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YELIJ)\NKNI F'E , NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

FRIDAY , SEPTEMBER 2 ,  1 983 

l"IEMl:\El<S PliliSENT 

Mr.  Ap!Jaqaq , Mr . Arlooktoo , Hon . George Braden , Hon . Tom Butters , Mr . OJrley , Mr . Evaluarj uk , Mr .  
K i labuk , Hon . Arnold Mcca llum , Mr. MacQuarrie , Mr .  McLaughlin , Hon . Richard Nerysoo, Hon . Dennis  
Patterson , Mr . lc'udluk , Mr . Sibbeston , Mrs . Sorensen , Hon . Cbn Stewart , Hon . Kane Tologanak ,  Hon . 
J ames Wah-Shee , !"Jr .  Gordon Wray 

---Prayer 

SPl::AKER. ( Hon . Don Stewart ) :  Orders of the day for Friday , Septernber 2 .  

I tem 2 ,  Members ' repl ies . There do not appear to te any repl ies today . 
Mr . McLaugh l i n .  

ITt:M NU . 3 :  UkAL ()UES1'IONS 

Question : 0-83 ( 2 ) : Teachinq Staff ,  P ine Point 

I tem 3 ,  oral questions . 

t•IR . McI.AlGHLIN :  Thank you , Mr .  Speaker .  I have a quest ion for the Minister of Educat ion 
concerniny the teach ing staff i n  P i ne Point . What I would l ike the M in ister to respond to is  
th is . Although he awarded the add it ional three !JOSitions in the spr ing to TTEke up for the fact that 
not as many students lef t Pine Point as was orig inally thought , there are no,., even more students 
rey istered than that number of teachers wi l l  accommodate . Substitu te teachers are prnsently t-e i ng 
used . There is concern there that the you ng  students shou ld not have changes of teachers , so they 
should ei ther IJUt those substitute teachers on permanent as soon as possihle , or hire other 
teachers as soon as poss ible . 

M.k. SPEAKER : Mr .  Patterson . 

1<.eturn To Quest ion 2 7-83 ( 2 ) :  Teachi ny Staff ,  P ine Point 

HUN . DENNIS PATI't:RSJN : Thank you , Mr. Speaker . Yes , I am aware , Mr . Speaker, that the enrolment 
at Galena Heights School in P i ne Point is a little higher than we had forecast .  ,�e cx:mmitted 
ourse lves , in mak iny a decis ion earl ier this year to cut back the staff ing i n  Pine Point in view of 
ant ic ipated reduced enrolments , to review that decis ior> once the school has cpened . Upon reviewing 
the s i tuat ion yesterday with the Executive Council and noting that the present authorized staff for 
Galena wou ld result ir> a higher pupi l-teacher ratio ,  namely 2 3 . 5  to one , than we normally aim for 
in e lementary school s i tuat ions , the Executive has approved the i ncreased staff al lotment of one 
and a ha lf  pos it ions wh ich wi l l  al low those substitute teachers that  the Memher referred to , who 
were in the school yesterday at my request ,  to hecorre perma nent pos it ions . So I trust that answers 
the Member ' s  question , and the yrade one classes now will  not te as crowcied as people had felt  
them, with the addit ion of the new one and a half permanent posit ions . Thank you , Mr.  Speaker . 

M.k. SPtAKE:R:  Thank you ,  Mr. M i n ister . Ur.al questions . I tem 4 ,  written C,-'. 1estions . Are there any 
written 4uest i ons this rrorning ?  l"lr .  Arlooktoo . 
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ITEM L�O . 4 :  �vlUTI'EN QUt:STIONS 

Question 2 8-83 ( 2 )  : Water And Fuel De l i  very Agreements , Lake Harbour 

M1' . ARiilll<TlXJ : (Translat ion ) Yes ,  Mr . Speaker , thank you . I recei ved a telex from Lake Harbour and 
th is telex is regardi ng the Lake Harbour hamlet housirg and the water del i very ard fuel delivery 
agreements tetween the governments . They are not happy with this . This telex is addressed to Tan 
Butters .  I am goi rg  to give h im a copy of this telex and I would l ike to get sorre answers during 
this session regard iny what they are going to do about the hamlet fuel delivery agreement in Lake 
Harbour.  Content of telex: " I n  V iew of the fact that some hamlets consider the fuel delivery 
agreements to te inadequately written , why are these not negotiable in any way with the respect ive 
municipalities? It has been stated in writ i ng  that these agreements must he accepted as is, will  
resu lt on COD terms. " Qu jannami ik . 

MR . SPEAKER: Thank you . Are there any further wri tten questions? Mr . Ki labuk . 

Question 2 9-83 ( 2 ) : Musk-Ox Transplant , Broughton Island 

MR . KIIABUK : ( Translation ) Mr . Speaker , I would like to direct th is to Renewable Resources . This 
same question ,  asked by the residents of Broughton Island and Pangni rtung , was asked before . You 
had answered part of the quest ion and will  probably give the same answer .  Wildl i fe anywhere in the 
North is consumable and for that reason , the residents of Broughton Island and Pangnirturg are 
requesting even just a few musk-ox to te transplanted south oE Pangni rtung . Th is oould l:E very 
useful in the future . As Minister of Renewable Resources we wou ld like you to consider this .  
F irst , the residents would like a study done on  food sources . The people of Hroughton Island and 
Pangnirtung would appreciate this . Also , the ColTlllissioner was i nformed of this by the residents of 
Broughton Island . Thank you , Mr . Speaker . 

MR . SPEAKffi : Thank you , Mr . Ki labuk . Written questions . 
returns? Mr . Tologanak . 

ITEM NU .  5 :  RE.TURNS 

Return To Question 1 2-83 ( 2 ) :  Nursing Home , Cape Dorset 

Item 5 ,  returns . Are there any 

Hot� . KANI::: 'IUI.D3ANAK : Mr. Speaker , I have two returns . The return to Quest ion 1 2-83 ( 2 )  asked by 
Mr . Arlooktoo . The Department of Health is aware that there are 1.:.eople in Cape Dorset who requi re 
certain levels of care . The Department of Health will  te undertak irg a review of the needs of Cape 
Dorset . However , at th is time , the Department of Health is not rertai n  as to how many people 
requ ire care , what level of care they requ i re and the best method of responding to the needs . Cape 
I.X:lrset may not te un ique in this regard . The Department of Heal th real izes that similar situat ions 
may exist elsewhere . This is an important problem; however ,  the Department of Health has very 
l imited resources to devote to it . Accordingly , only one or two places can te oonsidered at rne 
t ime .  I have a further return , Mr . Speaker , i f  I may continue . 

Ml� .  SPEAKER : Please proceed . 

Return To Question 1 5-83 ( 2 ) :  I ncreases I n  Social Assistance Rates 

HlX'J . KANE TOLl.hANAK : Mr. Speaker , I have a reply to ()uest ion 1 5-83 ( 2 )  asked by Mr .  Wray on 
Seµtemher 1 ,  ooncern i ng increased social ass istance rate . A rate increase in social assistance or 
NV✓f supplementary benef it will  te 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 
possi ble within this current budget . Thank you , Mr . Speaker . 

M1<. SPEAKC:1:<.: Thank you , Mr. M i n ister . Any further returns? Item 6 ,  Min isters ' statements . Are 
there any Min isters ' s tatements? Mr .  Wah-Shee . 

l 'fl::M NU . b :  MINIS1'1'l<S I STATC:Ml:::NTS 

Min ister ' s  Statement Un Hamlet �·und i ng 

HUN . d AM I::.', WAH-SHE:!:: : Mr .  Stieaker , I wou ld like to make a statement in reply to ()uest ion 1 7-83 ( 2 )  
asked by Mr . Gordon Wray regard ing hamlet funrl ing . The House k nows that we have been l=k irg i nto 
the h,w,let tund i ng arranyements Ear some t ime now, and I am pleased to have this cpportunity to 
hri  n<.J the 1-1,-,rnl lP. rs up to date . In a statement wh ich I made to the HouSP. last session , I sa id that  
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the fonnu la tund ing arrangement was being reviewed in =nnection with the development of new local 
government legislation . Since then , Mr . Speaker, we have seen audit reports for 2 2  of the 2 6  
hamlets for the year end ing March 31 , 1 983 , anci I have to say that the reports cause me some 
concern . 

It wou ld appear , Mr . Speaker , that only seven of the hamlets ended the f i nancial year with a 
surplus of funds . The other 1 5  show a deficit . The total deficit  for the 1 5  hamlets is just 0\/'er 
a mill ion 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 def icit . The problem, Mr . 
Speaker , is that some hamlets have got rich over the last three years wh i le others have gone i nto 
debt , and indications are that the rich wi ll  be getting richer and the poor will  re gett i ng 
poorer. 

The princ iple on which we have based our formula f i nancing of hamlets is that the local counci ls 
should have as much oontrol as possible over the i r  financial affairs and as much discretion as 
possible to set local spendi ng  priorities . The hamlets depend heavily on the Government of the 
Northwest Territories for cperat ing funds but they do raise a substantial  amount of their  funding 
within the cornnunity .  For that reason , Mr . Speaker , I am persona lly not in favour of going back to 
the old system of hamlet fund ing in which it was real ly the Department of Local Government that set 
budgets and spending patterns for the hamlet counci ls . 

fiut havi ny  said that ,  Mr . Speaker , I do realize that sorre of the hamlets are getting into real 
diff icult ies and something has to re done about it . In the Keewat in region three of the hamlets 
have surplus funds . Eskimo Point , for examp le ,  has an accumulated surplus of a quarter of a 
mill ion dol lars at March 31 , but the other four have deficits totall ing almost halt a mi l l ion . 
This is despite the tact that we apply the sarre formu la to all hamlets and allocate funds on the 
same basis in every reg ion . 

I am aware that some hamlet =uncils are tak ing severe restraint measures in order to cut expenses 
i ncluding ,  in at least one case , reducing staff . This is the last year of the three year trial 
period for the torrnula financing arrangement .  I told the House that in May I was releas i ng ,  to the 
hamlets , funds which have been reserved for energy costs and I am confident that this w i ll ass ist 
all  of them for the remainder of this year .  But of  =urse , that will  not re much oonsolation to 
someone who has lost his job ,  and so I asked ny staff to give me a report on the state of those 
hamlets whi ch appear from the audit reports to te in serious f inancial dif f iculties . 

I want to assure the Bouse that we shall  do whatever has to re done to ensure that munic ipal 
services are ma intai ned at the proper level and that ny staff in the reg i ons will do what they can 
to ass ist  those hamlets which are having diff iculties . I cannot , however , promise a further 
i nject ion of funds i nto hamlet funding as a whole . The increase for next year will be an overal l  
f ive pe r  cent . What I d o  hope to achieve in  =nnection with th.e new local government legislat ion 
is a better d istribut ion of territorial government f i nancial support to the hamlets without in any 
way undermining the authority of the hamlet =unc i ls . Thank you . 

MR . SP!oAKER: Thank you , Mr . Minister . I t  is a pleasure to recogni ze a former oolleague and our MP 
f or the Western Arctic ,  Mr . Dave Nickerson , in the gallery . 

---Applause 

Are there any further Ministers ' statements ? 

I tem 7, petitions . 

I tem 8 ,  reports of standing and special committees . 

I tem 9 ,  tabling of documents . I tem l U , not ices of mot ion .  Mr . Wray . 

ITEM NO . l U :  l'JOTICES 01" 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 not ice on Tuesday, September 6, I will  move the 
followiny motion : Now therefore , I move , seconded by the honourable Member for Pine Point , that 
this Leg islat ive Assembly recommends to the Executive Council that it imnediately i nvestigate the 
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termination of its agreement with Frobisher Inn  Ltd . ;  and further that the Leg islat i ve Assembly 
recommends to the Executive Council the handing back to the Government of Canada the sa id 
agreement . Thank you , Mr . Speaker . 

MR, SPEAKER: Thank you , Mr . Wray . Are there any further not ices of ITOtion?  

I tem 1 1 , notices of  mtion for f irst reading of bi l ls .  
Braden . 

ITEM NO , 1 2 :  MUTIONS 

Item 1 2 ,  mot ions . Mot ion 3-83 ( 2 ) , Mr . 

Motion 3-83 ( 2 ) : 1 983 Constitu tional Accord On Aboriginal Rights 

HON , GEORGE BRADEl� : Thank you , Mr, Speaker . 

WHEREAS pursuant to sect ion 3 7  of the Constitut ion Act , 1 982, a constitutional conference 
composed of the Prime Minister of Canada and the first ministers of the provinces was held on 
March 1 5th and 1 6th , 1 983 , to wh ich representatives of the aboriginal peoples of Canada and 
elected representati ves of the Government of Yukon Territory and the Northwest Territories 
were invited; 

AND \vHEREAS that conference had i ncluded in i ts agenrla an item respect ing constitut ional 
matters that directly affect the aboriginal peoples of Canada , including the identif ication 
and def in i tion of the rights of those people to ce included in the Constitut ion of Canada; 

AND WHEREAS as a result of that conference , the parties reached agreement on certain matters 
which are mere particularly set out in an accord dated the 1 6th day of March , 1 983 , ent itled 
"1 983 Const i tut ional Accord on Aboriy i nal  Rights " ,  a copy of wh ich accord is attached hereto 
as Exhibit  A; 

ANO wHEl<EAS the accord includes a schedule respecti ng proposed amendments to the Const i tut ion 
of Canada; 

AND \vHEREAS the Executive Council  has recommended that a formal mot ion re adopted by this 
Legislative Assembly in support of the proposed amendments to the Constitut ion of Canada as 
set out in  the schedule to the accord ; 

NOW THERErDRE , I move , seconded by the honourable Member for Rae-Lac la Martre , that th is 
Legislat i ve Assembly support the proposed amendments to the Constitut ion of Canada as set out 
in the schedule to the 1 983 Const itut ional Accord on Aboriginal  Rights . 

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

HUN . GEU�E BRADEN : Thank you , Mr. Speaker.  I shall ce very brief . Members of th is Leg islature 
participated a great deal , aver the last three years , on the aboriginal rights issue , both in the 
Northwest Territories and at the nat ional level . The f i rst phase , if I could call it that , of that 
participation culm inated last March with the First Ministers ' Conference on the Constitut ion . Mr .  
SfJeaker , you are aware there was a lot of preparat ion that had to take place cefore the F' i rst  
Ministers ' mee t i ng and Members of this House wil l  recall  participat ing in the preparation of the 
posit ion paper wh ich was eventually tabled at that conference . I would i ndicate to the House , Mr . 
SfJeaker , that there sti ll remai ns a great dea l of work that has to re done to examine and hopefu lly 
reach sorre resolut i on at the nat ional level on the many issues that continue to te outstancii ng 
between the aboriginal peoples of Canada and thei r  governments . 

Just  to list a few here , Mr . Speaker , we have to come to some agreement on an amending formula for 
matters relat i ng to aboriy i nal rights . The very d it [ icu lt and demandi ng  subject of self-government 
has to ce examined as wel l ,  and of course , there is the faITDus repeal of section 42 ( 1 ) ( e )  and ( f )  
of the Const i tut ion of Canada , which I can say to this House , Mr . Speaker , is st ill  on the agenda 
for cons idera t ion by the provincial  governments anrl the federal government . I do not real ly want 
to go into to:i much more deta i l ,  Mr. Speaker .  As I said,  Members of the House are sufficiently 
familiar , I th ink , with th is issue -- a nd also support ive of it -- that we can proceed fa irly 
qu ickly on this ma tter to get the supfJOrt of the House to i nc1 icate to the Government of Canada that 
we are sol idly beh i nd the progress tha t has been made thus far ,  Thank you , Mr . Speaker . 
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MR . Sf>1'Al<t:R : Thank you , Mr. M in ister . Mr. Wah-shee , as seconder , do yc.u wish the f loor? Mr .  
McCallum .  

