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ADEL, TED (see also DEPUTY CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE, DEPUTY CHAIR'S 

RULINGS, and DEPUTY CHAIR'S STATEMENTS) 

Speaks on: 

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3795

Motion No. 415 - Re programs and services currently being delivered in the Whitehorse 

emergency shelter,  ..................................................................................... 4226, 4240 

Motion No. 417 - Re Dawson City community waste-water treatment facility,  .. 3988, 3994 

ADJOURNED DEBATES
Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading (Motion to adjourn debate) 

(Hassard),  .......................................................................................................................... 3774

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading (Time expired) (McPhee),  ... 3934

Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19 - Re results of non-governmental organizations review 

(Time expired on motion, as amended) (Cathers),  ........................................................... 4599

Motion No. 413 - Re funding for non-governmental organizations (Time expired on motion, as 

amended) (Streicker),  ....................................................................................................... 3873

Motion No. 437 - Re ensuring resumption of services offered by Many Rivers Counselling and 

Support Services (Time expired) (Streicker),  .................................................................... 4125

Motion No. 450 - Re construction of a new school in Whistle Bend (Time expired on motion, as 

amended) (Cathers),  ......................................................................................................... 4251

BILLS (see BILLS OTHER THAN GOVERNMENT BILLS and GOVERNMENT BILLS) 

CABLE, DAN (see Clerk of the Legislative Assembly) 

CATHERS, BRAD
Questions, oral: 

Canada Border Services Agency investigation,  .......................................................... 3848

Cannabis retail licensing,  ............................................................................................ 4475

Capital project expenditures,  ....................................................................................... 3940

Carbon tax,  .................................................................................................................. 4672

Electoral reform,  ...................................................................................... 4352, 4386, 4416 

Government staffing,  ................................................................................................... 4012

Politicizing the public service,  ...................................................................................... 4572



Second Session, 34th Legislature Index 2019 Spring Sitting    

ii

CATHERS, BRAD (continued)
Questions, oral: 

Private sector employment,  ......................................................................................... 4262

Procurement policy,  ..................................................................................................... 4608

RCMP funding,  ............................................................................................................ 4136
School bus service,  ..................................................................................................... 3883

School capacity,  .......................................................................................................... 3817

Wildfire risk reduction,  ....................................................................................... 4189, 4224 
Speaks on: 

Bill No. 29 - Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019: Second Reading,  ... 4421

Bill No. 32 - Act to Amend the Securities Act: Second Reading,  ................................ 4395
Bill No. 32 - Act to Amend the Securities Act: Third Reading,  .................................... 4641

Bill No. 33 - Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate Implementation Act: Second 

Reading,  ............................................................................................................... 4196
Bill No. 208 - Third Appropriation Act 2018-19: Second Reading,  .............................. 3822

Bill No. 208 - Third Appropriation Act 2018-19: Third Reading,  .................................. 3943

Bill No. 209 - Interim Supply Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............... 3913
Bill No. 209 - Interim Supply Appropriation Act 2019-20: Third Reading,  ................... 3945

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3797

Ministerial statements: 
Wildland fire and emergency measures,  ........................................................ 4507

Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19 - Re results of non-governmental 

organizations review,  ................................................................................. 4595, 4597 
Motion No. 272 - Re using the protection area provisions provided in the Territorial Lands 

(Yukon) Act to protect and manage sensitive areas,  ................................. 3854, 3860 

Motion No. 413 - Re funding for non-governmental organizations,  .................. 3867, 3870 
Motion No. 415 - Re programs and services currently being delivered in the Whitehorse 

emergency shelter,  ..................................................................................... 4229, 4238 

Motion No. 417 - Re Dawson City community waste-water treatment facility,  ............ 3989
Motion No. 423 - Re cannabis sale and regulation,  .................................................... 4484

Motion No. 436 - Re developing "slow down, move over" legislation,  ........................ 4120

Motion No. 437 - Re ensuring resumption of services offered by Many Rivers Counselling 
and Support Services,  .......................................................................................... 4359

Motion No. 450 - Re construction of a new school in Whistle Bend,  .......................... 4251

Motion No. 463 - Re access to pre-exposure prophylaxis,  ......................................... 4367
Motion No. 464 - Re appointments to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators,  4391 

Motion No. 465 - Re appointments to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators,  4392 

