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Dear Prime Minister:

I am w r i t i n g  to you at this time to express the grave 
conce r n s  of my gove r n m e n t  with r e s p e c t  to some o f  the 
p r o v i s i o n s  Included In the a g r e e m e n t  y o u  reached with the 
p r o v i n c e s  at Meech Lake on April 30th.

M y  c o l l e a g u e s  and I c o n g r a t u l a t e  you on hammering out an 
a g r e e m e n t  for a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a m e n d m e n t  that will see the 
Province of Quebec become, once again, a full participant In 
the f e d e ration. However, In so d o i n g  you have created a 
s i g n i f i c a n t  barrier to the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  aspirations of 
C a n a d i a n s  living In the NUT and the Yukon.

It 1s clear that the main t h r u s t  of the agreement Is to 
r e c o g n i z e  the uniqueness o f  Quebec and to protect that 
u n i q u e n e s s  through r e q u i r i n g  u n a n i m i t y  for constitutional 
a m e n d m e n t s  that might a f f e c t  her rights. However, In so 
d o i n g  the unanimity rule has been e x t e n d e d  to the creation 
o f  new provinces as well.

From the p erspective of my g o v e r n m e n t  and that of the Yukon, 
and of v i rtually all of the 7 5 , 0 0 0  p e o p l e  who live 1n the 
two n o r t h e r n  territories, the o t h e r w i s e  laudable a c h H v e m e n t  
o f  the a c cord Is c o m p l e t e l y  n e g a t e d  by an o v e r r i d i n g  sense 
of betrayal. A place was s e c u r e d  for Quebec but the price 
Is p e r m a n e n t  colonial s t a t u s  for o t h e r  "distinct societies" 
w i t h i n  Canada.
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In view of the recent d i s cussion In C a n a d a  on s o v e r e i g n t y  In 
the Arctic and the s t r o n g  position t a k e n  by your Gover n m e n t  
on that Issue, 2 find 1t Ь о м К а !  that the Heech Lake 
A g reement seeks to entre n c h  a status for Northern Canadians 
which is some w h a t  less than that enjo y e d  by Canadians living 
in the Provinces. Divided s o v e r e i g n t y  Is a feature of ail 
federal systems. If Canada wishes to a f f i r m  that the Arctic 
is indeed a part of Canada, nothing c o u l d  strengthen that 
case more e m p h a t i c a l l y  than the fact of s o v e r e i g n  provincial 
governments deliv e r i n g  their programs to northern peoples In 
the same w a y  the original ten provinces do for their own 
residents.

NWT and Yukon w e r e  not Invited to p a r t i c i p a t e  1n these 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s  which have resulted In a d a m a g i n g  blow to our 
constitutional a s p i r a t i o n s  and we w o u l d  l i k e  to hope that 
the I n clusion of s.42(l)(f) In the u n a n i m i t y  p r o v i s i o n s  was 
simply an oversight. To assure that the point of view of 
northerners Is r e f l e c t e d  In the u p c o m i n g  disc u s s i o n  of the 
accord, we ask that the NWT and Yukon be Invited to 
parti c i p a t e  In the s u b s e q u e n t  stages of t h e  process.

A ttached 1s a summary of the basic p o s i t i o n  of the NWT on 
this Important matter.

I look forward to hear i n g  from

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader

Attachment



M e e c h  Lake A g r e e m e n t  

P osition of the NWT

I î e f î ? r î e ĩ ent ? as [!e 90t1ated w i t h o u t  any representation 
o f  the Interests of the NWT and Yukon. While the Prime

th 1 5 С 5 П | C Î 1 1 y " the r e P r e s e n tat1ve of the 
peop l e  of the federal t e r r i t o r i e s  at such a c o n f e r e n c e
Î ĩ r * ] ? ar У ĩ s í f d that " t e c h n i c a l "  n i c e t y  on this 
o c c a s i o n  and e f f e c t i v e l y  b e t r a y e d  h 1 s northern "wards."

Ĩ Ĩ M ĩ í I î i í 0: 0f S: i 2 ( 1 ) ( f ) < " the c r e a t i o n  of new 
Provinces ) among the matters n o w  r e q u i r i n g  unanimity

í ? î « 0 n î î 1î Mt,? n a 1 J î h a n «e has m a d e  ** even more У 
d i f f i c u l t  for C a n a d i a n s  In the N W T  a n d  Yukon to achieve 
t h eir legitimate long term a s p i r a t i o n s  -- to become full 
p artners In C o n f e d e r a t i o n .  We c ould have lived with the 
î î ° ; L hi rd Í re9 u 'lcement but u n a n i m i t y  occurs so Seldom 

P e r as c o m p l e x  as ours, that w e  fear this

Eîî* vífftî C C î r ? W ÍI 5 reclude prov l n c e h o o d  for the
cïl.î! hïï Î V Î r t ï a l l y  f o [ e v e r * No other province In 
Canada has had to face such d i f f i c u l t i e s .  Alberta and
Sf í L katî heWan found U  d 1 f f 1 cult e n o u g h  dealing with the 
federal government alone. The Irony of this is that 1n
tf e ĸ Pr 2 c e 5 s .of b r i n g i n g  one " d i s t i n c t  society" Into the 
c l u b  the Prime M i n i s t e r  and P remiers have permanently 
barred other " d i s t i n c t  s o c i e t i e s "  f r o m  full membership.

1s c®mP°sed o f  a m a j o r i t y  of aboriginal 
îî?S^f«.a n í because aboriginal people compromise a solid 
m a j o r i t y  In our L e g i s l a t i v e  A s s e m b l y  , there Is a
í û ? í l a l 4 Sense °i betrayal here w i t h  resp e c t  to this 
histo r i c  accord." Where C a n a d a ' s  aboriginal people

î o n ? h f] a t l y *íe n ie ? a n y  such r e c o g n i t i o n  exactly one
ï î d î î c î î n H  îïe* £ r1me M ,1n1ster and the Premiers should 
understanji If the p e ople of the N W T  d o  not rejoice with 
o t h e r  Cenerilans o v e r  the r e c o g n i t i o n  of Quebec as a 
"distinct society w i t h i n  C anada."

Given that the Prime M i n i s t e r  e i t h e r  chooses to Ignore 
or Is unaware of the special I n t e r e s t s  of Canadians

t a k e s 9thû a ĩí " the g o v e r n m e n t  of the NWT
í ĩ î î ĩ / ĩ  Р! ? ! Ч ? П t ï at roust be represented at all 
future constitutional c o n f e r e n c e s .  T h e  Injustice of

Coîstlti.f?ClUí iĩ 9 i E a n a í 1ans (even as few as 75,000) f r o m  
r a n f n l t u t i onal t a lks that will d e t e r m i n e  the future aï
S î ï î t î e î ï î *  bf 2 b v t ? us t0 e v e r y o n e .  A n y  achievements In 
? ? ? } * U “t 1 o n a ] d e v e l o p m e n t  that r e s u l t  from such
t h £ f ! f 5 ü C î? W 1 1 i n e v 1 t a b l y  be c l o u d e d  by the fact of 
the effective d i s f r a n c h i s e m e n t  of all northern 
Canadians.



Government Leader

M A Y  2 6  1997

The Honourable Robert Bourassa 
Premier of Quebec 
Quebec City, Quebec

Dear Premier Bourassa:

I am writing you to express some grave concerns that my 
government has regarding the Meech Lake agreement on 
constitutional change. I deeply sympathize with the desire 
of the people of Quebec to have their special Interests and 
uniqueness protected in the Canadian Constitution. The 
northern territories, too, are unique societies within 
Canada whose Interests should not be Ignored within the 
constitution. I am aware of your keen Interest 1n and 
knowledge of the North and your long struggle to have the 
distinct nature of your society recognized within the 
Canadian Confederation. You surely understand, therefore, 
why Northerners feel so strongly that they must be Involved 
1n any decision that will, affect our future constitutional 
development.

I would like to begin by offering my sincere congratulations 
to you and your colleagues on working out an agreement for a 
constitutional amendment that will see your province become, 
once again, a full participant In the federation.

