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YELLOWKNIFE, NORTHWEST TERRITORIES

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 1983
MEMBERS PRESENT
Mr. Appagaq, Mr. Arlooktoo, Hon. George Braden, Hon. Tom Butters, Mr. Curley, Mr. Evaluarjuk, Mr.
Kilabuk, Hon. Arnold McCallum, Mr. MacQuarrie, Mr. McLaughlin, Hon. Richard Nerysoo, Hon. Dennis
batterson, Mr. Pudluk, Mr. Sibbeston, Mrs. Sorensen, Hon. Don Stewart, Hon. Kane Tologanak, Hon.
James Wah-Shee, Mr. Gordon Wray

ITEM NO. l:  PRAYER

-——Prayer
SPEAKER (Hon. Don Stewart): Orders of the day for Friday, September 2.

Ltem 2, Members' replies. ‘here do not appear to be any replies today. Item 3, oral questions.
Mr. McLaughlin.

ITEM NO. 3: ORAL QUESTIONS

Question 27-83(2): Teachiny staff, Pine Point

MR. FMCLAUGHLIN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have a question for the Minister of FEducation
concerning the teaching statf in Pine Point. what I would like the Minister to respond to is
this. Although he awarded the additional three positions in the spring to make up for the fact that
not as many students left Pine Point as was originally thought, there are now even more students
regyistered than that number of teachers will accommodate. Substitute teachers are presently hteing
used. There is concern there that the young students should not have changes of teachers, so they
should either put those substitute teachers on permanent as soon as possible, or hire other
teachers as soon as possible.

MR, SPEAKER: Mr. Patterson.
Return To Question 27-83(2): Teachiny staff, Pine Point

HON. DENNIS PATTERSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yes, I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that the enrolment
at Galena Heights School in Pine Point is a little higher than we had forecast. We committed
ourselves, in making a decision earlier this year to cut back the staffing in Pine Point in view of
anticipated reduced enrolments, to review that decision once the school has cpened. Upon reviewing
the situation yesterday with the Executive Council and noting that the present authorized staft for
Galena would result in a higher pupil-teacher ratio, namely 23.5 to one, than we normally aim for
in elementary school situations, the Executive has approved the increased staff allotment of one
and a half positions which will allow those substitute teachers that the Member referred to, who
were in the school yesterday at my request, to become permanent positions. So I trust that answers
the Member's question, and the grade one classes now will not be as crowded as people had felt
them, with the addition of the new one and a half permanent positions. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Minister. Oral questions. Item 4, written (uestions. Are there any
written yuestions this morning? Mr. Arlooktoo.
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ITEM NO. 4: WRITTEN QUESTIONS
Question 28-83(2): Water And Fuel Delivery Agreements, Lake Harbour

MR. ARLOOKTOO: (Translation) Yes, Mr. Speaker, thank you. I received a telex from Lake Harbour and
this telex is regarding the Lake Harbour hamlet housing and the water delivery and fuel delivery
agreements between the governments. They are not happy with this. This telex is addressed to Tom
Butters. I am going to give him a copy of this telex and I would like to get some answers during
this session regarding what they are going to do about the hamlet fuel delivery agreement in Lake
Harbour. Content of telex: "In View of the fact that some hamlets consider the fuel delivery
aygreements to be inadequately written, why are these not negotiable in any way with the respective
municipalities? It has been stated in writing that these agreements must be accepted as is, will
result on COD terms." Qujannamiik.

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you. Are there any further written questions? Mr. Kilabuk.
Question 29-83(2): Musk-Ox Transplant, Broughton Island

MR. KILABUK: (Translation) Mr. Speaker, I would like to direct this to Renewable Resources. This
same question, asked by the residents of Broughton Island and Pangnirtung, was asked before. You
had answered part of the question and will probably give the same answer. Wildlife anywhere in the
North is consumable and for that reason, the residents of Broughton Island and Pangnirtung are
requesting even just a few musk-ox to be transplanted south of Pangnirtung. This oould be very
useful in the future. As Minister of Renewahle Resources we would like you to consider this.
First, the residents would like a study done on food sources. The people of Broughton Island and
Pangnirtung would appreciate this. Also, the Commissioner was informed of this by the residents of
Broughton Island. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Kilabuk. Written questions. Item 5, returns. Are there any
returns? Mr. Tologanak.