Motion No. 466 - Re appointments to the Yukon Human Rights Commission,  .......... 4393
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CHAIR'S RULINGS
Re accusing a member of uttering a falsehood,  ....................................................................... 4045

CLERK OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Reads bills for Assent,  .................................................................................................... 3948, 4693 

Reports on Petition No. 6,  ........................................................................................................ 3761

Reports on Petition No. 7,  ........................................................................................................ 4220

Reports on Petition No. 8,  ........................................................................................................ 4349

Reports on Petition No. 9,  ........................................................................................................ 4349

Reports on Petition No. 10,  ...................................................................................................... 4442

Reports on Petition No. 11,  ...................................................................................................... 4634

Speaker welcomes future Clerk Dan Cable to the Table,  ........................................................ 4155

Tribute to retiring Clerk Floyd McCormick,  ............................................................................... 4693

COMMISSIONER (Hon. Angélique Bernard) 

Assents to bills,  ............................................................................................................... 3948, 4693 

COMMITTEES, REPORTS OF STANDING
Standing Committee on Appointments to Major Government Boards and Committees Twelfth 

Report (dated January 31, 2019) (Sessional Paper No. 87),  ............................................ 3761

Standing Committee on Appointments to Major Government Boards and Committees Thirteenth 

Report (dated April 8, 2019) (Sessional Paper No. 91),  ................................................... 4289

Standing Committee on Public Accounts Third Report (dated February 2019) (Sessional Paper 

No. 88),  .............................................................................................................................. 3761

DENDYS, JEANIE
Speaks on: 

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3786

Ministerial statements: 

Workers’ Compensation Act and Occupational Health and Safety Act

re-development,  ............................................................................ 4442, 4443 

Yukon's creative and cultural industries strategy,  ................................ 4256, 4257 

Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19 - Re results of non-governmental 

organizations review,  ........................................................................................... 4594

Motion No. 326 - Re economic reconciliation with Yukon First Nations,  ..................... 3984

Motion No. 415 - Re programs and services currently being delivered in the Whitehorse 

emergency shelter,  ............................................................................................... 4235
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DENDYS, JEANIE (continued)

Speaks on: 

Motion No. 463 - Re access to pre-exposure prophylaxis,  ......................................... 4369

Motion No. 481 - Re continuous glucose monitor funding,  ............................... 4579, 4585 

Motion No. 484 - Re improving reporting and mitigation of adverse drug reactions,  .. 4590

DEPUTY CHAIR'S RULINGS
Re speaking to matters other than the question under discussion,  ......................................... 3902

DEPUTY CHAIR'S STATEMENTS
Re speaking to matters other than the question under discussion,  ......................................... 3902

DIVISIONS
Bill No. 29 - Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019: Second Reading,  ................ 4421

Bill No. 29 - Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019: Third Reading,  .................... 4642

Bill No. 30 - Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act: Third Reading,  ..................... 4640

Bill No. 31 - Act to Amend the Employment Standards Act: Second Reading,  ........................ 4325

Bill No. 31 - Act to Amend the Employment Standards Act: Third Reading,  ............................ 4640

Bill No. 32 - Act to Amend the Securities Act: Third Reading,  ................................................. 4641

Bill No. 33 - Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate Implementation Act: Third Reading,  .. 4692

Bill No. 208 - Third Appropriation Act 2018-19: Second Reading,  ........................................... 3826

Bill No. 208 - Third Appropriation Act 2018-19: Third Reading,  ............................................... 3944

Bill No. 209 - Interim Supply Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................ 3916

Bill No. 209 - Interim Supply Appropriation Act 2019-20: Third Reading,  ................................ 3948

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................................ 3963

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Third Reading,  ................................................ 4692

Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19 - Re results of non-governmental organizations review 

(Amendment to),  ................................................................................................................ 4596

Motion No. 272 - Re using the protection area provisions provided in the Territorial Lands (Yukon) 

Act to protect and manage sensitive areas (Amendment to motion, as amended),  ......... 3863

Motion No. 272 - Re using the protection area provisions provided in the Territorial Lands (Yukon) 

Act to protect and manage sensitive areas (As amended),  .............................................. 3864

Motion No. 326 - Re economic reconciliation with Yukon First Nations,  .................................. 3988