It 1s clear that the main thrust of the Meech Lake agreement 
is to recognize the uniqueness of Quebec and to protect that 
uniqueness through requiring unanimity for constitutional 
amendments that might affect her rights. The Government of 
the NWT supports that principle and in fact can 
wholeheartedly endorse most of the provisions of the 
agreement. However, perhaps by an oversight the unanimity 
rule has been extended to the creation of new provinces as 
well as to matters that directly affect the distinct status 
of Quebec society.
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fhls provision would m a k e  1t even more d i f f i c u l t  for 
Canad i a n s  1n the NWT and Yukon to a c h i e v e  their legitimate 
long term aspirations -- to become full partners in 
C o n f e d e r a t i o n .  We could have lived with the two-third's 
r e q u i r e m e n t  but u n a n i m i t y  occurs so seldom In federations as 
c o m p l e x  as ours, that w e  fear this part of the accord will 
p r e c l u d e  provincehood for the NWT and Yukon forever. No 
o t h e r  province in Canada has had to face such difficulties. 
Albe r t a  and S askatchewan found it d i f f i c u l t  enough dealing 
w ith the federal g o v ernment a l o n e  when they achieved 
p r o v i n c e h o o d  in 1905.

As well, because the NWT 1s c o m p o s e d  of a m a j o r i t y  of 
aboriginal people and because a b o riginal people c omprise a 
solid m a j o r i t y  In our L e g i s l a t i v e  Assem b l y ,  there is a 
special sense of betrayal here with respect to this 
"historic accord." Where Canada's a b o r i g i n a l  people were 
flatly denied any such reco g n i t i o n  e x a c t l y  one month ago, 
the Prime Minister and the Premiers should not be surprised 
1f the Inult, Dene, and Metis of the NWT do not rejoice as 
much as other Canadians over the r e c o g n i t i o n  of Quebec as a 
"dis t i n c t  society with i n  Canada." The irony they see here 
Is that 1n the process o f  bringing one "distinct society" 
into the federation, the first m i n i s t e r s  of Canada may have 
p e r m a n e n t l y  barred other "distinct s o c i e t i e s "  from 
memb e r s h i p .

But there 1s a second irony here as well t hat is felt by 
N o rtherners. In view of the recent disc u s s i o n s  In Canada on 
s o v e r e i g n t y  In the Arct i c  and the s t rong position taken by 
the C anadian Government on that Issue It seems I n c o n sistent 
that the Meech Lake Agreement w o u l d  entre n c h  a status for 
North e r n  Canadians which 1s s o m e w h a t  less than that enjoyed 
by C a nadians living 1n t h e  Provinces. D i v ided s o v e r e i g n t y  
1s a feature of all federal s ystems. If Canada wishes to 
a f f i r m  that the Arctic 1s Indeed a part of Canada, nothing 
could strengthen that case more e m p h a t i c a l l y  than the fact 
of sover e i g n  provincial g overnments d e l i v e r i n g  their 
programs to northern peoples 1n the same way the original 
ten provinces do for their own residents.
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The April 30th Agre e m e n t  was nego t i a t e d  w i t h o u t  any 
repre s e n t a t i o n  of the NWT and Yukon. While the Prime 
J J " * ! "  5 techn i c a l l y "  the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of the people 
of the federal t e r r i t o r i e s  at such a c o n f e r e n c e ,  his first 
p riority quite p r o p e r l y  m u s t  be to bring a g e n u i n e l y  
njijy[onal p e r s pective to the d e l iberations. As such, the 
s pec 1 aT Interests of the NWT and Yukon are not given a fair

U  I s t h ^ o o s l t i n n  a i e 0f le9 1 t 1 «nate concern to them.
t î r l î t « ï î «  U 1 Ï f the 6overnnient of the NWT that the two 
ÎÍIîl* bf ^ P r e s e n t e d  at all future c o n s t i t u t i o n a l
conferences. The I n j u s t i c e  of totally e x c l u d i n g  C a n a d i a n s
nÛfĩî ? S àÎ 7 5 , 0 0 °) frora C o n s titutional talks that will 
d e termine the future of Canada must be obvious to everyone. 
Any a chievements 1n constitu t i o n a l  devel o p m e n t  that result 
from such confe r e n c e s  will Inevitably be c l o u d e d  by the fact 
o f  the effective d i s f r a n c h i s e m e n t  of all n o r t h e r n  Canadians.

W e  are asking for y o u r  support, and that of the Prime 
M i n i s t e r  and the o t h e r  Premiers 1n secur i n g  a p lace at the 
table In the upcom i n g  discussion of these matte r s .  If these

rnncI?fS f?re lead t0 fundamental changes to Canada's 
Constitution, It seems only just that all Canadians be 
represented equally In that process.

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader



Government Leader

MAY 2 1 1987

The Honourable Brian Peckford 
Premier of Newfoundland 
St. John's, Newfoundland

Dear Premier Peckford:

I am writing you to express some grave concerns that my 
government has regarding the Meech Lake agreement on 
constitutional change. As the Premier of the last province 
to enter the Canadian Confederation, you are aware of how 
difficult It Is for newcomers to be recognized and heard. I 
have always been Impressed by the forceful way In which you 
have brought the distinct voice of Newfoundland to the table 
In the Canadian political and constitutional forum. I am 
sure that you appreciate the need for smaller jurisdictions 
to be heard and listened to In these forums. You will 
understand, therefore, why Northerners feel so strongly that 
they must be Involved 1n any decision that will affect our 
future constitutional development.

I would like to begin by offering my sincere congratulations 
to you and your colleagues on working out an agreement for a 
constitutional amendment that will see the Province of 
Quebec become, once again, a full participant In the 
federation.

It 1s clear that the main thrust of the Meech Lake agreement 
1s to recognize the uniqueness of Quebec and to protect that 
uniqueness through requiring unanimity for constitutional 
amendments that might affect her rights. The Government of 
the NWT supports that principle and In fact can 
wholeheartedly endorse most of the provisions of the 
agreement. However, perhaps by an oversight the unanimity 
rule has been extended to the creation of new provinces as 
well as to matters that directly affect the distinct status 
of Quebec society.
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This provision would make 
C a n a d i a n s  In the NWT and 
l o n g  term aspirations -- 
C o n f e d e r a t i o n .  We could 
r e q u i r e m e n t  but unanimity 
c o m p l e x  as ours, that we 
p r e c l u d e  provlncehood for 
o t h e r  province In Canada 
A l b e r t a  and Saskatchewan 
w i t h  the federal governme 
p r o v l n c e h o o d  In 1905.

1t e v e n  m o r e  difficult for 
Yukon to a c h i e v e  their legitimate 
to b e c o m e  full partners In 
have l i v e d  with the two-third's 
o c c u r s  so s e l d o m  In federations as 

fear this part o f  the accord will 
the N W T  a n d  Yukon forever. No 

has h a d  to face such difficulties, 
found 1t d i f f i c u l t  enough dealing 
nt a l o n e  w h e n  they achieved

A s  well, because the NWT 1s c o m p o s e d  of a majority of 
a b o r i g i n a l  people and because a b o r i g i n a l  people comprise a 
s o l i d  majority 1n our L e g i s l a t i v e  A s s e m b l y ,  there 1s a 
s p e c i a l  sense of betrayal here w i t h  respect to this 
h i s t o r i c  accord." Where C a n a d a ’s a b o r i g i n a l  people were

Í I î t D \ denI ? d ,a ĩ?y such rec° 9 n 1 t 1 on e x a c t l y  one month age, 
t h e  Prime Minister and the P r e m i e r s  s h o u l d  not be surprised 
If the Inult, Dene, and Metis o f  the NWT do not rejoice as 
m u c h  as other Canadians over t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  of Quebec as a 

s°£lety within C a n a d a . "  T h e  irony they see here 
is that In the process of b r i n g i n g  o n e  "distinct society" 
I n t o  the federation, the first m i n i s t e r s  o f  Canada may have 
p e r m a n e n t l y  barred other " d i s t i n c t  s o c i e t i e s "  from 7 
m e m b e r s h i p .

