at is done we would hope that th e people of the rest of the 
Territories woul d get together and form their own pol itical unit, so I think 
it is onl y logical to assume that once Nunavut is created that not very far 
behind would be the creation of a new territory in the Mackenzie Valley. 

THE CHAI RMAN (Mr. F r aser):  Thank you, Mr. Amagoalik. Mr. Kilabuk. 

Referendum On Nunavut 

MR. K I LAB U K: ( Translation) Mr. Chairman, representatives of ITC, I wish to 
say I am delighted you are present. I have praised the IT C in th e past for 
their Inuit nationality. I h ave a question to these people. Do you feel 
that the residents of the Territories will be given a referendum on the creation 
of Nunavut this year? 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Kil abuk. Mr. Sul uk. 

MR. SULUK: (Translation) T h ank you , Mr. Chairman. I heard that the unity 
committee, your unity committee had suggested that the people from Nunavut, 
members from Nunavut -- I am not sure how it is used -- that the unity committee 
has recommended a government referendum and they should have their own 
referendum. For instance, the Western Arctic people can come up with their 
own petition and I real l y  ask the question whether the people in the Western 
Arctic would want a referendum or only the people in the Eastern Arctic on 
Nunavut or does it have to reflect on th e population of th e Territories as a 
wh ole? 

We favour on the question of the referendum, as to the creation of a new 
territory, but who would be eligible to be part of th e referendum? There is 
also the question of what would be in th e referendum. We have tal ked about 
th is and we believe that the communities in the E astern Ar ctic who would like 
to see a Northwest Terr itories with regional government, they could ask for a 
referendum on th e question of what type of administrative support or how they 
would be looked after administratively. It would take l onger if we were to 
include th e Territories in th e referendum issue as I know there are four ethnic 
groups, Dene, Metis, COPE and others, classified as others and they have not 
come to any consensus themselves yet. I feel they would be a stumbling block 
in the cr eation of the territory when it comes to a question of referendums. 
Th ey themselves can determine what kind of a territory they would h ave for 
th emselves and I think we should be looking at that ourselves. J ohn Amagoal ik 
would also like to speak to the question on the referendum. 
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Referendum Should Be Restricted Only To Nunavut 

MR. AMAGOALIK: lTranslationl As a supplementary,  perhaps you remember that 
May , 1980,  last May, this last spring that the province of Quebec held a 
referendum as to whether to separate from Canada or not. If we are going to have 
a referendum , I think we would favour, even if we did not hold a referendum - -
if we had a referendum on the c reation of Nunavut we would propose only to have 
people within the Nunavut territory to be eligible for the referendum. It would 
be the same as Quebec, when Quebec held i ts referendum. It would be somewhat 
similar to the national elections when the referendum came up in the province 
of Quebec, only the people of Quebec were eligible to vote and I would propose 
the same thing for the new territory. Do you understand that? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Does that answer your question, Mr. Kilabuk? 

MR. KILABU K: (Translation) Yes. They answered promptly and I was afraid of 
them holding a referendum in our territory. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you very much. Do the witnesses have copies 
of the unity report? I am j ust wondering i f  you had copies. If you have copies, 
that i s  fine. I have Mr. Butters next on the list. 

Timeframe For The Creation Of Nunavut 

H ON. TOM BUTTERS: I notice my c olleague to my left has not c ompl eted his 
question so I would be happy to give him the floor until he has done so. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to c ongratulate the delegation from I TC for a very 
straightforward presentation. I have a very brief question which relates to a 
statement appearing in the document that we heard today and I would just li ke to 
read it, read from the statement that was provided us, and the text says : "ITC 
has never ar gued that the creation of Nunavut territor y coul d be ac hieved 
oyernight. Rather, ITC has sought support in principle for the creation of a 
N unavut territory and has believed that c onsensus on the desirability of 
Nunavut would be followed by a process by which the many questions relating to 
timing, transitional arrangements, boundaries, etc . ,  c ould be answered. Such 
a process of c ourse would nec essarily be ac companied by extensive and 
c ontinuing public consultation with governments , organizations, c ommunities 
and individuals having an interest. " My question is, sir, what timeframe do 
members of the delegation put on this process? If it c annot be ac hieved 
overnig ht, how fast do they think it might c ome about in vi ew of the c riteria 
they have provided us in their representation? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Mr. Butters. Would one of you witnesses 
c are to answer? Mr. Suluk? 