HUN , AANOLD McCAILUM : Mr . Speaker , I j ust wanted to rise very brief ly i n  support of th is 
part icular mot ion made by my colleague , the Hon . George Braden . In doing so , I would want to 
indicate that other leg islatures have passed simi l iar  rrotions in support of the accord reached 
during this past yea r .  I wou ld want , as well ,  to i ndicate to Members and recognize here , in our 
House , the work that this  government ' s  and th is Assembly ' s  representat i ves put into it , and the 
recept ion that they had with that work and maki ng  suggest ions , wherehy an accord could t:e reached . 

I not only want to i ndicate that this government a nd  this Assembly has been well served cy the 
Members , Mr . Rraden , Mr . Wah-Shee , Mr . Patterson and others that were involved with it , rut I want 
to make a special note of the work a nd  the recept ion that the staff members of this government 
had . The cal ibre of work that  they were able to put forward was accepted and well received by al l 
other jurisdict ions across the country . I would l ike to make note of that especially,  sir ,  and I 
refer to Mr .  La l  and his part icular group . 

---ApplaUSP. 

MR . SPt:AK8R : Thank you , Mr . McCal lum. To the ITOt ion . Mr .  Patterson . 

HUN . DENt� IS PATTERSUL� : Thank you , Mr . Speaker . Very brief ly ,  I ,  too , would like to speak in 
support of the mot ion . I am proud of the lead role that our government , i ts M inisters ,  our Members 
of the Leg islative Assembly and our staff played at th is conference . Indeed , I think the people of 
the Northwest Territories rightly had a very praninent place at that h istoric meeting through the 
able leadership of ITC , the Dene Nat ion and the Met is Associat ion and , I wou ld also suggest ,  
through the excel lent co-operation that took place between those leaders a nd  the representatives of 
th is House . 

I bel ieve we shou ld recognize that in support ing this  ITOtion our current constitut ional status in 
Canada does not requ ire that our Legislat ive Assembly approve this amendment . In noting this ,  I 
hope however that through the ongoing F irst Ministers ' Conferences and through the important work 
that is be i ng done in const i tut ional and polit ical development in other areas , soon our 
const i tutional status wi ll  requi re our assent to such changes . Thank you , Mr , Speaker . 

AN HUl� . MEMHEI< : Hear , hear ! 

MR . SPEAKEk : Thank you . To the rrotion . Mr , Curley . 

tv!H .  CURLEY : ( Translat ion ) Mr .  Speaker , I j ust wanted to make a brief a::mrnent also .  I want to 
thank the Members ot the Leg is lat ive Assembly for supporting this constitut ion and the aboriginal  
rights , the work that took place in the conference . I especially want to bring up that this  
constitut ion is not qu ite completed and it is goi ng  to take a number of years yet to te resolved . 
I bel ieve th i s  constitution is going to t:e dealt with for qui te a number of years yet . 

I n  th is N inth Assembly , I want to indicate that when we started deal ing with the cons titut ion , it 
was not a very easy matter to deal with . I can recall when we wanted to bri ng back sect ion 34 i n  
the constitution ,  we did not want to go to Ottawa , but we have to thank everyone , even though some 
d id not want to go ahead , that they did .  I want to thank the Speaker especially .  When we were i n  
Ottawa , he rea lly supported us Members of the Assembly and we shou ld remember that . ( Trans lat ion 
ends ) 

Mr. Speaker,  I think we should also give honourable recognit ion to your support wh i le we were i n  
uttawa , about a yea r and a hal f  ago , when we were negotiat i ng trying to lobby the federal 
government to bring back that particu lar sect ion dealing with the aboriginal rights . I have always 
wanted to say th is in the House and I wi ll say it now t:ecause it is important that the unanimous 
support continues through this House . 

The consti tut ional accord is not yet settled and there wil l  be many more d i f f icu lt t imes . I hope 
that there w ill  be people like N i ck Sibbeston who wi l l  not give up trying to convince other Members 
to take a strong posi t ion and convince them to travel -- if necessary , the whole of the Leg islat i ve 
Assembly -- to Uttawa aga i n .  So I would like to give my honourable col league a high recognit ion 
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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 pos ition than now . I would like to indicate to them they have nav 
changed that and I now welcome every support that we receive from the other side . Thank you . 

HON . DENNIS PATTERSON : Hear ,  hear ! 

---Applause 

MR .  �PEAKER: Thank you , Mr . Curley . To the ITOtion . 

AN 1-DN . MEMBER : Question .  

Ml{ ,  SPt:AKER: Question being called . 

AN ffiN . MEMBER: Recorded vote . 

MR. SP&\KER : Recorded vote being requested , Mr . Clerk . All those in favou r ,  please stand . 

Motion 3-83( 2 ) , Carried 

CLEm< Ur' THE I-DUSE (Mr . Hamilton ) : Mr . E.'valuarjuk , Mr . Arlooktoo , Mr . Ki labuk , Mr . Patterson , Mr. 
Appaqaq, Mr . Tologanak , Mr . Curley, Mr. Wray, Mr. Sibbeston , Mr . McCallurn, Mr. Wah-Shee , Mr . 
Braden , Mr . Butters , Mr . Nerysoo , Mr . McLaughl i n ,  Mrs . Sorensen ,  Mr . McQuarrie . 

---Applause 

MR . �PEAKE:R: I will call the nays , but I am sure there were none . Let the records ind icate that 
the vote was unaniITDus . 

---Carried 

Motions . Motion 4-83 ( 2 ) ,  Mr.  Mc()uarrie . 

Motion 4-83(2 ) :  Test i nq Of The Cruise Miss i le In  Canada 

MR. MacQUAR!<.IE :  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 test i ng of the Cruise miss i le over Canadian territory; 

AND WHEl{EAS Canada is not legally obl igated to co-operate in the testing of the Crui se 
miss ile;  

ANO WHEREAS the Prirre Minister of Canada has said :  "All new weapons systems are potentially 
destabi l iz ing" , and that " instability is the fuel that feeds the nuclear arms race " ;  

AND WHEREAS the deployment of the Cruise miss i le represents an escalation in  the nuclear arms 
race; 

AND WHEREAS there is a poss ibi l i ty that the proposed tests may result in the loss of a miss ile 
or rniss i les in the Northwest Territories;  

AND vJHBJ:IBAS by its capabil ity of surprise the Cruise missile might well be viewed as a 
f irst-strike weapon by the Soviet Union ,  thus giving l ikely impetus to even further escalation 
on its part; 

AND VAfEREAS there are now in place miss i les of various types armed with nuclear warheads 
suff icient to provide a strateg ic deterrence to aggressive act ions by the Soviet Union 
vis-a-vis the NATU countries; 

AND WHt::REAS Canada ' s  commitment to co-operate in the testing of the Cruise missi le TT0kes 
further co-operative commitments such as the position ing of Cru ise launch s ites in northern 
Canada ITDre likely; 
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ANU WHEREAS the Government of Canada has proposed to the United Nat ions a strategy for the 
suffocat ion of the nuclear arms race and part of that proposal includes a hal t  to the fl ight 
test ing of all new strategic delivery systems; 

AND WHEREAS the l"rine Minister of Canada has i nvited the views of Canadians on the matter of 
testing the Cruise miss i le ,  ind icat ing that the Government of Canada is qien to a change in 
pol icy if it is clear that a majority of Canadians want such a change; 

N'.JW THEREFORE , I move , seconded by the honourable Member for Frobisher Bay, that the 
Legislative Assembly of the Northwest Territories declare its cpposi tion to the test ing of the 
Cru ise miss i le in Canada , and part icularly over northern Canada; 

AND FURTHER, that the Legislat ive Assembly of the Northwest Territories ask the Government of 
Canada to reconsider with a view to revers ing ,  its decis ion to co-operate with the Government 
of the United States of Ameris;a in the testing of the Cruise miss i le ;  

AND FURTHER, that the Legislat ive Assembly of the Northwest Territories urge the Government of 
Canada to refuse to co-operate in any and al l future activit ies that involve an escalation in 
the nuclear arms race; 

AND t"URTHER, that the Speaker convey this resolut ion to the PriITE Minister of Canada ard to 
the leaders of the cpposi t ion parties in the federal parl iament . 

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

MR . Mac:QUARRIE : I have never done anything more important , Mr . Speaker , that I cons ider to be more 
important than what I am going to attempt to do right now, ard that is to persuade the honourable 
Members of this  House to support the motion that I have put on the floor , namely, express ing 
oppos it ion to the testi ng of the Cruise miss i le ,  aski ng our government to review i ts decis ion and 
reverse its decis ion and urg ing 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 
part icular hang-ups in l i fe .  I have no fear and anxiety about l i fe ,  very l ittle ,  ard 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 ty someone who is hysterically fearful about the consequences of the 
nuclear arms race . Rather ,  it is put by someone who loves li fe . I l ike the sunsh ine , I l ike song , 
I l ike chi ldren and love , and although I am not fearful of death , given a choice between l i fe and 
death , I choose life . And as a reasonably sane and stable man , when I look at what is happeni ng in 
the world  I believe that we are sliding to oblivion . 

I remember well a statement that I heard on televis ion many years ago by the emi nent American 
engineer and ph i losopher ,  Buckminster Fulle r ,  who said  that we have reached a very crit ical stage 
in the history of mank i nd .  A few among us have had the genius to develcp complex technolcgy and 
power and he wondered whether the rest of us have the moral and emotional matu ri ty to handle what 
the intellect of sare has been able to bring to us . And I deeply quest ion that as well . I t  
appears to me that we are sliding to oblivion . Let there be no mistake about th e  importance of the 
motion that has been brought to the f loor of this House . It belongs in this House . It belongs in  
every forum where ordinary people have a chance to  say what they feel  about thei r  future . I t  
belongs . It is an  issue that should be in this House w ithout any question .  And I think,  because 
i t  involves the quest ion of the nuclear arms race , that we are talking about the future of 
humani ty ,  nothi ng  more , nothi ng less ,  and I invite Members to take the mot ion very seriously . I 
invite Members to regard it as a question of conscience above every other consideration , economic 
or pol i tical or whatever .  

I am someone who very much respects democracy and believes in i t ,  hut in read ing through the 
history of democracy I see that it will  not work successfu lly unless its leaders , from tirre to 
t ine on important issues exercise leadership , who do not turn to see what the fea rs and prejudices 
of the many might be ,  but rather themselves say this  issue is so important to ne and so important 
to all the people that I represent that I must in all conscience choose a decis ion ard 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 mot ion , if yOJ 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  unt i l  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 ne to 
overcome those fears there must be answers . "  Wel l ,  I deeply l::e l ieve there are answers or I never 
would have put this motion in the f i rst place .  As the mover I w i ll have the last chanoe to speak 
and it is my responsibil i ty to try to answer the concerns tha t  are raised . So if you have some 
doubt now, I would ask that you wait to hear the whole debate , that you speak , certai nly, but 
perhaps not make that commi tment unt i l  the whole rlebate is in . 

I th ink that there is a danger , in matters like this , of many ordinary people suppos ing that 
someone else knows better than they do what is right and good for mank ind ,  and that is an error 
that we fal l  into often . It is an error that my honourable colleague from Fort Simpson often 
admirably overcomes in  committee . People start saying , "We cannot do this because of this and this 
and th is . "  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 deal ing with these technical issues , 
if you ask technical people for answers to the problems they wi l l  give you that kind of an answer , 
but the real quest ion that faces each of us is what k i nd  of world do we want? Is it a world 
without the continual threat of annihilat ion by nuclear weapons ? I f  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 mot ion ,  sorre of your fears must be answered . I would 
l i ke to say that th is move that unquestionably complicates the nuclear arms race -- that the 
testing of the Cruise miss i le -- is it necessary to our security? That is the very f i rst quest ion 
that has to be asked , and I would say that surely if it is not necessary then we should not l::e 
doing i t ,  because it is an addit ional risk to our long-term security as a people .  Related to that 
question , is there not adequate firepower right now to deter aggress ion by the Soviet Un ion? Wel l , 
every Member should k n= that the United States and Britain and Franoe 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 -- i nterconti nental ball istic miss i les , missi les in sut:xnarines that are posit ioned at 
strategic locat ions all around the Soviet Union . That is , absolutely, an important question that 
Mr. Butters raises , "\IJhat about the Soviet Union ? "  I would say that anything that I am saying here 
applies to the Soviet Union equally ,  and the k i nd of appeal  that I am ooking to conscience applies 
to those people as we l l .  The fact is . • •  

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

MR. Mac<JUARJ-<U: : Perhaps they will  not , a lthough it is not an argument against us doing saneth i ng 
about it , if they are not in a posi tion to do something about it . In order to break th is kind of 
psychology, long ago the Great tluddha sa i d :  "Hatred does not cease by hatred at any time, hatred 
ceases by love . Thi s  is an eternal law . " I bel ieve it is not to be taken li terally but simply an 
express ion that where you have honourable people on e ither s ide , if they reach a disagreement where 
there is animosity that you will  never alter the situat ion by continuing to escalate the 
animosity .  Somebody must make an act of trust and if that act of trust can be made w i thout great 
risk to yourself , then  why not make it?  Pres ident Reagan , for example , I bel ieve regards the 
Soviet people as a monstrous people ,  but our own Prine Minister rejects that and has rejected i t  
l)ubl icly .  He would say that they are honourable people , but we have di fferences l::etween us and we 
re4u ire this act of trust without jeopardy and that is important . 

Deterrent Already In  Place 

I ma i ntain that there is no great jeopardy in us refusing to ass ist in the testing of the Cruise ,  
because we already have in place suff ic ient strength to rleter any aggress ive act by the Soviet 
Union . This does not add add it ional security, but it does adn i tionally complicate the s i tuat ion . 
I t  does additionally increase the risk of accidental war ,  l::ecause we come to rely too heavi ly 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 l::ecause there are high tens ions and the 
weapons are in plaoe and there are ha ir triggers ready to release them. That is what it does by 
test ing this  addit ional increment , but we do not get any additional security l::ecause the deterrent  
is a lready in  place . 

Ll::> we suppose that if the Soviet Union for one moment had an edge in nuclear power that they would 
i rnmeo iately use it in order to conquer and occupy western countries and compel them to l::ecome 
corrmun ists? I say no . Some peop le say , " Look  at the lessons of history . "  I agree , learn the 
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lessons of history , hut learn them proi;:,erly . 0:) not misunderstand them . Learn them well ,  and I 
say if ycu have a gcxxl look at h istory , ycu would be forced to conclude that. there is not. that k i nd 
of threat at all . In fact , if there were , we are told that this is a response to an escalation of 
the Soviets when they put SS2 0  missi les into Europe i n  1 977 .  If  that gave them an  edge they have 

had it for five years , but they have not used it for that specif ic purpose . 