B u t  there Is a second Irony here as well that 1s felt by 
N o r t h e r n e r s .  In view of the r e c e n t  disc u s s i o n s  1n Canada on 
s o v e r e i g n t y  In the Arctic and t h e  s t r o n g  position taken by

; ï ? * C î î adi an î°ye r nBî nt on that * s s u e  U  seems Inconsistent 
t n a t  the Neech Lake Agreement w o u l d  e n t r e n c h  a status for 
N o r t h e r n  Canadians which 1s s o m e w h a t  less than that enjoyed 
b y  Canadians living In the P r o v i n c e s .  Divided sovereignty 
l î f î  f e î î U re* ! f Î 11 federal s y s t e m s .  If Canada wishes to*
îlíi1ûw îhat î ïe Arí t1c 1s 1ndeed a P«rt of Canada, nothing 
c o u l d  strengthen that case more e m p h a t i c a l l y  than the fact 
o f  sovereign provincial g o v e r n m e n t s  d e l i v e r i n g  their 
p r o g r a m s  to northern peoples In the s a m e  w a y  the original 
t e n  provinces do for their own r e s i d e n t s .



The April 30th Agre e m e n t  w a s  n e g o t i a t e d  uith*nt

Of th, m  m /ÎÎUÍ:*'..,? “ tîî t r i .

ÏÏÇJLSÎSWSK^ ĩ B ^ S ^ v t í ?  Г
Ш :H ? síí?IÆT;“ w ú x j x v h

• C l 4 . „ . , „ t s  « , c o n s tU u ? îo ĩîĩ  de îe ĩo ím ên ĩ t h , t ' ! u ! ï t ‘

« а г З Г к
S î n î ĩ ? . î elíl!!e* í 0,r í î ur s u p p o r t » «nd that of the Prime 
t.í í îí Î 2 d the ° î her Pr« « * r *  1n secur i n g  a place ît the 
table In the u p c o m i n g  discussion of these m a t t e r * 0 * it thî.

s s á r Æ w æ s ^ ^ -
Yours S i n c e r e l y ,

w.„.nai Signed 6ÿ 
NICK Q. SIBBESTON

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader



Government Leader

MAY 1 1 1987

The Honourable John Buchanan 
Premier of Nova Scotia 
Halifax» Nova Scotia

Dear Premier Buchanan:

I am writing you to express some grave concerns that my 
government has regarding the Heech Lake agreement on 
constitutional change* The approach taken by your 
Government towards constitutional change has always struck 
me as being open and understanding of groups whose rights 
are not fully recognized In our Constitution. As a veteran 
participant In the Canadian political scene» I am sure you 
are aware of the distinctiveness of our developing northern 
society. You will understand, therefore, why Northerners 
feel so strongly that they must be Involved In any decision 
that will affect our future constitutional development.

I would like to begin by offering my sincere congratulations 
to you and your colleagues on working out an agreement for a 
constitutional amendment that will see the Province of 
Quebec become, once again, a full participant 1n the 
federation.

It Is clear that the main thrust of the Meech Lake agreement 
is to recognize the uniqueness of Quebec and to protect that 
uniqueness through requiring unanimity for constitutional 
amendments that might affect her rights. The Government of 
the NUT supports that principle and 1n fact can 
wholeheartedly endorse most of the provisions of the 
agreement. However, perhaps by an oversight the unanimity 
rule has been extended to the creation of new provinces as 
well as to matters that directly affect the distinct status 
of Quebec society.
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This provision w o u l d  m a k e  1t even m ore difficult for

i î ĩ î dJîûí ! ? « í he* ? HT and Yukon t0 achfeve their legit i m a t e  
long term aspirations -- to beco m e  full partners 1n
Confederation, We could h a v e  lived w ith the t w o - t h i r d ’s 
requirement but u n a n i m i t y  o c c u r s  so s e l d o m  In f e d erations as

î h a î ï e f e î r th1s part of the « c cord will 
p r e c l u d e  provlncehood for t h e  N W T  and Yukon forever. No
o t h e r  province In Canada has had to face such d i f f i c u l t i e s .
A b e r t a  and Saskatchewan f o u n d  It difficult enough d e a l i n g  
w i t h  the federal g o v e r n m e n t  a l o n e  when they achieved 
p rovlncehood In 1905.

As well, because the NUT 1s c o m p o s e d  o f  a m a j o r i t y  of 
aboriginal people and b e c a u s e  aboriginal people c o m p r i s e  a 
s o lid majority In our L e g i s l a t i v e  Assembly, there Is a 
special sense of betrayal h e r e  with respect to this 
M s t o r l c  accord." Where C a n a d a ' s  aboriginal people were 

S U C 5 r ® c ° 9 n 1 t i on exactly one month ago, 
ĩ e ? l n 1 *ter and the P r e f e r s  should not be s u r p r i s e d  

If the Inult, Dene, and M e t i s  of the NWT do not rejoice as 
Î Ï Î * ? 5 ?ther\  Canadians o v e r  the recognition of Quebec as a 
d i s t i n c t  society w i t h i n  C a n a d a . "  The Irony they see here 

is that In the process o f  b r i n g i n g  one "distinct s ociety"
Into the federation, the f i r s t  m i n i s t e r s  of Canada may have 
permanently barred o ther " d i s t i n c t  s o c i e t i e s ” from 
membership.

But there Is a second I r o n y  here as well that Is felt by

î ^ î î ĩ ĩ n e rS \  °í the recent ^ « e u s s i o n s  In Canada on
sovereignty In the Arct i c  and the strong position taken by

t h î t Cî h î dIan S°.ver n m ! nt on that 1ssue U  see,BS inco n s i s t e n t  that the Heech Lake A g r e e m e n t  w o u l d  e n t r e n c h  a status for
N o r t h e r n  Canadians which 1s s o m e w h a t  less than that enjoyed 
by Canadians living 1n t h e  Provinces. Divided s o v e r e i g n t y  
íĩf? feî í ure* î f î n  iederal systems. If Canada wishes to
î l « í ĩ \ ! hat ÎÏ* Ar ? t1c 1s 1 n d e e d  a part of Canada, nothing 
c o u l d  strengthen that case m o r e  e m p h a t i c a l l y  than the fact 
or sovereign provincial g o v e r n m e n t s  d e l i v e r i n g  their 
progr a m s  to northern peoples In the s a m e  way the original 
ten provinces do for t heir o w n  residents.
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The April 30th Agree m e n t  was n e g o t i a t e d  w i t h o u t  any 
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  of the NWT and Yukon. While the Prime 
? l n l!t e !r Is technically" the r e p r e s e n t e d v e  of the people 
o f t h e  federal territories at such a c o n f e r e n c e ,  his first 
p r i o r i t y  q u i t e  prope r l y  must be to bring a g e n u i n e l y  
netlonel. p e r s p e c t i v e  to the delibera t i o n s .  As such, the 
Ш с «1 Interests of the NWT and Yukon are not given a fair

î î a ĩ!n î h l nn ! î î î ? rS вГе of l e 9 U 1 m a t e  conc e r n  to them.
It is the posit i o n  of the Government of the NWT that the two
t erritories must be represented at all future constitu t i o n a l  
c o n f e r e n c e s .  The Injustice of t o t a l l y  e x c l u d i n g  Canadians 
(even as few as 75,000) from C o n stitutional talks that will 
d e t e r m i n e  t h e  future of Canada m ust be o b v i o u s  to everyone. 
Any a c h i e v e m e n t s  1n constitutional d e v e l o p m e n t  that result
I ĩ ° ? h í U C î / ° l ! Î e r e ĩ!îe ! * n i  1 " * Yltably be c l o u d e d  by the fact 
of the e f f e c t i v e  disfr a n c h i s e m e n t  of all n o r t h e r n  Canadians.

We are a s k i n g  for y o u r  support, and that of the Prime 
M i n i s t e r  and the other Premiers 1n s e c u r i n g  a place at the 
ÍÎ-I? 1n discussion of these m atters. If these
meet i n g s  are to lead to fundamental changes to Canada's

Î ü ü î l î ü î l ! 11' 1t, f e e ? s ° ï ly Just that i l l  berepresented equally In that process.

Yours Sincerely,

— M*riai Signed By 
NICK G. SIBBESTON

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader



Government leader

МАУ 2 11987

The H o n o u r a b l e  Joseph G h 1z 
Premier of Prince Edward Island 
C h a r l o t t e t o w n »  P.E.I.