MR. SULUK :  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Okay, I guess I have to be truth ful. 
To be quite frank, although we understand that the process which you j ust quoted 
will have to be followed, we recognize that, yet we recognize that we have 
pretty well al ready on our own, gone through this exercise. So as far as we are 
c onc erned the process that we woul d see on our part just need� some finishing 
touches and if possible, all we would probabl y need to do is for you or the 
territorial Leg i slative Assembly to agree to it and get down to the business 
at hand. 

Process Should Begin Immediately 

Now, with reference to the timing , as recommended by the unity c ommittee, starting 
the process by referendum in not more than a year, or not more than two years; 
i n  other words, within the process of referendum or otherwise to be initiated 
after one year and not less than two years. To be quite frank, our conc ern was 
that if a sort of hazy decision is reached here it is our assessment that the 
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process of starti ng the referendum i n  one year would be delayed further. Also, 
to be quite frank, our people no longer have the pri vilege of  being pati ent. So, 
we would l ike to start this process preferably immediately after thi s Legtslati ve 
Assembly, the process of getti ng the mechani sm going after thi s Ass embly rather 
than wai ti ng for one more year or in the next Assembly meeti ng to deci de on the 
mechani cs of it. We would hope that t n  v i ew of the fact we w ill be enteri ng 
i nto negotiati ons with the federal government probably next month, that we want 
some assurance that some ki n d  of progress and deci si on i s  goi ng to be made. So, 
I suppose our answer i s  that we are concerned that more delayi ng tacti cs mi ght 
be i nstituted. 

Now, I had a bit of concern, a concern on the pri nci ple, agreei ng to thi s only i n  
pri nci ple and ta agree to thi s  in princi ple does not necessari ly mean that the 
process will get started accordi ng to the ti meframe as recommended by the uni ty 
committee. So I think that we would not be too concerned about the detai ls 
as long as the f i rst major questi on, whether to di vide the Territories, i s  made 
by the government and i nterested groups, if they wi ll be able to take appropriate 
steps to pressure or lobby a body whi ch would be responsi ble for i ni tiating 
the process. 

So, although we do not have a speci fic ti meframe I guess at the least we are 
qui te prepared to support and accept the recommendati on of the unity commi ttee 
as stated in thei r report. I i magi ne that we would have to get a def i ni te 
answer, a def i n i te assurance that thi s process once started wi ll not be 
relegated to another Drury-li ke commi ssi on or another study because i f  that i s  
done, by  the ti me we get around to i t  the term of this Assembly wi ll probably 
end and the term of the present federal government will come to an end. Then 
we woul d have to go through the whole process agai n. 

Now, what we fear as leaders i s  that i f  our people say - - can we use four 
letter words? Well, okay, but i f  our people say let us forget about those guys 
here, let us forget about the Legislati ve Assembly and go on our own si nce 
they cannot seem to make any concrete deci sions, that i s  what we are afraid 
of. Our preference is that we not get i nto that si tuati on. So, I thin k my 
comments are self- explanatory. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Mr. P udluk. 

Concern Over The Arcti c Islands 

MR. P UDLUK: (Translati on) Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thi s report and the 
presentati on, I am not opposed to i t  and concerning the spl i t  of the Terri tori es 
I do not really have any comment on but if Nunavut is created in time I have 
heard that part of i t  in the Arcti c - - my concern i s  the i slands, the Arcti c 
islands and there are many non-renewable resources; gas projects and explorati on 
goi ng on. So, i f  the federal government agrees to the proposal for Nunavut 
wi ll there be any i nfri ngement of any explorati on happeni ng i n  the Arctic 
i slands? For example, the routes that are to be used by ships, are you goi ng to 
be i nclu di ng all those Arcti c islands i n  your proposal, in your proposal for 
Nunavut? That is my questi on. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Pudluk. Mr. Amagoalik. 

