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Our understanding of public opinion in the Canadian North is limited: we lack solid evidence and have limited
polling data. This is a produce of high costs, low demographic density, and difficult access. Most national polling
does not include Northerners in their sample. Public opinion of First Nations, Métis, and Inuit (FNMI) in the
North is even scantier. For example, in the 2010 and 2015 “Rethinking the Top of the World” polls, no finer
analysis is reported on FNMI respondents due to small sample sizes for subgroups.!

In May 2025, we conducted the Canadian Arctic Survey with respondents from Canada’s three Northern
territories aged 18 and over. In total, 609 Northerners participated in our opinion poll from 8-26 May.? This
report provides a brief analysis of data for FMNI respondents (132 cases).

Military and strategic issues

We asked respondents about military and strategic questions. FNMI subjects agreed with the “use it or lose it”
idea that “Canada must use its Arctic sovereignty or it will lose its part of the Arctic”: 78% supported this
viewpoint, a number lower than for non-FNMI subjects (87%). A similar observation can be made on support
for military spending. While a majority of FNMI respondents (53%) supported increasing military spending, this
proportion is lower than support for this measure among non-FNMI cases (78%).

These attitudes translate into preferences for specific approaches when disputes arise. We polled individuals on
their preferred approach to deal with border and/or resource-sharing disputes in the Arctic, a question asked in
the 2010 and 2015 “Rethinking the Top of the World” polls. FNMI Northerners were less likely (57%) than non-
FNMI Northerners (63%) to think that Canada must “pursue a firm line in defending its sections of the Arctic.”

Further scrutiny casts doubt on this pattern. First, this general attitude does not translate perfectly into specific
cases. For example, we questioned respondents on their preference in the case of a forced U.S. annexation of
Greenland: what would they like Canada to do in response? FNMI respondents (42%) were as likely as non-FNMI
respondents (43%) to call for a tough response, including either Canada supporting Greenland militarily or
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imposing sanctions on the U.S. This hypothetical scenario received a particularly strong reception from Inuit
respondents in Nunavut, hinting that geographical and cultural proximity impact preferences.

Second, support among FMNI individuals for pursuing a firm line on border and/or resource sharing disputes
has significantly increased in the past fifteen years.

2010 Rethinking 2015 Rethinking 2025 Canadian
the top of the the top of the Arctic Survey
world poll world poll

My country should
pursue a firm line
in defending its 46% 38% 57%
sections of the
Arctic

It is better to
negotiate a
compromise with 32% 38% 24%
other countries

National disputes
over the Arctic are
unnecessary. It
should be an 12% 16% 14%
international
territory
Table 1: Preferences of First Nations, Métis and Inuit Northerners in different polls on approaches to deal with border
and/or resource-sharing disputes in the Arctic.

While the support for the “international territory” option remained relatively stable, we observe a significant
shift from a compromise-based approach to the firm line option. FNMI Northerners fit with the current pattern
of increased pessimism towards the state of the Arctic security landscape.3

Environmental issues

We also inquired about support for environmental protection priorities. FNMI Northerners supported (61%) the
moratorium to explore for oil and gas in the waters of the Canadian Arctic. On this note, FNMI Northerners
share similar views with other Northerners: 64% of non-FNMI Northerners also agreed that the moratorium was
a positive measure.

A similar conclusion can be reached when looking at attitudes towards mining projects. FMNI respondents
perceived that the negative consequences (environmental damage for example) of mining outweigh the positive
2
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ones (revenues, jobs) in the same proportion as non-FNMI respondents: 46% of FNMI individuals were of this
opinion, with 47% of non-FNMI thought the same. Further, FNMI Northerners also wanted the federal
government to prioritize awarding contracts to the most-environmentally friendly company bidding for a
contract.

Overall, environmental protection was high on the list of priorities for FNMI Northerners, and Northerners are
united behind this objective.

First Nations, Métis and Inuit Northerners are supportive of more muscular or assertive security measures to
ensure Arctic security, but this level of support is much higher amongst non-FNMI Northerners. Nonetheless,
FNMI support for more assertive action is at a historical high. The Canadian Arctic Survey data from May 2025
confirms that Northerners, whether FNMI or not, are part of a broader, nationwide shift towards support for
more military spending.*

' Gordon Foundation. 2015. Rethinking the Top of the World II: Arctic Public Opinion Survey.
https://gordonfoundation.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/APO_Survey_Volume-2_ W.

2 The poll was conducted by the polling firm EKOS and it collected 102 cases online and 507 by telephone. The
margin of error associated with the total sample is 3.97 percentage points, 19 times out of 20.

3 See Mathieu Landriault. 2025. Canadian Public Opinion on Arctic Issues: Competition and Pessimism Ahead.
Canadian Military Journal 25(3). Available at: https://www.journal.forces.gc.ca/cmj-article-en-253page6.html.

4 Mathieu Landriault, Jackson Walling and Paul Minard. 2024. Public opinion on defence spending in Canada:
not all polls are created equal. Canadian Foreign Policy Journal 30(3): 307-314.
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