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Mr. Speaker: 

The Standing Committee on Legislation is pleased to present its 
Report on the Review of the Legislative Action Paper Proposing New 
Heritage Legislation for the Northwest Territories. 
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Standing Committee on Legislation 

COMMITTEE REPORT 
on the 

HerltageResources 

LEGISLATIVE ACTION PAPER PROPOSING NEW HERITAGE 
LEGISLATION FOR THE NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

1.0 OVERVIEW 

On April 6, 1994 the Minister of Education, Culture and Employment 
tabled TD 4-12(6), A Legislative Action Paper Proposing New Heritage 
Legislation for the Northwest Territories. A motion was subsequently 
passed to refer the Action Paper to the Standing Committee on 
Legislation for review. 

The Action Paper outlines the proposed principles on which new 
Heritage Legislation will be developed to replace the existing 
Historical Resources Act and provide more adequate protection for 
the heritage resources of the Northwest Territories. The Action Paper 
proposes a legislative framework that will subject a wider range of 
significant heritage resources to protection and control while ensuring 
public participation in the designation and management of these 
resources. The rights and obligations of property owners and 
developers will also be included, as will the severe penalties for 
contraventions of the Act. 

Current legislation is lacking in many of these important areas and the 
government feels that time is of the essence if the heritage resources 
in the Northwest Territories are to be preserved for future 
generations. 

2.0 THE REVIEW PROCESS 

In November 1994 the Standing Committee on Legislation established 
a date for the public review of the Legislative Action Paper on Heritage 
Resources. Stakeholders were notified and comments and 
submissions were encouraged. Regretfully, due to the short timeframe 
between notification and the public hearing, responses from 
interested parties were limited. 

The public hearing on this paper was held on Thursday, December 15, 
1994 in Yellowknife. The Minister of Justice introduced the Paper on 
behalf of the Minister of Education, Culture and Employment and then 
the Committee heard from the only scheduled witnesses, 
representatives of the Gwich'in Tribal Council and the Gwich'in Social 
and Oultural Institute. 
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The Committee also received a written response from the Inuit 
Heritage Trust, the body responsible for participating in the 
development of heritage policy and legislation in the Nunavut 
Settlement Area, and Dennis Patterson, MLA for Iqaluit, on behalf of 
the Nunatta Sunakkutaangit Society of Iqaluit. . 

After discussing the views and concerns presented, the Committee 
prepared this report. 

3.0 ISSUES AND CONCERNS 

A number of issues were identified, based on the comments and 
concerns expressed by witnesses and Committee Members during the 
public review of the Legislative Action Paper, and are presented in this 
report. 

3.1 Principles 

The Paper introduces a number of principles that will guide the 
development of new Heritage Legislation in the NWT. These 
principles were generally felt to be acceptable to the Committee and 
stakeholders who commented on the paper. However, Gwich'in 
representatives proposed an additional principle to ensure a 
cooperative approach to implementation of a new Heritage Act. 

Government, in cooperation with Aboriginal groups, will work 
together in implementing the proposed Heritage Act in a 
manner that is consistent with Land Claim Agreements. 

This principle embodies the spirit of the Gwich'in concerns with 
respect to the consultative process in the protection of heritage 
resources. These concerns are discussed in more detail in the section 
on consultation and land claims. 

The Committee would like to raise another point with respect to the 
principles of new heritage legislation. In the Legislative Action Paper 
dated April 6, 1994 and tabled that same day, there is a principle 
which reads: 

Protective measures should be clearly and specifically defined so 
as not to create unnecessary inconvenience for property owners 
and land developers. 

However, in presenting the Paper to the Committee during the public 
hearing, the Minister of Justice, substituting for the Minister of 
Education, Culture and Employment, gave a revised version of this 
principle which read: 
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Protective measures should be clearly and spectftcally defined so 
there is greater certainty regarding the obligations of property 
owners and land developers. 

The Standing Committee supports this new version which puts the 
onus on the owners and developers to fulfill their obligations under 
the Act. The legislation as proposed will endeavor to protect the 
rights and concerns of all parties through the formal designation 
process, which will include a process for public review and appeal. In 
addition, heritage impact assessments are proposed where 
development may impact on heritage resources. 

3.2 Linking the Legislative Framework 

3.2.1 Jurisdiction: Commissioner's vs. Crown Land 

There was a concern expressed to the Committee that heritage 
legislation would only apply to Commissioner's Land, which comprises 
a small fraction of land in the NWT. In the absence of similar federal 
heritage legislation applicable to Crown Land, it seems that the efforts 
of the Government of the Northwest Territories to protect heritage 
resources would be seriously undermined. The Committee felt that 
the question of jurisdiction is a valid concern and would like to see the 
government examine solutions to achieve adequate authority over our 
heritage resources on Crown Land. 

3.2.2 Impact Assessment 

It was pointed out during the public hearing that in order to protect 
our heritage resources, there must be a mechanism in place to subject 
future resource development to rigorous scrutiny. This is true for the 
protection of our environment and renewable resources, where 
developments are subject to environmental impact assessment. The 
government has recognized the need for such a mechanism to protect 
heritage resources from developments by including in the legislative 
proposal a provision for convening heritage impact assessments where 
the Minister feels it is necessary. 

What is not clear however, is the future relationship between these 
various assessment processes. Will one supercede the other or will 
they be applied in a compatible and complimentary manner. The 
Committee feels that these questions need to be answered and the 
respective assessment processes clarified before heritage legislation 
should be developed. 
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3.3 Ownership and Display of Heritage Resources 

3.3. l Defining Heritage Resources 

HerltageResoUTCeS 

During discussions in the public hearings, it became apparent to 
Committee Members that there is still work to be done in defining 
heritage resources, particularly archaeological and palaeontological 
resources. Discussions in this area gave rise to a number of questions. 
In defining an archaeological or heritage site or artifact, what criteria 
are proposed? For example, how old would something have to be for 
it to be considered an artifact and what are the other factors to be 
considered? Will this be dictated by the standards and criteria of the 
archaeological or palaeontological professions? 

In addition, the paper does not engage in discussion regarding sites or 
artifacts not found on dry land. Given the extensive coastline and 
coastal waters in the NWT, and the discovery of sites and artifacts in 
the offshore waters in the past, it is imperative that the relevant legal 
implications of jurisdictional limits be examined with respect to 
heritage resources. 

3.3.2 Display of Heritage Resources 

It is the understanding of the Committee that not all communities will 
be fortunate enough to have museums to display their heritage 
resources. However, in consideration of the importance of heritage 
resources to local and regional cultural identities and education, the 
Committee was interested in whether consideration had been given to 
the possibility of local display of such resources. Such displays could 
be allocated to designated areas of local schools for example, where 
heritage resources would enrich the educational experiences of our 
young people. -

There may be other opportunities for local display as well. An option 
suggested by the Gwich'in representatives was to combine the rich 
cultural heritage of the north with tourism by presenting and 
displaying heritage objects in Visitors Centres. Such an approach 
would achieve multiple objectives of enhancing tourism, and fostering 
pride in one's cultural heritage, while utilizing existing infrastructure 
in all communities. 