MR. AMAGOALIK: (Translati on) The Arcti c i slands - - your question has been asked 
before whether the proposal i ncludes the Arcti c i slands because the communi ti es 
are I nui t people and i t  is part of i t, but concerning the explorati on projects 
we would say that with the creati on of Nunavut, bei ng gi ven provi ncial status, 
the federal government has very str i ct juri sdi ction over the non-renewable 
resources. Do�s that clari fy your questi on? 

MR. P UDLUK: (Translati on) Yes. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Mrs. Sorensen. 
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Po litic al Development In N unavut 

MRS. SORE N SEN :  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I feel that I must rise to Mr. Curley ' s  
earlier chall enge, I often do that, about so - c alled Yellowknife Members being 
upset with the name Nunav ut. I will first say that Yell owknife Members have 
no objection whatso ever, Mr. C hairman, to the word Nunavut. C ertainly if the 
North divides and Mr. Suluk and Mr. Amagoal ik you say when the N orth divides, 
certainly whatever name you choose to call your new territory wo uld be perfectly 
ac ceptabl e to all Yel lowknife Members, in fact, all Members from  the West. 
Now,  the c o nfusion has been, I think in what is meant when you say or  when we 
say Nunavut. To  me, an d I only speak for mysel f, it has meant more than just 
a name; it is a specific proposal. That propo sal is c al led political d evel opmen t 
in N unavut. 

Now, on  page seven o f  your presentation to us today and I will quote, you say: 
'' . . .  ITC has never suggested that suppo rt in principl e for the c reatio n of 
N unavut means support for the c o ntents of  a d o c ument entitl ed ' Political 
Development in N unavut' that c ame out of its 1979 ann ual general meeting at 
Igloo lik. The resolution authorizing release of the do c ument specifical ly 
indic ated that the document was intended to spark public disc ussio n an d that 
its c o n tents did not restrict ITC policy. " 

My question is this, am I to understand that when yo u speak of  Nunavut you 
speak more of a c o ncept, self-gov ernment you mentioned public go vern ment here 
to day, than the ac tual proposal which has been released called " Political 
Development in Nun avut '' because of your need to further consul t with the 
people in the c o mmunities, because you real ly had not dev el oped in any great 
detail this publ i c  government? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser): Thank you, Mrs. So rensen. Mr. Suluk. 

Wil li ng To  Negotiate 

MR. SULUK: J ust an initi al c omment. I am ha9py to see that for a c hange it 
seems to be felt that we have provided too  much detail because in the past it 
has always been the charge o f ,  not the territorial go ver nment but the federal 
government that we do not provide en ough d etails. Now  this time we provided 
d etails, specific detail s. and it seems to be felt that they are too specific. 
I know we can not satisfy everybody, but in referen c e  to the quote on  page seven 
in which you just mentioned that support in prin ciple o f  Nunavut does not 
n ecessarily mean supporting the c o ntents, now I do not know how much the actual 
ingredients of the proposal had been read through and through, but it was our 
understanding that whatever we come up with, whether it be the most logical 
and the most accept able type of proposal, somebody wil l al ways disagree with it . 
In recognitio n o f  this we felt that we woul d be more than willing to  discuss 
the c o ntents, to defend the c o ntents or to amend or negotiate other types . 