Motion No. 410 - Re housing initiatives,  ................................................................................... 4002

Motion No. 415 - Re programs and services currently being delivered in the Whitehorse 

emergency shelter,  ............................................................................................................ 4241
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DIVISIONS (continued)

Motion No. 415 - Re programs and services currently being delivered in the Whitehorse 

emergency shelter (Motion to adjourn debate),  ................................................................ 4235

Motion No. 417 - Re Dawson City community waste-water treatment facility,  ......................... 3994

Motion No. 423 - Re cannabis sale and regulation (Amendment to),  ...................................... 4499

Motion No. 423 - Re cannabis sale and regulation ,  ................................................................ 4504

Motion No. 429 - Re addressing safety and security issues in Yukon Housing Corporation senior 

citizens apartment buildings (As amended),  ..................................................................... 4111

Motion No. 436 - Re developing "slow down, move over" legislation (Subamendment to 

amendment),  ..................................................................................................................... 4117

Motion No. 436 - Re developing "slow down, move over" legislation (Amendment, as amended),  4117 

Motion No. 436 - Re developing "slow down, move over" legislation (As amended),  ............. 4122

Motion No. 437 - Re ensuring resumption of services offered by Many Rivers Counselling and 

Support Services (As amended),  ...................................................................................... 4363

Motion No. 450 - Re construction of a new school in Whistle Bend (Subamendment to 

amendment),  ..................................................................................................................... 4250

Motion No. 450 - Re construction of a new school in Whistle Bend (Amendment, as amended),  4250

Motion No. 463 - Re access to pre-exposure prophylaxis (As amended),  ............................... 4371

Motion No. 481 - Re continuous glucose monitor funding (Amendment to),  ........................... 4583

Motion No. 481 - Re continuous glucose monitor funding (As amended),  ............................... 4587

Motion No. 484 - Re improving reporting and mitigation of adverse drug reactions,  ............... 4593

FILED DOCUMENTS
62. Alaska Highway Shakwak Project, letter re (dated February 27, 2019) from Stacey Hassard, 

Leader of the Official Opposition, to Hon. Bill Morneau, Minister of Finance, Government of 

Canada (Hassard),  ............................................................................................................ 3842

64. Proposed regulations for off-road vehicle use, letter re (dated March 28, 2019) from Wade 

Istchenko, Member for Kluane, to Hon. Sandy Silver, Premier (Istchenko), ..................... 4130

65. Yukon Lottery Commission Annual Report 2017/2018 (Streicker),  ................................... 4256

66. Rapport sur les services en français 2017-2018 Report on French-language Services 

2017-2018 (Streicker),  ...................................................................................................... 4256

67. Government's failure to properly consult about Mandanna Lake regulation change, letter re 

(dated April 1, 2019) from Geraldine Van Bibber, Member for Porter Creek North, to Hon. 

Sandy Silver, Premier (Van Bibber),  ................................................................................. 4256

68. What We Heard About Aging in Place: A summary of what we heard during our public 

engagement on aging in place and aging well in Yukon (Frost),  ...................................... 4289



Second Session, 34th Legislature Index 2019 Spring Sitting    

vi

FILED DOCUMENTS (continued)

69. Workers’ Advocate Office 2018 Annual Report (McPhee),  ................................................ 4383

70. Comprehensive Review of Health & Social Services: Scope of the Comprehensive Review 

(Terms of Reference) (Frost),  ........................................................................................... 4413

71. Internal health review tiger team recommendations, letter re (dated April 30, 2019) from Patti 

McLeod, Member for Watson Lake, to Hon. Pauline Frost, Minister of Health and Social 

Services (McLeod),  ........................................................................................................... 4666

72. Additional names on petition regarding Grizzly Valley zoning, letter re (dated April 30, 2019) 

from Brad Cathers, Member for Lake Laberge, to Hon. Ranj Pillai, Minister of Energy, Mines 

and Resources (Cathers),  ................................................................................................. 4666

73. Policing Priorities, letter re (dated April 29, 2019) from Hon. Tracy-Anne McPhee, Minister of 

Justice, to Brad Cathers, Member for Lake Laberge (Cathers),  ....................................... 4666

FROST, PAULINE
Speaks on: 

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3952

Ministerial statements: 

Old Crow Health Centre,  ...................................................................... 4130, 4131 