In response to these ideas the Department acknowledged that the 
local display of artlfacts was being considered within the context of 
the new Departmental Strategic Plan. However, the Committee is 
concerned that if the local display of local artifacts was somehow 
enshrined in legislation, it would then carry an air of permanence that 
could not be swayed by policy changes. 
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3.3.3 Central vs. Local Control 

Further to the issue of the local display of heritage resources is the 
question of community control in acquiring and retaining artifacts, 
particularly when the community is represented by an established 
cultural society or organization committed to the preservation and 
enhancement of cultural artlfacts. 

In fact, in a written submission to the Committee, the 25 year old 
Nunatta Sunakkutaangit Society in Iqaluit iterated two specific 
concerns. The first derives from the proposed powers of the Minister 
to designate Territorial "Heritage Properties" with advice and input 
from interested groups and the public. What is not clear from the 
Action Paper is the anticipated role in such a process of established 
museum societies who have long acted as custodians of local artifacts. 
The Committee feels that such organizations are deserving of special 
consideration and recognition in legislation as it pertains to 
consultation processes and the disposition of artifacts. 

The second concern deals with the proposed Territorial Museum 
Program and the subsequent role of community-based heritage groups 
and museum societies. The Action Paper proposes a strong central 
facility offering "a variety of extension programs and professional 
support services to a network of community-based heritage groups". 
The Iqaluit Museum Society maintains that "the proposed new 
legislation will reinforce continued centralized collection and 
retention of territorial heritage resources at the Prince of Wales 
centre." The Committee supports the Society's position that new 
Heritage Legislation should "be specific in encouraging and supporting 
responsible community groups to identify, acquire, protect and display 
local heritage resources" and urges the government to put more 
emphasis on community-based heritage initiatives. 

3.3.4 Repatriation of Artifacts 

The Committee also engaged in some discussion with regard to 
artifacts that have been removed from the north in the past and rightly 
belong to the people of the north. The Committee was assured by the 
Department that new heritage legislation would provide the necessary 
authority to pursue the repatriation of many, if not most, of these 
artifacts and certainly provide more control over the attempted 
removal of artifacts in the future. 

The Committee was encouraged by the possibility of repatriation, 
which was a concern of Gwich'in representatives and the Iqaluit 
Museum Society as well. However, it was noted that in order to 
safeguard northern artifacts , adequate resources , authority, and 
control of heritage resources is necessary at the local level. 
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3.3.5 Human Remains 

Some of the discussions on re-acquiring heritage resources from other 
jurisdictions brought out new questions about the ownership of certain 
specific heritage resources. 

The intention is to provide in legislation, that the ownership of 
aboriginal human remains and related burial objects is vested with the 
aboriginal groups on whose traditional lands they are found. The 
question then arises as to who can claim the right to ownership - the 
descendants, or the community as a whole. Particularly with respect 
to human remains and burial sites, there is some uncertainty as to 
whether the onus should be on individual descendant's rights or the 
rights of the collective. 

The Committee feels that this may be an area of contention which 
could depend on the particular cultural practice. Aboriginal cultures 
generally vest such rights with the community, while non-aboriginal 
societies place more emphasis on the rights of the individual. The 
Committee would like to see the Department examine and address the 
question of the relative age of the remains and at what point do the 
rights of the individual to familial remains become the property of the 
community or state? 

3.4 Heritage Resources Fund 

The paper proposes that the legislation establish a Northwest 
Territories Heritage Resources Fund that would involve setting up a 
special account in the Consolidated Revenue Fund. The fund would be 
used for depositing gifts and bequests related to heritage resources 
and the Minister would be allowed· to control expenditures from the 
fund for heritage programs. 

The Committee would like to recommend that the right of the 
Minister to refuse a gift or bequest should be in the legislation, given 
that such a gift or bequest may come with strings attached or from an 
undesirable source that may distort public perception of the 
government's actions or intentions. 

3.5 Consultation: Land Claims and Traditional Knowledge 

Much of the concerns expressed during the public hearings centred 
on the necessity that the Department continue a process of meaningful 
consultation with aboriginal organizations, land settlement groups and 
cultural organizations during the development of this important 
legislation. Of particular concern is being able to reconcile such 
legislation with land settlement agreements. 
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3.5.1 Settled Claims 

All settled claiIQS legislation except the Inuvialuit Final Agreement 
includes sections on protection of heritage resources. Articles 33 and 
34 of the Nunavut Claim legislation provide for the establishment of 
the "Nunavut Heritage Trust" for participation with government and 
other agencies in archaeological, ethnographical (that branch of 
anthropology which deals with the scientific description of individual 
human societies) and archival matters. 

Section 1 7 of the Sahtu Claim Agreement provides for the joint 
negotiation and management of "protected areas" which may include 
religious, cultural and historic sites . Section 26 also provides for 
consultation and involvement of the Sahtu Tribal Council in the 
formulation of government policies and legislation respecting heritage 
sites in the settlement area. This would include site management and 
permitting after designation. 

The Gwich'in Agreement is much the same as the Sahtu with respect 
to "protected areas" (Section 16) and heritage resources (Section 25). 
It should be noted here that the government is fully cognizant of the 
requirements of the claim settlements with respect to participation 
and consultation in the development of heritage policy and legislation. 
While the Committee heard that there was considerable dissatisfaction 
with the nature of the consultations and involvement to date, the 
Department maintains that consultative efforts were extensive and 
marginally fruitful. 

The Department also acknowledges that further consultation is 
required, particularly with respect to the proposed provisions for 
designation of heritage properties on settlement lands. 

The Committee would like to encourage the Department to modify its 
consultation process wherever possible to engage in a more 
interactive, hands on approach to determining the wishes and needs 
of northerners. 

3.5.2 Traditional Knowledge 

The paper states that "the Government of the Northwest Territories 
has, through policy, recognized the importance of traditional 
geographic and community names to the language, culture and history 
of aboriginal people." The Department also proposes to establish 
heritage education and community-based heritage programs in the 
legislation. 

Essentially the Minister would have the authority to undertake, 
support or sponsor programs which preserve and promote the 
heritage of the NWT. This would include publishing heritage 
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information, supporting educational and research programs, including 
oral history and traditions, and providing technical, professional and 
financial support to persons and agencies for the purposes of the Act. 

In presenting their views on the proposed legislation, the Gwich'in 
representatives noted that in their view, their heritage is closely tied 
to their identity which is based on the oral history and traditional 
knowledge of their people. They went on the say that: 

"because oral history and traditional knowledge are the basis of 
heritage resources in the north, we strongly suggest that there 
be a greater emphasis in the proposed legislation to document 
this important knowledge base. We believe that the situation ls 
urgent. The elders who make the north unique and have spent a 
lifetime on the land, are dying before their knowledge can be 
recorded and passed on." 