And 1 say that i f  you wi ll  have a look at thei r  ideology you wi l l  see that their  ideology does not 
lead to the ir aygress ively tryi ng  to annihi late other people or occupy them and conquer them. I 
ayree that it does lead them to subversion and attempting to foment revolut ion here and there , tut 
that is not met cy a nuclear deterrent . That is met by f reedom; that is met by the will  of the 
µeople to oontinue to l ive the way they want to live . A nuclear threat does not change that at 
a l l .  But their ideology does not lead to that k i nd  of occupat ion and compu lsion . The ir i nterests 
as a nat ion-state do not lead to that k ind of occupat i on and cx::mpulsion . 

There are two major powers in the world : the Soviet Union and the United States of Jlmerica . As 
nat ion-states , the most lJOWerful nat ions want to keep the s ituat ion general ly the way it is because 
they have only to lose and not to gai n  by instab i l i ty .  The real it ies of mi l i tary log ist ics say 
that they will  not invade and conquer and occupy and compel other countries to becorre cornnunist . 
They could not poss ibly 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 res ist _will res ist and can 
resist successfully . 

Pos it ion ut Government Uf Canada 

The yuest ion might arise , though ,  does the Government of Canada know someth ing about all of this 
that we do not know? And is that why they feel compel led to do it?  Ard my answer to that is no.  
Ubvious ly they do not know something that we do not: know ,  else the Prime Min ister could never have 
made the statement that the Canadian government is amenable to change in its pos i t ion .  Rather, he 
would have told us , 1 1 [J:)ok , you may not understand , but I say this  is necessary for cur security and 
reyardless of everything that is the path we w i ll pursue . 1 1 But he has not sa id that . He sa id i f  
enough Canadians can demonstrate clearly that they want a change in al l of th i s ,  he is cpen  to 
change . Surely then he does not kno,., someth ing that we do not know • 

.J ust to sum up that µart of i t  I wou ld say that there is a lready a deterrent in place . Ycu must 
ask yourselves what are we ga in ing by doing th is . Are we ga in ing addit ional securi ty ?  The answer 
is that we are not . What are we risk i ng  by doi ng this? We are risk i ng  heightening tens ions . We 
are risk ing the poss ibi l i ty in those tens ions of an unplanned and unwanted war taki ng place and we 
are risk ing i ncreased poss ibi l i ty of accidental war because of the ha i r-triggered systems we have . 
To turn just br ief ly to the "whereases " -- how much time do I st i l l  have , Mr . Clerk? 

CLl:;!{K Uf 'Il-HC: IVUSt; ( Mr .  Hamilton ) :  �·our minutes . 

Ml{ . MacQUARJ:<I8 : four minutes , okay , thank you . With respect to each of the whereases , I wi 1 1  not 
go into them in great depths s ince I do not have the t ime ,  but Canada is not legally obl igated to 
co--oµerate in the tes ting of the Cruise miss i le .  We have signed an umbrel la testing agreefllent , but 
in each case Canada speci f ically can refuse . Indeed , Norway, for examp le , a member of NATO , has 
refused . Denmark and Holland both refused to have nuclear weapons on the ir soi l ,  Ice land wi l l  
neither a l lo,., testing nor nuclear weapons on the ir soi l ,  and yet they are memhers of NATO . We 
could refuse and st i l l  be good fllembers of NAT\J . The Prime Minister of Canada in speaking to the 
United Nations a year ago said that all new weapons systems are potent i a l ly destabi l i z i ng .  They 
w i l l  he iyhten CDncerns about a disarming first-strike capab i l i ty .  They wi l l  blur the di f ference 
between nuclear and conventional war and they w i l l  i ncrease the problems of veri f icat ion .  And 
instabil i ty , says he , is the fuel that feeds the nuclea r arms race . We wcu ld be contri hut ing to 
instabi l i ty by contri buting in any way to the development of th is weapon . 

I think I w i ll j ust turn to a wrap-up rather than deal i ng speci f ically with ead1 riE the whereases . 
I f  there are i,;articular  quest ions on them I hope they wi l l  te raiser! during thP. course of the 
debate and I will  attempt to answer them later. vl/e really do not need this weapon for our securi ty ,  
and indeed I sut:lTlit that we and al l mankind wi l l  te more secure without i t . In ask i ng Members ro 
support this mot ion ,  I am not ask i ng  ycu at all  to do someth ing for me .  I n111 ask ing ycu to do 
something for yourselves , for your ch i ldren and for all  manki nd ,  tecause it can te done wi thnur. c1ny 
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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 l ittle remaining time ,  once agai n  I would j ust urge Members that if  they have not yet 
decided whi ch way to vote , please do not make an early canmitment . Ra ise the =ncerns and in the 
last portion I will  try to address any concerns that are ra ised within the t irre limit avai lable . 
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 

HUN . DENNI::, PATTERSON : Thank you ,  Mr. Speaker . It always is very diff icu lt to second a mot ion 
from the honourable Member for Yellowknife Centre because he speaks with an eloquence I aJTl sure I 
w i ll never attain ,  but I would l ike to say that I ,  without hes itat ion ,  can endorse fully everything 
sa id  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 particu larly the people of the Mackenz i e  Valley over whcrn this 
miss i le 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 pol it ical and party lines . I 
would l ike to say , Mr. Speaker , that I t= am deeply concerned about the issue of test i rg of a 
carrier for a nuclear weapon over the Northwest Territories . It troubles rre greatly. I th ink 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 deal i ng and analys ing the anatomy of a rrurder rase , vktere huwan 
fai l i ngs result in the death of a human be i ng  or human beings . This is a sad experience for all 
concerned recause life is precious , life is sacred , humanity is sacred , and I ask all Members of 
this House , reccx_:iniz ing that this issue is part of the accelerated arming of the eastern and 
western blocks with holocaust weapons , if we care about human li fe , h::Jw can we encourage what would 
result in the murder of the human race if there should be a war through human fa i l i ng  or otherwise? 

I believe ,  Mr. Speaker ,  that the arms race is no,,, perpetuating itself ,  that the m i l itary-industrial 
coml,llexes , the technocrats , are feed ing off the weapons game in each block , rei nforcing each 
other .  And this issue of Canada ' s  involvement tests us as a nat ion .  Are we . in the back pockets of 
the US? Some people in this House bel ieve , I know , that the issue here is the threat of =rnrnunism, 
that there are commun ists ready to i nvade the Northwest Territories and that we must support the 
arms race to protect ourselves . Now I think Mr . MacQuarrie has clearly stated vkty this is not a 
question of self-defence . The people of Russia ,  the men , wanen and chi ldren of Russia are innocent 
people no different from us . They are just as anx ious for peace as we are , Mr . Speaker . They are 
j ust as outraged , they are just as outraged about the shooting ,  the alleged shooting of the jurnho 
jet the other day . 

AN 1-DN . MEMBE:R:  How do you know? 

HUl� . D��NNIS PATTE:RSON : They are human be i ngs no different than us . They are not the enemy . The 
enemy is the war machi ne and I say why should we be part of it? I do not bel ieve the testi rg of 
thi s  miss i le or the deployment of this  miss i le is necessary to balance Russian strength either . 
All  I have heard leads rre to believe that France , Britain and the US are already away ahead . 

Opportunity To 13e F irst Jurisdiction To Take A Stand 

Mr. Speaker, we have a chance to be the f i rst jurisdict ion in Canada to take a stand on this issue , 
althouyh there is a TTDtion before the ley islature of Manitoba , proposed to the House by the 
premier, wh ich urges that the Legislat ive AsseJTlbly or Manitoba urge the Government of Canada not to 
promote the testing or the development of the Cruise miss i le or any other military hardware 
intended to be used in the development of nuclear weapons . We have a chance , in the very 
jurisdiction which produced the fuel  which led to the tombing of Hirosh ima and Nagasaki ,  to state 
that we bel ieve that this madness has to stop .  
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I believe that the United States government is very anx ious to test the Cruise missile aver 

northern Canada . They tested 50  missi les in the US and two of those miss i les have been lost . One , 
I understand , was never recovered . It was never known where it ended up . The northern terrain 
will  be even more challenging for the guidance systems . Whi le I accept , fran the i nformat ion I 
have rece i ved in TI¥ capacity as an Executi ve Membe r ,  that there is such a tiny danger of injury to 
persons or the corrmunities near the test s i te or i ndeed the environment , whi le I accept that , I do 
th ink that the testing in this  environment is very important to the successful development of this 
miss i le in  view of the apparent uncertainty of its navigation system as i llustrated by the four per 
cent loss rate in the US tests . So I think cur posi t ion on this  in  the jurisdiction aver which the 
main test ing is to take place could be very important for that reason . 

Mr. Speaker , the lack of an opportun i ty to test the Cruise miss i le in  the Northwest Territories is 
not goi ng to cripple the US m i l i tary giant . I am confident that the r:eople of the Northwest 
Territories do not want to see this test ing take place . The Inuit Circumpolar Conference held in 
t<'robisher Bay voted unanimously agai nst testing or locat ion of nuclear weapons in  the ci rcumpolar 
countries and I would urge the Members of this Assembly who represent Inuit constituencies to bear 
this  resolut ion in mind when they vote . 

I n  clos i ng , Mr .  sr:eaker , I would like to quote a little phrase that is on the door of my 
ass istant ' s  off ice here i n  Yellowknife that I am always seeing ,  especially _ in TI¥ capacity as 
Minister of Education , that I thi nk I will  leave with you , in this  debate . The little note says , 
" It will  be a great day when our schools get all the money they need and the air force has to hold 
a !:Eke sale to buy a bomber . "  

MR::, . 8:"J!IBl�Sl'.:N : Hear , hear ! • 

HON . DENNIS  PA1'TERS0N : We have got cur priorit ies wrong in th is world and I th ink  it is time that 
the people of the Northwest Terri tories , through us ,  expressed their profound concerns about the 
future of the human race . Thank you , Mr . Speaker . 

---Applause 

MR .  SPEAKER: Thank you , Mr . Patterson . We will adjourn for 1 5  minutes . I will  recognize Mrs . 
Sorensen imnediately after coffee break . 

---SHORT RECESS 

I ca ll the House back to order.  Mrs . Sorensen , to the mot ion . 

MRS. SORENSEN : Thank you , Mr . Speaker . Mr . Speaker , in any debate , ycu must have two s i des and I 
would like to present the other side to th is very important issue . May I f i rst say that the issue 
of the Cru ise miss i le has not been an easy one for me to deal with .  I ,  too, love l i fe and I 
certainly love freedom and neither am I an hysterical person , nor do I see communists under every 
bed, nor do I see them coming across the North Pole . Up unt il  this morning ,  I have had one 
posi t ion one day and the very next day have changed TI¥ posi t ion , only to return again to TI¥ 
previous thoughts . So it has been an i ssue I have wrestled with ,  and , after a great deal of 
soul-searchi ng , Mr . Speaker , I s t i l l  do not feel that I am ready to accept the fact that the Cru ise 
miss i le represents any more of an escalat ion in the arms race than the Sov iet deployment of the 
SS20 miss i le aimed at Europe and carryi ng a triple warhead . There is no doubt that th is 
deployment , which began in  1 97 7 ,  as Mr . MacQuarrie has pointed out ,  was a destabil i z ing move wh ich 
posed a direct threat to the security of the NA'IO countries of wh ich we are a P3rt , and that threat 
resulted in the decis ion by the l�ATO members in December of 1 979 -- not j ust recently, but in 1 979  
-- to counter the Soviet threat with the decis ion to deploy in 1 983 , later on  this yea r ,  the 
Pershing 2 miss i le and the ground-launched Cruise missi les in Europe . This request ,  Mr . Speaker , 
came from NA'IO countries in western Europe , such as West Germany , not from the United States . 

Effect Uf Deterrents 

Mr. Speaker , the nove and the counter-move is the essence of the arms race , and I agree with those 
who say that it is senseless , that it is senseless part icu larly s ince both the comnunists and the 
western world already have enough nuclear capabil ity to destroy cur world many times aver . The only 
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thing that makes this  insane policy of terror bearable to rre ,  Mr . Speaker , is the fact that the 
Soviet Union an::l the Americans are actually negotiating to l imit land-based intermediate range 
miss i le systems . Whether the negotiating being done is in good fa ith or not remains to be seen -­
but they are talking . Recently, as late as Friday of last week ,  we have reports that the Soviets 
said  Moscow would be will ing to liquidate any med ium range miss i le ,  includi ng the triple-warhead 
SS20 ,  that would be pulled out of eastern Europe under an arms agreement . 

AN HON. MEMBER : Hear,  hear ! 

MRS. SORENSEN : It was the f i rst such offer made publicly by the Soviets and ,  I believe ,  d i rectly 
related to thei r  eff orts to stop the NA'ID planned deployment of the Persh i ng 2 and the Cruise 
missiles later this year . The question ,  Mr . Speaker, has got to be,  would the Russ ians have made 
that offer if NATO had not countered with a threat of its o,m -- the threat of the Pershi ng 2 and 
the Cruise miss ile? Mr . Speaker, this threat an::l subsequent actions by the Soviets raise doubts in 
my mind about the criticism levied by some that a policy of deterrence , a policy of terror -- and I 
agree that it is terror -- does not work . Perhaps it is crazy, perhaps it makes no sense , but does 
the western world have a choice? I am trying to wrestle with that and I am trying to determine 
whether we do or do not have a choice . 

Look at the facts . The facts are that the Soviets deployed the SS20 ,  aimed it at western Europe 
in  1 977 . Western concern was raised and western Europe asked NA'ID to help . NATO countered in 1 979 
by saying that by 1 983 Pershing 2 an::l the Cruise missi les would be deployed to counter the SS20 .  
13t..it they gave them four years warning rn i t  and Soviet concern was cbviously raised.. Then the 
Soviets , last Friday, have made a tentative offer to reduce the number of weapons aimed at western 
Europe . Negotiations on that offer will  reswne oo September 6 in  Geneva . The quest ion is , would 
the Soviets have considered backing off if NA'ID had not made the counter-threat? cynics on both 
s ides of this issue would say that such talks and negotiations are doomed to fai lure . Well ,  that 
is where I believe Canada should Cate in .  

Role Of  Canada 

I believe we have a strong role to play in breaking this one-upmanship war garre , this giant 
leapfrogging that we seem to be involved in . I believe that Canada must be the voice of reason in 
this , through its Prine Minister an::l through our External Affairs Minister . we must be the buffer 
between the supeqx:Mers . we can perform, Mr . Speaker , an important service to the people of the 
world if we make a strong corrmitment to world disarmament an::l develcp a strategy to work toward 
this . That is what we should be demanding rur government do .  But , Mr . Speaker , at the sarre time 
I do not believe that we should shirk our responsibil ity .  As long as we are a part of NATO, we 
must be supportive of its two-tracked strategy on the arms race . The first part of that strategy 
to try to get the Soviets to reduce their SS20s , which are deployed an::l ready for mass destruction 
of western Europe and which were not necessary because the Soviets already had SS4s and SS5s and 
nobody was canplaining about those nuclear arms , but because nobody canplained , it is my opinion 
that they said , ,"No one is complaining ;  maybe we should go a step further" , and they developed the 
SS20 .  

AN HUN . MEMBER: Hear,  hear ! 

MRS . SORENSEN : The secon::l part of that two-part strategy is to begin negotiations between the 
Soviets and the US to limit land-based intermediate range missi le systems en roth sides . And we 
are seeing that happen . we will see a meeting i n  September of the superpowers on this issue . 