Dear P r e m i e r  G h 1z :

I am w r i t i n g  you to express some grave c o n c e r n s  that my 
g o v e r n m e n t  has regarding the Neech Lake a g r e e m e n t  on 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  change. I know from our c o n v e r s a t i o n s  at 
previous m e e t i n g s  of First M i n i s t e r s  that you are 
s y m p a t h e t i c  to the a s p i rations of n o r t h erners. Like Prince 
Edward Island» the N orthwest T e r r i t o r i e s  has a small 
popul a t i o n  but we are no less d i s t i n c t i v e  and d e s e r v i n g  of 
r e c o g n i t i o n  than your own province. You will u n d e rstand» 
there f o r e »  why Northerners feel so s t r o n g l y  that they must 
be I n v o l v e d  in any decision that will affe c t  our future 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  development.

I would like to begin by o f f e r i n g  m y  sincere c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s  
to you and your colleagues on w o r k i n g  out an a g r e e m e n t  for a 
const i t u t i o n a l  amendment that will see the Province of 
Quebec become, once again, a full p a r t i c i p a n t  1n the 
federation.

It is c l e a r  that the main t h r u s t  of the M e ech Lake a g r e e m e n t  
Is to r e c o g n i z e  the uniqueness of Quebec and to protect that 
uniq u e n e s s  through requiring u n a n i m i t y  for c o n stitutional 
a m e n d m e n t s  that might affect her rights. The Gover n m e n t  of 
the NUT s upports that principle and 1n fact can 
w h o l e h e a r t e d l y  endorse most of the p r o visions of the 
agreement. However, perhaps by an o v e r s i g h t  the unanimity 
rule has been extended to the c reation of new p r ovinces as 
well as to matters that d i r e c t l y  affect the distinct status 
of Quebec society.
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Canadians'1й°!||«02ут Î Ĩ Í V î  ,v*" "ore fer
long tern ispií.tfî s ûí í î ' K r î V ĩ * ! ? ’'* th,,r

s á S S f f l S ^ - « a s  sBftj......
íb«ĩ!?li-.?e » eui? th* HMT “  c o m p o s e d  of a n a j o r l t »  of

: к м - а й й к :!.“,;г;L
S ^ S ï l B . S l Æ . ^ ! â ^ ^

But there Is a second f r ony here as well th*f i*

î S v « r ĩ f ĩ n ĩ y * i „ lt"i..,,Å;c?ĩctî î drîír«ttí 1sc““ '?nî ,n c,nt‘ ‘

ĩí.;«::*ír ***r?s«îs îiîĩîi&î''îî.î • ,,ct
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ĩht April 30th Agreement was n e g o t i a t e d  w i t h o u t  any 

í î ĩ ĩ î î î " 1 ? 11?? °! the HMT and M * * -  W h i l e  the P r U e  
ï f e t î î e ï . l : M  ei h n l « n r  th* r e P r e s e n t « t 1ve of the people 
Vrilritl“í í r ; 1 t e r r 1 t ? r1ej at such a confe r e n c e ,  his first 
p r i o r i t y  quite properly must be to b r ing a genuinely
L i o n e l  p e r s pective to the d e l i b e r a t i o n s .  As such, the 
H i l t T T ^ I n t e r e s t s  of the NNT and Yukon are not given a fair

of u g m u t .  c o n » ™  u  ti...
U r H t î ï î . î U î l  ï  0f th* eo,,rn*, "t of the MIT thot the two 
» n f .» « c ! !  ^ т г -6? ï* pr?**"ted åt 411 f t » "  eom tltutlonol
(oven «ï fîi^Fĸ'SnS^Í0* °i o * e » « d t « f  Conodlon*
leven as few as 75,000) from C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  talks that will
d e t e r m i n e  the future of Canada sust be obvious to everyone.

f X . e î ! í r ! S J te 1n c o n }t|tut1onal d e v e l o p m e n t  that result 
fron such conferences will Inevitably be clouded by the fact 
of the effec t i v e  d i s f r a n c h i s e m e n t  of all n orthern Canadians.

MÎnîtrî.î*líÍlĩef í î fJ î Ur í u p p ? r t * ? nd that of the Prime
Î 2 d the ° î her Pr«»l«rs 1n s e c u r i n g  a place at the 

table 1n the upcoming d i scussion of these matters. If these

C o n s t i t u t i o n  V î id t0 f“ nda" e n t a J c h a n g e s  to Canada's 
c o n s t i t u t i o n .  It seems o n l y  just that all Canadians be
r e p r e s e n t e d  equally In that process.

fours Sincerely,

Signed By 
NICK Û. 8IBBEST0N

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader



Government Leader

MAY 2 ) 1987

The H o n o u r a b l e  Richard Hatfield 
P r e mier of New Brunswick 
Fred r l c t o n ,  N.B.

Dear Premier Hatfield:

I am w r i t i n g  you to express some grave conce r n s  that my 
g o v e r n m e n t  has regarding the Meech Lake a g r e e m e n t  on 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  change. Your long-time s u p p o r t  of northern 
a s p i r a t i o n s  Is recognized and much a p p r e c i a t e d  by the peopl 
of the N o r t h w e s t  Territories. As you know, we have been 
w o r k i n g  hard to develop r e s p o n s i b l e  g o v e r n m e n t  that will 
e n c o m p a s s  the m a n y  diverse cultures and l anguages of our 
T e r r i t o r y  and will create a truly u n ique s o c i e t y  within 
Canada. You will understand, t h e r e f o r e ,  why Northerners 
feel so s t r o n g l y  that they must be I n v o l v e d  In any decision 
that will a f f e c t  our future const i t u t i o n a l  development.

e

I w o u l d  like to begin by o f f e r i n g  my s i n c e r e  c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s  
to you and y o u r  colleagues on w o r k i n g  o u t  an agre e m e n t  for a 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a m endment that will see the Province of 
Quebec become, once again, a full p a r t i c i p a n t  In the 
federation.

It Is c l ear that the main t h r u s t  of the Meech Lake agreement 
is to reco g n i z e  the uniqu e n e s s  of Quebec and to protect that 
u n i q u e n e s s  t h r o u g h  requi r i n g  u n a n i m i t y  for constitutional 
a m e n d m e n t s  that might affect her rights. The Government of 
* J e ИНТ s upports that principle and 1n fact can 
w h o l e h e a r t e d l y  endorse most of the p r o v i s i o n s  of the 
agree m e n t .  However, perhaps by an o v e r s i g h t  the unan i m i t y  
rule has been exten d e d  to the creation o f  new provinces as
w î'l a ? t0 n a t t e r s  t h a * direc t l y  affect the disti n c t  status 
o f  Quebec society.
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This provision w o uld make It e v e n  more difficult for 

i Ü ü î d* î nS ln íhe "WT and Y u k o n  t0 achi e v e  their legitimate 
r « n ? « î eri\ î sp raí ons t0 b e c o m e  full partners In 
r î î í î í f l î î l 0 !!** He c ? u l d have 1 1 ved * ith the two-third's 
Г « 2 п  I e m ! nt but u n ; n1n1ty o c c u r s  so s e l d o m  In federations as 
c o m p l e x  as ours, that we f ear this part of the accord will
! í û í l U í e p rov1ni e h ; od for the N W T  and Yukon forever. Ho 
î î ĸ î  * p P O V ln í a i n C a n * d * h *s h a d  to face such difficulties.

rba a 5d Sasketchewan f o u n d  It d i f f i c u l t  enough d e a l i n g  
w i t h  the federal gove r n m e n t  a l o n e  when they achieved 
provl n c e h o o d  In 1905.

As well, because the NWT Is c o m p o s e d  of a majority of 
a b o riginal people and b e c a u s e  a b o r i g i n a l  people comprise a 
s o l i d  ..Jorlty In our L e g i s l a t i v e  AĨse . b l J .  there Is a 
î ? f c ! a iSense of betraya1 h e r e  w i t h  respect to this 
, ? ï r c accord." Where C a n a d a ' s  aboriginal people were
I ĸ ĩ t oy 4dení î d iaĩy such r e c o g n 1 t 1 o n  e x a ctly one month ago,

ï niater and the d e r n i e r s  should not be s u r p r i s e d  
?e n e * and H e t 1 s  ® f the NWT do not rejoice as 

m uch as other Canadians o v e r  t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  of Quebec as a
i V ĩ l l ĩ Ct< Sî í iety w1th1n C a n a d a . "  Thi Irony the? see hJĩe 
î í * î h îî îhe Jfo c e s s L °f b r i n g i n g  one "distinct society"
Into the federation, the f i r s t  m i n i s t e r s  o f  Canada m a y  have 
p e r m a n e n t l y  barred o ther " d i s t i n c t  socie t i e s "  from 
m e m b ership.