We have already talked about ITC's intentio n and the need to discuss the ac tual 
ingredients of  the proposal. Now  I can und erstand that we have not got around 
to it yet because we are talking about the actual principles. So I can only 
answer yo u that for once we have a very specific proposal. Does that not prove 
that we are more than willing to be public , o pen, open to disc ussion, open to 
negotiatio n and whatever else? We have alread y reco gnized that we will probabl y 
have to negotiate if Nunavut c o mes about and is agreed to, we will pro bably have 
to n egotiate the items with the present government and with the federal 
go vernment. We ac cept that. We have no diffic ulty with that. We are q uite 
prepared to perhaps -- the people who wo uld negotiate the ac tual ingredients of  
this would be Members o f  the Eastern Arctic or  the coun cil lo rs or  MLA's f r om  the 
eastern part who might presumabl y form the go v ernment. They wo uld probably 
n egotiate with people across the table. I do no t know the proc ess, but does that 
answer your question in some ways? 
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THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser} :  Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Does that answer your 
question? 

MRS. SORENSE N:  Would you n ot agree though that it will be difficult for this 
Legislative Assembly to agree to supporting something in principle when it is 
not really sure what the content of that proposal will be in the end? 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser } :  Mr. Suluk. 

MR. SULUK: J ohn Amagoalik will answer that. I would just like to comment that 
this document had been public for almost over a year and I cannot see any 
reason why people or government have not taken it seriously. Why use the excuse 
now that they have not read it? If they had taken us seriously then they would 
have done their homework. Now I give it to John Amagoalik, Mr. Chairman. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser} :  Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Mr. Amagoalik. 

Nunavut Is A Very Specific Proposal 

MR. AMAGOALIK: First of all I would like to say that the document entitled 
"Politi cal Development in Nunavut" came about because, as Thomas Suluk pointed 
out, the federal government always insisted that we must come up with more 
detailed proposals and that document was the result of that. It is by no means 
a final document. I think the concept of Nunavut has been really started from 
almost nothing an d has been growing and growing over the past years and slowly 
things are starting to come together. I do not think people should be overly 
concerned about what kind of institutions we are going to come up with in this 
part of Canada because we have been sayin g for years and years we are not 
proposing an ethnic state. E very citizen who meets certain residency 
requirements will have all the same rights, obligations and responsibilities. 
We are determined that the institutions which will be formed will conform with 
the Canadian experience. We will respect all rights of Canadian citizens, so 
I really do not see what the concern is. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser} :  Thank you, Mr. Amagoalik. Mrs. Sorensen, have you 
a supplementary? 

Assembly Is I n  Need Of More Details 

MRS. SORENSEN: Yes. My concern is that what you seem to be saying is that 
you have really not developed in any great detail what it is you mean by the 
Nunavut government because you wish to do some more consulting, because there 
is the outstanding issue of boundaries and timing and all the other things 
that you have mentioned. So my problem is because this Assembly requires that 
kind of information to l end its support, that it will find it difficult in the 
end to do that without some indication of what your ideas of the boun daries 
could be an d how you inten d to pay for your government, your new government, 
what the relationship will be between land claims lan d that will be set aside 
for Inuit within your new government, to the new government that is set up which 
wi 1 1  be publ ic government. These are all very serious an d important questions 
to this Legislative Assembly an d I j ust feel that you might be backtracking on 
your proposal some way. 

MR. CURLEY: Shame! Why do you not go home? 

TH E CHAI RMAN (Mr. Fraser} : Than k you, Mrs. Sorensen . Mr. Suluk. 

MR. SULUK: I find it almost impossible to believe that the MLA for Yellowknife 
still does not know our position because as far as the boundaries are concerned 
we have already stated the tree line more or l ess, subject to n egotiation, of 
course. I thought that was pretty clear. As far as how we are going to pay for 
the governmen t I think an ybody with a grade three or four or five education 
woul d know that the financial arran gements will have to be negotiated, but I 
tend to thin k that you are using the money as if it will belong, all of it, to 



- 698 -

the territory in the West, as i f  it all belonged there. I would tend to think Q of i t  as a negotiating strategy on your part, being a Member of the West, but 
it has already been clear i n  our minds that followi ng all logi c the smaller the 
terri tory the less cost, the less money they w i ll recei ve from the federal 
government, so I really cannot understand why you would questi on us on i t  because 
any guy or gal with an elementary education can understand that. 