The Committee feels that this is an important and urgent 
consideration that must be addressed . The extremely close 
relationship between traditional knowledge and heritage in the north 
must be recognized and incorporated into heritage legislation. As 
noted in the preceding paragraphs, the Department evidently 
recognizes this knowledge base. However the Committee is 
concerned that their importance and prominence in the legislative 
proposal has been understated. Much of the oral traditions and 
traditional knowledge of all aboriginal people will be lost if more effort 
and emphasis are not placed on their preservation. 

3.5.3 Heritage Boards 

In the NWT, the Historical Advisory Board established under the 
Historical Resources Act has not met since 1979. This board would 
be dissolved by repealing the Act and the new legislation could provide 
for the establishment of the necessary boards or committees by the 
Executive Council. 

The Committee understands the need for the establishment of 
heritage advisory boards or committees from time to time as the need 
arises. In response to concerns expressed regarding adequate 
consultation and involvement by stakeholders in the policy and 
legislative development processes, the Committee would like confirm 
that certain representation on such boards, as provided for in land 
settlement agreements, will be acknowledged in new heritage 
legislation. 
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4.0 CONCLUSION 

Certainly, as the paper acknowledges, further consultation between 
the government and land settlement groups is warranted with respect 
to the options for the designation of heritage resources on settlement 
lands. The Committee would like to stress that further consultation of 
a meaningful nature is warranted with respect to other provisions of 
the proposed legislation as well. Questions of jurisdiction and the 
impact of other legislation on the protection and management of our 
heritage resources; ownership and display of heritage objects; and the 
preservation of oral histories and traditional knowledge, need to be 
addressed as this legislation is developed. 

Generally, the Committee feels that the government has made a strong 
beginning towards addressing the urgent need for new heritage 
legislation. This view is shared by those parties the Committee heard 
from. While there is a need for further consultation, and refinement of 
certain provisions, the Committee is satisfied that the basis for the 
protection and preservation of our heritage resources has been 
presented. 
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APPENDIX I: LIST OF WITNESSES 

The following witnesses appeared before the Committee: 

Thursday, December 15, 1994 

Department of Education, Culture and Employment 

Hon. Stephen Kakfwi, Acting Minister 
Mr. Mark Cleveland, ADM, Culture and Careers 

Mr. Chuck Arnold, Director, Culture and Heritage 

Gwich'in Tribal Council 

Mr. David Krutko 

Gwich'inSocial and Cultural Institute 

Ms. Ingrid Kritsch 

NunattaSunakkutaangitSociety 

Written Submission by Dennis Patterson, M.L.A., Iqaluit 

Inuit Heritage Trust 

Letter from Ms. Debbie Kigjugalik Webster, Chairperson 
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APPENDIX II 

TD 4-12(6) 

Legislative Action Paper Proposing New Heritage Legislation for the 
Northwest Territories 

Febnwry7,1995 



1ABIID JJOCUMENTNO. D 4 -1 2 TSJ IABLID ON APR O 6 1994 

HERITAGE RESOURCES 

A LEGISLATIVE ACTION PAPER PROPOSING 
NEW HERITAGE LEGISLATION FOR THE 

NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

April. 1994 

HON. RICHARD NERYSOO 
MINISTER 

EDUCATION, CULTURE AND EMPLOYMENT 



Table of Contents 

Introduction ............................................................................................................... 1 

1. Registry Of Territorial Heritage Properties..·-··-------················· .......... ~.... 3 

2 Designating Heritage Properties In Land Settlement Areas....................... 6 

3. Emergency Powers .............................................................................................. 7 

4. Heritage Resources Agreements ........................................... ~·········.................. 9 

5. Archaeological Resources .................................................................................. 10 

6. Burial Sites and Hu.man Skeletal Remains .......... - ........................................ 11 

7. P alaeon~ological Resources ............................................................................... 12 

8. Geographic and Community N arnes .............................................................. 13 

9. Educational and Community Heritage Programs . ...................................... . 14 

10. Terri.torial M'USeu.m ....•••......•..•••••.••...........••••••••••..•••••.•••••••••••••.••••••..•...•••••••.•.••• 15 

11. Com.m.emorative Markers ................................................................................ 16 

12. Advisory Boards and Committees .................................................................. 17 

13. Penalties 

14. Heritage Resources Fund ................................................................. ., ................ . 
18 

19 

15. Implications for Territorial Division. .................... - ........................................ 20 

Summary of Proposal 21 

Appendix: Historical Resources Act, R.S.N.W.T. 1988, c. H-3 



Legislative Action Paper On New Heritage Legislation 

Introduction 

The heritage resources of the Northwest Territories are numerous, varied and 
scattered over enormous distances. Whether an historic building, a cultural 
site, an archaeological artifa~t, or a record of oral traditions, ow: heritage 
resources provide us with a living context that contributes to both our identity 
and our direction for the future. These resources are a testimony to the 
accomplishments of earlier generations and a trust to be protected and passed 
on to future generations. 

The importance of heritage resources was recognized by the Government of 
the Northwest Territories as early as 1973 when the Commissioner-in-Council 
proclaimed the Historical Resources Act. Over the past twenty years this 
legislation has become outdated, particularly with regard to new initiatives 
and directions in the heritage field, current political and economic realities, 
Land Settlement Agreements and modern land development and 
management practices. The challenge is to develop a new comprehensive 
legislative framework which will replace the Historical Resources Act and: 

(a) extend recognition and protection to a broader range of historic 
resources than is currently addressed under legislation; 

(b) .. provide the legislative mandate for a number of heritage programs 
already administered by the Government of the Northwest 
Territories; and 

(c) provide for greater levels of public participation in the protection, 
preservation and interpretation of heritage resources in the 
Northwest Territories. 

The provisions outlined in this Action Paper are comparable to those found in 
heritage legislation across the country but have, through community and 
intergovernmental consultation, been specifically designed to address the 
unique needs of the Northwest Territories. The principles guiding the 
development of these provisions are: 

1. Heritage legislation should provide opportunities for public 
participation in the identification, designation and protection of 
heritage resources. 

2. Heritage legislation should be designed so as to give proper hearing 
to, and create a balance between, both the concerns of the 
community and the rights of the property owner. 
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3. Protective measures should be clearly and specifically defined so as 
not to create unnecessary inconvenience for property owners and 
land developers. 

4. There should be penalties for those who unlawfully alter or destroy 
heritage resources. 

5 .. Aboriginal groups should be assured a lead role in the identification 
and preservation of their heritage resources:' especially those 
resources located on lands selected and deeded to land settlement 
groups. 

6. Heritage legislation should foster co-operation between 
governments, the public, and special interest groups concerned with 
_the protection of heritage resources in the Northwest Territories. 

This paper proposes a new bill which would replace the current Historical 
Resources Act, and provide the people and Government of the Northwest 
Territories. with the legal mechanisms required to protect our heritage 
resources for present and future generations. 
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1. REGISTRY OF TERRITORIAL HERITAGE PROPERTIES 

-Current legislation does not provide for the designation of heritage properties; 
however, there is considerable public support for the establishment of a 
designation process similar to __ those established at provincial levels across the 
country. 