Canada ' s  Pos i tion In NATU 

If we wish to withdraw, Mr. Speaker , from NA'IU, then obviously we are not goi ng  to be boun::l to the 
two-track strategy . But in 1 969 ,  this country reaffirmed , after review,  its CXllTITiitments to NA1D 
and to NORAD. While it is true NA'ID has no legal requirements for Canada to test the system that 
is being suggested oow, I bel ieve , Mr . Speaker , that Canada has a noral requirement as a rrember of 
NATO to do its part or to withdraw from NA'IU . Testing this guidance system is our acceptance of 
our NA'IO responsibi l ity .  To ire ,  nothing i s  clearer than that . I bel ieve M r .  MacQuarrie ' s  notion 
should have been di rected toward that issue . Should we be in  NA1D or shou ld we not? That is the 
essence of the question , and I think that is what th is TTDtion should have directed . That is a 
whole dif ferent type of debate . 

Mr .  Speaker , there is something else which I would l ike to ra ise at this t ime .  I think it should 
be understOOd that under present government pol icy ,  Canada is a denuclearized zone in NA'IU . With 
the r'-l 8s, the government has taken away any need for nuclear weapons to be stat ioned in Canada . I 
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do not bel ieve that there is a threat that the Cruise missile will be stat ioned in Canada ' s  North . 
At least we have to make pretty clear that we do not want it to be stationed here , and that perhaps 
should be the essence of another mot ion .  I think that we should cont inue that policy, that this 
House should pass a resolut ion to call for the government to continue to keep Canada nuclear free , 
as the Inu it  did at the ICC Conference th is sL1IT111er . 

Therefore , Mr . Speaker , let us debate whether we should stay in NA'IO or not and let us give clear 
d irect ion to our govenment on that issue and on the issue of a nuclear-free zone , I think we 
should be careful too , Mr . Speaker , of being too self-righteous , and we rrust be careful of being 
tco hypocrit ical .  No matter ho,., paci f ist ,  neutral ist and non-aligned we becare in the future , i f  
w e  leave NATO we w i l l  continue to live under the protection of the U S  nuclear unbrella . I f  we did 
not have the US as neighbours , would we be spending far more on our mil itary personnel and our 
mi l itary equ ipment , money that would be redirected fran medicare and education and infrastructure? 
I suspect we would spend more if we d id not have that US protection sinoe no Canadian would want 
i ts government to leave its cit izens undefended . Part of being in NA'IO is a sharing of oofence 
costs and responsibilities .  

Single Issue Polit ics 

Mr . Speaker , I have another issue which I wish to raise ,  that of single i ssue politics .  I have 
been a great one to encourage people who wish change to use process to do it , to lobby , to wri te 
letters and to support candidates for election who are sympathet ic to the concerns of whatever the 
lobby group is concerned about .  At my constituency meet ing the other night , it was made quite 
clear to me that i f  I vote the wrong way on this motion , I will not be supported in my re-election 
campaign by certain individuals . Mr . Speaker , I accept that . I certai nly feel that it is the 
right of my constituents to work and vote for whan they please . Rut I also believe that single 
issue pol itics is wrong , that what we require in government are thoughtfu l , well-prepared , 
well-rounded i ndividuals capable of mak ing decisions which are in the best interest of the 
comnunity , the province or terri tory , or indeed the country ,  depending rn what level of government 
one is . Because a candidate rejects the Cruise testing does not make that person a capable 
pol itician . Likewise , those who support the Cruise testing are not necessarily the best 
pol it icians e i ther .  It is dependent on what they do in their da ily lives and ho,., they conduct 
themselves on all issues that is important . My point again is that single issue politics could 
destroy our pol it ical system. This concerns me and I refuse to make a decision to support or not 
support th is issue based on who wi ll  or who will not work for me in the next election , 

SOME HUN MEMBERS : Hear , hear ! 

Pol l Heveal ing Support For Government Decision 

MRS . s:JtiliNS�N : Something else , however , has helped me to make up my mind , Mr . Speaker , although it 
was not the total deciding factor . I d id a poll i n  Yellowknife South . A series of eight quest ions 
were asked by nine well-respected Yellowknife community surveyors . A total of 420  names were 
chosen at randan fran the last municipal voters l ist , and each was called sanetimes two and three 
t imes if they were not home the very first time . Of those on the original list of 420 , 42 per oent 
responded ; f i ve  per cent refused to part icipate; and 53 three per cent were out of servioe numbers, 
on holidays or not at home . 

To the question ,  "I.lo you think the Canadian government made the right decision in allowing the 
testi ng  of the unarmed missi le in the Northwest Territories?" , 50 per cent of the respondents in  
Yellowknife South responded yes; 3 1  per  cent responded no, and 1 9  per oent  responded undecided . 
Mr. Speaker,  to the question , "l.lo you think the Cruise miss i le is necessary?" , 49  per cent 
responded yes , 2 8  per oent responded no; and 23 per oent were undecided . To the question , "Should 
Canada belong to the North Atlanti c  Treaty Organizat ion or NA'IO?" , 80 per cent responded yes, two 
per cent responded no , 1 2  per cent did not know enough to ccmnent on it , and six per cent were 
undecided . 

Mr. Speaker , my poll was professionally administered . I had assistance fr011 a pol it ical scient ist 
on the questions and on the methodology . I chose individuals that I respect and admire and who are 
not directly l i nked with a strong pro or anti movement on the issue , to do the surveying .  I had 
circulated the questionnaire to key individuals in the community for cri t ique on bias and so on ,  
i ncluding members of the Peace Movement . I w i ll be releasing a more detai led analysis of the poll . 
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In it ial results cb reveal ,  Mr . Speaker ,  that my constituency supports the g:,vernment dacision to 
test the Cruise missile .  They cb not like i t ;  that was mada evident to the surveyors time ard time 
again . It cbes not n'ean that they are consenting to carte blanche on all dacisions of this nature 
but , for now , the majori ty in my constituency feel that the government has proceeded with the right 
decision on this issue , The 80 per cent support for belonging to NATO , in my cpi nion , gives tacit 
support to Canada to do its part to maintain the integrity of that organizat ion .  

Issue More Canplex Than Cruise M issile 

Mr, Speaker, for all those reasons, I f i nd I must vote against this resolut ion .  I believe i t  
zeroes i n  on a single issue , that of the Cruise testing , when the real issue i s  whether we belong 
to NATD or whether we cb not , whether deterrent pol icy is a gocx:l pol icy or whether it is not , 
whether we should have nuclear arms or whether we should not . Right now , the accepted pol icy of 
the nuclear arms race is the balance of power and NATOs two-track strategy . Unless ard until  
Russia is  prepared to meet the western world at  the negot iating table to stop the escalat ion of the 
arms, unt il c i t izens of Russia are allowed to demonstrate f reely ard to tell their government in a 
f ree and cpen way how they feel about the arms race -- hecause I too tel ieve that they are genuine 
and sincere people ,  as Mr. Patterson has revealed , but so were the Germans in the secord World War 
-- unt i l  those things happen ,  I fear the ba lance of power strategy will remain . I do not like it , 
but I feel it will  remain .  

Mr . Speaker, unt il  we create something in l ieu of the military game , such as searchi ng  in outer 
space for minerals , such as educating and feeding the world ' s  illiterate and hungry; unt il  we 
convince the economic el ite of the world that their greed will te met with new goals rather than 
those involvi ng military weapons and nuclear arms; u nt il  war cbes not serve to raise countries and 
pol iticians f ran the ashes, such as what has happened to Margaret Thatcher in Britain with the 
Falkland Islands crisis; unt i l  we have gxxj will  and a sense of teing cit i zens of the world rather 
than our own i nsular comnunities ,  then I fear man is doaned . The issue is so much more canplex than 
the Cruise or no Cruise . Thank you , Mr . Speaker . 

---Applause 

Ml< . SPEAKER : Thank you , Mrs . Sorensen . To the ITDtion . Mr . Braden .  

HON . GEDRGE BRADEN : Thank you , Mr . Speaker .  I wi ll re very brief . Mrs . Sorensen has raised a 
number of the points that I i ntended to cover ,  so I am not going to belabour the issue . However , I 
would like to say at the outset that I respect that there are Members of this House and many 
Canadians who have a very legitimate and s incere concern about the expansion of the nuclear arms 
race . I think that whi le it might te naive , all Canad ians are looki ng to the day when the threat 
of a nuclear holocaust is behind us . However , I think, and I said this the last t ime we had a 
d iscussion of th is nature in ou r  Legislature , I thi nk what cor leaders have to do ,  Mr . Speaker , is 
to cont inue to work at the negotiating tahle and to force the Soviet Union ard the United States to 
dismantle the immense arms arsenal that they have daveloped . And th is I see is the only productive 
cou rse for the future . 

Balance Of Power 

I bel ieve ,  Mr . Speaker , that one of the reasons why we are in the mess that we are in now, i n  1 983 ,  
is  tecause we had a weak DeITDcratic  president of the Un ited S tates in the 1 970s . The United 
States ,  in my opinion ,  def initely lost ground in the balance of power during the reign of Mr . 
Carter and now what we have down there is the right-wing backlash . And I do not purport to support 
or reject everything that Mr . Reagan does , but I think because of the situat ion in the 1 970s when 
we had the Russians invading Afghanistan and we had the horrible incident in Teheran where a number 
of American c it i zens were held hostage , we have a situat ion where the United States is trying to 
make up for lost ground . Now , wh ile threats are thrown tack and forth by the Soviets and the 
Americans , and these are threats that are legitimate cause for concern, I think Mrs .  Sorensen i n  
her remarks has demonstrated how a tough stand of NATO and the United States is starti ng to bring 
about a hint of positive results i n  negotiat ions . 

AN HON . MEMBE:l<: Hear, hear ! 
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HON . GEDRGE BRADEN : And it is aoout time that that posit ive att itude has CXJme about . Now , in 
respect of Canada I believe that we have a respons i bi l i ty to NA'ID . I believe that our pit i ful  
mi l itary record during the past 14  years is perhaps a function of the party in power , the att itude 
of the Prime Minister and other Liberals toward the m i l i tary . I think that what is happening new 
is a recognit ion that Canada has to play a much greater role in the defence of the western world 
than it has in the past , and I say that with all due respect to the present federal Government of 
Canada . 

I will  have to say , Mr . Speaker ,  that I was rroved by the statements of Mr . MacQuarrie and Mr . 
Patterson . I think that no citizen of the world or citizen of the Northwest Terri tories or 
whatever wants to see his home , family and environment destroyed in a war , and those statements , 
Mr. Speaker, had an ef fect on Jne ,  However , I cannot support Mr. MacQuarrie ' s  mot ion . I believe 
that  what we have to do is encourage our leaders to get the United States and Russ ia  at the 
negotiating table and to use whatever means they can , whether it is through the United Nat ions or 
whether it is through having some of our senior statesmen work with other world leaders to convi nce 
the two major superpowers that continuing on with the expansion of the arms race is ridiculous and 
dangerous to us all .  I see that as the only course they can take and if we encourage rur leaders 
to reconsider the decis ion that they have made on this part icular issue , and on others , I thi nk 
what we are doing is fall i ng into the trap that Mr . Carter fel l  into in the United States in the 
1 970s . I do not see that disarmament is j ust a one-way street . It is a two-way street and 
negoti at i ons wi l l  be tough and they wil l  take a long time , but I think with that kind of approach 
we hopeful ly will  see scxre l ight in  the future to save the world . Thank yru very much . 

---Applause 

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you ,  Mr. Braden .  To the motion .  Mr. Mccallum . 

HON . ARNOID McCALLUM: Mr . Speaker , I will  be very brief in my remarks regardi ng  the part icu lar 
motion . I cannot profess to take the _same position as Mr . MacQuarrie . Perhaps that is t:ecause I 
am older . I am not really reconci led to death yet , although I do knew it is caning . Perhaps as 
one grows older one gets a little more hes itant about it and I want to say with apolog ies that  
regardless of hew this  goes I would much prefer to  be called Duke , not Nuke . So  I want to get it  
straight . 

Evaluation Of Tracking System 

I would just l ike to make a CXJmment on some of the "whereas " clauses that Mr . MacOuarrie has in his 
motion .  F i rst , I want to take i ssue with the opening "whereas " clause in wh ich it is stated that 
Canada has decided to co-operate with the government of the United States in the test ing of the 
Cru ise miss i le over Canadian territory . When people thi nk of a Cruise miss i le ,  those of yru who 
are the same age as I am , wi ll  recall the V -2 rockets of World War I I , and they th ink of that k ind 
of a miss i le ,  but this has a nuclear warhead on it and it is going to care into the Northwest 
Territories and it  is goi ng to blow great holes in our particular terrain . That is the impress ion , 
I think , that people have when we say we are goi ng to test the Cru ise miss i le ,  and I suggest to you 
that in this  particular "whereas " ,  that is not so .  Canada is not testing a Cruise miss i le . It is 
evaluati ng  the tracki ng  of the part icular pi lotless aircraft approximately 20 feet long . It is not 
armed because , as Mrs . Sorensen correctly put it , Canada since the 1 970s has teen a non-nuclec1r 
nation .  I ts forces do not have nuclear weapons of any k i nd .  In fact , fran the early 1 970s and 
even in our NATO comrni tments , we have got away from nuclear weapons . We do not develop them, we do 
not produce them. So when we are looki ng  at the motion i tself where it  says that there is a 
test i ng of the Cruise miss i le over Canadian territory , it is not a testing of the miss i le itsel f .  
It is an evaluation of a tracking system . And so I have to take issue with that . 

I think as well that in scxre of the other "whereas " clauses where Mr. MacQuarrie ' s  motion states 
that the tests may result  in the loss of a miss i le or miss i les in the North , well yes , they may and 
they may not because the track record of the testi ng  that has gone on in the past certa inly does 
not suggest or lend any great fear that this miss i le or a number of miss iles are going to t:e lost . 
And i f  it were lost , and it is not nuclear armed , what harm is it goi ng to do , being 20 feet long? 
A thi rd issue that I would like to raise is in the very next "whereas " clause where the Crui se 
miss i le might be viewed as a f irst-strike weapon by the Soviet Union .  I f  we are going to be 
sitting here and thi nk i ng that the Soviet Union do not know as much about that Cru ise miss i le as 
ourselves or even more , they knew it is not goi ng to be a f i rst-strike weapon . It does not f ly that 
fast ;  at 500 miles an hou r ,  800 k ilometres an hour , if you like , it is going to take a while to get 
there , and a f irst-strike weapon it  is not . 
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Regarding the clause that suggests that there are enough missiles in place row that we do rot need 
any more , that is quest ionable , given the k i nds of things that Mrs .  Sorensen replied to , ard it is 
certainly questionable in the eyes and view of the people that we have l=ki ng at cur part icular 
defence system, our mi l i tary people .  I do not agree as we ll  that the posit ionirg of Cni ise launch 
sites in the Northwest Territories or northern Canada is likely to ccrne about because of an 
evaluation beirg made on a path which this part icular pi lotless a irplane , if yru like ,  w i ll f ly 
down . I do rot think that necessarily fol lows . 

