
 

January 13 2022 

Electoral Boundaries Commission 
ATTN: Danielle Mager 
PO Box 1320 
Yellowknife, NT, X1A 2L9 

Dear Ms. Mager; 

Comment to LA Electoral Boundaries Interim Report 

Thank you for providing a very thorough and clearly presented Interim Report. It captures the 
considerable effort that over two decades has gone into achieving reasonable representation in such a 
diverse and immense region of Canada. 

As a former MLA (Great Slave 2009-2017) I was part of the debate and decision making and worked with 
the results.  I was always struck by the differences in the scope of work and the challenges faced by my 
colleagues outside of the urban ridings in Yellowknife, Hay River and Inuvik. Their duties, including 
travel, communication and hiring and retaining Constituency Assistants – who are vital to effective work 
on behalf of constituents – made my work look considerably less difficult in comparison. 

I offer this comment to support your suggestions in Option A: that redistributing communities among 
the Deh Cho, Nahendeh and Hay River South ridings would go some way to balancing the share of work 
across these ridings.  Further, I agree that tweaking the boundaries within larger centres, to reflect shifts 
in neighbourhood density, is good, basic housekeeping every eight years.  

In general, I would offer that regardless of the population spreads between ridings, it is not an 
overwhelming burden for any MLA to handle their present constituency workloads. In this vein, I submit 
that there no need to increase the overall number of MLAs. 

I also support the notion that we should continue to tolerate a considerable range of over-and-under 
proportionate representation between our smallest and largest ridings. Your report goes to some length 
to point out that for practical as well as constitutional reasons, variances such as language, geography 
and culture are acceptable, even necessary, to wholistically balance our ridings. In my experience, and I 
hope since then, there was never any fault or resentment levelled at any MLA because they represented 
a larger or smaller riding. 

My main issue is that Option B, suggesting downsizing from 19 to 16 members, is an absolute 
nonstarter. Eliminating three MLAs would threaten, if not collapse, a legislative process that is already 
severely challenged in its capacity to do the work of a legislature.  

Our current ministerial format, which in my view struggles to support 25 different portfolios among just 
seven cabinet members, could not afford to suffer a proportionate reduction in its numbers.  

As well, trimming the field of available cabinet candidates to only 15 (after the election of Speaker) 
dramatically reduces the range of skills, ability and readiness needed to build a cabinet.  This process is 
already hampered by the so-called 2-2-2 criteria, even though you have taken care to make sure each of 
the three regions – North, South and Yellowknife - each lose one member.  



Downsizing would further result in reducing the Regular Members bench from 11 to just eight.  Their 
already considerable task load -- holding the government accountable, dueling with departments in 
committee briefings, and holding public hearings and travelling for legislation, would land on very few 
shoulders indeed. In my years as MLA, just maintaining committee quorum even with 11 members was a 
chronic problem. What would that be like with only eight?  Even Committee-of-the-Whole, where much 
of the boring but essential procedural work of the Assembly happens, would be reduced to only seven 
regular MLAs, as one of them has to chair that committee. 

As our legislative and political systems evolve, there may be a need and a time to adjust the number of 
seats in the Assembly.  Now is not the time. 

 

Respectfully submitted,  

 

Bill Braden 

Unit 1051, 43 Rycon Drive 

Yellowknife NT X1A 2V7 

nwtbraden@yahoo.ca 

867 445 8953 
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