S ï î * î hepe 1s * second Irony h e r e  as well that Is felt by 
Northerners. In view of the r e c e n t  discussions In Canada on 
s o v e r e i g n t y  In the Arctic and t h e  s t r o n g  position taken by

î h ? t C î h 2 diîI!^ĸ0 .ver n,,,S l,t on t hat 1ssue 1t seeils ^ c o n s i s t e n t  
íîîîi.îhe J!eecb Li,le A g r e e m e n t  w o u l d  e ntrench a status for 
North e r n  Canadians which 1s s o m e w h a t  less than that e n j o y e d  
by Canadians living In the P r o v i n c e s .  Divided sovereignty

i f f î r l ' t h ï ï ' t î l  î n v í * dî r*] íy s î e " $ - If “ H U  ĩ ĩ ! k S lt ĩ 'a f f i r m  that the Arctic Is I n d e e d  a part of Canada, nothlna 
c o u l d  strengthen that case m o r e  e m p h a t i c a l l y  than the fact 
of sovereign provincial g o v e r n m e n t s  deliv e r i n g  their
♦ I î e r a e S 4 t0 no£ th® rn Peoples 1n the same w a y  the original 
ten provinces do for their own resid e n t s .  8
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The April 30th A g r e e m e n t  was n e g o t i a t e d  w i t h o u t  anv 
r e p r . s e n t . t l o n  of the NUT eed vSko n !  Shi e the P r í „  

Ï J " ! î î * ï  1* ' î « h n , í a l , * ‘ the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 1 "* the people
S h Í Î M ' S S Ĩ Î 1 t e r r U J r 1 «  “  such a c o n f e r e n c e ,  hfs first 
p r i o r i t y  q uite prop e r l y  must be to b ring a g e n u i n e l y
national persp e c t l v e  to the d e l i b e r a t i o n s *  As such the

Interests of the NMT and Y ukon are not given a fair

ĩ t 1 s ? h e no!îît?IĨ " V î t  a£e 0f l e fltt1lBate c o n c e r n  to them. 
♦ L r î t î î î d h ï  U 1 ! of the eove™ m e n t  of the N U T  that the twc 
t e r r i t o r i e s  Bust be represented at all futu r e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
c o n f e r e n c e s ,  the Injustice of t o t a l l y  e x c l u d i n g  C a nadians

i î î î ; . î : / î ï . * î  7 5 ’0 0 0 > Ï 01 C » » s t 1 t u t 1 o n a 1  talks t h “  S ? ’ l 
d e t e r m i n e  the future of Canada m u s t  be o b v i o u s  to every o n e
Î ! L \ C , î V e B e ĩ tS 1n c o n s t 1tut1onal d e v e l o p m e n t  that result* 
from s u c h  conferences will I n e v i t a b l y  be c l o u d e d  by the fact 
of the e f fective disfr a n c h i s e m e n t  o f  all n o r t h e r n  Canadians.

2 ? n î r î a S .U !» ! "  i ? ur s u PP°r t * that of the Prime
4 ? r î ï d the ° î her Preeieps In s e c u r i n g  a p l a c e  at the 

■ î e t î n l î  ÎÏÎ « Pcomlng discussion o f  t h ese m a t t e r s .  If these 
pÛîîíĩ?.í*îre ea<* t0 fundamental c h a n g e s  to Canada's 
C o n s t i t u t i o n »  It seems only Just that all C a n a d i a n s  be 
r e p r e s e n t e d  e q u a l l y  In that process.

Yours S i n c e r e l y ,

-..„.liai Signed Bÿ 
NICK Q. SIBBESTON

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader



Government Leader

MAY 2 11987

The Honourable David Peterson 
Premier of Ontario 
Toronto, Ontario

Dear Premier Peterson:

I am w r i ting you to express some grave concerns that 
m ÎÎĨÎ Ĩ Î Ĩ Î  h , î p* 9« r d 1 ng the H e e c h  Lake a g r l e n l n t  ÎÎ У

F l M t ’i l i 1 ltn?w fron our c o n v e r s a t i o n s  at the 
t h e  N o r t h  h e t i l i f  Conference last N o v e m b e r  In V a n c o u v e r  that 
i n tereefb í olds c o n s i ?erable I n t e r e s t  for you. This 
d ĩ îtĩîĩîí 1 *" s u ĩ e * d e l u d e s  an a w a r e n e s s  of the 
w i l l ^ u n d e r s t a n d  ° f . 0 U P , devel 0 p l n 9  n o r t h e r n  society. You

S S r i l ' S
Г Л 1 Г Л 1 Г '  ° " ce * ^ ’ ” p»rte ict îpe. nPtr 0 ,VJ ,,̂ e 0f

w h o l e h e a r t e d ? " ^  P  p " .с ^ а п 6 0 ' ^ " " 6 "4 ° f 
w h o l e h e a r t e d l y  endorse most of the provisions of the
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This provision would make it e v e n  more difficult fnr 
Canadians In the NUT and Yukon to a ? h U , e  thj"r l l j u i - . t .

i í F v " ^
î r hí, í ;.ddeîís,kíL c h e * ín f? u n ? (t « i c c ĩ c . n ' . . í í í í ' x i î
proïlîcîhoJd fi! liSs!'""*"* *,0n* when •««•»•<
Î î « î î i ! : . f * c * “ sî the W  ,s « « p o s e d  o f  a m a j o r i t y  o f  
î î î i í 5 *"*1 ffo p !e an<l b e c o o s e  a b o r i g i n a l  people c o m p r i s e  a 
i î ] ? í . î * J e r U y  ,n our L e g i s l a t i v e  A s s e m b l J ?  there “ s a 
i K î í , , .M n , e  of ‘’' ‘ '■•J'»1 A e r e  w i t h  respect to this 
f î à t î î rdei>îÜ50 r i ‘ ‘ M î ere C a n a d a '5 aboriginal people were 
thî P?1 m  íîí.îĩy S u c 5 « c o g n i t i o n  e x a c t l y  one month a g i ?

« cr,i?;*2!?hn ?n°cv,e „ra Í Î ? . r , í S 2 n î í i no; î L T î ĩ l W ^  

;:î».íêa,5̂ r̂åi?nh?ff?í:tn9:?nsis%\%;disftí:s,td:oí:;tí;v.K3î:::î;ĩ ot,,er ,d,st,"ct s o c i e t i e s -  froi y v* 
»?* « " •  1s * second i rony here as well that is felt bv

n v S i ' i w "'‘^tah*dr̂ «ns‘««s"í:?tnî.:"tíi;,";dSyon
NHaththe ”e*ch°Lake",ASieementaiouldU|ntiench"2 statîs^fornt 

r * ^
í f f î r í  î h . T . Î Í  ! "  ‘ d? r a ! s y s t e m s ,  if Canada Î Î Í h J s ’î o ^
«.:î:Mî:î.îi2.Aîĸ;e«*s.,̂ -.w2ĩî.:í,£eĩ:í:%ĸ»VfProvincial gov̂ îriîíĩîi’i, *î:.î * '*Ct
ĩ l ĩ K * * \ t0 n o |[thern peop l e s  1n the same way the orioinai 
ten provinces do for their own r e sidents. ° rf9<naî
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A 9r«ement was n e g o t i a t e d  w i t h o u t  any 
M « s r ? i e n t ? t12 n of the NWT and Y u k on, W hile the P r H e

• technically- the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of the"people 
Л Л Ьи Ш *гА } territories at such a c o n f e r e n c e ,  his first 
p r i o r i t y  q u ite properly must be to b r i n g  a genui n e l y  
R a t i o n a l  perspective to the d e l i b e r a t i o n s *  As such the 
* £ в с Т Г Г ^ 1  nterests of the NWT and Yukon are not alven a fair
Î î * n " t h í n i>«jîîlĩ “ Í'íí *ĩ' 01 concern to thei.
í.rrîfí!!î*?0 S < t !0ĩ of the ®ove r n w e n t  of the NWT that the twc 
t e r r i t o r i e s  m u s t  be represented at all future constitu t i o n * !