;TEM NU. b: RETURN§
Return To Question 12-83(2): Nursing Home, Cape Dorset

HON. KANE TOLOGANAK: Mr. Speaker, I have two returns. The return to Question 12-83(2) asked by
Mr. Arlooktoo. The Department of Health is aware that there are people in Cape Dorset who require
certain levels of care. The Department of Health will be undertaking a review of the needs of Cape
Dorset. However, at this time, the Department of Health is not certain as to how many people
require care, what level of care they require and the best method of responding to the needs. Cape
Dorset may not be unique in this regard. The Departiment of Health realizes that similar situations
may exist elsewhere. This is an important problem; however, the Department of Health has very
limited resources to devote to it. Accordingly, only one or two places can be considered at one
time. I have a further return, Mr. Speaker, if I may continue.

MR. SPEAKER: Please proceed.

Return To Ouestion 15-83(2): Increases In Social Assistance Rates

HON. KANE TOLOGANAK:  Mr, Speaker, I have a reply to Question 15-83(2) asked by Mr. Wray on
September 1, concerning increased social assistance rate. A rate increase in social assistance or
NWI supplementary benefit will be possible only if case volume increases do not occur. As social
assistance expenditures are on target to date, a rate increase during 1983-84 does not seem
possible within this current budget. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: ‘Thank you, Mr. Minister. Any further returns? Item 6, Ministers' statements. Are
there any Ministers' statements? Mr. Wah-Shee.

}TBM NU. 6: MINISTERS' STAIEMENT§

Minister's Statement On Hamlet Funding

HON. JAMES WAH-SHEE: Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a statement in reply to Question 17-83(2)
asked hy Mr. Gordon Wray regarding hamlet funding. The House knows that we have been looking into

the hamlet funding arranygements for some time now, and I am pleased to have this opportunity to
bring the Members up to date. In a statement which T made to the House last session, I said that

!
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the formula tunding arrangement was being reviewed in connection with the development of new local
government legislation. Since then, Mr. Speaker, we have seen audit reports for 22 of the 26
hamlets for the year ending March 31, 1983, and I have to say that the reports cause me some
concern.

It would appear, Mr. Speaker, that only seven of the hamlets ended the financial year with a
surplus of funds. The other 15 show a deficit. The total deficit for the 15 hamlets is just over
a million dollars. However, to keep this in proportion, the total of accumulated surplus funds and
the equipment reserve funds in the hamlets far exceeds the total deficit. The problem, Mr.
Speaker, is that some hamlets have got rich over the last three years while others have gone into
debt, and indications are that the rich will be getting richer and the poor will be getting
poorer.

The principle on which we have based our formula financing of hamlets is that the local councils
should have as much ocontrol as possible over their financial affairs and as much discretion as
possible to set local spending priorities. The hamlets depend heavily on the Government of the
Northwest Territories for operating funds but they do raise a substantial amount of their funding
within the community. For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I am personally not in favour of going back to
the old system of hamlet funding in which it was really the Department of Local Government that set
budgets and spending patterns for the hamlet councils.

But having said that, Mr. Speaker, I do realize that some of the hamlets are getting into real
difficulties and something has to be done about it. In the Keewatin region three of the hamlets
have surplus funds. Eskimo Point, for example, has an accumulated surplus of a quarter of a
million dollars at March 31, but the other four have deficits totalling almost half a million.
This is despite the tact that we apply the same formula to all hamlets and allocate funds on the
same basis in every region.

I am aware that some hamlet councils are taking severe restraint measures in order to cut expenses
including, in at least one case, reducing staff. This is the last year of the three year trial
period for the tormula financing arrangement. I told the House that in May I was releasing, to the
hamlets, funds which have been reserved for energy costs and I am confident that this will assist
all of them for the remainder of this year. But of course, that will not be much consolation to
someone who has lost his job, and so I asked my statf to give me a report on the state of those
hamlets which appear from the audit reports to be in serious financial difficulties.