Ra ising Unnecessary Alarm 

Finally ,  the comnents that Mrs . Sorensen raised , the pert inent point of the deployment of missiles 
i n  Europe and of budgeti rg  moneys in our federal government are the k i nds of cc:mnents that I would 
have made as well .  I agree with what she is saying and I do not intend to reiterate them. I 
believe that this country 's posit ion of being a non-nuclear country ard of this country 's strategy 
of a negotiated solution that will  make deployment of new miss i le systems in Europe unnecessary -­
I agree with that and that we should not be support ing a uni lateral disarmament . The government 
believes that negotiations will  not succeed if we show signs of weaknesses and I would associate 
myself with that part icular policy of the government , ard as such , I cannot support the mot ion 
because I think that the mot ion is ra ising even more of a spectre of unwarranted dif f icult ies and 
raising of alarm because it  is not , again not , the testing of a Cruise missile .  It is an 
evaluation of a flight plan . That Cruise missile is rot armed . Canada has declared itself , it 
w i ll not have nuclear arms in the country ,  and for that reason I think that we are i ndicati ng  more 
of an alarm amongst the people than the particular test or evaluat ion of that fl ight pattern , if 
you like ,  will  in fact do . 

I have been sat isf ied with the brief ing that I had , that Mr . Patterson had , in terms of the harm 
that it wi ll do in environmental , social , anything at al l in the Territories , and I do rot tel ieve 
it . I think there are enough fa i lsafe mechanisms within it that there will not te a part icular 
diff iculty in evaluating this test pattern flight path from off the Beaufort down into Cold Lake . 
So for . that reason , Mr . Speaker , I will be voti ng  against it . 

---Applause 

MR. SPEAKER: To the motion ,  Mr. McLaughl i n . 

MR . McLAUGHLI N :  Thank you , Mr . Speaker . I t=, l i ke my friends Mr . Patterson and Mr.  Mac:Quarrie , 
fear the balance ot terror which is being used to keep a so-cal led stable peace in the world right 
now , and I have seen the movies and read the books which most of us have , in the 60s and 70s, wh ich 
portrayed trigger-happy colonels who are the defence in one of the major nations of the world , 
e ither the United States or the Soviet Union , overreact ing am causirg a situat ion whim have led 
or did lead to global confl ict . I t  is timely that yesterdays incident with the Korean commercial 
a irliner being shot down over Soviet airspace is a g=d example of hew these things can get out of 
hand . 

Mr . Mac:Quarrie talked about history lessons we should al l have . My father had a history lesson and 
my uncle had a h istory lesson he died f rom, and that was the lesson of the western democracies 
being unprepared and rot bel ieving that the Germans would invade , expecting they would never do 
something l ike that; being unprepared , having the Brit ish army with actual carved wooden cannons 
on their coastl ine just to make the Germans think that they had weapons when they did rot . So �1at 
is a g=d h istory lesson of what happens if you let the other side knew yru are down, especially 
when the other nation you are dealing with is a cold-hearted , totalitarian state , where oo freedom 
of speech or democracy is al lowed -- that is the type of people we have on the other side of the 
so-called line .  'There are oo J?eOple marching in  the streets of Moscow. There is oo assembly 
anywhere in the Soviet Union where its citizens -- as Mr . Patterson said , the citizens, the 
ord inary people in the Soviet Union , do not want to have global war ,  a nuclear fight , but probably 
ne i ther did the ordi nary German people before World War I I . 

There is no doubt in my mind that this type of nation we are dealing with would possibly take 
advantage of us be i ng down . There is a paranoia .  Both countries probably do have , although they 
maybe do not want to announce them publ icly, f i rst-strike scenar ios, ard that is the thing we have 
to worry about . We have to have the other side think that if they make the first strike , they are 
yoiny to suf fer , and there is no assembly l ike this in the Soviet Union ,  where people can get up 
and criticize the i r  government and embarrass ministers without having to take a short trip to 
S i beria . 
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Responsibil ity For Defence 

It is not easy . Sure I do not want to have Cruise miss i les flying over cur heads here , tut we have 
a responsibil ity .  It has to be tested somewhere , ard maybe somewhere in our country . I thi nk 
maybe a clearer statement by cur government would have helped a little bit . Maybe we should be 
l=k i ng  at the idea of using these Cruise miss iles by launching them in the Arctic ard having them 
head south over the Northwest Territories , we should be mak ing sure our DEWline stations are 
upgraded in order to deferd agai nst such a missi le .  Maybe that is part of what they are doing but 
it has not really been put out that way . 

So there are bigger questions here and they are , do we stay in NATO or do we get cut ? Then cb we 
hope the United States will  defend us , because we hardly have a navy anymore? So hew are we 
supposed to protect cur coastline and our o,.,n air? Or cb we spend the dollars ourselves to take 
care of all this defence? I put it  to ycu that by being united with our neighbours ard our allies 
in these democratic wes tern nations , we are sharing this defence of cur oontinent with the United 
States and we are shari ng the defence of freedan and democracy in the West . 

So this is not , as Mrs . Sorensen said,  a one-issue quest ion .  I am against the balance of terror , 
but we are in it , and the other side is in it and we cannot get cut of it if the other side does 
not get out of i t .  So though I am very sympathetic with Mr. MacQuarrie ' s  statements and Mr . 
Patterson ' s  statements and I understand their feelings and fears , and I have those same fears , the 
reali ty of the situat ion is there is another s ide -- and it is a cold-hearted , totalitarian state , 
which is paranoid just as , maybe , the US government is paranoid about v.hat the ct:her side might 
do. We do not dare let down, or let them think we· have let d=n, because both sides do have 
f i rst-strike capabilities and we are in a situat ion where it is going to take toth sides at ooce 
doing something and , maybe through the United Nat ions , when the Soviet Union agrees to have a 
United Nations group inspect al l their  sites and disarm at the same time a similar group disarms in 
the United States , f ine .  Then we can talk like this , but you cannot do it on a one-way street . So 
I will not be supporting the motion , I will be voting against it . 

---Applause 

MR .  SPEAKER: Thank you , Mr . McLaughli n .  To the motion . Mr . Butters . 

HUN . 10M BVlTERS : Mr . Speaker , I will not support the motion either . I regret that I d id not have 
the opportunity to do the research that was carried out by the Member for Yellowknife South ard i n  
s o  speaking today I can only sa y  that I speak for myself  personally, because I have heard from none 
of my const ituents with regard to their concern on this matter . I represent a constituency i n  
which a large percentage of cur popu lation are mil itary personnel and the &pendants of military 
personnel .  They have been in that community for as long as I remember and their presenoe i n  
northern Canada i s  direct ly related t o  th e  fact of th e  oold war v.hich tegan immediately after the 
hot war ended i n  1 94 5 .  Also, a few mi les away fran my constituency is the DEWline settlement of 
Tuktoyaktuk , and one of a series of Dt'Wl ine sites that stretch across the North as an early warning 
system on aggressive acts that might be taken by our neighbours to the North . I expect that the 
mover of the motion and the seconder find the timing of thei r  motion a little awkward in view of 
the death of 265 innocent victims over the north Japan Sea • • •  

HUN . DENNIS PATTERSON : Not at all . 

HUN . 'lU\1 BUTTERS : of which 1 1  are Canadian .  Obviously, the detecting abi l i ties of that nat ion 
would be such that they oould determine that they were zeroing in and tak ing out a cx:rnmercial  
airliner. In fact , I would say , sir,  that i f  this motion passes today, we , this group, in the 
whole western world would probably be the only agency or group that is giving oomfort and 
encouragement to the USSR. 

ffiME HON .  MEMBERS : Hear,  hear ! 

HON . Ta1 BUTTERS : When the mover of the motion asked me yesterday hew I would be voting,  I was 
discussing the requirement that if  we do not learn from the lessons of history then we are tound to 
repeat those lessons , and , as Mr . McLaughlin pointed out ,  one of the lessons that was learned i n  
1 Y3 9  by a gentleman who ca me  ta c k  from Munich with a n  umbrella and told h i s  p?Ople that there is 
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peace in our time , tound that there was death and destruct ion for six years ahead , and he was a 
l iving example of the type of ph i losophy that is being put forward by Mr.  MacQuarrie ard Mr .  
Patterson today . 

I would like to do as Mr . McCal lwn did and l=k at the "whereas "  clauses , because I th i n k  that many 
of them are misleading ,  and they should be examined in that l ight because , theoret ically,  the bas is 
of the motion stands on the val idity of the "whereas " clauses . The f irst clause notes that 
"whereas the Government of Canada has decided to co-operate with the Government of the Uni ted 
States of America in the testing of the Cruise miss i le 011er Canadian territory " .  M r .  Mac:Ouarrie 
d id not mention in  his remarks that the decis ion to co-operate w i th the United States was made in 
debate in the House of Commons when my representative who sat in this House a few rroments ago had 
an opportuni ty to speak in that debate and d id speak in that debate and supported the pos i t ion , as 
I remember , ot the Government of Canada . But a debate did occur and that decis ion was based on the 
support of the Members of the House of COITTT1ons . 

Moral �bl_ig_a_tj_o_!1 :!'SJ Part icipate I n  Program 

The second "whereas" clause mentions that Canada is not legally obligated to co---oper-ate in the 
test iny of the Cruise missi le and that is true , but we are morally obl igated to =-operate in the 
testing of the Cruise miss i le . As both Mrs . Sorensen and Mr.  Braden pointed out , Canada has been 
remiss in its =ntributions to NAW in past years . We have been looked at by our al l ies as 
somebody who is not pul l ing the ir we ight and we have an obligat ion to our NAW all ies to take part 
in th is testiny . If  we do not accept and fu lf i l  that obl igat ion , then we should do ,  as Mrs . 
Sorensen suggested , d iscuss removi ng  ourselves fran that organizat ion . That is the quest ion , 
whether we are part of the NATU brotherhood or we are not . So we have at the present time a strong 
moral obligat ion to part icipate in this program. 

The mover quotes the Prime Minister,  but the P�ime Minister also indicated his support for the 
test ing of the Cruise miss i le ,  as I remember . Mrs . SOrensen argued the point of the escalat ion of 
the nuclear arms race very well and I will not cover that ground , but it  is not an esca lat ion , it  
is  a talance that is  be i ng achieved . 

"And whereas there is a poss ibil ity that the proposed tests may resu lt in the loss of a miss i le or 
miss i les in the Northwest Territories " .  That , as Mr.  McCallum pointed out , is a very minor 
poss ibil ity . It is a small  craft  that  is unarmed and it will  be guarded and guided , as I 
understand ,  by overflyi ng  a ircraft .  The chances of loss , as I say ,  are negl ig ible .  

HUN . DENN IS PATl'ERSON : Four per cent . 

HON . 1U1 BUTTERS : A lot has occurred since the tests that took place in the southwestern United 
States , Mr . Patterson , in terms of technical =ntrols . And then the "whereas "  clause wh ich says 
"And whereas by i ts capabi l i ty of surprise ,  the Cn1ise miss i le might well be viewed as a. 
f i rst-strike weapon by the Soviet Union ,  thus giving likely impetus to even further escalat ion on 
i ts part " .  That is totally false ,  totally false . The Cruise miss i le is a weapon of retal iat ion . 
I t  travels at 5UO miles per hour . 

"And whereas there are now in place miss i les of various types armed with nuclear warheads 
suf f icient to provide a strateg ic deterrence to aggressi ve  act ions by the Soviet Union vis-a-vis 
the NA'IO countries " .  Mrs . Sorensen ' s  argument ,  I th ink , quite clearly demol ished that "whereas " 
c lause . 

Canada ' s  Posi t ion On Nuclear Weapons Unc_Q__a�ed 

"Canada ' s  commitment to co-operate in the testing of the Cru ise miss i le makes further co-operati ve 
comnitments , such as the pos it ioning of Cruise launch sites in northern Canada more likely . " That 
is most unlikely with the Canadian pos i t ion that is being accepted . We are a nat ion whi ch  cou ld 
probably develop a nuclear tomb but we have not done that . \i�e have stayed away from be ing involved 
in the nuclear arms race . We have never developed our own nuclear weapons . \ivith the addition of 
the new CF-1 8 aircraft being dep loyed , the last  nuclear weapons capabil ity that this nat ion might 
have wi ll also be removed . Then Canadian Armed Forces will  ne i ther possess or have the capabi lity 
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to use nuclear weapons of any ki nd .  We have not allowed ci1e assembly , transportat ion or storage of 
nuclear weapons on a Canadian territory in peacetime ,  with the exception of the limited air defence 
capabi lity mentioned above . Canada ' s  non-proli feration safeguards policy is teing developed to 
ensure that our exports of nuclear material , uranium,  do not contribute to nuclear proli feration . 
So that everything that this nation has done in the nuclear age has teen to render that "whereas " 
clause not only redundant but false . We have not moved in that direction .  There is no ind icat ion 
we have noved in that direction and I have not heard any pol itical leaders of any polit ical party 
saying we w i l l .  

"vlhereas the Government of Canada has proposed to t h e  United Nat ions a strategy for the suf focation 
of the nuclear arms race , and part of that proposal includes a halt to the fl ight testi ng of all 
new strategic delivery systems " . Certainly Canada has been in the forefront of attempting to bring 
the major powers to the ir senses; but this  mot ion wi ll  not in any way contribute to that 
initiative .  The mot ion itself suggests almost that if  yru voted against i t ,  in some way yru favour 
nuclear war , that by rot supporting this not ion , in some way you are supporting the concept of a 
holocaust , whim is not at all true . 

!"!_oti.9!] Sugyests Position_ 9t !'{eakness 

The concern I have , as with yourself ,  is a personal concern . I served in a war that was brought on 
by a weak leaaer . I do not wish to te part of that situat ion again . The proposal that Mr . 
Mac:Quarrie is maki ng  can only encourage the USSR to look upon Canada as a weakl i ng  in the unity of 
NA1D countries . The concept that I see him putting forward , somehow , is that weaker is stronger , 
and I have never found that to be the case . The Ukrain ian people in the USSR probably have had the 
nost dif f i cult dealing with the Russian nation of any group of people in the =rld . There is a 
maxim that the Ukrainian people have , and that is that if yru want to get a Russian 's undivided 
attention , you hit him w ith a two-by-four on the head . This is exactly the way I understand that 
yru would deal with the USSR, Yru deal fran strength and not fran weakness, and if we approve th is 
motion , what we are signaling to the USSR is that we are a nation who ceals from weakness . 

---Applause 

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you , Mr . Butters . To the notion . Mr . Curley . 

MR . CURLEY : (1ranslation ) Yes ,  thank you , Mr . Speaker . I am going to speak in Inuktitut regardi ng 
Motion 4-83 ( 2 ) .  It is probably well known by the Inu it ;  we are told that the Inuit were supposed 
to support this not ion . I just want to talk in I nuktitut reading this information . It seems that 
I am appeal ing to yru to support this mot ion ; if yru are afra id that I want yru to support this 
motion regarding the Cruise missiles -- because they want to test the Cruise missi les in the NWT , 
because the Inuit people have been listening to this . I do not want them to te afra id of what they 
are listening to . What is also in my mind is if we are going to te af raid  of this , let us just 
stand back and let them do the worl:: themselves . 