(î;í:p:îefi;^ĩîî«,sisîtíc# °; tot?n> «*ï ï ïiS; с«1з*«:в|
J5 »0 0 0 ] from C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  talks that will 

d e t e r m i n e  the future of Canada m u s t  be obvious to evervone 
A n y  a c h i e v e m e n t s  In constitutional d e v e l o p m e n t  that r a s i n ’ 

l ? ^ " f S , « » "  I n e v i t a b l y  be c ĩ Í u d e d b í  tîï fîct 
o the e f f e c t i v e  d i s f r anchisement of all nort h e r n  C a n adians!

Jlîaî.rt . ; * i l ĩ ,. í ,r ! ĩ ur s“’4,ort‘ * " d that of the Prime 
t a h l e î ĩ  îhi ÍÎ «Jher premiers 1n a place at the
table in the upcoming discussion of t h ese matters if thaem

C o n s t i t u t i o n  V . “ d t0 ,r dl’ i n t 4 ' c ^ e i t C . i a d V
s i ?  $ 1 , ? «  ^  c a d i . . .  ».

Yours Sincerely,

-. „•nai Signed By 
NICK Q. 8IBBESTON

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader



MAY 2 ] 1907

The Honourable Howard Pawley 
Premier of Manitoba 
Winnipeg, M a n i t o b a

Dear Premier Pawley:

I am w r i t i n g  you to express some grave concerns that my 
T ? ? 6 !?? h a ? r®9*r d 1 n g  the M eech Lake agreement on 

c o n stitutional change. The a p p r o a c h  taken by your 
Government towards c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  c h ange has always struck 
me as being open and u n d e r s t a n d i n g  of groups whose rights 
î r î " ® î  fully ^ c o g n i z e d  In our C o n s t i tution. I know that, 
through y o u r  close c ontacts with Mr. Penlkett In the Yukon 
Territory, you are aware of the d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s  of our 
developing n orthern s o c i e t i e s .  You will understand, 
therefore, w h y  N o r t herners feel so s t r o n g l y  that they must 
be Involved In any decis i o n  that will effect our future 
constitutional development.

I would like to begin by o f f e r i n g  my sincere c ongratulations
c o n s t ? t J î ? n í î î r c o l J e a 9J(es on w o r k i n g  out an agreement for a 
constitutional amendment that will see the Province of 
Quebec become, once again, a full p a r t i c i p a n t  In the 
federation.

It Is clear that the main thrust of the Meech Lake agreement 
Is to recognize the uniqueness of Quebec and to protect that 
uniqueness through requiring unanimity for constitutional 
amendments that might affect her rights. The GovernmeS? of 
îĩe.NíT supports that principle and 1n fact can 
wholeheartedly endorse most of the provisions of the

î e ĸ S ? t ĸ « ^ H°W e î e r i P erhaps ЬУ an over s i g h t  the u n animity 
líûii J as been extended to the c r e a t i o n  of new provinces as

of Quèbeî0s ï ? t e t i !  “  d , r e c t l y  * ffect the « ' s t i n c t  s t . t u s
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This provision w o u l d  make 1t even more d i f f l m i t  fn « 
? • * * « * • •  '• « •  NWT and Yukon Ü  a c h l e í e  t h e t r S e å ĩ t l m a t e  
„°:?. f : n t; i p , r i î ,ons *• become full p a î î n e í s  în9 

Confe d e r a t i o n .  We could have lived with the two-third's

c f t 2 ! M ement bUt u n J n 1 m i t y occurs so s e l d o m  In federations as 
c o m p  ex as ours, that we fear this part of the accoîd wîîi 
p r e c l u d e  p r o v l n c e h o o d  for the NWT and Y ukon forever. No 1 
a i h f r P rovj n £ e Canada has had to face such difficulties

w î t h rt h e a ? e d e î í f a t c h e w a n  found U  d f f f 1 c u l t  enou g h  dealing" 

p r î î m c e h o o d  ĨS l Í S 5 ? rnn,ent a l ° ne Wh6n t h e y  ach1eved

î h n ! ? 1]* ?e c a u s ? the Is c o m p o s e d  of a m a j o r i t y  of
î î î ĩ l 9] ? ? 1 ? f o p !e and b e c aose abor i g i n a l  p e o p l e  comprise a 
solid m ajority in our Legislative A s s e m b l y ,  there is a
* и * | а <sense of betrayal here with r e s p e c t  to this

f Î I t î ĩ rÍ Í . Î S S 0 P d -' M í ere C a n a d a 's a b o r l g l n a l ° p e o p l e  were
H f tiy íí f nÍ ? d a ?y s u c î recognition e x a c t l y  one month ago
if% ь 1 1 Т п , н ! п 1 п 4еГ and 1|!е Premiers s h o u l d  not be surprised 
if the Inult, Dene, and Metis of the NWT do not relaie»
ïüï as other Canadians over the r e c o g n i t i o n  of Quebec as a

« : v s
- y h>ve

ïîîî*îîere 1s a fs econd Irony here as well t h a t  Is felt bv

"h * * “ c ^ % tî * d r? S r * t ? ^ g û p o s ? ? î e n nt a ĩ Å y ° n

a : ĩ * s ĸ -í s ^ r ĸ ĩ T s s î . s . ĸ * ^ i î s ,,: . í ĩ . ĸ r :  г е т г й г *
b y rC a n a d l a î ĩ a iîa ĩ S W ? 1CÎ J S soraewhat less t h a n  that enjoyed 
by Canadians living In the Provinces. D i v i d e d  sovereign**/

í f f ĩ r í ' t î ĩ t ' t : !  i n » î e d f r*! y * » . . . .  I? c . n .dd. sŒ 9t"0tya f f i r m  that the Arctic 1$ Indeed a part of Canada .A t h 4.. 
could strengthen that case more e m p h a t i c a l l y  t h a n ’the fact 
of sovereign provincial governments d e l i v e r i n g  their 
program* to northern people* 1» the " m e  н е у  the oriofnal 
ten provinces do for their own residents. 9

• §. / 3
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The April 30th Agreement was n e g o t i a t e d  without any 
repr e s e n t a t i o n  of the NWT and Yukon. While the Prime 
M i n i s t e r  Is "technically" the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of the p e ople 
of the federal territories at such a conference, his first 
prior i t y  quite properly must be to bring a genuinely 
national perspective to the d e l i b e r a t i o n s .  As such, the 
M e c l a l  Interests of the NWT and Yukon are not given a f air 
пеаУГпд In matters which are of l e g i t i m a t e  concern to them. 
It is the position of the G o v e r n m e n t  of the NWT that the two 
territories must be r e p r e s e n t e d  at all future const i t u t i o n a l  
conferences. The I njustice of t o t a l l y  e xcluding C anadians 
(even as few as 75,000) from C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  talks that will 
d e termine the future of Canada m u s t  be obvious to every o n e .  
Any a chievements In c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  d e v e l o p m e n t  that result 
from such conferences will I n e v i t a b l y  be clouded by the fact 
of the effective d i s f r a n c h i s e m e n t  of all northern C a n adians.

We are a s king for y our support, and that of the Prime 
M i n i s t e r  and the other Premiers In s e c u r i n g  a place at the 
table In the upcoming d i s c u s s i o n  of these matters. If these 
meetings are to lead to f undamental changes to Canada's 
constitution, 1t seems o nly Just that all Canadians be 
represented equally In that process. ----

Yours Sincerely,

signed вў 
NICK G. SIBBESTON

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader



Government Leader

MAY 2 1J987

The Honourable Grant Devine 
Premier of S a s k a t c h e w a n  
Regina, S a s k a tchewan

Dear Premier Devine:

I am writing you to express some grave concerns that my 
government has r e g a r d i n g  the M e ech Lake agree m e n t  on 
constitutional change. As leader of a province w hose peop l e  
had to fight for resp o n s i b l e  g o v e r n m e n t  and a place in the 
Canadian federation, you will u n d e r s t a n d  why Northerners 
lu * stro n g l y  that they must be Invo l v e d  In any d e c i s i o n  
that will affect our future cons t i t u t i o n a l  development.