I want to assure the House that we shall do whatever has to be done to ensure that municipal
services are maintained at the proper level and that my staff in the regions will do what they can
to assist those hamlets which are having difficulties. I cannot, however, promise a further
injection of funds into hamlet tunding as a whole. The increase for next year will be an overall
five per cent. What I do hope to achieve in connection with the new local government legislation
is a better distribution of territorial government financial support to the hamlets without in any
way undermining the authority of the hamlet councils. Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Minister. It is a pleasure to recognize a former colleague and our MP
for the Western Arctic, Mr. Dave Nickerson, in the gallery.

———Applause

Are there any further Ministers' statements?

Item 7, petitions.

Item 8, reports of standing and special committees.

Item Y, tabling of documents. Item 10, notices ot motion. Mr. Wray.

ITEM NO. 10: NOTICES OF MOTION

Notice Of Motion 5-83(2): Agreement Between Government Of Canada And The Frobisher Inn Ltd.

MR. WRAY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I wish to give notice on Tuesday, September 6, I will move the

following motion: Now therefore, I move, seconded by the honourable Member for Pine Point, that
this Legislative Assembly recommends to the Executive Council that it inmediately investigate the
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termination of its agreement with Frobisher Inn Ltd.; and further that the Legislative Assembly
recommends to the Executive Council the handing back to the Government of Canada the said
agreement. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Wray. Are there any further notices of motion?

Item 11, notices of motion tor first reading of bills. Item 12, motions. Motion 3-83(2), Mr.
Braden.

ITEM NO. 12: MOTIONS

Motion 3-83(2): 1983 Constitutional Accord On Aboriginal Rights
HON. GEORGE BRADEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

WHEREAS pursuant to section 37 of the Constitution Act, 1982, a constitutional conference
ocomposed of the Prime Minister of Canada and the first ministers of the provinces was held on
March 15th and 16th, 1983, to which representatives of the aboriginal peoples of Canada and
elected representatives of the Government of Yukon Territory and the Northwest Territories
were invited;

AND WHEREAS that conference had included in its agenda an item respecting constitutional
matters that directly affect the aboriginal peoples of Canada, including the identification
and definition of the rights of those people to be included in the Constitution of Canada;

AND WHEREAS as a result of that conference, the parties reached agreement on certain matters
which are more particularly set out in an accord dated the 16th day of March, 1983, entitled
"1983 Constitutional Accord on Aboriyinal Rights", a copy of which accord is attached hereto
as Exhibit A;

AND WHEREAS the accord includes a schedule respecting proposed amendments to the Constitution
of Canada;

AND WHEREAS the Executive Council has recommended that a formal motion be adopted by this
Legislative Assembly in support of the proposed amendments to the Constitution of Canada as
set out in the schedule to the accord;

NOW THEREFORE, I move, seconded by the honourable Member for Rae-Lac la Martre, that this
Leygislative Assembly support the proposed amendments to the Constitution of Canada as set out
in the schedule to the 1983 Constitutional Accord on Aboriginal Rights.

MR. SPEAKER: Your motion is in order. To the motion.

HON. GEURGE BRADEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I shall be very brief. Members of this Legislature
participated a great deal, over the last three years, on the aboriginal rights issue, both in the
Northwest Territories and at the national level. The first phase, if I could call it that, of that
participation culminated last March with the First Ministers' Conference on the Constitution. Mr.
Speaker, you are aware there was a lot of preparation that had to take place before the First
Ministers' meeting and Members of this House will recall participating in the preparation of the
position paper which was eventually tabled at that conference. I would indicate to the House, Mr.
Speaker, that there still remains a great deal of work that has to be done to examine and hopefully
reach some resolution at the national level on the many issues that continue to he outstanding
between the aboriginal peoples of Canada and their governments.