---Applause 

I would have thought that you had a b i t  more education. But regardless, I do 
not want to get i nto a si tuation of aggravation. H owever, I would just li ke to 
state that I cannot see any area in which we have backtracked so perhaps you 
mi ght wish to clarify your statement later on. 

THE CH AIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Would you li ke to clarify 
your backtracking, Mrs. Sorensen? 

- - - L aughter 

MRS. SORENSEN: Thank you. You have clari fi ed very well. You have not 
backtracked from your proposal. 

THE CH AIRMAN (Mr. F raser): Thank you, Mrs. Sorensen. I have Mr. Appaqaq, a 
questi on to the wi tnesses. 

Inclusi on Of The Belcher Islands 

MR. APPAQAQ: ( Translati on) Thank you, Mr. Chairman and ITC delegates, for 
bei ng able to attend here. I do not have a speci fi c questi on to the ITC 
witnesses, but I wanted to add that i n  my consti tuency they have often talked 
about thi s  Nunavut proposal. I do not want you to think that just because the 
Northwest Territori es may be spli tti ng up, that I do not want to be left behi nd 
in the Belcher Islands because thi s  has been - - this has i mportant i mpli cati ons 
too. I want to become closer to the poli ti cal entity. I support thi s  spli tti ng 
up of the Northwest Terri tories and I wi ll gi ve you an example. I cannot be 
one juri sdi ction wi thout knowing that area. For example, I have heard that the 
federal government has i ncluded very knowledgeable people and it seems li ke 
these people have thi s  educati on, but they have never seen or are dealing w ith 
things they know little about. My juri sdi ction does not li e wi thi n the tree 
li ne and I have no say over it. I cannot go over there and say I am an 
experienced person on thi s. I have stated thi s  because I am i n  support, because 
I also feel that the Northwest Terri tori es i s  so vast anyway, too vast for one 
government. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : I thi nk the questi on i s, are you going to i nclude the 
Belcher Islands i n  your Nunavut proposal? Mr. Amagoali k. 

MR. AMAGOALIK: (Translati on) I do not think i t  i s  a questi on that I can answer 
but to answer i t, we are goi ng to -- i t  i s  a part of the Northwest Terri tori es 
and i t  w i ll be i ncluded. I do not think there w i ll be any di sagreement wi th thi s 
bet�een Ottawa -- the offi ci als i n  Ottawa and di scussi on of that, about the 
Belcher Islands. The Ontario and Mani toba and the Quebec governments were 
talking about taking over juri sdi cti on of those i slands and we talked about 
the Belcher Islands. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Amagoali k. Mr. Stewart. 
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Boundary Definition Will Be A Problem 

HON. DON STEWART: Than k you, Mr. Speaker. This Nunavut proposal and the 
splitting of the Territories I do not think is going to be opposed too strongly 
in the West as a proposition. However, having sai d that, I think the problem 
is going to arise when we try and define the boundary. I am certain that the 
people in my area will not accept the tree line. 

MR. CURLEY: How about you? 

HON. DON STEWART: I think this is going to be the major stumbling block and it 
is all right to say we can do this by negotiation but I am not sure it is 
negotiable from the western viewpoint. How do you intend or what is your 
proposal to resolve that problem? That boundary, in my mind, is going to be 
the most difficult part of the whole proposal. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : I think they answered that question once already, 
that negotiations would start but go ahead, Mr. Suluk, perhaps you can tell 
him again. 