I w ould like to begin by offer i n g  my sincere c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s  
to you and your c o l leagues on w o r k i n g  out an agre e m e n t  for a 
constitutional a m e n d m e n t  that will see the Province of 
Quebec become, once again, a full parti c i p a n t  1n the 
federation.

It Is clear that the main thrust of the Meech Lake a g r e e m e n t  
Is to recognize the uniqueness of Quebec and to protect that 
uniqueness through r e quiring u n a n i m i t y  for constitutional 
a m e ndments that might affect her rights. The G o v ernment of 
the NMT supports that principle and 1n fact can 
w h o l e h e a r t e d l y  endo r s e  most of the provisions of the 
agreement. However, perhaps by an o v e r s i g h t  the u n a n i m i t y  
rule has been e x t e n d e d  to the c reation of new provinces as

îf Q i i î b.î°s«îîtí? d 1 r e c t 1 * ‘ h« <H*t1nct s t . t u s
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T his provision would make It even m o r e  d i f f i c u l t  for 
C a n a d i a n s  In the NWT and Yukon to a c h i e v e  their legitimate 
l o n g  term aspirations -- to b e c o m e  full p artners In 
C o n f e d e r a t i o n .  We could have l i ved with the two-third's 
r e q u i r e m e n t  but unanimity occurs so s e l d o m  In federations as 
c o m p l e x  as ours, that we fear this part of the accord will 
p r e c l u d e  provlncehood for the NWT and Yukon forever. No 
o t h e r  province In Canada has had t o  face such difficulties. 
A l b e r t a  and Saskatchewan found It d i f f i c u l t  enough dealing 
w i t h  the federal government a l o n e  w h e n  they achieved 
p r o v l n c e h o o d  In 1905.

A s  w ell, because the NWT Is c o m p o s e d  o f  a m a j o r i t y  of 
a b o r i g i n a l  people and because a b o r i g i n a l  people comprise a 
s o l i d  majority 1n our Legi s l a t i v e  A s s e m b l y ,  there Is a 
s p e c i a l  sense of betrayal here w i t h  respect to this 
" h i s t o r i c  accord." Where C a n a d a ' s  aboriginal people were 
f l a t l y  denied any such r e c o g n i t i o n  e x a c t l y  one month ago, 
t h e  Prime Minister and the P r e m i e r s  s h o u l d  not be surprised 
If the Inult, Dene, and Metis of t h e  NWT do not rejoice as 
m u c h  as other Canadians over the r e c o g n i t i o n  of Quebec as a 
d i s t i n c t  society within Canad a . "  The Irony they see here 

Is that In the process of b r i n g i n g  one "distinct society" 
I n t o  the federation, the first m i n i s t e r s  o f  Canada may have 
p e r m a n e n t l y  barred other "dist i n c t  s o c i e t i e s "  from 
m e m b e r s h i p .

B u t  there Is a second Irony here as well that Is felt by 
N o r t h e r n e r s .  In view of the r e c e n t  discu s s i o n s  in Canada on 
s o v e r e i g n t y  In the Arctic and the s t r o n g  position taken by 
ÎÏ * î ĩ adi an Government on that I s s u e  1t seems Inconsistent 
t n a t  the Neech Lake Agreement w o u l d  e n t r e n c h  a status for 
N o r t h e r n  Canadians which 1s s o m e w h a t  less than that enjoyed 
by Canadians living In the P r o v i n c e s .  Divided sovereignty 
4  » feature of all federal s y s t e m s .  If Canada wishes to 
a f f i r m  that the Arctic Is indeed a p a r t  of Canada, nothing 
c o u l d  strengthen that case m o r e  e m p h a t i c a l l y  than the fact 
o f  sovereign provincial g o v e r n m e n t s  d e l i v e r i n g  their 
p r o g r a m s  to northern peoples in the same w a y  the original 
t e n  provinces do for their own resid e n t s .

. •. / 3
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The April 30th A g r e e m e n t  was negot i a t e d  w i t h o u t  any 
representation o f  the NWT and Yukon. While the P rime 
* 1 * t e c h n i c a l l y "  the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of the p e o p l e

of the federal t e r r i t o r i e s  at such a c o n f erence, his first 
priority q u i t e  p r o p e r l y  must be to bring a g e n u i n e l y  
national p e r s p e c t i v e  to the deliberations. As such, the 
special I n t e r e s t s  of the HWT and Yukon are not g i v e n  a fair 
S p r i n g  In m a t t e r s  w h i c h  are of legitimate c o n c e r n  to them. 
It is the p o s i t i o n  of the Government of the HWT that the two 
territories m u s t  be represented at all future c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
conferences. The Inju s t i c e  of t o t a l l y  e x c l u d i n g  C a n a d i a n s  
(even as few as 75,000) from Constitutional talks that will 
determine the f u t u r e  of Canada m ust be obvious to e v e r y o n e .  
Any a c h i e v e m e n t s  In constitutional deve l o p m e n t  that result 
from such c o n f e r e n c e s  will I n e vitably be c l o u d e d  by the fact 
of the e f f e c t i v e  d i s f r a n c h i s e m e n t  of all n o r t h e r n  Canadians.

We are a s k i n g  for y o u r  support, and that of the Prime 
Minister a n d  the o t h e r  Premiers In s ecuring a p l a c e  at the 
table 1n the u p c o m i n g  discussion of these matte r s .  If these 
meetings a r e  to lead to fundamental changes to C a n a d a ' s  
Constitution, It seems .only Just that all C a n a d i a n s  be 
represented e q u a l l y  In that process.

Yours S i n c e r e l y ,

øidai signed 0y 
NICKG. SIBBESTON

Nick Slbbeston
Government Leader
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Government Leader

M W î i e »

The H o n o u r a b l e  Bill V e n d e r  Zaire 
Premier o f  British C o l u m b i a  
Victoria» B.C.

Dear Premier Vender Zaire:

I am w r i t i n g  to you to express some grave concerns that my 
government has r e g a r d i n g  the Meech Lake a g r e e m e n t  on 
constitutional change. Having seen our p a v i l i o n  at Expo 
B6, you are aware. I am sure, of the d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s  of our 

d e v e l o p i n g  n orthern s o c i e t y .  You will u n d e r s t a n d ,  
therefore, why N o r t h e r n e r s  feel so stron g l y  that they m u s t  
be Involved In any d e c i s i o n  that will affect our future 
constitutional devel o p m e n t .

I would like to begin by o f f e r i n g  my sincere c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s  
to you and y o u r  c o l l e a g u e s  on w o r k i n g  out an a g r e e m e n t  f o r  a 
constitutional a m e n d m e n t  that will s m  the Proîĩîĩî Jf 
Quebec become, once a g a i n ,  a full p articipant In the 
reoeration.

It 1$ c l . t r  that the . a I n  thru.t of the H e ech Lake agreeaient 
'*,*• r , c e í ? í le u n i q u e n e s s  o f  Quebec and to p r o t e c t  that 
uniqueness through r e q u i r i n g  u n a n l u l t y  for c o n s t i t u t i o n a l

t h e n« S T nîl!.îîĩî.llÍ ! k î * f í * C î î * r rÍ S h t í - Tl>* 6 o » e r n . . n t  o f  the NMT supports that p r inciple and In fact can
w h o l e h e a r t e d l y  e n d o r s e  most of the provisions of the

î î ĩ î 8?!!!^ Ho* e! e r i P ® r h a p * b* an o v e r s i g h t  the u n a n i m i t y  
rule has been e x t e n d e d  to the creat i o n  of new p r o v i n c e s  as

ï f  Quîbeîe s " î e t "  í,rectlj' * " « t  the disti n c t  s t a t u s
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Ĩ make it « y e n  mors diff i c u l t  ?ПР

? . " * : ?  v  ? « Я ш . . » .

rêqú?rĩnent°bút ïî.SÎI!ltyh**' H,ed «'‘ «̂"tM-thlrd1* complex as ours, that и в % в а г и * 1н ^ 0 п * е^ 0 ! *! federatíons as preclude provincehood fî/the HWT and̂ukín̂î aCCOrd

îí "î’î* th« HUT Is coaposed of a aalorlt. «aaboriginal people and h e c « u < *  , ■ • J O P i t y  of

ĩhê Jriíî'íîíiîSr'îíî rss°in,tí°" •*•«*'* «»« «SSth 4 1 .
i t  tbo I n u i t ,  Dene, a n d S l a t l t ' ï f ' t h . ' î î ï ' l  " ° *  b*  * u rP*‘ <*e«í

ĸ ĸ î î s î i ; b,rr,d o t h,r • - ‘ * t . „ e t ,,‘îc, ĩ í t î : . s i ?;.i: * * '  h , v *

Rhĸĩ“í;^: î̂П^~iĩЛ:::ry",ïîг;•iîЧ•i■̂  ̂ *■
Northern Canadians which Is souewhat leŝth*!! îîeîu* íor
s ira? “ У ® 1
•f sovereign provincial governoents deliver?». îî.îî f,ct
t.r i!spp,r.“ iîco. ; #;ot,,?;p й : и ,: « ,4 5 ? -: : к . * в' t h *
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» " * s î  « Í - .

