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Context and Core Issues

B Burgeoning public policy interest

B Environment, climate, resource demand
B Classic security

W Jurisdictional issues / border

B Residents’ needs

B International governance, cooperation

B Longer term forces / geopolitical reorganization

EKOS Research
Associates Inc.



Overall Themes

B Salience / Consensus in Canada

B Environment and climate dominant

B Infrastructure important / deficient

B International surface consensus on cooperation — Canada offside

M Beyond loose agreement on cooperation

¢+ Not much agreement on mandate / expansion mandate
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Primary Issues in Arctic

“What would you say is the most important issue facing the Arctic region
of Canada?”

I 3

Environment 39%

I 0
1%

Bl 7%

4%

Housing and community infrastructure
Economy — jobs, employment

Threats to Canadian sovereignty 6% 19%

Protection/development of natural resources N 5;/3 ”

I 11%
DK/Refuse 10

0% 2(;% 46% 66%
B North (n=744)
South (n=2053)

EKOS Research
Associates Inc.



Definition of Security (Unprompted)

“When you think about security and the Canadian Arctic, what one issue or
element comes to mind?”

Protecting our borders from international threats %%8
Arctic Sovereignty debate S a0

Increased commercial traffic % 9%

Difficulties/challenges that come with protecting the North L 6%10%

Protecting the environment against climate change - gﬁjg

Need to protect resources from exploitation = 2%2%

Other i 3%

3%
I © 3/
DK/NR 5504 0
Only items with 2% or more 0% 20% 40%
shown on slide South (n=2053) M North (n=743)
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Definition of Security (Prompted)

“How important are each of the following to your own definition of security
when it comes to protecting the Canadian Arctic?”

(Important 4-5) | Mean |
0
Environmental security _8 o1% 46
Social security _8235)% 46
0
Economic security —72702 % 42
0
Cultural and language security _GEC?A)A) gg
National security ] 56%69% 2(15

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%

B North (n=744)
South (n=2053)
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Adeqguacy of Different Elements of Arctic

“How well equipped do you think the Canadian Arctic is today to be able meet
current needs in each of the following areas?”

(Well equipped 4-5) | eAP

Policies to preserve traditional ways of life 43% 76%  -33%

Capacity to respond to emergencies 40%  92% -52%

Capacity to provide health care and education 38% 98% -60%

Basic public infrastructure 32% 90% -58%

National security services - 19% 64%  -45%

Strong environmental policies - 16% 86% -73%

Capacity to respond to disasters, such as major spills - 11% 92% -81%
0;’/0 26% 4(;% 6(;%

B North (n=744)
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Ranking Priorities — Trade Off (North)

“Suppose you were in charge for a day and you had to choose how to invest
one billion dollars over the next 10 years to help the Canadian Arctic prepare to

face its future challenges. Which of the following investments...?*”

Health care 66%
Better infrastructure 65% High
Better housing 64% 40%
Post-secondary education 63%
Environmental protection 53%
Disaster response 52% Medium
Programs to preserve culture 48% 36%
Search and rescue 38%
Training programs 37%
Development of resources 35% Low
Development of tourism 33%
Military security 24% 34%

*Presented in series of random paired choices.

Per cent indicates average number of times option is selected over all others.
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Quality of Life Over Time

&

“Do you expect that your overall quality of life will get better or worse in
the next 10 years?”

50%
Better (4-9)
39%
35%
Same (3)
40%

12%
Worse (1-2) W North (n=744)

0
19% South (n=2053)
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Support for Expanding Canadian Rangers

“Which is closer to your own point of view?”

5%

12% L
13%
82%

n=2053

n=744

m Expand Canadian Rangers

Too expensive, rely on existing equipment and personnel
DK/Refuse
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The Arctic and Canada’s Foreign Policy

“Which is closer to your own point of view?”

11%
° 18%
34%
299%
n=744

M Arctic should be the most important focus of our foreign policy
We should concentrate on parts of the world beyond the Arctic in our foreign policy
DK/Refuse
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Awareness of Arctic Councll

“Have you ever heard of an intergovernmental forum or group called the Arctic
Council that is made up of eight countries with Arctic regions?”

Northern Canada (n=744
Southern Canada (n=2053 _

Denmark (n=835

Finland (n=824

Norway (n=1000

Russia (n=835

Sweden (n=1000

)
)
)
)
Iceland (n=783)
)
)
)
)

US (n=1014
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Support for Arctic Councill

“Do you support or not the idea of an Arctic Council so the 8 Arctic nations can work
together on common Arctic issues, instead of each one working independently?”