MR . SULUK: Thank you, Mr . Chairman. I t  seems that we have one thing in common. 
As far as you are concerned, the boundary, the tree line is not negotiable 
but as far as we are concerned, the Inuit in the Keewatin are concerned, as 
probably those in the Central Arctic are concerned, although at the moment I 
am only going to speak for Keewatin and especially for the community closest 
to the tree line which is E skimo Point, my home town, perhaps you are forgetting 
that we have had what were commonly referred to as the Caribou E skimos who 
were living pretty well close to the tree line. Now, I understand that a long 
time ago some native Indians, whether they are Cree or Chipewyan, I do not know, 
had i n  the past have made excursions to parts of the treeless area in the 
Keewatin but as far as the Inuit are concerned it is no contest. Since we 
are the principal users of the area immediately close to Eskimo Point, and also 
to the boundary -- of course, we are qui.te willing to try and negotiate it but 
I think that in this area you are not going to see the Inuit budge on it. 

So, if you are already stating your negotiating positfon I am advising you that 
there is no way that the Inui t would allow the extension of the western part 
of the Territories -- perhaps it would be incidental since this is more of an 
aboriginal rights element or claim, since it is in that area. In this regard 
as far as the Inuit or the Dene or the Metis in the western part are concerned, 
it is not the business of the territorial government, it is the business of 
the Inuit and the Dene and the Metis to sort it out with the federal government, 
and not with the territorial government as far as we are concerned. It does 
not even play into this. 

Boundary Should Not Be A Stumbling Block 

On the other side of it regarding the political boundary, I think it is quite 
clear where the possible boundari es might be and perhaps a few areas might 
overlap into the tree line and perhaps a few areas of the boundary might 
overlap outside of it. So, I really do not see why the boundary should become 
a stumbling block unless you do it intentionally. 

MR. CURLEY: Hear, hear! 

MR. SULUK: In trying to use or get the Dene and the Inuit to fight or 
aggravate each other. 

MR. CURL EY: Hear, hear! 

MR. SULU K: That would probabl y be in your interest but as far as we are 
concerned we have said it is no business of the territorial government or 
Assembly, it is an aboriginal rights question and we will deal with it with 
the federal government. 
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MR. CURLEY: We will deal with it. 

MR. SULUK: I think you are going beyond your own mandate. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Sul uk. Mr. Wah- Shee. I am sorry,  
Mr. Stewart. Is there a supplementary? 

HON. DON STEWART: It appears that any time anybody brings up a point that 
does not suit, by innuendo and sneering remarks , on the reason for a person to 
bring up a point, I do not think will do anybody any good. What I am trying to 
do is find out how you are going to solve that partic ular problem because I 
think it will be, and I just point it out to you, because that will be the 
major opposition from the West and I know that and that is all I have said. 
am not prepared to accept any innuendo from anybody sitting in these chambers 
that I am doing it for an ulterior motive and I am not prepared to accept that 
kind of answer. 

MR. CURLE Y: Ha, ha, ha! 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser ) :  Mr. Amagoalik. 

MR. AMAGOAL IK: I agree with Mr. Stewart that if it is me and him negotiating 
it, it might be very difficult. Negotiations between politicians are always 
very difficult but if we were to pick out some people in our communities then 
you pick out some people in your communities and we put them in a room I am 
sure they would come up with an agreement much faster than we would. 

MR. CURLE Y: Maybe not you. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Than k you, Mr. Amagoalik. I have Mr. Wah-Shee. 

HON. JAMES WAH-SHEE : I do not have any questions, Mr. Chairman. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) :  Thank you , Mr. Wah- Shee. I have next on the list, 
Mr. Sibbeston. 

Problems With Setting Up A New Government 

MR. SIBBESTON: Mr. Chairman, I just want to ask the l eaders of the ITC a number 
of questions. It concerns me that there seems to be such a drive towards getting 
Nunavut, there is such a drive to set up a territorial government and in this 
new government you will have a commissioner and I suppose many appointed 
government officials. Are you just not going to give yourselves more problems 
than you have now? At least now we have a Commissioner who is not power hungry 
and we have elected people running departments. 

MR. CURLEY: Why not go over to the other side? 