Whitehorse General Hospital improvements,  ....................................... 4384, 4385 

Yukon Housing Corporation fixed-income housing project,  ................. 3878, 3879 

Motion No. 410 - Re housing initiatives,  ...................................................................... 3997

Motion No. 413 - Re funding for non-governmental organizations,  ............................ 3865

Motion No. 415 - Re programs and services currently being delivered in the Whitehorse 

emergency shelter,  ..................................................................................... 4229, 4231 

Motion No. 429 - Re addressing safety and security issues in Yukon Housing Corporation 

senior citizens apartment buildings,  ..................................................................... 4107

Motion No. 437 - Re ensuring resumption of services offered by Many Rivers Counselling 

and Support Services,  .......................................................................................... 4360 

Motion No. 463 - Re access to pre-exposure prophylaxis,  ......................................... 4365

GALLINA, PAOLO
Speaks on: 

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3806

Motion No. 272 - Re using the protection area provisions provided in the Territorial Lands 

(Yukon) Act to protect and manage sensitive areas,  ........................................... 3863

Motion No. 410 - Re housing initiatives,  ............................................................ 3994, 4001 
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GALLINA, PAOLO (continued)

Speaks on: 

Motion No. 450 - Re construction of a new school in Whistle Bend,  ................ 4241, 4246 

Motion No. 481 - Re continuous glucose monitor funding,  ......................................... 4582

GOVERNMENT BILLS
No. 29 - Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019 (McPhee) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3843

Second Reading,  ............................................................................................... 4420–4421 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4421

Committee of the Whole 

Unanimous consent re deeming all remaining clauses and title read and agreed 

to, ............................................................................................................ 4423

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 4438

Third Reading,  ................................................................................................... 4641–4642 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4642

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 4693

No. 30 - Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act (McPhee) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3842

Second Reading,  ............................................................................................... 4070–4073 

Committee of the Whole,  ................................................................................... 4450–4452 

Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title agreed to,  .................... 4452

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 4470

Third Reading,  ............................................................................................................. 4639

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4640

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 4693

No. 31 - Act to Amend the Employment Standards Act (Streicker) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3814

Second Reading,  ............................................................................................... 4323–4325 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4325

Committee of the Whole,  ................................................................................... 4545–4547 

Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title read and agreed to,  .... 4547

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 4565

Third Reading,  ............................................................................................................. 4640

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4640

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 4693
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GOVERNMENT BILLS (continued)

No. 32 - Act to Amend the Securities Act (Streicker) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3877

Second Reading,  ............................................................................................... 4393–4396 

Committee of the Whole,  ................................................................................... 4610–4612

Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title read and agreed to,  .... 4612

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 4629

Third Reading,  ............................................................................................................. 4641

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4641

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 4693

No. 33 - Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate Implementation Act (Silver) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3777

Second Reading,  ......................................................................................................... 4193

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4205

Committee of the Whole,  .........................................................................4205–4217, 4691 

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 4691

Third Reading,  ............................................................................................................. 4692

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4692

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 4693

No. 208 - Third Appropriation Act 2018-19 (Silver) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3761

Second Reading,  ............................................................................................... 3821–3826 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 3826

Committee of the Whole,  ...........................................3826–3839, 3884–3903, 3920–3926 

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 8 cleared or carried,  .......... 3836

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 11 cleared or carried,  ........ 3886

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 2 cleared or carried,  .......... 3893

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 52 cleared or carried,  ........ 3896

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 51 cleared or carried,  ........ 3903

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 3 cleared or carried,  .......... 3923

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 10 cleared or carried,  ........ 3926

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 3927

Third Reading,  ................................................................................................... 3942–3944 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 3944

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 3948
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GOVERNMENT BILLS (continued)

No. 209 - Interim Supply Appropriation Act 2019-20 (Silver) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3762

Second Reading,  ............................................................................................... 3912–3916 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 3916

Committee of the Whole,  ................................................................................... 3916–3920 

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 3927

Third Reading,  ................................................................................................... 3945–3947 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 3948

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 3948

No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20 (Silver) 

Introduction and First Reading,  ................................................................................... 3761

Second Reading,  ...................................3769–3774, 3785–3810, 3927–3934, 3948–3963 