Just to list a tew here, Mr. Speaker, we have to come to some agreement on an amending formula for
matters relating to aboriginal rights. The very difficult and demanding subject of self-government
has to he examined as well, and of oourse, there is the famous repeal of section 42(1)(e) and (f)
of the Constitution of Canada, which I can say to this House, Mr. Speaker, is still on the agenda
tor consideration by the provincial governments and the federal government. I do not really want
to go into too much more detail, Mr. Speaker. As I said, Members of the House are sufficiently
familiar, I think, with this issue -- and also supportive of it —- that we can proceed fairly
quickly on this matter to get the support of the House to indicate to the Government of Canada that
we are solidly behind the progress that has been made thus far. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Minister. Mr. Wah-Shee, as seconder, do you wish the floor? Mr.
McCallum.

HON. ARNOLD McCALLUM: Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to rise very briefly in support of this
particular motion made by my colleague, the Hon. George Braden. In doing so, I would want to
indicate that other legislatures have passed similiar motions in support of the accord reached
during this past year. I would want, as well, to indicate to Members and recognize here, in our
House, the work that this government's and this Assembly's representatives put into it, and the
reception that they had with that work and making suggestions, whereby an accord could be reached.

I not only want to indicate that this government and this Assembly has been well served by the
Members, Mr. Braden, Mr. Wah-Shee, Mr. Patterson and others that were involved with it, but I want
to make a special note of the work and the reception that the statf members of this government
had. The calibre of work that they were able to put forward was accepted and well received by all
other jurisdictions across the country. I would like to make note of that especially, sir, and I
retfer to mr. Lal and his particular group.

———Applause
MR. SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. McCallum. To the motion. Mr. Patterson.

HON. DENNLS PATTERSON:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Very briefly, I, too, would like to speak in
support of the motion. I am proud of the lead role that our government, its Ministers, our Members
of the Legislative Assembly and our staff played at this conference. Indeed, I think the people of
the Northwest Territories rightly had a very prominent place at that historic meeting through the
able leadership of ITC, the Dene Nation and the Metis Association and, I would also suggest,
through the excellent co-operation that took place between those leaders and the representatives of
this House.

I believe we should recognize that in supporting this motion our current oconstitutional status in
Canada does not require that our Legislative Assembly approve this amendment. In noting this, I
hope however that through the ongoing First Ministers' Conferences and through the important work
that is beiny done in constitutional and political development in other areas, soon our
constitutional status will require our assent to such changes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear, hear!
MR. SPEAKER: Thank you. To the motion. Mr. Curley.

MR. CURLEY: (Translation) Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to make a brief comment also. I want to
thank the mMembers of the Legislative Assembly for supporting this constitution and the aboriginal
rights, the work that took place in the conference. I especially want to bring up that this
constitution is not quite completed and it is going to take a number of years yet to be resolved.
I believe this oconstitution is going to be dealt with for quite a number of years yet.

In this Ninth Assembly, I want to indicate that when we started dealing with the constitution, it
was not a very easy matter to deal with. I can recall when we wanted to bring back section 34 in
the constitution, we did not want to go to Ottawa, but we have to thank everyone, even though some
did not want to go ahead, that they did. I want to thank the Speaker especially. When we were in
Ottawa, he really supported us Members of the Assembly and we should remember that. (Translation
ends)

Mr. Speaker, I think we should also give honourable recognition to your support while we were in
Ottawa, about a year and a half ago, when we were negotiating trying to lobby the federal
government to bring back that particular section dealing with the aboriginal rights. I have always
wanted to say this in the House and I will say it now because it is important that the unanimous
support continues through this House.

The constitutional accord is not yet settled and there will be many more difficult times. I hope
that there will be people like Nick Sibbeston who will not give up trying to convince other Members
to take a strong position and convince them to travel —- if necessary, the whole of the Legislative
Assembly -- to Ottawa again. So I would like to give my honourable oolleague a high recognition
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for his forthright determination to try to convince all the guys on the other side, when they were
having a bit more passive position than now. I would like to indicate to them they have now
changed that and I now welcome every support that we receive from the other side. Thank you.

HON. DENNIS PATTERSON: Hear, hear!