Those of us who are the Members of the Legislative Assembly, have to te aware that this was started 
back in 1 979 , and the number of the Cruise missiles that was put rut was the number 333 , including 
others -- pardon me , 233 ,  plus 999. I f  we want to stop this, if yru want to stop the Amer icans 
trom test i ng the Cruise missiles , we would have to inform the others that are involved in this 
testing, i f  there are 333 miss iles -- if we say it  is okay , go ahead , if we say it is all right 
with us , then there would te nore people that would te afraid of this . For example , when 1ve 
negotiate with the Goverrunent of the Northwest Territories , the Inuit themselves look at them as if  
they are very small . Sometimes when we approach the government , we get help from the government 
regarding the Cruise missiles . We are not too well informed about the Cruise missi le testi ng .  I 
would like to get nore information on this . If I had nore information on it , I would te able to 
make more comments . ( Translation ends ) 

��pport l}rged F'or NA TO A).l ies 

Mr. Speaker , I would like to go i nto the reasons why I am not in favour of support i ng  a nat ion l i ke 
United States or Canada in the tel ief that it can uni laterally disarm itself  and expect the 
opponent to l ikewise , that it can let down its arms and say , " Let us agree , and sign an 
agreement . "  I believe that if we are proposing that we have un i lateral disarmament , that we would 
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be undermining our friends in Europe who have asked for particular assistance in this regard , 
because they are the ones that are better i nformed , most l ikely, w i th all the deta i ls that we have 
not got here . I wou ld have wanted to t:e able to have ITDre informat ion in order to make a much ITDre 
constructive decision with respect to this proposed Cru ise missi le test in this part of the land . 
t<eyrettully , we are taced with having to vote on this ITDtion without ask ing for a brief ing from the 
mi l i tary experts or f ran our t riends who are more fam i l iar w i th this issue . 

I want to state , thouyh , that although the mot ion is very convincing in terms of the possible 
threat ot nuclear arms aevelopment ,  including this part of an area , I wanted to ind icate to my 
const ituents that I do not think that we will  be in the best or strongest posit ion by having to 
react or resJcJond to fear . 'Ihe ITDtion as it is crea tes qu i te a fear to those q)posing this 
part icu lar missi le test in the NWT. I have not known in deal ing · w i th the complex government issues 
or whatnot , that you are ever able to strongly achieve what you want in weakness and in fear , an 
i nterior pos i tion .  It is not possible . You cannot negotiate a nd  expect the other side to have a 
comparable poss ible agreement ,  at a disadvantage . You wi l l  always be given a disadvantage or 
i nter ior deal if you are startirq f ran the weaker posit ion . I bel ieve the peop le , the NAW 
experts , are saying to us "\Ve know what we are talk ing about . \Ve are at the area where there is a 
possibi l i ty of the most act ivities in terms of possi ble nuclear war . But we believe in order to 
reduce nuclear arms bui ld-up in that area , that we have to neyot iate from the posi t ion of 
streny th . "  I bel ieve that is what they are ask i ng  the ir Canadian friends to do . I as a person who 
tears th is very subtle threat of the communist inf luence , bel ieve that this threat ,  in my view , of 
cornnunism should not be taken lightly. I bel ieve we have not enough informat ion to make a 
uni lateral  dec ision today . You have to let our fr iends in curope , particularly the members of NAW 
to Let yo, and not <J i ve this possibi l i ty of establ ishing our strength for a negotiating strategy , 
and if we let that op[Jortuni ty go,  I am not sure how we are going to ach ieve the possibi l ity of a 
balanced arms bu i ld-up . I ,  too, am not in favour of any possible war . I certainly do not believe 
tha t we ouyht to carry out any development in terms of tha t , but in order to negotiate with Russia , 
experience I think has shown that you cannot negot iate w i th them equally and fa irly, unless yru are 
able to CEa l with them at equal level . 

So t rom th is roint  of view , because I bel ieve that  at the present time our friends in E:urope , the 
members of Nl\lU , are JJOSS ib ly in the best posit ion to adv ise us on that ,  I therefore am goi ng to 
have to vote ayai nst t11e mot ion , not because I am support i ng the possi ble arms bui ld-up or 
anyth iny ,  because my conscience tells me that in order to nego t iate the reduct ion of arms bu i ld-up 
with t{uss ia , you are yoing to have to have a negot iat i ng posi t ion . To rreke un i lateral decisions , 
1 th ink ,  is not yoi ng to help them or helµ us . So therefore , Mr .  Speaker , I wou ld l i ke to reg ister 
my remarks that they in no way undermine the honourable Member ' s  strong case to b:m the tests in 
Ui is µart oE the area . I wou ld l ike to let them k no,,, that I too am concerned about poss ible war ,  
hu t I am  not convinced tha t the testiny of the Cruise wi ll likely resu lt  i n  it . Thank you , Mr . 
Sµeaker. 

---A[Jp lause 

1-�1-1.. SPEAKcr< : Thank you , Mr . Curley . To the motion . Mr.  S ibbeston . 

�11< . !:>1 1:ll:lcS- lUN : Mr . S[ieaker, this ma tter is of speci al concern to people in my const i tuency because 
tl1ey are riyht in the f l iyht path of the prnJJOsed test ing of the Cru ise missi le . The initial 
reaction ot  the peop le to the idea of this test is actually negative ,  maybe out of ignorance or 
otherwise , but l r:ius t say that the ,,eople in my const ituency see the idea of testing the missi le 
negat i ve ly . They dO not want to see i t  happen . Peop le in my area in Simpson have already seen an 
Armed t-'orces i, lane . une has been seen f lying over the S impson area obv iously looking over the 
terrain and (_Jec�raphy in advance l ikely of the missi le testing and peop le are beg inn i ng  to be 
conscious of this 1..ossibi l i ty , and I woula have to say general ly there is going to t:e increasingly 
more concern . 

:,1r. .  S[JC-eaker , 1 am consc ious of the nuc lear a rms race si tuat ion in the world and it is essentially a 
s t ruu,J le , as it were , t:etween two suµerµowers , the United states and Russ ia . Canada , as I 
u nders tand it  to date , is r.ea ll·:- not g reatly involved in the nuclear arms race . The extent of 
Canada ' s  Armecl t- ·orces is very 1 .  m i ted .  1 guess we have a few µlanes flying su rvei l lance flights 
2. rou nrJ Ca nada check i r.-3 the waters and lands and we have the Armed r'orces here i n  Yellowkn i fe and 
l n uv i k . 1 rJn not know prec i se ly what  they do but we see some presence of the Armed Forces but 
obv ious ly not on  a sca le tha t other countries have . We also have the DEWline in  the North and that 
1s .:, JOi n t  et tort  te tween Canacla and the u n i ted States as I understand it . 
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I t  seems to rre thus far anyway in the world , Canada has a special abi l i ty to make I1Dral statements 
and provide a certain consciousness to the superpowers . It is, of course , a non-nuclear country 
and is in a y00d posi t ion to do that . I n  the last few years throughout the world there have l::een 
demonstrat ions , people generally showing concern about the nuclear arms race and really the very 
real f.JOSs ibil ity of the superpowers destroying the world if they really l::egan to war aga inst each 
other .  Une must say that th is demonstrat ion has been good in that it has provided a consciousness 
to everybody in the world about all these terrible possibi l i t ies . I think  too it prohably puts 
pressure on the major countries , certainly mak ing them aware that there are many peop le that are 
aware of the poss ibi l i ty or the atrocity of having war again . 

Canada Should Not l:le Involved 

One has to take serious ly ,  I guess , the real poss ibi l i ty of there eventually l::eing a war 1::etween 
the superpowers and you have to take seriously the poss ibi l i ty of one gain ing great advantage over 
the other . But I would say , maybe out of ignorance or nai veness , let that race l::e 1::etween the 
United States and Russ ia . I say , let us not get dragged into i t .  I do believe that if we permit 
the testing of the miss i les here in Canada and in the North here that we may l::e getting ourselves 
i nvolved . Obviously they are not testing for their health or they are not testing for no reason at 
all . They are test ing with the hope that if it comes down to it they would eventua lly use that  
route and who knows what the next stage may be.  Perhaps the  United States will want to stat ion 
miss i les and have Canada l::ecome rrore involved in the whole warfare and at the I1Dment we ,  in Canada , 
are probably in a good s i tuat ion in the sense that we a re not an antagonist in the war , in the 
nuclear arms race , and we are not a great threat to Russ ia . I suppose if there was real ly a war ,  I 
suspect that Canada would not be one of the countries that the Russians would want to destroy . Not 
be i ng involved in the arms race we are in a situat ion where we are not antagonists and certainly 
not one of the countries that Russia would l ikely want to knock off . So better to te a live ,  I 
would say . Indeed , i f  there was a war tetween United States and Russ ia , and let us say the 
l ikelihood of both of those countries being annih i lated, at least in Canada there is a chance of 
surviving and be i ng al i ve . 

I guess the question that I ask is , is it really necessary to have the testing of the Cruise 
miss i le here in our part of the North? Is it the start of establ ish ing more strateg ic weapon.s here 
in Canada and in the North , because we obv iously would te seen by the Uni ted States as l::eing in a 
good strategic locat ion to have miss i les and other weapons placed because we are relat ively close 
to Russia?  So I just say that if , in a smal l  way , by pass i ng this  llDtion that we provide I1Dre 
consciousness to Canadians and to other people in the world , we w i ll have helped the de-escalat ion 
of the nuclear arms race . And on that basis I guess I support the mot ion in  the hope that it wi l l  
really do that ,  it will  provide more consciousness to people in Canada that peop le of the North 
anyway are concerned and are opposed to the miss i le testing .  I n  this way i t  may provide an 
i ncenti ve or it may be the start of other parts of the country doi ng s imi larly .  So I will  be 
supporting the motion and hope that a suff icient number of Members do ,  so that this TTOt ion can 
pass . 

---Applause 

MH., SPEAKER: Thank you , Mr. Sibbeston . To the mot ion . Mr. Wray . 

Limits To Ach ievi ng Pos i t ion Of Strength 

Ml{, WRAY : Thank you , Mr. Speaker.  I have l istened this morni ng  to the honourable Members ' 
corrments with great interest tecause I must admit  that personal ly I have very mixed emotions about 
this whole i ssue . Coming fran a country that knows the ravages of war and knows what it is to dea l 
from strength , you tend to develop an att itude that strength is right , that that is the only way to 
work . But there comes a point i n  tirre that you have to quest ion ho,., far we are w i l l i ng  to go to 
achieve this  strength . How many times can you k i ll  one person? We already have enough nuclea r 
weapons in the world to k i l l  us all many t imes over . The Soviet Union is as powerful if not more 
f.JOWerful than the United States , and do not th ink for a I1Dment that with the revelopment of the 
Cru ise miss i le ,  they are going to back off and say , "Oh , wel l ,  I think we will  maybe recluce our 
weapons . "  All they are going to do is pour more money and more time into the revelopment of a 
weapon which is superior to the Cruise miss i le and then the Americans w i l l  react the saire way . 
Thi s  is what has caused the arms race , th is fear of both sides that one side must he stronger tha n 
the other.  But eventually there canes a point in t ime where technolCXJY w i ll run out or our 
patience wi l l  run out , and no new weapons will  l::e developed and somebody wi ll  c1ecide , "We l l , let us 
go for i t , "  and that is the end of us all . 



- 68 -

I think what we should remember particularly in the Northwest Territories is that we are not g:::iing 
to be inmune fran any nuclear war . une of the f i rst targets that the Soviet Union is going to go 
for is the Ul'.:Wl ine stations . The scenario,  and it is fairly accurate , is that the shortest way to 
North America is over the Northwest Territories and Alaska and the shortest way to the Soviet Union 
is over the Northwest Territories and Alaska .  Given that rrost Canadians and rrost North Americans 
consider this part of the world to be an Arctic waste , they would have no hesitat ion at any t ime of 
meeting each other right above our heads . I th ink the people of the North much ITDre than ether 
Canadians should be worried about nuclear war basically because most of the people up here have harl 
to live with the DEWl ine sites from the very early 1 950s . It is a constant reminder of the threat . 

I l istened with interest to some of the o:mnents that were made by some of the honourable Members 
and I would l i ke to perhaps correct sorre of them . There was a comnent made that our f riends in 
i,;urope are the ones who wan t  these missi les because they are the rrost threatened . But anything I 
have ever seen from Europe suggests to me that that is not accurate , that in fact the vast ma jority 
ot 8uropeans cb not want these missiles anywhere . The fact that Norway , 9weden and Denmark , which 
are &lropean countries and a hell of a lot closer to the Soviet Union than we are , have rejected 
those weapons says to me that they have no problems in their  rrorality when it comes to nuclear 
weapons . 

We have been told to remember the lessons of history, particu larly with regard to my own country . 
wel l ,  I really  do not need anybody tel l ing me about the lessons of history . I had a father who was 
k i l led in the war and I had a mother who was machine-gunned several t imes and those history lessons 
l ive with me every day of ny life . I have seen what war can do and it is not a very pleasant sight 
and it is not a very pleasant thi ng  to live with .  You kna...i Mrs .  Thatcher was elected . Why was she 
elected? Because she got 800 Brit ish troops ki l led to save an island that means nothi ng?  Is that 
scmething we should be proud ot , the fact that she sent peop le da...in there and spent bill ions of 
dollars and is driving a country that is already, in deht deeper into debt ? Is that somethi ng that 
we should all be proud of? I agree that we cannot shoAI weakness, but there canes a tirre when 
particularly we in the western world have to show that we are the ITDst sensible of the peoples in 
the world, and say , " Hold i t . "  We are already deal ing f ran a position of s trength . Not to have 
the Cruise missile is not yoing to weaken us any . We are already stronger than they are as it is . 
So this idea of deal i ng  fran strength is I think a red herring in terms of the issue . We can get 
stronger than we already are , but why should we? Because all we are g::iing to do is put rrore fear 
i nto the minds of the Soviets and you will  get a reaction fran them and then you wi ll get another 
reaction from the Americans . ::;o I have no hesitation in supporting Mr . Mac:Quarrie ' s  ITDtion . I 
mean , after all ,  when I spend my last two minutes on the face of this earth , at least I will  kna..., 
that I d id something to try and stop it . 

---Applause 

Mk . SPEAKr:I{ : 'Thank you , Mr . lvray . To the rrotion . Last call ,  anybody that has not spoken to t.he 
motion ,  do they wish to do so? Mr . MacQuarrie , you have the closing remarks . 

MR. Mac<.)UAl<J{If:: :  Thank you ,  Mr . Speaker . It appears that not only in this House , but , I know, in  
many J:Erts of the world , there is  sti l l  much work to te done in order to help i:;eople to have enough 
k nowledye to assess the ent ire situation accu rately and enough trust to do the right thi ng  with 
that knowledge . It appears to me that  if ITBny of the comments we have heard here today are typical 
of the thouyhts and fears of many people in the world , that in the end the worst fears of 
l:luckminster r 'uller might indeed te real ized . lt seems that many cannot rise ahove a convent ional 
arc stereotyped approach to deal w ith what is an extraord inary and urgent matter . I would l ike to 
respond to as many of the poi nts as I can . when I say "as I can " ,  I only rrean in view of the 
t ime . I found no statement made by any Member in opposition to this mot ion that cannot be 
adequately answered , and it is a question of haviny suf f icient background knowledge and 9Jft icient 
time in order to do i t .  

Canpelled By C ircumstances 

I f i nd  that the qeneral fee l i nq  is that Members really do not want to see advances in nuclear 
weaponry , escalat ions , but they feel compellerl by ci rcumstances to go along with it and I 
understand that , because in read i ng  the many remarks of our Prime Min ister on this matter,  I f ind 
that is JJrecisely the situation in wh ich he finds himself . Again and again , he makes statements 
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and judgments and assessments that would ind icate we should not proceed any further with this 
madness, and yet in the end he says , "Let us proceed . " It is because he feels canpelled ,  but I 
deeply believe that the arguments that he finds =pelling are not canpelling , tecause they are 
based on two assumptions .  The f i rst is that the Soviet Union is indeed a real and sign i f icant and 
imminent threat to the security and the way of life of people in NATO countries . The second is 
that whatever threat they pose is best answered by an escalation in nuclear weaponry . 