In keeping with the principles o_utlined above, a designation process should 
allow for adequate levels of public participation, provide for clear and specific 
mechanisms, and balance the interests of the public against the rights of 
property owners and developers. 

The proposed bill would provide for a REGISTRY OF TERRITORIAL 
HERITAGE PROPERTIES. The Minister would be empowered to designate 
any property for inclusion in this Registry when satisfied that the property is 
of significance to the heritage of the Northwest Territories. Properties eligible 
for designation and inclusion in the Registry might include significant 
heritage buildings, historical sites, cultural sites and significant 
palaeontological and archaeological sites. 

1.1 Designating TERRITORIAL HERITAGE PROPERTIES 

A property's inclusion in the REGISTRY OF TERRITORIAL HERITAGE 
PROPERTIES would require a formal legal process. The process would enable 
the Minister to designate any property a TERRITORIAL HERITAGE 
PROPERTY when, in the opinion of the Minister, that property and the 
resources found on that property should be protected and preserved for the 
benefit and enjoyment of all the people of the Northwest Territories. 

Public participation is critical to the success of any designation process. 
Members of the general public, property owners, local ·governments, 
aboriginal organizations and interested groups should be advised of the 
Minister's interest in a property and provided with opportunities to comment 
on the property's designation. There should be maximum opportunity for 
public participation, particularly for the hearing of private property interests 
which would be given special consideration. 

There are a number of legislative models which the Government of the 
Northwest Territories might draw upon when developing a designation 
process. The processes established by other jurisdictions usually provide for 
legal notices to be served upon property owners, opportunities for comment 
and appeal, and the registration of designation against the property's title. The 
following model is offered as an example: 
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Notice of Consideration: A legal notice is issued to a property owner, lessee, or 
governing authority advising of the Minister's interest in designating the 

- property a TERRITORIAL HERITAGE PROPERTY. This Notice would be 
issued at least 90 days before the actual designation. It would include the 
rationale for the proposed designation, a description of the property affected, 
an explanation of the designation process, the owner's obligations as a 
consequence of designation, and an invitation to comment or object. Where . 
appropriate, a copy of the notice would be filed in the Land Titles Office. 
Legislation would also require the Minister to advise local government that 
the property is being considered for designation and to announce the same in 
the media. (Though not addre_ssed in the proposed bill, the property owner 
would also be sent an information package explaining the designation 
program, opportunities for funding and other benefits resulting from 
designation) 

Objections/Comments: The process would include provision for the owner, 
lessee, or any person or group interested in the designation to formally 
comment or object to the Minister within 60 days of the Notice of 
Consideration. At this point the Minister would have a further 30 days to 
consider any objections, and to discuss alternatives to the proposed 
designation. At the end of this period the Minister may decide to proceed with 
designation . as outlined in the Notice of Consideration, to vary -the 
designation, or not to proceed with designation. 

Notice of Decision: The Minister's decision regarding designation would be 
recorded in a Notice of Decision and copies would be distributed to all parties 
which received the Notice of Consideration (owners, lessees, Land Titles, etc.). 
The Minister's decision would also be announced publicly in the same 
manner as was the Notice of Consideration. 

Appeals: The proposed bill would also provide mechanisms for property 
owners, lessees and other interested parties to appeal ·a decision-of the Minister 
to the Executive Council, and for the Executive Council to direct the Minister 
to revoke, vary, or allow the designation to stand. 

1.2 Protecting Designated TERRITORIAL HERITAGE PROPERTY 

No person would be permitted to carrv uut any activity that alters the character 
of a designated heritage property ,.."·1 thl)U t first receiving the written approval 
of the Minister. 

Owners, lessees or any other parties w1shing to alter a designated heritage 
property would be obliged to make wn tten application to the Minister before 
commencing any developments. The ~inister would, on receipt of all 
necessary information,: 
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(a) approve the proposed development and issue a . permit 
authorizing the activity; 

(b) approve the development upon conditions the Minister thinks 
necessary to the property's protection; or 

(c) . refuse to approve the development and provide in writing the 
reasons for the refusal. 

The bill would also provide for applicants to appeal the Minister's decision to 
the Executive Council. 

1.3 Amending Designations and Removing Properties from 
the Registry 

Though the intent of a REGISTRY OF TERRITORIAL HERITAGE 
PROPERTIES is to provide for long term preservation of designated properties, 
the Minister may, from time to time, have reason to amend a designation or 
remove a property from the Regis try. 

The proposed bill would require the ~inister to issue a Notice of Repeal or 
Amendment. This Notice would be announced and recorded in the same 
manner as the the Notice of Designation described above. 
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2. DESIGNATING HERITAGE PROPERTIES IN LAND 
SE1TLEMENT AREAS 

The Gwich'in, the Sahtu Dene and Metis, and the Inuit of the Nunavut 
Settlement Area have each made special provisions for the protection of 
heritage resources within their . respective land settlement agreements. Future 
settlement agreements will most likely include similar provisions for the 
preservation and management of heritage resources. 

The proposed legislation could also include provisions which would provide, 
in addition · to land settlement legislation, for specific mechanisms addressing 
the protection of heritage resources on land selected and deeded to aboriginal 
groups. Under these provisions, interested land settlement groups would join 
with the Government of the Northwest Territories to establish designation 
processes comparable to those established at the territorial level. The 
provisions would be designed to be elective, with each settlement group 
determining if participation were in that group's own best interest. 
Preliminary public consultation has identified two options, both of which 
require further discussion with land settlement groups. 

2.1 Joint Designation in Land Settlement Areas 

Properties located on lands selected and deeded to aboriginal groups, which are 
judged by both the land settlement group and the Minister responsible to be 
significant to the whole of the territory, might be eligible for joint designation. 
Under this provision, both the Minister and the land settlement group would 
participate as signatories to the designation and share responsibilities for the 
property's protection. 

2.2 Designation by Land Settlement Groups 

Settlement groups may wish to designate heritage resources located on their 
lands regardless of whether those resources are designated at the territorial 
level. Provincial heritage legislation often provides for the establishment of 
municipal heritage designations comparable to, but independent of, provincial 
heritage designations. In the Northwest Territories, protection of community 
heritage resources is addressed under the Cities, Towns and Villages Act, the 
Hamlets Act and the Charter Communities Act. 

The proposed bill might include provisions which would allow interested 
land settlement groups to establish local registries of heritage properties 
similar to those established by municipalities. Under this provision, land 
settlement groups could, independent of the Minister, designate and protect 
heritage properties located on lands deeded to the claimant group. 
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3. EMERGENCY POWERS . 

- Though the intent of heritage legislation is to provide for the protection of 
heritage resources in a planned, logical and orderly fashion, it is possible that 
negotiation,· planning and ince,ntives will not always succeed. As is ·the case in 
other jurisdictions, the proposed bill would provide for the Minister's power 
to intervene when and where significant heritage resources are threatened. 