-—-Applause

MR.

SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. Curley. To the motion.

AN HON. MEMBER: Question.

MR.

SPEAKER: Question being called.

AN HON. MEMBER: Recorded vote.

MR.

SPEAKER: Recorded vote being requested, Mr. Clerk. All those in favour, please stand.

Motion 3-83(2), Carried

CLERK OF THE HOUSE (Mr. Hamilton): Mr. Evaluarjuk, Mr. Arlooktoo, Mr. Kilabuk, Mr. Patterson, Mr.
Appagaq, Mr. Tologanak, Mr. Curley, Mr. Wray, Mr. Sibbeston, Mr. McCallum, Mr. Wah-Shee, Mr.
Braden, Mr. Butters, Mr. Nerysoo, Mr. McLaughlin, Mrs. Sorensen, Mr. McQuarrie.

—-—-Applause

MR.

SPEAKER: I will call the nays, but I am sure there were none. Let the records indicate that

the vote was unanimous.

—-——Carried

Motions. Motion 4-83(2), Mr. McQuarrie.

Motion 4-83(2): Testing Of The Cruise Missile In Canada

MR. MacQUARKIE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

WHEREAS the Government of Canada has decided to co-operate with the Government of the United
States of America in the testing of the Cruise missile over Canadian territory;

AND WHEREAS Canada is not legally obligated to oo-operate in the testing of the Cruise
missile;

AND WHEREAS the Prime Minister of Canada has said: "All new weapons systems are potentially
destabilizing", and that "instability is the fuel that feeds the nuclear arms race";

AND WHEREAS the deployment of the Cruise missile represents an escalation in the nuclear arms
race;

AND WHEREAS there is a possibility that the proposed tests may result in the loss of a missile
or missiles in the Northwest Territories;

AND WHEREAS by 1its capability of surprise the Cruise missile might well be viewed as a
tirst-strike weapon by the Soviet Union, thus giving likely impetus to even further escalation
on its part;

AND WHEREAS there are now in place missiles of various types armed with nuclear warheads
sutticient to provide a strategic deterrence to aggressive actions by the Soviet Union
vis—a-vis the NATU countries;

AND WHEREAS Canada's commitment to co-operate in the testing of the Cruise wissile makes
further co-operative commitments such as the positioning of Cruise launch sites in northern
Canada more likely;
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AND WHEREAS the Government of Canada has proposed to the United Nations a strategy for the
suffocation of the nuclear arms race and part of that proposal includes a halt to the flight
testing of all new strategic delivery systems;

AND WHEREAS the Prime Minister of Canada has invited the views of Canadians on the matter of
testing the Cruise missile, indicating that the Government of Canada is open to a change in
policy if it is clear that a majority of Canadians want such a change;

NOW THEREFORE, I move, seconded by the honourable Member for Frobisher Bay, that the
Legislative Assembly of the Northwest Territories declare its opposition to the testing of the
Cruise missile in Canada, and particularly over northern Canada;

AND FURTHER, that the Legislative Assembly of the Northwest Territories ask the Government of
Canada to reconsider with a view to reversing, its decision to co-operate with the Government
of the United States of America in the testing of the Cruise missile;

AND FURTHER, that the Legislative Assembly of the Northwest Territories urge the Government of
Canada to refuse to co-operate in any and all future activities that involve an escalation in
the nuclear arms race;

AND FURTHER, that the Speaker convey this resolution to the Prime Minister of Canada and to
the leaders of the opposition parties in the federal parliament.

MR. SPEAKER: Your motion is in order. To the motion, Mr. MacQuarrie.