I say that both of those assumpt ions are very questionable and very vulnerable to challenge . I 
wonder whether our defence policy ,  and the defence policy of countries all around the world , is 
be i ng  made as a result of sharp and thoughtful risk analysis and assessment or whether it is be i ng 
made as a result of paranoia and a shadowy percept ion of l::ogey men and , appall ingly, I believe it 
is the latter.  

further Escalation 

Mrs . Sorensen i ndicated that the Cru ise is not more of an escalat ion than the SS20 . Mr . Butters 
said ,  in fact , it is not an escalation at all . Well ,  I think a thoughtful reading of what the 
Prime Minister has said wou ld i ndicate that he would agree it is an escalation .  Mrs .  Sorensen sa id 
it is not ITDre of an escalation . I agree , it is not rrore of an escalation , rut it is an 
escalation . I say that the Soviet Union ,  whi m  is paranoid -- and I will COITe to that matter later 
- will respond with further escalat ion . 

Next , the reason I sa id in the ''whereas" that  this missile can te viewed as a first-strike weapon 
-- and it is not totally false , as Mr. Butters would like to suggest -- we already have huge 
missi les that are in place to deter any Soviet aggression . If we see their  missi les cx:ming these 
w i ll be released and they kna.. i t ,  and that is what,  perhaps , deters them fran aggressive action . 
They will see us bui lding a missile that can be easi ly hidden in tarns , in the tacks of trucks , 
that can be released at la.. altitudes and sneak into a territory underneath the existi ng  radar . 
When they see that be i ng bui lt , they would have to say , "Why would they want to bJild somethi ng 
l ike that? Is it  perhaps because they would l ike to sneak up on us qu ickly and knock us out before 
we know what is happening?"  I f  that is the case and if that is their  assessment , thei r  next step 
w i ll be to develcp what is called a launch-on-warni ng  system, whim will be a highly canputerized 
system that as soon as it sees the f irst sign of any Cruise missi le steal i ng across its borders 
w i ll automatically launm weapons in response . That is the k i nd  of escalation that we have to be 
worried about , relying more and ITDre on technology rather than on the judgment and the feel i ngs of 
human beings . That is a tremendous risk . 

Mrs. Sorensen says that she is sure the reason that Andropov has decided that he will dismantle 
some of the SS20  ' s  is because we countered with a greater threat .  Well ,  she may te right; I cann,')t 
say for sure whether that is it or whether it is not . But I do note that there was a recent change 
in Russian leadership as well  and a change in policy could te coincidental with that . But whatever 
the reason , is this not then the auspicious manent for us to respond positively and say we 
recognize that and therefore we will  not proceed with this further escalation , as a sign of g:>od 
faith to respond to what he is suggesti ng? 

Obligations To NA'ro 

Two or three Members raised the matter that so long as we are a part of NAW we have an obligat ion 
to NA'.ru . I thi nk I demonstrated very clearly that it is not a legal obligat ion . William Epstein , 
who is the Canadian head of the Pugwash movement,  was the head of a d isarmament CO!TITlittee at the UN 
from 1 950 to 1 973 , and now an adviser to our o,m Department of External Affairs ,  says we have no 
legal obligation to help the American tests . Canada can reverse its decis ion w ithout violating its 
commitment to NAID or to NORAD . So the question remai ns , do we have a rroral obligation?  I wi ll  be 
the f irst to say that every human be i ng  has a moral obligation to help those who help h im in a 
diff icult situation . So what I am conceding is yes , we have certa in  friends , we have certa in rrora l 
obl igations to them; but I would say that even in our personal relat ions , in trying to fu lfil that 
moral obl igat ion to our friends , we never suspend our a..n judgment as to whether there is a real 
and genuine threat to our friends . If he is paranoid or drunk or somethi ng  else , and believes 
there is a threat and wants us to do some drastic action , though we are friends and would like to 
honour that , we w i ll still  say , " I  must judge whether there is the threat that you say there is . " 
I am saying that there is not that kind of threat , though the United States of America cla ims that 
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there is . We can fulf i l  our cbligations to our al l ies in other ways and not have to get into 
co-operat ion with this k i m  of escalation .  There is another point . Sorre Members say we inust he lp 
with the Cruise , but a little later they say , but we wi ll  keep Canada a nuclear-free zone . I say 
bullshit . • •  

HON . ARNOW McCALWM : Oh , here , here , that is terrible . 

MR. MacQUARRIE : I w ill  withdraw that remark am apoloyize ,  Mr .  Speaker . 

SOME HON . MEMBERS : Oh , Uh ! 

Ml<. MacQUAl&.IE: If you are say ing that we bel ieve nuclear weaponry is necessary ard we believe 
that our country should help in its deve lopment ,  then I do not see how you can take a ITDral or 
loq ical stand , but say we do not want any of them in our country . There is a danqer that as soon 
as we begin to co-operate we wil l  be drawn further and turther into co-operat ion , to the point that 
we becorre a nuclear power . With respect to Mr . Braden 's  coITTTients , I can only say that it is a sad 
day for me to think that there are people who see a thoughtfu l approach to a di ff icult problem , 
sens i tivity ,  a willingness to accept ard exterd sorre k i rd  of trust ,  as weakness ,  because if that is 
the case , the world is doomed . 

Mr .  McCallum went on about the Cruise miss i le -- I mis led people . Mr . McCall um and I are both 
teachers and I hate to have to remird him, but I w i l l ,  that a "miss i le" is a pi lot less project i le .  
That i t  is indeed the miss i le that is be i ng tested , though not the nuclear warhead , and I admit 
there will be no nuclear warhead on  board . It is also a fact that there will be ,  or  there is now , 
a four per rent loss factor . So that is not tryi ng to scare anybody; that is the way things  are at 
the moment . 

Mr. McLaugh l in raisoo a couple of points . He d id ment ion that the USSR is paranoid and I believe 
the leadership is , in many ways . I try to understand why and I try to understand how to deal with 
i t .  I do kno,,, that i n  1 91 8 , when many of those people had fought to overturn a feudal regime , that 
American and Brit ish and some Canadian troops occupied Russian ports to try to turn that around . I 
do kn™ that the Soviet  Union was attacked in 1 91 4  am again in  1 940 ,  and that in those two wars , 
they lost far more than any other country ,  about two mil l ion dead -- dead , not wounded and 
displaced ard everything else -- in World \;Jar I ;  about  1 0  mill ion dead in World War I I .  They have a 
little reason to be paranoid . Perhaps we do too , viewing some of the things they have done . But 
are we going to make the rest of human history deperd on that k i nd  of paranoia? Surely it has to 
be broken somehow . I f  Mr . McLaughlin  can resign himself  to a balance of terror , I do not wish to 
because I do not thi nk I have to . 

I think I have the chance to do sanething about it and I �n trying to . I encourage the rest of you 
to try to as well .  I was never sure , when he talked about the cold-hearted , total itarian state , 
whether he merely meant the government or the people ; but I have read Russ ian l i terature and 
listened to Russian rrus ic and read Marx and Engels and I can assure you that it is rot cold-hearted 
at all .  There are people who have the same k i nds of hopes am fears that we do and we should 
handle the si tuat ion tak ing recoynition of that . 

Lessons Of History 

I would have to save my strongest remarks for Mr . Butters t.ecause I bel ieve that he was attempting 
to use scare tactics . He says that my motion suggests i f  you do not support i t ,  then you favour a 
holocaust or something .  I see nothing of that in the motion at al l .  I am not suggesting such a 
thi ng  ard d id not i nterd to . I say that people of conscience can differ on an issue l ike this . 
But I will  say to Mr . Butters who ra ised , as Mr.  McLaughlin  did , the question of lessons of 
history, that I w i ll not stard here am have h im tell me that he has learned a lesson fran history 
that I have not . I have read Mein Kampf . I d id not learn about it in an afternoon lesson in some 
schoolteacher ' s class or on the page of a story i n  Time magaz ine .  I have read Das Kapi tal a rd  many 
other essays of Marx and Engels . I have read the background involved in ,\brld War I I  wh ich he and 
Mr. McLaughlin  referred to . They say the lesson of history is if you are weak sanebody will take 
advantage of you . 
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This is a very simplistic readiny of what happened in 1 93 8  and 1 93 9 ,  Neville Chamberlain , the 
Prirre Minister ot Britain ,  was a prime minister who was an honourable and gocd man and wished to be 
moral . I say he made . the mistake of tryi ng to use a moral approach in world affairs to the 
exclusion of any inf luence of power, and that was nai ve and that was wrong , and that is why he got 
into that problem.  Is this situation the same? If  we  decide not to test the Cruise missile are we 
leaviny ourselves weak and vulnerable? And the answer is no. Count them ; 3 0 , 000 nuclear warheads 
that the United states has under its control ready to go right now. We are not teing left weak and 
vulnerable by not co-oµerati ng  with this decision .  The second thing is that the parallel w i th 
Chamber-lai n  and Hitler  is not the same at all ,  either . Read Mein Kampf and you will  see that there 
was a fascist who believed in a pol icy of national aqgrandizement . He wanted the German state to 
become strong and powerful and to act ively conquer other areas . And so that is the kind of person 
you were dealing with . 

If you read cornnunist ideology , it is not the same at all . Their concern , they say, is that there 
are , whether you believe it or not , subjected poor people all over the world who should rise up and 
overturn the ir capital ist masters .  They will  not advance their cause by annihi latiny those poor 
µeople everywhere . Surely you know that the song that is the anthem of Russia is the 
I nternationale . Their ideology simply does not lend itself to that k i nd  of aggression and 
conquest , though , as I admitted earlier , it does to subversion and foment ing revolution and so en; 
but that is not met by a nuclear deterrent . 

Adequate Strength For Act Of Trust 

I can only say if you are going to base your decision on the arguments of h istory, p lease learn i t  
well  before you do so .  l:ly no t  going along with the Cruise miss i le I say , absolutely,  we do not 
leave ourselves weak and vulnerable . We still have adequate strength and that is why right at this 
crucial time there is a chance for us to make this act of trust tecause we can do it without great 
j eopardy to ourselves , In the Globe and Mail  in the few days after the Canadian government made 
its decision , I read an article that . reported on a speech by Admira l  Gene Larocque , formerly 
ret i red admiral of the United States Navy, who belongs to the Centre for Defence Information . I 
had not heard of this oryani zation before . It is a group of retired American generals and admirals 
who, havi ng  been through the ir mi l i tary career and seen what is happening have afterwards sa id , "We 
are alarmed about the nuclear arms race and the possibility of the destruction of the world . "  In  
that article Admiral Larocque sa id that the United States has 30 , 000  nuc lear missi les ; that in h is 
opinion it is a frankenstein that is already nearly beyond control , and that in his estimation the 
Uni ted States is at this time three to four years ahead of the Sov iet Union in the development of 
nuclear weapons . So this is the ideal time for a l ittle sane act of trust . 

M r .  Curley said that we ought to get more information from mil itary experts . I respect the 
mi l i tary arx:l as long as arms are necessary I respect the profession of arms . I sa id that in this 
House once before . t:lut I also recogni ze that when people are trying to decide issues that are 
broad and sweepi ng  arx:l issues of conscience , you do not just ask a part icular expert what is the 
answer.  Must we take the advice of a dentist as to whether or not we want fluoride in rur water ? 
He would probably say yes because his greatest concern is preventing cav i ties .  I say that i n  this 
matter we do not have to wai t  to be told what to do by mil itary experts . Again I say what do we as 
people want , and set out to do i t ,  and tell the people who are work irg for us to make sure that i t  
i s  done . 

J ust in closing ,  Mr . Speaker ,  I feel , and I ask Members to th ink of this seriously, that there is 
attentien on what we are doing here . What will  we say, that we are apathet ic? That we are j ust 
will ing to go along with whatever is happening because it is hard to know what the real facts are ? 
That we are sort of acquiescent or that we do not care? I hope that will  not be the message . 
Every one of us is going to have to go away from here today and tecause it is a question of 
conscience , say , did  I do the r ight thing? I had the chance and did  I do it? Now, I recogn i ze 
that two people who vote opposite could both go away and feel that ; but I would enly li ke to say ,  
having read and thought a rx:l  d iscussed this matter for many months, that I kna,,, I can go away ,rnd 
be lieve that  I have done the right thing . The questi on • • •  

HUN . ARNULIJ McCAILUM : That makes two ot us . 

Ml{, l'lacQUARlUE :  Very good . I am glad of that , Mr . McCal lum.  Wil l  we break the psychology of 
escalation when we have the chance to do so without sign i f icant risk to ou rselves or will we refuse 
to take advantage of that opportunity? Another question :  Wil l  we survive as a race en this earth 
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or wi ll  we not? I say , iv1r . speaker , that they are one and the same question , and that in the small 
way in which earn of us has sare impact on the affa irs of the world , thc1t question is new in our 
hands , and I trust that each Member will  handle it with the thoughtfu lness and the oourage that it 
deserves . Thank you very much, Mr . Speaker .  

---Applause 

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you,  Mr . MacQuarrie . 

MR. MacQUARRIE :  A recorded vote , Mr. Speaker .  

MR .  SPt:AKER: Thank you, Mr. MacQuarrie . A r:-ecorded vote i s  be i rg  requested . Mr . Clerk, will  you 
handle the recorded vote? All those in favour of the motion , please stand . 

Motion 4 -83 ( 2 ) ,  Carried 

CLERK UF' 1HE k'.JUS8 ( Mr .  Hamilton ) : Mr . �valuarjuk , Mr . Arlooktoo ,  Mr . Ki labuk , Mr . Patterson , Mr . 
Pudluk, Mr. Appaqaq, Mr . Wray, Mr. S ibbeston , Mr . MacQuarrie . 

MR. SPEAKER: wi ll a l l  those opposed to the mot ion please stand? 

CL8RK UF' THE HOUSE ( Mr .  Hami lton ) :  Mr . Curley, Mr. McCal lum, Mr. Wah-Shee , Mr. Braden, Mr .  
l-3utters , Mr . Nerysoo , Mr . McLauqhl in , Mrs . Sorensen . 

MR . SPEAKER: Are there any abstentions? 

CLERK Ur' 1Ht,; H.)USt,; ( Mr .  Hamilton ) :  Mr.  Tologanak.. 

MR .  SPt:AKER : One rroment , unti l  I get the oount . The oount , nine in favour , eight cpposed , one 
abstent ion .  

---Carried 

---Applause 

I bel ieve that comp letes motions for today . 

I tem 1 3 ,  f i rst readi rg  oE bills . Are there any bills for f i rst reading? Item 1 4 , second reading 
of bi lls . Mr .  Braden .  

ITE:M NU . 1 4 :  SEL'UND Rt,;AOING m· i:lILLS 

Second Readinq Ut i:l i l l  5-83 ( 2 ) : Judicature Ordinance 

HON , Gl:DRGE BRADEN : Thank you , Mr . Speaker . I move , seconded by the honourable Member for Inuvik , 
that 1-3 i l l  5-83 ( 2 ) ,  An Ordinance to Amend the ,Jud icature Ord inance , re read for the second time . 
The purpose of th i s  bil l ,  Mr . Speaker , is to amend the Judicature Ordinance to provide that the 
court of appeal for the Northwest Territories sit  only in the Northwest Terri tories and that it s it  
at least twice a year .  