3.1 Stop-work Orders 

Where an activity threatens an area of known heritage resources, or an area 
with a high potential for the existence of signific~t resources, the Minister 
would be authorized under legislation to issue a written stop-work order 
requiring the owner to cease all activity for a specified period of time. The 
stop-work order would also direct the owner to present the Minister with a 
written application to proceed with the development. The Minister, upon 
receipt of all necessary information, would: 

(a) approve the proposed development and issue a permit 
authorizing the activity; 

(b) approve the development upon conditions the Minister thinks 
necessary to the heritage resource(s); or 

(c) refuse to approve the development and proceed with the 
designation process. 

3.2 . Remedy 

Any person not in compliance with the conditions of a permit, stop-work 
order, or maintenance order, could be directed by the Minister to remedy that 
breach. µ a person fails to obey an order to remedy a breach within a specified 
period of time, the Minister would have the option of applying to the courts 
for an order authorizing entry to the property, as well as authorizing whatever 
action may be required to remedy the breach. 

3.3 Inspection and seizure 

In keeping with most provincial legislation, the Minister responsible for 
heritage legislation would be authorized to designate qualified persons to act 
as inspectors. Inspectors may enter any property for the purposes of the Act, 
provided that entry is made at a reasonable hour and with reasonable notice to 
the occupant(s). If entry is refused, inspectors may apply to the courts to obtain 
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a warrant authorizing entry and seizure of any materials necessary to the 
enforcement of the legislation. 

Legislation would also provide that the Minister's decisions with regard to 
emergency powers may be appealed to the Executive Council. · 

April 06, 1994 Page Sof 22 



Legislative Action Paper On New Heritage Legislation 

4. HERITAGE RESOURCES AGREEMENTS 

Some Canadian jurisdictions have established special provisions for 
agreements designed to enhance levels of public, government and corporate 
involvement in the preservation of heritage resources. Under the Historical 
Resources Act the Commissioner has the authority to enter into ·agreements 
for "marking and commemorating historic places ... and for the care and 
preservation of museums and any places so marked or commemorated." 

The proposed bill would expand on this intent, allowing the Minister to enter 
into agreements with governments, land settlement groups, cultural 
organizations, corporations, societies and individuals for the purposes of the 
Act. Where appropriate, these agreements could be used to establish 
covenants running with a land's title which would be binding upon all 
subsequent property owners. 

Along with with providing for regulations governing these agreements the 
proposed bill would also provide: 

(a) that, where appropriate, the Minister may file a copy of any 
heritage resources agreements with the Land Titles Office; 

(b) a mechanism for amending or repealing these agreements; 

(c) remedies for failure to comply with signed agreements; and 

(d) provisions for parties to the agreement to appeal decisions 
regarding the agreement to the Executive Council. 

April 06, 1994 Page9of 22 



Legislative Action Paper On New Heritage Legislation 

5. ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Throughout most of Canada, archaeological resources are managed primarily 
by provincial governments. In the Northwest Territories, however, 
responsibility for these resources is shared between the federal and territorial 
governments and land settlement groups. The federal government has 
primary legal responsibility for these matters vested in it through the · 
North·west Territories Act, while the territorial government has been 
delegated responsibility for the management of the "Archaeologists Permit 
Program" established by the federal government under the Northwest 
Territories Archaeological Sites Regulations (Canada). 

Unfortunately, current protection is judged to be inadequate. It regulates 
permitted archaeological investigations, but does not protect sites or objects 
from looting or intentional damage. 

Development of specific regulations must proceed in cooperation with land 
settlement groups and the Government of Canada. The proposed bill would 
include provisions for the establishment of archaeology regulations and 
provide that the Minister may: 

(a) investigate developments which might threaten archaeologicaf 
resources, issue stop-work orders, confiscate artifacts, restrict 
export of artifacts and order remedy; 

(b) require, where necessary, private developers and government 
agencies proposing land-altering projects which might threaten 
archaeological resources to submit a heritage resource impact 
assessment; 

(c) require that reports of "discovery" be made to the Minister by any 
person who finds an archaeological object or an object~likely to be 
an archaeological object; 

(d) designate repositories for archaeological artifacts; and 

(e) provide penalties for any person or corporation which 
contravenes an order made under the legislation. 
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6. BURJAL SITES AND HUMAN SKELETAL REMAINS 

-6.1 Burial Sites 

Throughout the north there .aie an uncounted number of historic burial sites 
located on lands outside des~gnated cemeteries. These sites are not only 
significant to members of the surviving families, but as a group they form an 
important part of our cultural landscape. These burial sites are not addressed 
under current legislation. 

The proposed bill would recqgnize the importance of historic burial sites not 
associated with designated community cemeteries, and provide for the 
establishment of regulations which would protect these burial sites from 
vandalism or intentional-destruction. 

6.2 Human Skeletal Remains 

The recently established Heritage Services Policy addresses government's 
custody of human skeletal remains removed from archaeological sites. This 
Policy states that human skeletal remains will not be acquired for the Herit~ge 
Collections of the Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre, nor will 
Archaeologists Permits be issued for excavation--of human skeletons unless 
permission in writing has been granted by the appropriate local authority. The 
Policy goes on to provide that human remains which have been found and 
turned in to the Department of Education, Culture and Employment will be 
returned, if possible, to their place of origin. 

Policy, however, is not binding on the general publk and possession of found 
human skeletal remains is not clearly addressed under any current legislation. 
Of particular concern is the unregulated removal of human skeletons and 
related burial objects from aboriginal grave sites. The proposed bill would 
provide that ownership of aboriginal skeletal remains and related burial 
objects is vested with the aboriginal groups on whose traditional lands the 
remains and related objects are found. 
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7. PALAEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

- Protection of palaeontological resources (for example fossil remains and 
mammoth tusks) is not adequately addressed under current legislation. The 
Historical Resources Act prQvides the Commissioner with the authority to 
acquire and issue stop-work orders for "prehistoric" sites; however, it is not 
clear whether this term includes palaeontological resources. The Scientists 
Act provides that a scientific license is required to research or excavate 
palaeontological resources in the Northwest Territories, but the principal 
intent is information sharing. No attempt is made to define palaeontological 
resources or provide for their management beyond the licensing of 
investigations. 

7.1 Defining Palaeontological Resources 

The proposed bill would provide for the establishment of regulations which 
identify the most significant classes of palaeontological specimens and fossils 
likely to be found in the Northwest Territories. These regulations would 
serve to distinguish between significant palaeontological resources and 
common palaeontological specimens which are of no educational or 
commercial value. 

7.2 Protecting Significant Palaeontological Resources 

The bill would also address protection of palaeontological resources identified 
in the regulations. Excavation, sale, transfer and export of 'specimens, reports 
of discovery and the establishment of a registry of known sites are all issues 
which could be addressed. 

In addition the Minister would be granted authority to investjgate activities 
which might threaten palaeontological sites, issue stop-work orders and, 
where necessary, require impact assessments. 