MR. MacQUARRIE: I have never done anything more important, Mr. Speaker, that I consider to he more
important than what I am going to attempt to do right now, and that is to persuade the honourable
Members of this House to support the motion that I have put on the floor, namely, expressing
opposition to the testing of the Cruise missile, asking our government to review its decision and
reverse its decision and urging our government to refuse to co-operate in further escalation. I
only wish, Mr. Speaker, that I were more adequate to the task. I am a middle-aged man. That much
is obvious. I hope all Members support my position thus far. I am a middle-aged man. I have no
particular hang-ups in life. I have no fear and anxiety ahout life, very little, and none
whatsoever about my death, which must come some day. I say that because I want to demonstrate that
this is not a motion put by someone who is hysterically fearful about the consequences of the
nuclear arms race. Rather, it is put by someone who loves life. I like the sunshine, I like song,
I like children and love, and although I am not feartul of death, given a choice between life and
death, I choose life. And as a reasonably sane and stable man, when I look at what is happening in
the world I believe that we are sliding to oblivion.

I remember well a statement that I heard on television many years ago by the eminent American
engineer and philosopher, Buckminster Fuller, who said that we have reached a very critical stage
in the history of mankind. A few among us have had the genius to develop complex technology and
power and he wondered whether the rest of us have the moral and emotional maturity to handle what
the intellect of some has been able to bring to us. And I deeply question that as well. It
appears to me that we are sliding to oblivion. Let there be no mistake about the importance of the
motion that has been brought to the floor of this House. It bhelongs in this House. It belongs in
every forum where ordinary people have a chance to say what they feel about their future. It
belongs. It is an issue that should be in this House without any question. And I think, because
it involves the question of the nuclear arms race, that we are talking about the future of
humanity, nothing more, nothing less, and I invite Members to take the motion very seriously. I
invite Members to regard it as a question of conscience above every other consideration, economic
or political or whatever.

I am someone who very much respects democracy and believes in it, hut in reading through the
history of democracy I see that it will not work successfully unless its leaders, from time to
time on important issues exercise leadership, who do not turn to see what the fears and prejudices
of the many might be, but rather themselves say this issue is so important to me and so important
to all the people that I represent that I must in all conscience choose a decision and vote
accordingly and I ask Members to do that here. In considering the debate today I would ask
especially all Members who have not yet decided which way they stand on the motion, if you rise to
speak later to express your concerns, your hopes or fears, that you do not commit yourself one way
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or the other at that time but wait until the debate is ended, because I know that many, many people
have deep concerns about this whole issue. They have fears and they say,"In order for me to
overcome those fears there must be answers." Well, I deeply believe there are answers or I never
would have put this motion in the first place. As the mover I will have the last chance to speak
and it is my responsibility to try to answer the concerns that are raised. So if you have some
doubt now, I would ask that you wait to hear the whole debate, that you speak, certainly, but
perhaps not make that commitment until the whole debate is in.

I think that there is a danger, in matters 1like this, of many ordinary people supposing that
someone else knows better than they do what is right and good for mankind, and that is an error
that we tall into often. It is an error that my honourable ocolleague from Fort Simpson often
admirably overcomes in committee. People start saying, "We cannot do this because of this and this
and this." And Mr. Sibbeston says, "Look, what do we want? And if that is what the people want,
we can do it," and it is done often. Please remember that in dealing with these technical issues,
if you ask technical people for answers to the problems they will give you that kind of an answer,
but the real question that faces each of us is what kind of world do we want? Is it a world
without the continual threat of annihilation by nuclear weapons? If the answer to that is yes,
then let us do what is necessary to bring it about.

A Long-Term Risk To Security

In order to be able to vote in favour of this motion, some of your fears must be answered. I would
like to say that this move that unguestionably complicates the nuclear arms race -- that the
testing of the Cruise missile -- is it necessary to our security? That is the very first guestion
that has to be asked, and I would say that surely if it is not necessary then we should not be
doing it, because it is an additional risk to our long-term security as a people. Related to that
question, is there not adequate firepower right now to deter aggression by the Soviet Union? Well,
every Member should know that the United States and Britain and France already have a vast array of
nuclear weapons in place that are ready, that are pointed, aimed at the Soviet Union and ready to
be released —— intercontinental ballistic missiles, missiles in submarines that are positioned at
strategic locations all around the Soviet Union. That is, absolutely, an important question that
Mr. Butters raises, "What about the Soviet Union?" I would say that anything that I am saying here
applies to the Soviet Union equally, and the kind of appeal that I am making to conscience applies
to those people as well. The fact is...

