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With every right there comes a corresponding responsibility 
and obligation. I see many rights in this agreement. The Sahtu 
are receiving a generous compensation package of land and 
money, rights to resource royalties, rights to restrict public 
access over large tracts of land and water, rights to participation 
in resource management decisions and environmental assess­
ment, and rights to review economic plans and resource devel­
opment initiatives.
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This agreement also provides the Sahtu Dene and Metis with 
resource royalties. As previously stated they will receive 7.5 per 
cent of the first $2 million of resource royalties received by the 
Government of Canada in any given year and then 1.5 per cent of 
any additional royalties. These royalty shares will be from the 
entire Mackenzie valley. What is the explanation for this? How 
can the government justify this royalty deal to the Canadian 
people?

The Sahtu are given fee simple title to more than 41,000 
square kilometres with subsurface rights on 1,800. This agree­
ment gives them traditional use rights and significant input on 
resource development decisions on over 280,000 square kilo­
metres. Now they will receive a share of government royalties 
over 900,000 square kilometres of the Mackenzie valley.

All resource royalties are calculated on a different basis. Oil 
and gas royalties tend to be based on production. Mineral 
royalties are based on profit. Exploration for diamonds and 
other minerals is on the increase in the Mackenzie valley. We do 
not know what our proven resource potential is north of 60.

Just exactly how much money are we talking about here? It 
appears the Sahtu do not know, the government does not know, 
no one knows. Only the taxpayers of Canada will know when 
they have to make up for the royalty shortfall out of their 
pockets.

As each northern comprehensive claim is settled more groups 
will receive a share of the government royalties. The Gwich’in 
are already a part of this deal as was stated earlier. As each group 
is added on, the government share of royalties decreases propor­
tionately. What precedent does this set for claims settlements in 
the rest of Canada?

If the government gives up most of its resource royalties 
based on these precedents north of 60 other taxes will clearly 
have to go up. The Canadian people are already overtaxed. As a 
result of this agreement obviously they will have to pay more in 
the future.

Is this government being responsible? Is it giving hope to 
future generations of Canadians?

This new right to resource royalties the government has given 
the Sahtu people does not appear to have any responsibilities 
attached. The minister talks about giving them some control 
over resources so they can control their own economic destiny. 
That is certainly a worthwhile objective, but where does it say 
any of this money will be used to further the aspirations of the 
Sahtu people? They continue to rely on the federal government 
to provide special programs and funding.

The government may suggest Sahtu responsibility for all of 
these functions will come later after self-government agree­
ments are reached. However this government is taking great 
pains to point out that no one knows what the eventual form of 
self-government will be. This government has no idea what

Where are the responsibilities outlined? Where are the obliga­
tions summarized? With this agreement the government has lost 
certain rights by handing them over to the Sahtu peoples, but 
what is the diminishment in government responsibilities? These 
are questions which need to be answered.

The monetary compensation package in this agreement is 
generous. The Sahtu have been awarded a non-taxable $75 
million cash settlement to be paid out over a 15-year period with 
accrued interest. This will add up to approximately $130 million 
for the current population of 1,755 people.

The agreement does not explicitly state why this money is 
being awarded. If it were compensation for not having had the 
use of the land they were entitled to under treaty, they are 
receiving $1 million for every year the government failed to 
fulfil the treaty land entitlement provisions of 128 acres per 
person. But there are few fences in the Northwest Territories so 
they have had the use of the land for traditional purposes.

In the recent Saskatchewan Treaty Land Entitlement Frame­
work Agreement funds have been set aside to enable the First 
Nations to purchase the shortfall in treaty land themselves. 
Hundreds of millions of dollars have been set aside for this 
purpose, but they will not be able to buy anywhere near the 
amount of land the Sahtu have been given in addition to their 
cash compensation.

Apparently this money was just part of the settlement. Does 
this mean that the government would have given them even 
more land if they had not received the $75 million? This is 
extremely generous.

What is the responsibility that goes with the awarding of the 
cash payment and these royalties? If the Sahtu Dene and Metis 
have not lost any of the privileges which accrue to them under 
the Indian Act, then what does this mean? Does the crown have a 
fiduciary obligation with respect to Sahtu monetary decisions? 
On the face of this agreement it would appear that it does.

Settlement dollars and land title are vested in Sahtu organiza­
tions, not individuals. If five or ten years down the road the 
Sahtu people from a community charge that one of these 
organizations have mismanaged their money or land, who will 
be responsible? If, as the former Indian affairs minister implied, 
this settlement has given the Sahtu the necessary land and 
resources for a brighter future, do the Sahtu also have the 
obligation to actively pursue that goal for future generations?