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 3963

Committee of the Whole,  . 3963–3968, 4016–4035, 4045–4062, 4073–4092, 4137–4154,  

4164–4182, 4263–4269, 4295–4314, 4326–4345, 4371–4379, 4396–4410, 

4424–4438, 4452–4470, 4514–4536, 4547–4565, 4612–4629, 4642–4661, 

4673–4691 

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 27 cleared or carried,  ........ 4141

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 7 cleared or carried,  .......... 4647

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 51 cleared or carried,  ........ 4674

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 54 cleared or carried,  ........ 4678

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 11 cleared or carried,  ........ 4679

Reported without amendment,  ....................................................................... 4691

Third Reading,  ............................................................................................................. 4692

Division,  .......................................................................................................... 4692

Assent,  ......................................................................................................................... 4693

GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
No. 464 - Re appointments to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators (McPhee) 

Notice,  ......................................................................................................................... 4318

Debate,  .............................................................................................................. 4391–4392 

Motion agreed to,  ......................................................................................................... 4392

No. 465 - Re appointments to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators (McPhee) 

Notice,  ......................................................................................................................... 4318

Debate,  ........................................................................................................................ 4392

Motion agreed to,  ......................................................................................................... 4393
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GOVERNMENT MOTIONS (continued)

No. 466 - Re appointments to the Yukon Human Rights Commission (McPhee) 

Notice,  ......................................................................................................................... 4318

Debate,  ........................................................................................................................ 4393

Motion agreed to,  ......................................................................................................... 4393

HANSON, LIZ
Questions, oral: 

American Sign Language program,  ............................................................................. 4042

Beaver River land use planning,  ................................................................................. 3781

Cannabis regulation in Yukon,  .................................................................................... 4162

Community emergency medical services,  ................................................................... 4014

Death of Yukoner in custody in Alberta,  ...................................................................... 4542

Dempster Highway maintenance,  ............................................................................... 4067

Electoral reform,  ................................................................................................ 4260, 4636 

Employee assistance program,  ................................................................................... 3818

Energy supply and demand,  ........................................................................................ 3975

Government staffing,  ................................................................................................... 4449

Government support for non-governmental organizations,  ......................................... 3764

Government website, ................................................................................................... 4133

Highway safety,  ........................................................................................................... 4606

Mine closure security,  .................................................................................................. 3881

Pharmacy and Drug Act regulations, ........................................................................... 4417

Public interest disclosure of wrongdoing process,  ...................................................... 4511

Salvation Army shelter and Housing First model,  ....................................................... 4671

Seniors housing,  .......................................................................................................... 4161

Yukon Liquor Corporation social responsibility,  .......................................................... 4292

Speaks on: 

Bill No. 29 - Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019: Second Reading,  ... 4421

Bill No. 32 - Act to Amend the Securities Act: Third Reading,  .................................... 4641

Bill No. 33 - Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate Implementation Act: Second 

Reading,  ............................................................................................................... 4198

Bill No. 208 - Third Appropriation Act 2018-19: Second Reading,  .............................. 3823

Bill No. 208 - Third Appropriation Act 2018-19: Third Reading,  .................................. 3944

Bill No. 209 - Interim Supply Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............... 3914

Bill No. 209 - Interim Supply Appropriation Act 2019-20: Third Reading,  ................... 3947
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HANSON, LIZ (continued)

Speaks on: 

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3949

Ministerial statements: 

BreakOut West music festival,  ....................................................................... 4065

Dawson City Airport,  ....................................................................................... 3778

Legalization and private retail of cannabis,  .................................................... 4474

Motor Vehicles Act,  ........................................................................................ 4010

Nisutlin Bay bridge in Teslin,  .......................................................................... 4668

Workers’ Compensation Act and Occupational Health and Safety Act

re-development,  ...................................................................................... 4443

Yukon aviation system,  .................................................................................. 3844

Yukon College bachelor of business administration degree,  ......................... 4159

Yukon's creative and cultural industries strategy,  .......................................... 4257

Motion No. 272 - Re using the protection area provisions provided in the Territorial Lands 

(Yukon) Act to protect and manage sensitive areas,  ........................................... 3861

Motion No. 326 - Re economic reconciliation with Yukon First Nations,  ..................... 3981

Motion No. 413 - Re funding for non-governmental organizations,  ............................ 3868