- - -Laughter 

MR. SIBBESTON: During the course of the years we have devolved power to the 
people and setting up a new territorial government, do you not think the 
federal government is going to make it very difficult for you to function? 
They will put in a lot of federal government civil servants and you will be stuck 
with a worse government than there is there now, or do you think the government 
will just hand you over the power and say " Okay, you Inuit, you have this 
territory and you go to it" ? 

MR. CURLEY: A public government. 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser ) :  I do not know if there is a question there or not, 
but Mr. Suluk, or does someone care to respond? For your information this wil l 
be the last speaker bec ause we must close before 6 : 00 o ' c loc k bec ause the CBC 
goes off the air and so we may have on e more speaker after this Mr. Suluk and 
we will continue again tomorrow. 
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MR. SULUK: I will gladly answer that. First of all, in regard to the point 
where the federal government or we, or the government could create difficulties 
for us, I think it works both ways. We too can create some difficulties. That 
is the first point. We could probably create a lot more difficulties than you 
think. It is only because we are moderating our people that we have reached 
this far. 

Dealing With Only One Government 

Secondly, with regard to difficulties again, the second point I would like to 
raise is that at least we would not have to be constantly worrying about two 
governments. This time we would only be worrying about one government, the 
federal government. At the moment we have to fight both the Y ellowknife 
based govern ment and also the federal government, who are more or less allies 
as far as we are concerned. So, if we eliminate one of them as far as we are 
concerned it does not matter to us how long we fight the federal government. 
At least we will have one body to deal with now rather than two bodies. So, 
for the moment I think that should be sufficient. 

THE CHAI RMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Suluk. I just want to correct 
myself. I said we were shutting down because of the CBC. 

HON. ARN OLD McCALLUM: That is much better. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : CBC has this on live and they will shut their 
equipment down at 6:00 o' clock. We announced that this w�uld be live on the 
air and maybe some of the people listening in at the other settlements would not 
like to miss any of this valuable debate. 

MR. CURLEY :  Y ou are wasting time. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : At this time I would like to report progress. 

MR.  CURLE Y :  Nay, nay, nay. 

MR. SIBBESTON: A supplementary. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : Do you want to take the chair, Mr. Curley? 

MR. CURLE Y :  It is not 6: 00 o' clock yet. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : If you have a short supplementary question, Mr. 
Sibbeston, go ahead. 

Control Of Natural Resources 

MR. SIBBE STON : Another thing I notice in the Nunavut proposal is that there is 
nothing said about the control of natural resources. Is that an area that 
concerns the Inuit people or do they think they will just be happy if they can 
have Nunavut as a territorial government without any control of natural resources? 
I ask this q uestion because the matter of control of natural resources is a 
major issue with us now in the North and it is having a very direct effect on the 
native people in our part of the North where the Dene and Metis people are trying 
to stop the Norman Wells pipeline. Because we do not have control over natural 
resources we are stuck perhaps with having to put up with tf if the federal 
government insists on building the pipeline. I was just wondering has any great 
thought been given to this area or will you be so happy to get the territorial 
government that you are not too concerned about the control of natural resources. 

THE CHAIRMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Sibbeston. Mr. Suluk. 
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MR. SULUK: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. F i rst of all the hon. Member is quite Q correct in that the territorial g overnments do not have resoonsibili ty or 
power over natural resources , and we have said that we would pretty well 
follow the general principles. So, in recog nition of the fact that the 
Territories do not have control over natural resources that is the only reason 
why we have not included it in there because we p robably would not get it 
anyway. However, we did say in our presentation that the Nunavut government 
would be more vocal than this present government or Executive f n  Yellowknife 
to defend us, to defend the peop le of N unavut ag ainst unnatural develooment, 
so to speak. So we would rather put our trust on the new territorial government , 
the Nunavut government than we could ever p ut on the Yell owknife government 
and anyway, I do not think I can afford to answer you too much because I do 
not care to. 

· 

THE CHAIRMAN (Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Suluk. Mr. Curley. 