These recommendations do not require the establishment of any new 
licensing programs. Once palaeontological regulations are in place, protection 
of significant resources can be addressed through the licensing system 
currently administered by the Science Institute and various land use review 
procedures already in place. 
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8. GEOGRAPIIlC AND COMMUNITY NAMES 

-The Government of the Northwest Territories has, through Policy, recognized 
the importance of traditional geographic and community names to the 
language, culture and history of the aboriginal people of the Northwest 
Territories. The importance of geographic and community names has also 
been recognized by a number of land settlement groups which have provided 
for specific articles addressing place names within their Land Settlement 
Agreements. 

The proposed bill would also address geographic and community· names and 
grant the Minister powers similar to those found in comparable provincial 
acts. Specifically, the proposed bill would provide that the Minister may: 

(a) gather, collate and record information, including oral histories, 
respecting the names of geographic features and populated places 
within the Northwest Territories; 

(b) consult with regard to the selection and suitability of official and 
proposed names for geographic features and populated places in 
the Northwest Territories; 

(c) consider and make recommendations to the Executive Council 
respecting any significant change in the name of any geographic 
feature or populated place; 

(d) collaborate with land settlement groups to provide that traditional 
names of geographic features and populated places are recognized 
in accordance with the terms and conditions of Land Settlement 
Agreements; 

(e) assure public input and participation in the process leading to the 
official recognition of any geographic feature's or community's 
name; and 

(f) supply information regarding names of geographic features and 
populated places in the Northwest Territories to government 
departments and agencies, community groups, cartograph~_rs, 
publishers, individuals and any other person engaged in the 
preparation of maps or other publications intended for official or 
scholarly use. 
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9. EDUCATIONAL AND COMMUNITY HERITAGE PROGRAMS 

-The Government of the Northwest Territories offers, in accordance with four 
heritage policies, a wide range of educational, financial and professional 
heritage services. Although many of these programs have been in operation 
for a number of years, the mandate to provide educational and community 
heritage programing has never been established in legislation. 

The proposed bill would provide for the Minister's authority to undertake, 
support or sponsor programs which preserve and promote the heritage of the 
Northwest Territories. Specifically, · the bill would provide that the Minister 
may: 

(a) publish information about the heritage resources of the 
Northwest Territories; 

(b) undertake, support or sponsor educational or research programs 
relating to heritage resources, including oral traditions which 
encompasses, but is not limited to, traditional place names, 
traditional music and oral history; 

(c) provide professional, technical and financial support to museums 
and other related institutions within the territory for purposes 
complementary to the legislation; and 

(d) provide professional, technical qnd financial support to any 
person, agency, organization or society whose aims and objectives 
are complementary to the purposes of the Act. 

April 06, 1994 Page 14 of 22 



Legislative Action Paper On New Heritage Legisbtlon 

10. TERRITORIAL MUSEUM PROGRAM 

-The Historical Resources Act grants the Commissioner authority to acquire 
and provide for the administration and preservation of any object of "historic, 
artistic, cultural, economic, social or archaeological value." Following 
proclamation of the Act, the Government of the Northwest Territories 
established the Territorial Museum Program which consisted of a central 
museum facility offering a variety of extension programs and professional 
support services to a network of community-based heritage groups. 

Today, the museum program, housed in the Prince of Wales Northern 
Heritage Centre, continues to fulfill this mandate and remains the only 
museum program administered by the Government of the Northwest 
Territories. This museum program is defined in large part through the 
Heritage Services Policy: however, unlike most Canadian jurisdictions, the 
Northwest Territories has not l~gislated the establishment of a government-
operated museum program. · 

The proposed bill would, in keeping with the current provisions of the 
Historical Resources Act, establish in legislation the museum program 
currently managed by the Government of the Northwest Territories. The bill 
would also grant the Minister powers similar to those of Ministers responsible 
for provincial museums. Specifically, the bill would provide that the Minister 
may: 

(a) provide for the operation, maintenance and development of the 
Northwest Territories Museum Program; 

(b) acquire through donation, bequest, loan, purchase, or scientific 
research, objects, artifacts, specimens, works of art and published 
materials significant to the 1:atural and cultural heritage of the 
Northwest Territories; 

(c) provide for the conservation, documentation, study and 
management of materials collected under the legislation; 

(d) exhibit and display, within or outside the territory, objects, 
artifacts, specimens, works of art and published materials 
significant to the natural and (ultural heritage of the Northwest 
Territories; and 

(e) exhibit and display, within the territory, objects, specimens, 
documents, works of art and published materials for the general 
benefit, education and enjoyment of the people of the Northwest 
Territories. 
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11. COI\fMEMORA TIVE MARKERS 

Current legislation provides for the placement of plaques and markers 
commemorating heritage sites and historic events. This program should 
continue, but be designed to include properties of both territorial and local 
significance. Specifically, the proposed bill would provide that: 

(a) the Minister may, with the agreement of the owner, erect and 
maintain on any property deemed to be of territorial or local 
heritage significance a sign, plaque, or commemorative marker 
containing information about the heritage significance of that 
property; and 

(b) no person shall remove or alter, except with the permission of the 
Minister, any sign, plaque, or commemorative marker erected by 
the Minister. 
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12. ADVISORY BOARDS and COMMITrEES 

The Historical Resources Act establishes the Northwest Territories Historical 
Advisory Board to advise the Commissioner . on the collection and 
preservation of artifacts, the _management of the museum program and the 
commemoration of places and sites. This Board has not met since 1979 and it 
is recommended that the Board be dissolved through the repeal of the 
Historical Resources Act. 

The proposed bill would provide that the Executive Council may establish 
committees or boards necessary to the purposes of the legislation,· and that the 
Executive Council may: 

(a) · dissolve any committee or board established under the legislation 
when its services are no longer required; 

(b) appoint or provide for the manner of appointment of 
committee/board members; 

(c) prescribe the term of office for any member; 

(d) designate a chair, vice-chair, secretary or other officer as may be_ 
required; and 

(e) authorize, fix and provide for the payment of remuneration and 
expenses to members. 
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13. PENALTIES 

All Canadian jurisdictions provide penalties for persons who unlawfully 
damage or destroy heritage resources, or intentionally disregard an order made 
under heritage legislation. For_example, the Historical Resources Act provides 
that every person failing to comply with an order to "provide for adequate 
investigation, recording and salvage" of historical resources is "guilty of an 
offence· punishable on summary conviction. " 

Some jurisdictions have also recognized that fines which may deter 
· individuals are not always sufficient to deter corporations. These jurisdictions 
have provided maximum fines for individuals and substantially higher 
maximum fines for corporations. 

In addition to fines, some provinces have provided that anyone who 
unlawfully damages, destroys or removes heritage resources may also be 
charged with the cost of the repair, restoration, reconstruction or return of 
those heritage resources. 