Motion No. 423 - Re cannabis sale and regulation,  .................................................... 4500

Motion No. 429 - Re addressing safety and security issues in Yukon Housing Corporation 

senior citizens apartment buildings,  ........................................................... 4102, 4110 

Motion No. 450 - Re construction of a new school in Whistle Bend,  .......................... 4247

Motion No. 481 - Re continuous glucose monitor funding,  ............................... 4582, 4583 

Motion No. 484 - Re improving reporting and mitigation of adverse drug reactions, 4590, 4593 

HASSARD, STACEY
Questions, oral: 

Community infrastructure development, ...................................................................... 4574

Comprehensive departmental reviews,  ....................................................................... 4132

Contract bid challenge process,  .................................................................................. 4015

Electoral reform,  .......................................................................................................... 3937

Energy supply and demand,  .............................................................................. 4220, 4259 

Fiscal management,  .................................................................................................... 3762

Government staffing,  ................................................................................................... 3879

Government support for non-governmental organizations,  ......................................... 3816

Health care funding,  .................................................................................................... 3845

Highway safety,  ........................................................................................................... 4040
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HASSARD, STACEY (continued)

Questions, oral: 

Mining legislation,  ........................................................................................................ 4066

Mining sector development,  .............................................................................. 3973, 4192 

Politicizing the public service,  ........................................................ 4571, 4604, 4635, 4670 

Private sector employment,  ......................................................................................... 4510

Procurement policy,  ................................................................................. 4290, 4540, 4543 

Robert Campbell Highway maintenance,  .......................................................... 4294, 4318 

Ross River School,  ...................................................................................................... 4479

School capacity,  .......................................................................................................... 3779

School catchment areas,  ............................................................................................. 3908

Whistle Bend school,  ................................................................................................... 4160

Whitehorse emergency shelter,  ................................................................................... 4447

Speaks on: 

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3785

Ministerial statements: 

Dawson City Airport,  ....................................................................................... 3778

Motor Vehicles Act,  ........................................................................................ 4009

Nisutlin Bay bridge in Teslin,  .......................................................................... 4667

Yukon aviation system,  .................................................................................. 3843

Motion No. 326 - Re economic reconciliation with Yukon First Nations,  ..................... 3980

Motion No. 423 - Re cannabis sale and regulation,  .................................................... 4494

Motion No. 436 - Re developing "slow down, move over" legislation, 4111, 4115, 4117, 4121

HUTTON, DON (see also DEPUTY SPEAKER, CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE) 

Speaks on: 

Bill No. 210 - First Appropriation Act 2019-20: Second Reading,  ............................... 3791

Motion No. 272 - Re using the protection area provisions provided in the Territorial Lands 

(Yukon) Act to protect and manage sensitive areas,  ........................................... 3860
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Wednesday, April 3, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I ask all of my colleagues here in

the Legislative Assembly to welcome some guests who we

have here with us today.

We have Barbara Frain Gower, Madam Justice

Edith Campbell, Chief Judge Peter Chisholm, Judge Michael

Cozens, Marie Gagnon, Liz Gorczyca, Tom Ullyett,

Suat Tuzlak and Shayne Fairman. Thank you all for being

here today.

Applause

Mr. Gallina: I know the Minister of Justice introduced

Tom Ullyett, but I wanted to recognize him as a constituent.

Tom and I always have passionate discussions around trail

connectivity, or he is helping me size up sporting equipment

for one of my children for cross-country skiing. Welcome to

the gallery today, Tom.

Applause

Speaker: Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In remembrance of Justice Leigh Francis Gower

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Liberal government, the Official Opposition and the Third

Party to pay tribute to the late Justice Leigh Francis Gower.

Leigh left this life surrounded by loving family and

friends on October 29, 2018, in an Edmonton hospital from

complications from a stroke. Leigh was born in Durban, South

Africa in July 1956. He came to Canada with his mother when

he was three. His family life in Alberta fuelled his love of

learning, acting and outdoor activities. He was the

valedictorian of the class of 1974, when he earned a bachelor

of science from the University of Alberta, and he later earned

a bachelor of laws from the University of Saskatchewan.

