IN THE NUNAVUT COURT OF JUSTICE

BETWEEN:

LAZARIE UTTAK, LYDIA INOOYA, PAUL QUASSA, MADELINE IVALU,

ZACHARIAS KUNUK
Plaintiffs
-and -
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA
Defendant

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

You are hereby notified that the Plaintiffs may enter judgment against you in accordance
with the attached Amended Statement of Claim or such judgment as may be granted under
the Rules of the Nunavut Court of Justice, without further notice to you unless within
twenty five (25) days after service of the Amended Statement of Claim on you, or thirty
(30) days after service where service is obtained outside of the jurisdiction, you cause to

be filed in the Office of the Clerk of Nunavut Court of Justice either:
(a) a Statement of Defence, or
(b) an Appearance.

and unless within the same time you serve a copy of the Statement of Defence or

Appearance on the Plaintiffs or the Plaintiffs’ lawyer.

The attached Amended Statement of Claim is to be served within twelve (12) months from
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the day on which it is issued.

3. Every Defendant should consult his or her lawyer or refer to the Rules of the Nunavut

Court of Justice to determine his or her rights.

The attached Amended Statement of Claim is hereby issued out of the Office of the Clerk of the
Nunavut Court of Justice at Iqaluit, Nunavut Territory on the_ 7" day of June, 2019.

“Kyle St. Laurent”

CLERK OF THE NUNAVUT
COURT OF JUSTICE
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IN THE NUNAVUT COURT OF JUSTICE

BETWEEN:
LAZARIE UTTAK, LYDIA INOOYA, PAUL QUASSA,
MADELINE IVALU, ZACHARIAS KUNUK
Plaintiffs
-and —
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA
Defendant
AMENDED STATEMENT OF CLAIM
The Plaintiffs

1. The Plaintiffs, LAZARIE UTTAK (“Uttak”), LYDIA INOOYA (“Inooya”), PAUL
QUASSA (“Quassa”), MADELINE IVALU (“Ivalu”) and ZACHARIAS KUNUK
(“Kunuk™), who are all of Inuit descent were at all material times residents of Igloolik,

Nunavut which at the time was part of the Northwest Territories.

The Defendant

2. This proceeding is taken against Her Majesty the Queen in Right of Canada, in the name
of the Attorney General of Canada, (hereinafter "Canada"), pursuant to s.23(1) of the
Crown Liability and Proceedings Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-50.

3. The Defendant was at all material times to this action responsible for the administration of
aboriginal affairs, child welfare, education, health and welfare, social services and justice
within the Northwest Territories (“NWT”) including that part which on April 1, 1999

became Nunavut (which part herein shall be referred to as “Nunavut™).

Background

4. From the time the United Kingdom first asserted jurisdiction over what is now Nunavut,
it, and thereafter Canada, undertook and created duties and obligations to the Inuit living

in Nunavut (“Nunavummiut”) which obligations included fiduciary duties.
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10.

From the time the United Kingdom, from whom Canada derived any authority it has over
Nunavut, and certainly from the time Canada first began to enforce it laws in Nunavut, the
Nunavummiut were encouraged to perceive Canada, which was largely represented by

Qablupaat/Qallunaat_Qekmag—(non-Inuit), and anyone associated with Canada as

powerful, superior and influential.

Canada created or fostered this perception in Nunavummiut so each would be compliant
with and obedient to Canada’s laws, by establishing the presence or occasional appearance
of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, Courts and Judges, representatives of the
Department of Indian Affairs, regulatory enforcement personnel such as Fisheries and
Wildlife Officers, social workers and health care professionals who could control all
aspects of their life including but not exclusively: taking their liberty, determining where
and when they can hunt and fish, what they can hunt, where they must live, and where

their children would be allowed to live.

Canada intentionally instilled in Nunavummiut the perception that they must do, without

question, as they were told by Canada, to avoid negative repercussions.

Canada’s fiduciary duties included the duty to protect Nunavummiut from abuses
committed by its agents, servants and others, who might be perceived as connected with,
or part of, or otherwise, having the authority of the government. Canada was obliged,
inter alia, not to allow the Nunavummiut to be subjected to experimental procedures

without their informed and meaningful consent.

Between 1967 and 1973, under the auspices, supervision, control, direction, acquiescence,
knowledge of, or with the financial support of Canada (in each case, either actual or
constructive), the Plaintiffs and others, residing in or around Igloolik, were subjected to

medical or biological Experiments (the “Experiments™).

The Experiments were conducted by parties, not known to the Plaintiffs, who represented
themselves as being connected with, or agents of Canada or cloaked with Canada’s

authority and responsible for carrying out an international biological research program.
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