Land Claims Settlement And Political Settlement 

MR. CURLEY: Mr. Chairman, I would first of all like to again correct some of 
the concerns that the western Members have. You know , really for the benefit 
of the ITC delegation their problem is not so much the boundary or the new 
territory. Their problem really is the land claims settlement and they would 
not like to see the land claims settlement along beside th e politi cal 
settlement. It will be equally as strong as the other p art, so that is where 
the problem really is. They are ag ainst the native settlement and on that 
basis they are saying to you, "It is going to be very difficult to negotiate 
a boundary. " It may be difficult for them because they do not have the 
background of the work we are preoared to do. They h ave never been in the 
minority position like we are. The Member from Hay River would know that there 
is no chance of org anizations to come to this level and that the boundary will 
be a problem for them because of the land claims , economic aspects and other 
forms of this settlement. I would like you to indicate to them that the land 
claims aspect is really something else. I do not think they were too sure if 
that is the case. We would be required to disclose our strategy because as 
far as we are concerned this is the business between us and the federal 
government. We are pretty well okay on that area, so I thi nk that shoul d be 
sufficient for the time being. 

THE CHAI RMAN ( Mr. Fraser) : Thank you, Mr. Curley. The time being 6 : 00 o'clock, 
I will report progress. J u st before I leave th e chair I would like to thank 
the witnesses. We will be conti nuing this debate on unity tomorrow right 
after the opening at 1 : OD o' clock , if we get unanimous consent and maybe some of 
the Members still have questions to ask of you , so be in the chambers tomorrow 
at 1 : 00 o' clock and we will ask you back in ag ain possibly. Thank you very 
much. 

---App lause 

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Fraser. 

REPORT OF THE COMM ITTEE OF THE WHOL E OF TA BLED DOCUME�T 1 6 -80 ( 2 ) :  REPORT OF 
TH E SPECIAL COMMITT EE ON UNITY 

MR. FRASE R :  Mr. Speaker , your committee has been considering the Report of the 
Special Committee on U nity and wishes to report prog ress. 

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Fraser. Mr. Clerk, are there any announcements? 

CLERK OF THE HOUSE (Mr. Remnant) :  There will be a caucus meeting on Friday, 
October 3 1 st at 9: 30 a. m. , in the Ukkivik students residence. 

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the day, p lease. 

0 
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ITEM NO. 1 2 :  ORDERS OF THE DAY 

CLERK OF THE HOUSE (Mr . Remnant) :  Orders of the day, October 30, 1 980, 
l : 00 o ' clo c k  p . m . ,  at the Go rdon  Robertson Educat i o n  Centre . 

l. Prayer 

2. Oral Questions 

3. Questions and  Returns 

4. Petitions  

5 .  Tabling of  Do cuments 

6. Reports of Stan d i n g  and Special Committees 

7. Notices of Motion 

8. Motions 

9 .  Introduction  of  Bflls fo r First Read i n g  

1 0 .  Sec ond  Read i n g of  Bills 

1 1 .  Consideratio n in Committee of the Whole of B i l ls, Recommendations to the 
Legislative Assembly and Other Matters: Tabled Document 1 6 -80 (2) ; Motion 
20-80 (2 ) ;  Informat i o n  Items 1 -8 0 ( 2 ) ,  2 - 8 0 ( 2 ) ,  4 -80 ( 2 ) ,  5 - 8 0 ( 2 ) ,  6 - 8 0 (2), 
1 8-80(2 ) ;  Tabled Do cuments 6-8 0 (2), 1 2 - 8 0 ( 2 ) ;  B i lls 3-80 (2), 1 3 -80 (2),  
7-80 ( 2 ) ,  8 -80 (2),  9-80 (2 ) ,  1 0 - 80 (2) , 1 2 - 80 (2) 

1 2. Orders of the Day 

MR. SPEA KER: Thank  you. Thi s  House stands adj ourned until l : 00 o ' clo c k  p . m. ,  
October 3 0 ,  1 980, at the Go rdon  Robertson Education Centre. 

- - -ADJOURNMENT 
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