Leigh was drawn to the north early in his legal career. He

articled in Yellowknife, where he met and married his wife in

a memorable ceremony on the shores of Great Slave Lake in

1988. They would soon have two amazing children —

Gwendolen and Dylan, and their family moved to Whitehorse

in 1991. Then, over the last few years, they became

grandparents to four beautiful grandchildren.

Leigh was an avid outdoorsman who deeply loved the

north and its opportunities for hiking, backpacking, camping,

kayaking, canoeing and skiing. Leigh and Barb also both

loved to travel. He was dedicated to keeping fit and healthy.

He earned a second degree black belt in karate — always a

good idea for a judge. He went for a five-kilometre run every

lunch hour, rain or shine, and he worked out with weights

every day.

Leigh fully adopted his northern home. He had a passion

for the unique justice issues of the north. He was a gifted

writer and a skilled criminal law technician.

During his practice, he frequently travelled by small plane

to remote northern communities to appear in circuit courts,

which he truly loved. In 2003, Leigh became a Yukon

Supreme Court Justice. Leigh called this appointment “the

miracle of the judgeship”, and his abiding respect for the rule

of law is evident in the accolades that have poured in from the

legal community after his death. Although quiet and reflective

by nature, his exuberant love of life came through in his

memorable exploits on the dance floor and in his recitations

around campfires and in theatres.

Leigh’s contribution to the Yukon legal community was

immense. Leigh believed in giving back to his community. At

the Canadian Bar Association Yukon branch, he was the

section chair, an executive member, the Yukon law branch

president and our representative on the CBA national board of

directors. Once he had done virtually all that he could do for

us through our professional association, he turned his focus to

modernizing our law society and regulator.

He was a member of the executive of the law society,

president of the Yukon law society and ultimately represented

us at the Federation of Law Societies of Canada.

CBA Yukon has instituted an award in his name that

recognizes a member of the Yukon bar who has made a

significant contribution to both our legal and larger

community. The inaugural recipient of this award in February

was Debra Fendrick.

Leigh was a true mentor. He led by example. None of the

things he taught me over the more than 26 years of our

friendship and working together were overt, specific or even

intentional on his part, but he taught anyway through his

actions, his work ethic and his quiet vigilance. His legacy

lives on every day when we embrace and pay forward what he

taught us all.

When Leigh became a Supreme Court Judge, he promised

at his swearing-in that he would do a number of things. He

promised the following: He promised to be open-minded.

Leigh was an intent listener. His silence and expressionless

face could be unnerving in any room — especially a court

room. You simply could not know what he was thinking about

what you were saying. His attention illustrated true interest

and respect and urged us all to develop such skills. His poker

face was unrivaled, and playing poker with him was never a

good idea.

He promised to work toward the greater good. Leigh was

a generous spirit. He was a leader, a strategic thinker, a

professional and an extremely competent lawyer. His
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excellence raised the bar and required a standard of civility

that we are all proud of. His work was always focused,

dedicated, meticulous and thorough, and he made us all better.

He promised to strive for excellence. When I speak to

new graduates — an honour that I have had for the past

several years — I tell them, “Always do more than what is

expected, no matter the task.” Leigh exemplified that notion.

Leigh never did anything halfway, whether it was writing a

judgment, training for a race, sharing time with family and

friends or dancing.

At his swearing-in as a judge in our Yukon Supreme

Court just over 15 years ago, Leigh ended his remarks by

quoting Oliver Wendell Holmes, who aptly said, “What lies

behind us and what lies before us are tiny matters compared to

what lies within us.” I know he believed that. He lived it; he

showed us how to live it. The lesson is ours to learn in his

honour. Thank you.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for

tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Ms. Hanson: I have for tabling a letter from the

executive director of Raven Recycling respecting the

proposed framework for the Yukon government carbon price

rebate.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 7 — received

Clerk: Mr. Speaker and honourable members of the

Assembly: I have had the honour to review a petition, being

Petition No. 7 of the Second Session of the 34th Legislative

Assembly, as presented by the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King on April 2, 2019.

The petition presented by the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King meets the requirements as to form of the

Standing Orders of the Yukon Legislative Assembly.

Speaker: Accordingly, I declare Petition No. 7 is

deemed to be read and received. Pursuant to Standing Order

No. 67, the Executive Council shall provide a response to a

petition which has been deemed read and received within

eight sitting days of its presentation.

Therefore, the Executive Council response to Petition

No. 7 shall be provided on or before April 16, 2019.