The proposed bill would provide that: 

(a) any individual who contravenes a prov1s1on of the proposed -
legislation, or a regulation, permit or order made pursuant to that 
legislation, would be liable to a fine of up to $5,000 for each day the 
offence continues, or to imprisonment for up to six months; 

(b) corporations which contravene a provision of the proposed 
legislation, or a regulation, permit or order made pursuant to that 
legislation, would be liable to a fine of up to $50,000 for each day 
the offence continues; and 

(c) in addition, offenders may be charged with the cost of the repair, 
restoration or reconstruction of the heritage resource. 
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14. HERITAGE RESOURCES FUND 

Individuals and corporations interested in the preservation and interpretation 
of heritage resources may wish to contribute financially to the programs 
administered under new h&itage legislation. In order to provide for the 
public's financial participation in the protection, preservation and . 
interpretation of heritage resources in the Northwest Territories, the bill will: 

(a) provide for the establishment of a special account in the 
Northwest Territories Consolidated Revenue Fund which shall be 
called the Northwest Territories Heritage Resources Fund: 

(b) . allow the Minister to accept money, by way of gift or bequest, for 
the purposes of the legislation, and to deposit that money into the 
Heritage Resources Fund; and 

(c) allow the Minister control over expenditures from the fund (i.e. 
the Minister for the Department of Finance may make 
expenditures only upon the request of the Minister of Education, 
Culture and Employment). 
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15. IMPLICATIONS FOR TERRITORIAL DIVISION 

1m pending territorial di vision has not been addressed in the preceding 
proposals. Following division, elected members of each of the two new 
legislatures will be obliged to determine which statutes of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Northwest Territories will remain in force, and which 
statutes will be amended to better address the needs of the new jurisdictions. 
This fact notwithstanding, there is an immediate need to provide better 
protection for our most significant heritage resources. These resources are 
among our most important non-renewable assets; their survival is threatened 
by time and development and their protection must not be delayed. 

The provisions described in this paper will provide a legislative framework 
for the protection of our most valued heritage resources; it would also provide 
an excellent model to be considered by elected members of each of the new 
legislatures. 
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Summary of Proposal 

- It is proposed that a Heritage Resources bill be developed to replace the 
existing Historical Resources Act (1973) and to establish a comprehensive 
legislative framework for the protection and preservation of the heritage 
resources of the Northwest Territories. 

The pr.oposed bill would be designed specifically to meet the unique needs of 
the Northwest Territories and · would draw upon established . heritage 
legislation in other Canadian jurisdictions. The following provisions would 
be included: 

◊ The establishment of a Registry of Territorial Heritage Property which 
would allow the Minister to designate significant heritage properties, 
and require that no person may alter or destroy designated properties 
without the Minister's permission. 

◊ Pending further discussions with land settlement groups, provisions 
providing for the designation of significant heritage properties 
located on lands selected and deeded to aboriginal groups. Options 
include joint designation by the Minister and land settlement groups 
and the establishment of local registries of heritage properties. 

-------- ◊ Special emergency powers allowing the Minister to intervene when 
and where significant heritage resources are threatened. Emergency 
powers include authority to issue stop-work orders, to order remedy 
and to designate inspectors. 

◊ Authority for the Minister to enter into agreements with any person 
for the purposes of the legislation, and, where appropriate, to file 
such agreements in the Land Titles Office as covenants on a 
property's title. 

◊ Provisions addressing the protection of archaeological sites and 
objects and allowing for the development of further regulations. 

◊ Provisions addressing the protection of burial sites and the possession 
of human skeletal remains. 

◊ A provision for regulations which identify and protect significant 
palaeontological resources. 

◊ A legislative mandate for the identifitation, documentation and 
preservation of geographic and community names. 
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◊ A legislative mandate for educational and community heritage 
programing. 

- ◊ A legislative mandate for the Government of the Northwest 
Territories museum program. 

◊ Provisions for com.merrforative markers. 

◊ Authority for the Executive Council to establish any board or 
committee necessary to the purposes of the legislation. 

◊ Penalties for those who unlawfully alter, remove, damage or destroy 
heritage resources, or contravene an order made under the 
legislation. 
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APPENDIX 

Historical Resources Act, R.S.N.W.T. _1988, c. H-3 
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CNJp. H-3 

D=fuutiona 

Historical Resourcu kt 

HISTORICAL RESOURCES ACT 

1. . In this Act. 

LOI SUR LES RESSOURCES 
HISTORIQ UES 

l. Les dffinitions qui suivcnt s'appliquent l la OOiniu
prtscnte loi. 

"Bour "Boanr means the Nordlwcst Territories Historical 
,Co,,.,,u,uio11• Advisory Board esiablisbcd by subsection 3(1); «Commission» La Commission consultative des .carur. 

rcssourccs historiqucs des Tcrritoir'3 du Nord.Quest "BOGTd 

"chairpersoo" means lhe chairperson of the Board constim~ par le paragraphe 3(1). 

Powen o/. 
C-ommusioner 

designated under subsection 3(4). 

2. (1) The Commissioner may, out of moneys 
appropriated for the purpose. 

(a) establish m~ 
· (b) by means of plaques a other signs or in 

any ochet suitable manner, mart or 
otherwise commemorate pi.aces and sites 
of prchistonc or historic significance to 
the Tenitories; 

(c) cnrcr into agreements with any pc~n. 
the Government of Canada. er the 
government of a province or the Yukon 
Territory respecting the establishment of 
museums or for marking or 
commemorating historic places under 
this Act and fa the care and pre.set· 

vation of museums and any pL1ccs so 
marked or commc~ 

(d) acquire for the beneficial use of the 
Tenitories any historic place or L1nds 
for museums a an intet'eSl in any 
historical place or laods by pure !'we. 
lease. gift or otbe:wise; 

(e) acquire by gift. donation. bequest. loan 
or purcha,e any object. relic . aruf act. 
model. painting. document. boot. ~. 
record. map. drawing a ()(.hcr t.h in I ol 
historic., an:istic. cultural. ec orom c. 
social or archaeological vaJ ue .:x 
importance; and 

(0 provide for tbc administrauon. prucr• 
vation and maintenance of any his ionc 
place acquired or museum esabluhcd 
under this Aa. 

2 

«prisidcnt» Le prtsjdent de la Commission. ~i~ •l'CDo 
aux tcrmes du paragraphe 3(4). ~.i.a.:r, 

2. (1) Le commissaire pcut. sur les foods affectts 
1 ceae fin: 

a) cr6cr des mu=; 
b) commemorcr lcs ivtnemcnts ou person

nages la aux lieux et emplacements 
d'iruu!t historique ou pr6tistoriquc des 
tenitoircs., OU les signalef de toute 
maniac approprice. notamment par des 
plaques; 

c) conclure des accords. notamment avec le 
gouvcmement d•une province. du 
tenitoire du Yukon ou du Canada. pour 
t•application des ali.nw a) et b) ainsi 
que pour rentretien et la c:onse.tVation 
des mus6es et de ces lieux; 

d) acqumr pour le ~ntfice des territo~ 
des lieux historiques, des lCrrains 
~ l des m~ ou des droits sur 
ceui~. ootainment par aclw. location 
OU donalioa; 

e) acqumr par don. libmllt6. legs, pltt ou 
achal des objcts, vestiges. artefacts. 
m~les. pcinmres. documents. livrcs. 
archives. canes, des.sins ou awre.s choses 
d'imporwx:e ou d'intuet historique. 
anistique. cuJIDl'el. blomique. social 
OU arth6ologique; 

f) prendre les mesures utiJes l l'admi
nistration, l la conscrvatim et l rcntre
tien des lieux hisuxiques acqu.is ou des 
mus6es ~ aux termcs de la prtscnte 
loi. 