MRS. SORENSEN: They will not hear you, Bob.

MR. MacQUARRIE: Perhaps they will not, although it is not an argument against us doing something
about it, if they are not in a position to do something about it. In order to break this kind of
psychology, long ago the Great Buddha said: "Hatred does not cease by hatred at any time, hatred
ceases by love. This is an eternal law." I believe it is not to be taken literally bhut simply an
expression that where you have honourable pecple on either side, if they reach a disagreement where
there is animosity that you will never alter the situation by continuing to escalate the
animosity. Semebody must make an act of trust and if that act of trust can be made without great
risk to yourself, then why not make it? President Reagan, for example, I believe regards the
Soviet people as a monstrous people, but our own Prime Minister rejects that and has rejected it
publicly. He would say that they are honourable people, but we have differences between us and we
require this act of trust without jeopardy and that is important.

Deterrent Already In Place

I maintain that there is no great jeopardy in us refusing to assist in the testing of the Cruise,
because we already have in place sufficient strength to deter any aggressive act by the Soviet
Union. This does not add additional security, but it does additionally complicate the situation.
It does additionally increase the risk of accidental war, because we come to rely too heavily on
technology, on computer systems and so on. It does increase the risk that we will have a nuclear
holocaust that is unplanned and unwanted by anyone, simply because there are high tensions and the
weapons are in place and there are hair triggers ready to release them. That is what it does by
testing this additional increment, but we do not get any additional security because the deterrent
is already in place.

Lo we suppose that if the Soviet Union for one moment had an edge in nuclear power that they would
immediately use it 1in order to conquer and occupy western oountries and compel them to become
communists? I say no. Some people say, "Look at the lessons of history." I agree, learn the
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lessons of history, but learn them properly. Do not misunderstand them. ILearn them well, and I
say if you have a good look at history, you would be forced to conclude that there is not that kind
of threat at all. 1In fact, if there were, we are told that this is a response to an escalation of
the Soviets when they put S520 missiles into Europe in 1977. If that gave them an edge they have
had it for five years, but they have not used it for that specific purpose.

And 1 say that if you will have a look at their ideology you will see that their ideology does not
lead to their ayyressively trying to annihilate other people or occupy them and conguer them. I
agree that it does lead them to subversion and attempting to foment revolution here and there, but
that is not met by a nuclear deterrent. That is met by freedom; that is met by the will of the
people to continue to live the way they want to live. A nuclear threat does not change that at
all. But their ideology does not lead to that kind of occupation and compulsion. Their interests
as a nation-state do not lead to that kind of occupation and compulsion.

There are two major powers in the world: the Soviet Union and the United States of America. As
nation-states, the most powerful nations want to keep the situation generally the way it is because
they have only to lose and not to gain hy instability. The realities of military logistics say
that they will not invade and conquer and occupy and compel other countries to become communist.
They oould not possibly do it. They do not have the resources to do it. We have seen examples of
where, when that sort of thing is tried, a people that has the will to resist will resist and can
resist successfully.

Position ot Government Of Canada

The guestion might arise, though, does the Government of Canada know something about all of this
that we do not know? And is that why they feel compelled to do it? And my answer to that is no.
Obviously they do not know something that we do not know, else the Prime Minister oould never have
made the statement that the Canadian government is amenable to change in its position. Rather, he
would have told us, "Look, you may not understand, but I say this is necessary for our security and
regyardless of everything that is the path we will pursue." But he has not said that. He said if
enough Canadians can demonstrate clearly that they want a change in all of this, he is oen to
change. Surely then he does not know something that we do not know.

Just to sum up that part of it I would say that there is already a deterrent in place. You must
ask yourselves what are we gaining by doing this. Are we gaining additional security? The answer
is that we are not. What are we risking by doing this? We are risking heightening tensions. We
are risking the possibility in those tensions of an unplanned and unwanted war taking place and we
are risking increased possibility of accidental war because of the hair-triggered systems we have.
To turn just briefly to the "whereases" —-- how much time do I still have, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK OF THE HOUSE (Mr. Hamilton): Four minutes.