^ w J 5 1 S í r a 3 s ,nũ
î ø H ĩ ^ i S ĩ ^ s n r ^  h V î ^ î ^ î T 10* * -  * * i ï c i î  t h *
rfïr'ing In e m e î s  i h l î h  ? Ï I  i î di l ü î î ?  T *  " ot * ' * • "  * f,1r 

dtt.r.tn* the futur* of cïSïdî*2îîttïî,!îeî “’ï* th,t
: ж î“:“r :! s

...
N . . . . . .  1 :: ĩ o ,î*íî,. j ,f í ; î î i ! ! . î í . 1 * . . . . . . . .  I . .....

C o u . t t t u t l o n ,  î t  . î * . i  o í ĩ i  î ĩ î ĩ  î h . í  î î î * î  *• Ç.nad.-s represented equelly 1 „ «et p“«sîî — c*"*4,i"‘ »•
Yours Sincerely,

— signed вў NICK û. SIBBESTON
Nick Slbbeston Government Lender



Government Leader

M A Y  2  1 1 9 8 7

The Honourable Don Getty 
Premier o f  Alberta 
Edmonton, Alberta

Dear Premier Getty:

I am writing y o u  to e x p ress some grave concerns that my 
g o v e r n m e n t  has r e g a r d i n g  the M eech Lake a g r e e m e n t  on 
c o n stitutional change. Alberta has had close ties with the 
Nort h w e s t  Territories over the years. Having had an 
o p p o r t u n i t y  to meet with y o u  several times to d i s c u s s  o u r  
mutual I n t e r e s t s ,  I k now that you are aware of the 
d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s  of our developing n orthern society.
You will under s t a n d ,  therefore, w h y  North e r n e r s  feel so 
strongly that t h e y  m u s t  be Involved In any decision that 
will affect our future constitutional development.

I w ould like to begin by offering my sincere c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s  
to y o u  and your colleagues on w o r k i n g  out an a g r e e m e n t  for a 
constitutional a m e n d m e n t  that will see the Province of 
Quebec become, once again, a full part i c i p a n t  1n the 
federation.

It Is clear that the main thrust of the Meech Lake a g r e e m e n t  
is to recognize the uniqueness of Quebec and to protect that 
u n i queness through requi r i n g  u n a n i m i t y  for c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
a m e ndments that might affect her rights. The G o v e r n m e n t  of 
the NUT s upports that principle and In fact can 
w h o l e h e a r t e d l y  e n d o r s e  most of the p r o visions o f  the 
agreement. However, perhaps by an o v e r s i g h t  the u n a n i m i t y  
rule has been e x t e n d e d  to the c reation of new provinces as 
well as to matters that directly affe c t  the distinct status 
of Quebec society.
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This provision would make It e v e n  m o r e  difficult for 
C a n a d i a n s  in the NWT and Y u k o n  to a c h i e v e  their legitimate 
long term aspirations -- to b e c o m e  full partners In 
Confederation. He could have l i v e d  w ith the two-third's 
requirement but unani m i t y  o c c u r s  so s e l d o m  In federations as 
c o m p l e x  as ours, that we f ear this part of the accord will 
p r e c l u d e  provlncehood for the NHT and Yukon forever. No 
o t h e r  province In Canada has h a d  to face such difficulties. 
A l b e r t a  and Saskatchewan f o u n d  It d i f f i c u l t  enough dealing 
w i t h  the federal gover n m e n t  a l o n e  w h e n  they achieved 
p r o v l ncehood In 1905.

As well, because the NWT 1s c o m p o s e d  of a majority of 
aboriginal people and b e c a u s e  a b o r i g i n a l  people comprise a 
solid majority In our L e g i s l a t i v e  A s s e m b l y ,  there Is a 
special sense of betrayal h e r e  w i t h  respect to this 
" historic accord." Where C a n a d a ' s  aboriginal people were 
flat l y  denied any such r e c o g n i t i o n  e x a c t l y  one month ago, 
the Prime Minister and the P r e m i e r s  shou l d  not be surp r i s e d  
If the I n u l t , Dene, and M etis of the NWT do not rejoice as 
much as other Canadians o v e r  t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  of Quebec as a 
"dis t i n c t  society within C a n a d a . "  The Irony they see here 
Is that in the process o f  b r i n g i n g  one "distinct society"
Into the federation, the f i r s t  m i n i s t e r s  of Canada may have 
perma n e n t l y  barred other " d i s t i n c t  s o c i e t i e s "  from 
membership.

But there 1s a second I r ony h e r e  as well that Is felt by 
Northerners. In view of the r e c e n t  discussions In Canada o n  
sove r e i g n t y  In the Arctic and the s t r o n g  position taken by 
the Canadian Government on t h a t  I s s u e  It seems Inconsistent 
that the Meech Lake A g r e e m e n t  w o u l d  e n t r e n c h  a status for 
N o r t h e r n  Canadians which Is s o m e w h a t  less than that enjoyed 
by Canadians living 1n the P r o v i n c e s .  Divided sovereignty 
' * }  feature of all federal s y s t e m s .  If Canada wishes to 
a f f i r m  that the Arctic 1$ I n d e e d  a part of Canada, nothing 
c ould strengthen that case m o r e  e m p h a t i c a l l y  than the fact 
of sovereign provincial g o v e r n m e n t s  d e l i v e r i n g  their 
p r o g r a m s  to northern peoples I n  the sane way the original 
ten provinces do for their own resid e n t s .
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The April 30th Agreement was negotiated w i t h o u t  any 
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  of the NWT and Yukon. W h i l e  the Prime 
m i n i s t e r  Is " t echnically" the r e p r e s e n t e d v e  of the people 
0 * federal territories at such a c o n f e r e n c e »  his first 
p r i o r i t y  q u i t e  properly must be to bring a g e n u i n e l y  
national p e r s p e c t i v e  to the d e l i b e r a t i o n s .  As such» the 
S£_e_clal i n t e r e s t s  of the NWT and Yukon a r e  not given a fair 
n e a r i n g  In matters w h ich are of l e g i t i m a t e  c o n c e r n  to them. 
It is the p osition of the Government of the N W T  that the two 
t e r r i t o r i e s  m u s t  be represented at all f u t u r e  constitutional 
c o n f e r e n c e s . T h e  Injustice of totally e x c l u d i n g  Canadians 
(even as few as 75,000) from Const i t u t i o n a l  t alks that will 
d e t e r m i n e  the future of Canada must be o b v i o u s  to everyone. 
A n y  a c h i e v e m e n t s  In constitutional d e v e l o p m e n t  that result 
from such c o n f e r e n c e s  will Inevitably be c l o u d e d  by the fact 
of the e f f e c t i v e  disfranchisement of all n o r t h e r n  Canadians.

We are a s k i n g  for your support, and that of the Prime 
M i n i s t e r  a n d  the other Premiers In s e c u r i n g  a place at the 
table In t h e  upco m i n g  discussion of these matte r s .  If these 
m e e t i n g s  a r e  to lead to fundamental chan g e s  to Canada's 
C o n s t i t u t i o n ,  1t seems only Just that all C a n a d i a n s  be 
r e p r e s e n t e d  e q u ally In that process. ----

Yours S i n c e r e l y ,

~ .„ .n a i  S igned  By 
NICK Q. SIBBESTON

Nick S l b b e s t o n  
G o v e r n m e n t  Leader