Pouva r 



0.-rot 
C-omnwsicncr 
wile~ Pft• 
lluloncor 
hiltoric 
rem11111 

lhru1a1ed 

Enablishmen, 
ol Board 

Number of 
manba, 

Owrpenon 

Tenn ot 
manben 

Term ol 
chai,penon 

Secma,y 
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(2) Where, in the opinion of the Commissioner, 
any prehistoric or historic remains, whethe.r ex not 
designated as a historic place under this Act or under 
the Historic Sitts aNi Monumaus. Act {Canada) is 
threatened with desttuction by reason of commercial. 
indusuiaJ. mining, mineral exploration or other 
acti_viry, the Commissioner may order the persons 
undertaking the activity to provide for adequate 
investigation, recording and salvage of prehistoric or 
historic objects threatened with destruction. 

(2) Lonque le commimire estime qu'un lieu D6cie, 
histOrique ou pr6usuxique. qu'il ail 616 ou noa -... 
d6clar6 d'incut( historique am cennes de la~ ::' ,~~ 
loi OU de la Loi S'/1 lu lieu If mDIUUWW bi,aonq1 

lti.storiqi,es (Canada), risque d'!ue ~, en raison ~ 
nownment d'aaiviltl ccmmerciales. indusuielles, 
mini=. ou d'e.xpkntioa miruue. ii peuc, p.-
~ ordonner aux penonnes qui exercent ces 
activia d'inveruorier et de sauvegarder d'une fll;Oll 
lpll'OPI • les objels pr6historiques ou hisuxiques 
m~ de desuuaion. · • 

3. (1) A board called the Northw~ Territories 3. (1) Est c:omtim6e la Commission consultative Crfallai 

Historical Advisory Board is established. des ressources hisloriques des Territoires du 
Nord-Ouesr. 

(2) The Board shall be composed of not less 
than five and not more than 10 members. 

(3) The memben of lhe Board shall be 
appointed by the Commissiona-. 

(2) La Commission est compos6e d'au moins S C«npc,l, 

et d'au plus 10 membres. 

(3) Les membra de la Commission soot Nomic.a: 

nomm6s par le commissaire. 

(4) One member of the Board· shall be desig• (4) Le c:ommissaire d&igne le p~t panni ~ 
nated by the Commissioner as the chairperson of the les membres de la Commission. 
Board. 

(5) The members. other lhan the chairpc~ (5) Les membres, auues que le prtsidela. Mand.al 
each shall hold office for a cenn, not exceeding five excrcent leurs fonclions pour le mandal maximal de cammus 
years, as may be fixed by the Commissioner. Sam que fi.xe le commissaile. 

(6) The chairperson shall hold office for a I.Cml. (6) Le mandal du 1R5ident est fix6 par le Mand.al 
not exceeding 10 years. as may be f ucd by the commissaire et ne peat d6passet 10 ans. padai: 
Commissione.r. 

4. The members o{ the Board shall sco,: on the 
Board wilhout remunention other than reasonable 
travelling and living expenses incurred in connection 
wirb the business oC the Board. 

4. Les membres de la Commission exercent leurs Frm 
fonctioos l liue ~ mais ils oat droit am frlis 
de dq,lacemem ec de S6jour oc:casiQllll6s par lea 
xtivia de la Co,nmis,i"' 

5. (l) AD officer of the public service shall be s. (1) Le coma,issan nomme un (onctionnaile Sec::m.;1-
designa&ed by the Commissioner to act a.s Secrcury sup&ieur au posr.e de sea6taire de la Commission. 
of the Board. 

(2) 1be Secretary shall administer the a/Yaus ol 
the Board and shall penonn such other duua 111 

connection with this Act and the Scit.11cu1s .Act u the 
Commissioner comiders ru. 

,. The Board shall meet 11 least once a year u the 
call ol the chairperson and shall hold sucb ocher 
meetings 11 such times and places as the CommiJ. 
sione.r may require. 
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Cl> 1.e seamire adminisrre 1es acuvia de 1a FCIIC'licx: 
Commission et emce les auues fonclions se Nmll.ir 

rapponant l la prmtle loi OU l la Loi SW Its 
scilnlif"lua, sdca ce que le commissaire esome 
indiqu6. 

6. La Commission se rdunil au moins une fois I'• llmzicr. 
sur coovoc:adoa da pr6sident ec tienl les auaes 1a0xm: 

r6unions dcmand6es par le ccmmissaire am dala. 
heures ec lieux ma par celui<i. 



Cltt:Jp. ff.J 

Cuaa ol 
Bo.Id -

~cnce and 
puniwnau 

Historical Rtsowrcts Act 

7. The BQIIII shall cauider and advise lhe 
Commissioner on 

(a) Tille establishment of museums: 
(b) die acquisition, rrwxi[!g and eommemo

mion of places and sites of prehistoric 
• bistorie significance: 

(c} die adminisaarion, preservation and 
1111u11enance d his10ric places and 
mmeums; 

{d) die adminisnrioa of the NonhwC$t 
Taritories Archives established by the 
Archives Acr. and 

(e) gaerally lhe exercise of any of the 
powers of the Commissioner under 
-,section 2(1). 

7. La Commission examine Jes questions suivanies 
et donne son avis l leur sujet au commi.ssai.R: 

a) la citation de musles; 
b) !'acquisition, la ~ignation et la corn• 

mbnoration des lieia et emplacements 
d'intu!t prthistorique OU historiqoe: 

C) l'adminisll"ation, la conservatioa Cl 

l'enaetien des lieux historiques et des 
mus=s: 

d) l'adntinisttation des Archives des 
Territoires du Nord-Ouest ~ par la 
Loi s,u Its archives; 

e) d'une ~ ,~&ale, l'excrcice des 
pouvoirs conftrts au ccmmissairc aia 
le'tmC$ du paragraphe 2(1). 

~ 

de la 
Comm 

8. Every person who fails to comply with an order 8. Quiconque enfreint un ~t pris en ver1Jl du !.o.fraa 

made under Jllbsection 2(2) is guilty of an offence paragraphe 2(2) commet une infraction punissable et pcm 

punishable on summary conviction. sur d6clar.uion de culpabili~ par J)l'Oadure som
maire. 

Printed by 
Terriumal Printer, Nonhwest Territories 

Ydlowlcnife, N.W.T J1990e 
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lmp:im~ par 
l'imprimeur territaial, Tenitoires du Nord-Ouest 

Yellowlcnife, (T .N.-0.Yl990C 
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