MR. SPEAKl,;R : '!'hank you .  To the principle of the bi l l .  

HUN . KANE lULJ.J-;ANAK : Quest ion ,  

MR . sPEAKlli : Quest i on reing called . All those i n  favour? Opposed , i f  any? B i l l  5-83 ( 2 )  has had 
second r-eading .  

-----Z:arried 

Second readinq of b i l ls .  Mr. Wah-Shee . 
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Second Read i ng Of B i l l  8-83 ( 2 ) : Regional And Tribal Counc i ls Ord inance 

HON . JAMES WAH-SHEE : Mr . Speaker , I move , seconded by the honourable Member for Yel lowknife North , 
that B i l l  8-83 ( 2 ) ,  An Ordinance Respect ing Regional and Tribal Councils , be read for the second 
time .  The purpose of th is bi l l , Mr . Speaker , is to establ ish reg ional and triba l  oounci ls . 

MR . SPEAKER : Thank you . To the principle of the bi l l .  Mr . Mac()uarrie . 

Member Speaks Against Bill  In Principle 

MR. Mac:QUARRIE :  Thank you , Mr . Speaker . I r ise to speak against this bi l l  in princip le . We are 
on H i l l  8-83 ( 2 ) ,  I understand . Is that right? I am against the i ntroduction of this bill  t,,, the 
gover-nment in this session of the Assembly . I th ink that this represents a very sign i f icant step 
in the sense that we are , by doi ng  i t ,  beginning the formal establishment of what could well become 
a fourth level of government in the Northwest Territories . That is why it is signif icant , tecausA 
there are d i f ferences about this leg islat ion in  that SO!TE of the suggested counci ls will  be formed 
a long triba l  lines , and include tend oounci l  membersh ip . for these reasons , and not because I am 
necessar-ily opposed to that , but because these are very signif icant matters , I believe that this 
leg islat ion has teen introduced t= hastily .  

I am sup..,orted in that at least by letters that were rece i ved by the standing cx::immittee from the 
towns of I nuvik and Hay River,  who also agree that it is too hasty . We are moving ahead t= 
41..I ickly with this , particularly when it is actually unnecessary . 

Some of the reasons that I say it is t= hasty are because of some very thoughtfu l research that 
that has become avai lable on this matter, and it is one of these l=ks that has been tabled t,,, Mr .  
Sibbeston , on regional goverrunent . In that research there are some very thoughtfu l quest ions about 
the establ ishment of a regional government . I would l ike it understcxxl that I do understand the 
l imited nature of the type ot government that is teing adv ised . 

We would be establ ish i ng advisory oounc i ls . They would not have legislat i ve power . Thankfu lly, 
there is an amendment going to be proposed ,  I believe ,  which would all= various cornnunities an 
opportunity to q:it out if they felt not satisfied by the way the reg ional oounci l  served them. So 
I understand the l imitat ion . I would also say that l i ke most Members here I do want a gover-nment 
that is derrocratic and responds as much to the people as it reasonably can , but I am not sure that 
establ ishing reg ional councils w i ll establ ish that . I say that this is hasty ,  because it is clear 
that  these are some of the questions ra ised in that research . 

Power To Be Effective Is Necessary 

But at the ITDment there is no add i tional power coming to the Northwest Terri tories from the federal 
government . So if these regional cou nc i ls are to be effect ive ,  they must have power; if they have 
power , it nust oome from either the municipal governments or from the ter-ritorial government . I am 
not sure that , f i rst , the people of the Northwest Territories generally understand that , and 
secondly , if they do understand it , whether that is what they would rea lly want . 

There is a danger raised in this  research that suggests that if powers were to go first to r-eg ional 
governments that this may in fact weaken corrmunities ,  and yet this government has no of f icial 
pol icy of devolut ion of power to the oornnunit ies , and that th is is a ver-y real oonce rn . I can say 
that I saw evidenoe of it in corrmittee discuss ions . There are certainly sorre Members who want 
these reg iona l oounci ls to have power , even to the detriment of ccmrr>uni ties . So that is a thrust 
that will  be beginning to be more and more evident as time goes by . 

In the rnsearch , it also suggests that when you establ ish reg ional governments there hec011es a 
oompetition for avai lable resources and that this competit ion can tecome qui te bi tter if you have 
" have" and "have-not " regions . It suggests that it could even becrnre rnud1 more serious if ther-e 
are divis ions along racial or tribal l i nes , because i f  one of these areas happens to � the 
have-not group and is left out ,  they ar-e concerned that this w i ll entr-end1 divis ions hetween 
people . 

The research suggests that when you implement reg iona l government , ther-e can t:e increased cnnfus ion 
among people about who is respons ible for what . Ordinary peop le then start turn ing her-e or- there 
and everywhere they turn , they say somebody else has thA respons ibil ity .  The r-esea rch also 
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suggests that there could oo a great danger .  They note that th is present Assembly and this present 
government have oocome resrons ive to comnunities ,  but it is t ime-consurni rg  and it  is costly. So 
the question arises , wi ll  this government start to f ind it  rrore convenient. just to consult wi th one 
regional council  and not with the cCJITT11unit ies at all?  Is that scmethirg that the people want ? 

Legislation Introduced Too Hastily 

I say that this is tco hasty because there have been , on this very sign i f icant step, no puhlic 
hearings or general discuss ions aided by th is research . There have been no spec i f ic resolut ions 
fran various band counci ls and communities say i ng ,  1 1\\/e have discussed this matter , and we make the 
conscious decision that we wou ld like to belong to that reg ional counci l . "  There are no such 
resolutions . That at least would force discuss ion on the issue , as to whether people really wanted 
tt 1 is  kind of y::>vernrnent or not , but there have been no such resolut ions . There ITEY have J:-een in 
the odd place but what I am saying is it is not part of the leg islat ion to call for that . The 
legislation simply says these communit ies are in th is  .reg ional counci l ,  anrl for n-e , I have to 
say I do not even k no,i if they want to oo .  I was assu rerl by some Membe rs in son-e Ci'lses that tha t 
was so , but I do not rea lly know . 

I say that this  is too hasty oocause we now have pend i ng rrunicipnl leg islat ion . A i=eper has been 
put out des igned for devolution .  I would l ike to see this government proceed with that f i rs t ,  
clearly establ ish the municipal structure , clearly devolve whatever powers are going to be 
devolved , and then allo,i the cornnunit. ies to come tcx:Jether in reg ional groups and say , "vJe feel we 
can handle this item oost by joining together with other e=uni t ies . "  Great ,  this  may not happen 
here . 

I say that this is too hasty , because this is the last sess ion of the N inth Assembly . We should 
not rush to impose th is leg is lat ion on the next Assembly , and we shou ld not rush to impose it  right 
at a time when the \Vestern Const i tut ional Forum and the Nunavut Constitutional Forum are 
discussing fundamental polit ical change , and yet th is is going to pre-empt an init iat ive there . 
The reason I have this concern is because once implemented , it would be hard to withdraw fran tha t 
pos i t ion if it later appears to oo necessary .  The establ ished reg ional counci ls wi ll become one 
more lobby ing body that will oo press i ng to make sure that reg ional government absolutely is a 
feature ot the cons t itutions of the eas tern and western terri tories . 

Legislat ion Unnecessary 

I have saicl that it is too hasty , and I also said I part icularly rlo not like to see it because it 
is unnecessary . We no,i have operat irg on an i nformal basis  -- well ,  Baffin  reg ion is on a forma l 
basis , hut other reg ional counci ls are presently cpera t i ng on an informal basis , and being funded 
by this government . I say there is no harm in leaving thnt s ituat ion as it is . Continue that 
informal practice unt i l  some of these other ITEtters are ciealt with adequa tely and we see from 
ex.Jerience whether what we are doing is right or not . 

So I just say f i nally ,  this should not be passed unt il  there is the research discussed , there is  
publ ic discuss ion , there are resolut i ons from comnunit ies , devolut ion to commun i t ies and the 
passage of the des ign for devolution and a chance for ¼CF and NCF to look at i t . 

I am not necessari ly opposed in the long term to reg ional <JOvernment . It may well be evident ,  
eventually ,  that that is the way we have to go i n  order to handle rur prohlems adequately i n  the 
North . l::lut I say i t  is something we should approach with more caution than is heirg demonstrated 
by the (JOvernment here . 

Mot ion That Second Reading Of Bill  8-83 ( 2 )  Take Place S ix  Months Hence 

Haviny said that ,  Mr . Speaker ,  I wi ll  move that Bi ll  8-83 { 2 ) ,  An Ord inance Respect ing Regional and 
Tribal Councils ,  be read a second t ime ,  but that it be read a second t ime this day, s ix months 
hence . 

Ml< . SPEAK�R : Is there a seconder to the not ion?  Mrs . Sorensen . To the rrot ion . 

Mk!:; . 8:JRENS�I� : Mr .  Cha i rman , Mr . Mac:Quarrie asked me earlier if I wou ld second his rmt ion . After 
d iscuss i ng w i th h im the informat ion that he has received as the cha irman of the legislat ion 
committee , and after  he had discussed the hook that we have just recent ly had tabled in the House 
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called "Hegional Government "  as prepared by the Western Constitutional forum, I f ind that I have 
not had enough intormat ion avai lable to rre to be able to accept this proposed leg islnt ion at this  
time . I th ink the points that Mr . MacQuarrie have made are very gxx:l points and points that this 
Legislature shou ld consider very , very carefully before movi ng into this new legislation . 
Therefore I would ask Members to seriously consider the not ion to delay for six mcnths this 
important legislat ion until we have had tirre to review the documents that we have j ust had p lacecl 
Defore us in the recent couple of clays . 

MR . SPEAKt:R : Mr . Wray .  

MR . \\RA'{ : Thank you , Mr . Speaker . Mr . MacQuarrie cannot win them all the time . I cannot support 
h is motion . We in the regions have been looking at this matter nON for close to a year , a year and 
a hal f ,  and I would suggest to the Members that if they had wanted JTOre informat ion it was readi ly 
ava i lable . Th is leg islat ion is the result of many , many meetings in the col11llunities , of many , many 
meetings at the regional level , and it is our opinion that a fourth level of g:ivernment is neecled 
just because of the largeness of this area and the diversity of the regions . I am sorry, but we 
cannot support Mr . MacQuarrie ' s  mct ion on this . Thank you . 

SOME IVN . MEMBERS : Question . 

Mk. SPEAKER : To the not ion . Mr . McCallum.  

HON . Al<NOLD McCALLUM: Mr . Speaker , may I j ust ascertai n  from M r .  MacQuarrie through you , sir ,  i f  
that was the report of  the standing corrmittee on legislat ion or was that Mr . Mac()uarrie 's  own 
personal -- that he has stepped aside from it?  

MR . SPEA.KE:H. : I understand from the manner in which it was brought in , he spoke agai nst , on second 
reading ,  against the principle of the bi l l .  I accepted it as his own opi n ion , not that of h is 
corrmittee . Now , if that is in  error , Mr,- Mac()uarrie , you can correct rre .  

MR . MacQUAl-<RIE : That is correct , Mr . Speaker .  

AN HJN . MEMBER : Question . 

MR . SPEAKER: I have heard question being called . Mr . \vah-Shee . 

HON . JAMES WAH-SHEf� : Mr . Speaker , I would have to disagree with the honourable Member for 
Yellowkni fe Centre , is i t ?  I would have to i ndicate to the Members of the House that this is not a 
piece of leg islat ion that is coming before this House that has taken us only a mcnth to put 
t(l<dether and without consulting the people in the corrrnunities and the reg ions .  I would have to say 
that the whole discussion in regard to regional counci ls has teen ongoing long te fore Bob and I 
were elected to this House . So obviously it is a request that is cani ng fran the peop le in the 
corrrnunit ies and from the people in the regions . My feel i ng is that a lot of work has been done by 
my staff in the Department of Local Government , a lot of work through the various regional off ices , 
elected people in the corrmunit i es ,  particu larly the municipal it ies , and in the Mackenzie area the 
chiefs were i nvolved because they were at the reg ional meetings . Certainly the matter was 
discussed in the individual corrrnunit ies as well  so the leg islat ion that is mming IY-fore you for 
your cons iderat ion has had a lot of i nput fran the people . I do not agree that it should be 
delayed . I feel that th is leg islation should be considered by the people and we should cb it now . 

Motion That  Second Headi ng Of l:lill  8-83( 2 ) Take Place Six  Months Hence , Defeated 

MR . SPEAKER : Thank you . 
ready for the quest ion? 
been defeated . 

---Defeated 

To the mction . Mr. MacQuarrie , do you wish to close the debate ?  Are you 
All those in favour? One . Opposed? It would appear that the mot ion has 

In view of the hour ,  Mr . Clerk , have you announcements and orders of the day , please ? 

HON . AAIJOLD McCALLUM : Mr . Speaker , on a point of clarif icat ion , Mr . Wah-Shee noven a not ion for 
second reading .  I am not sure it was voted on . 
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MR . Sl:'EAKEI< : I am sorry; you are absolutely mrrect . ive are beyond our time but with the 
indulljence of the House I w i ll proceed with the vote . All thc,se in favour? Opposed , if any? B i l l  
8-8:J ( 2 )  has had second reading . Thank you . 

---Carried 

Mr . Clerk , announcements and orders of the day . 

CLERK UF '1H8 li'.JUSE: ( Mr .  Hamilton ) :  Announcements , Mr . Speaker . There wi ll be a rreeting of the 
standirxi corrmittee on leqislat ion 9 : 30 a .m. 1uesday, Septemher 6, in the caucus room . 

IT[:;M l\lU . 1 8 :  URDEkS OF THE UAY 

Urders of the day , Tuesday, September 6th . 

1 .  Prayer 

2 .  Members ' Repl ies 

3 .  Oral Questions 

4 .  Wri t ten Quest ions 

5 .  i<eturns 

6 .  Ministers ' Statements 

7 .  Reports of Standirq and Speci a l  Corrmittees 

9 .  1'abl irg ot Documents 

l U .  Not ices of Mot ion 

1 1 , Not ices of Mot ion for First Readi rx;i  of B i l ls 

1 2 .  Mot ions 

U .  t' i rst Readin;i ot B i l ls 

1 4 .  Second Head i rg  of R i l ls 

l 5 . Cons iderat ion in Committee of the Whole of B i lls ,  Recommenrlat ion.s to the Leq is laturn and Other 
Matters ; B i l ls l l -83 ( 2 ) ,  3 -83 U ) , 1 2-83 ( 2 ) ,  1 3-83 ( 2 ) ,  1 -83 ( 2 ) ,  8-83 ( 2 ) ,  2-83 ( 2 ) ,  5-83 ( 2 ) , 
6-83 ( 2 ) ,  l U-83 ( 2 )  

1 6 . Th i m  Readinq of H i l ls 

1 7 . Assent to B i l ls 

1 8 . urde rs of the Dav 

Ml< . SPt:AJ<:81< : Thank you , Mr .  Clerk . Th is House stands adjourned unt i l  1 : 00 p .m. Tuesday, September 
6 ,  l 983 . 

---AllJ UUkNMt::l�T 
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