(Support 4-5)
Northern Canada (n=744) 91%
Southern Canada (n=2053) 82%
Denmark (n=835) 76%
Finland (n=824) 7%
Iceland (n=783) 63%
Norway (n=1000) 72%
Russia (n=835) 55%
Sweden (n=1000) 81%
US (n=1014) 56%
O;%) 20I% 4OI% 6(;% 80I% lO;)%
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Support for Expanded Council Mandate

“Do you think that the Arctic Council should also cover areas like military security
in the Arctic?”

(% YES)

North (n=250)
South (n=908)
Denmark (n=326)
Finland (n=320)
Iceland (n=250)
Norway (n=346)
Russia (n=240) 81%

Sweden (n=398)

US (n=298) 51%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Support for Inclusion of Non -Arctic States

“Do you think non-arctic states, like China or organizations like the European Union,
should be invited to join the Arctic Council and have a say in Arctic affairs?”

(% YES)

Northern Canada (n=716)
Southern Canada (n=1759)

Denmark (n=642)
Finland (n=642)
Iceland (n=514)
Norway (n=725)
Russia (n=475)

Sweden (n=811) 64%

US (n=603) 23%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Northwest Passage — Whose?

“The Northwest passage is a sea route through the Arctic islands, along the northern coast of
North America, that connects the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. It is of interest to many nations
because it significantly reduces the shipping distance from Asia to Europe. From what you
know or have heard, is the Northwest passage...?”

North (n=744) 4 11
South (n=2053) XA 14

Denmark (n=835 37
Finland (n=824 45
Iceland (n=783 24

Norway (n=1000
Russia (n=835 29

Sweden (n=1000 16 17 IEX

US (n=1014 9 20 BB
O;%) 20I% 4C;% 60I% 8C;% 1OIO%

B DK/NR mIndispute = Aninternational water way m Within Cdn waters
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Preferred Approach to Resolving Arctic Disputes

“Thinking about border and/or resource sharing disputes in the Arctic, what
statement is closest to your point of view?”

Northern Canada (n=744) 41 46 E)
Southern Canada (n=2053) _ 43 39
Denmark (n=835) 5 64
Finland (n=824) | 50
Iceland (n=783) _ 36 26
Norway (n=1000) |8 49
Russia (n=835) [IIIS4 33
Sweden (n=1000) [B 35
US (=1014) 8130
o 20 a0 e s 100

My country should pursue a firm line in defending its sections of the Arctic
It is better to negotiate a compromise with other countries
W The Arctic should be an international territory like Antarctica
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Approach to Beaufort Dispute with US

“Canada currently has a border dispute with the United States over a territory in
the Beaufort Sea. Would you rather see Canada...?”

Work to strike a
deal with the United Try to assert its full
States over the sovereignty rights over
DK disputed territory the area

South (n=2053) | 8 43 49
«Us (n=1014) 28 62
0% 2(;0/0 4(;0/0 GOI% 80I% 10I0°/0

* US respondents asked about dispute with US
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Preferred Partner in Dealing with Arctic Issues

“Which of the following countries would you be most comfortable with
Canada dealing with on Arctic issues?”

First Choice Second Choice | Third Choice
Northern Canada | Scandinavia The United States Russia
Southern Canada | Scandinavia The United States Russia
Denmark Scandinavia Canada The United States
Finland Scandinavia Canada The United States
Iceland Scandinavia Canada The United States
Norway Scandinavia Canada The United States
Russia Scandinavia The United States Canada
Sweden Scandinavia Canada Other Europe
The United States | Canada Scandinavia Other Europe
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Conclusions (i)

Arctic salience / Common Canadian mind
Willingness to shift resources to North
Environment and climate dominant (Canada and the world)

Imagery more traditional security (particularly South)

Northerners most concerned with environment, human capital, and
infrastructure

+¢ Infrastructure deemed woefully inadequate

B Southerners more concerned with sovereignty and security

W Surprising optimism and quality of life in Arctic
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Conclusions (ii)

US likes Canada; Canadian antipathy to US
No to nukes, yes to rangers, “Don't drill baby, don't”

Cooperation if necessary but not necessarily cooperation

Who's American now?

++ Canadian outlook on Arctic foreign policy offside and entrenched

B Huge, unstable stew of international public opinion with rising stakes
as climate changes, resource demand heightens, and populations on
the move

M Major geopolitical reorganization in progress, but little current
recognition outside Canada and Scandinavian public
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