MR. MacQUARRIE: Four minutes, okay, thank you. With respect to each of the whereases, I will not
go into them in great depths since I do not have the time, but Canada is not legally obligated to
co-operate in the testing of the Cruise missile. We have signed an umbrella testing agreement, but
in each case Canada specifically can refuse. Indeed, Norway, for example, a member of NATIU, has
refused. Denmark and Holland both refused to have nuclear weapons on their soil, Iceland will
neither allow testing nor nuclear weapons on their soil, and yet they are members of NATO. We
could refuse and still be good members of NATU. The Prime Minister of Canada in speaking to the
United Nations a year ago said that all new weapons systems are potentially destabilizing. They
will heighten concerns about a disarming first-strike capability. They will blur the difterence
between nuclear and conventional war and they will increase the problems of veriftication. And
instability, says he, is the tuel that feeds the nuclear arms race. We would be contributing to
instability by contributing in any way to the development of this weapon.

I think I will just turn to a wrap-up rather than dealing specifically with each »f the whereases.
If there are particular questions on them I hope they will he raised during the course of the
debate and I will attempt to answer them later. We really do not need this weapon for our security,
and indeed I subwit that we and all mankind will be more secure without it. In asking Members to
support this motion, I am not asking you at all to do something for me. I am asking you to do
something tor yourselves, for your children and for all mankind, because it can be done without any
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additional risk to yourselves, and if that is the case —- and to myself as well —-— why not do it?
In the last little remaining time, once again I would just urge Members that if they have not yet
decided which way to vote, please do not make an early commitment. Raise the concerns and in the
last portion I will try to address any concerns that are raised within the time limit available.
Thank you very much.

——-Applause

MR, SPEAKER: Thank you, Mr. MacQuarrie. Mr. Patterson, as seconder, do you wish to speak at this
time?

An Issue Of Conscience_

HON. DENNIS PATTERSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It always is very difficult to second a motion
from the honourable Member for Yellowknife Centre because he speaks with an eloquence I am sure I
will never attain, but I would like to say that I, without hesitation, can endorse fully everything
said just now by Mr. MacQuarrie. I would like to say that I feel very much that this issue,
although it might be seen to affect particularly the people of the Mackenzie Valley over wham this
missile will be tested, certainly affects all the people of the Northwest Territories and indeed
the people of Canada and the people of the world. This issue must be seen as an issue of
conscience ultimately, and as an issue that crosses, should cross all political and party lines. I
would like to say, Mr. Speaker, that I too am deeply concerned about the issue of testing of a
carrier for a nuclear weapon over the Northwest Territories. It troubles me greatly. I think it
should be dealt with seriously by every Member of this House.

Mr. Speaker, I cannot accept that arms escalation will lead to peace. In my career as a lawyer I
have had the sad experience of dealing and analysing the anatomy of a murder case, where human
failings result in the death of a human being or human beings. This is a sad experience for all
concerned hecause life is precious, life is sacred, humanity is sacred, and I ask all Members of
this House, recognizing that this issue is part of the accelerated arming of the eastern and
western blocks with holocaust weapons, if we care about human life, how can we encourage what would
result in the murder of the human race if there should be a war through human failing or otherwise?

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the arms race is now perpetuating itself, that the military-industrial
complexes, the technocrats, are feeding off the weapons game in each block, reinforcing each
other. And this issue of Canada's involvement tests us as a nation. Are we in the back pockets of
the US? Some people in this House helieve, I know, that the issue here is the threat of communism,
that there are communists ready to invade the Northwest Territories and that we must support the
arms race to protect ourselves. Now I think Mr. MacQuarrie has clearly stated why this is not a
question of self-defence. The people of Russia, the men, women and children of Russia are innocent
people no different from us. They are just as anxious for peace as we are, Mr. Speaker. They are
just as outraged, they are just as outraged about the shooting, the alleged shooting of the jumho
jet the other day.

AN HON. MEMBER: How do you know?

HON. DENNIS PATT