Are there any further petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Hutton: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

continue to work with Yukon First Nations on the partnership

with respect to education in schools, including work through

the Yukon Forum, the Chiefs Committee on Education, the

joint education action plan, individual education agreements

with First Nation governments and initiatives with the Council

of Yukon First Nations.

Mr. Istchenko: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to use

its 2019-20 budget to improve highway safety near the

entrance to the Mendenhall subdivision by adding a turning

lane and a slip lane at the entrances to the subdivision.

I also give notice of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Minister of Environment to

ensure that all positions on the Yukon Fish and Wildlife

Management Board are filled as soon as they become vacant

to ensure that the board can complete the work it is mandated

to do.

I also give notice of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to use

its 2019-20 budget to improve highway safety near the

entrance to the Takhini River subdivision by:

(1) fixing the extreme bump at the entrance immediately;

and

(2) adding a turning lane and a slip lane to the entrances

to the subdivision.

Ms. Van Bibber: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to use

its 2019-20 capital budget to improve safety on the Alaska

Highway in front of Porter Creek Super A by adding a turning

lane and a slip lane.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Energy supply and demand

Mr. Hassard: I have some questions today regarding

energy storage. The Southern Lakes enhanced storage concept

is a proposal for Yukon Energy to change their water licence

to allow them to adjust the water levels of the Southern Lakes,

including Marsh Lake.

According to testimony provided by the Yukon Energy

Corporation during their general rate application last summer,

they do have conditional support from the Carcross/Tagish

First Nation to proceed to YESAB.

Last fall, we asked the minister about this project, and he

did recognize that there is some opposition to the project from
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residents of Marsh Lake, but he also referenced that the

Energy Corporation was going back to do more work on the

project and then will bring back more information to the

Yukon Utilities Board on the project.

Can the minister give us an update on the Southern Lakes

enhancement projects?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, the enhancement

projects such as the Southern Lakes enhanced storage concept

as well as the Mayo Lake enhanced storage project are a cost-

effective way of course of reducing Yukon’s need for thermal

generation during the winter when demand of energy is the

highest.

While all energy projects have some impacts, this

government wants to ensure that any projects address as best

as possible Yukoners’ values of environmental protection,

cost, reliability and social responsibility.

Mr. Speaker, this is a discussion that has come up when

the Yukon Energy Corporation has entered the Assembly as

witnesses. There has been considerable resistance to the

project. Earlier on, the Energy Corporation brought this to

rate, and at that particular time, they were told to go back and

to do more work.

Some of that work has been done. A final consultation is

being looked at. At that point in time, depending on what we

will hear from residents — we have a strong feeling of what

we heard already — then we feel that this could finally be put

to rate at that particular time. Or residents may, based on what

is happening with snow load and other situations within the

Yukon, have a different perspective.

I won’t judge the outcome yet, but that’s the final work

that needs to be done.

Mr. Hassard: If the Energy Corporation has received

conditional support from Carcross/Tagish First Nation to

proceed to YESAB for the Southern Lakes enhancement

project, it seems like you would assume that the corporation is

strongly considering it.

Since last July’s general rate application hearing, the

minister also told this House in November that Yukon Energy

Corporation was going to do a bit more work and research

into the project and talk to residents of the Southern Lakes

about what this project would mean for lake levels around

their homes.

Would the minister be able to provide an update on the

work, research and discussions that Yukon Energy

Corporation is having with residents along those southern

lakes?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Leader of the Official

Opposition for this question. I think it’s important to first

identify that I believe that yes, the Yukon Energy Corporation

did signal that there was support. I believe the letter of support

that they received from Carcross is from the Carcross/Tagish

Management Corporation, which is their development

corporation, versus their lands committee, which plays a very

strong role.

The president of the development corporation had met

with the previous chief as well as an elder from the nation and

the CEO from the management corporation. I know that the

dialogue is continuing. Of course there are many other people

who are affected beyond Carcross/Tagish First Nation with

this project.

Absolutely — we are looking to have that discussion

which I spoke about last fall — to inform the House that the

original numbers that came in for consultation — the breadth

of it was robust. We had asked the Yukon Energy Corporation

to go back and take a look at the most effective way to do that

consultation, but maybe to sharpen the pencil on the numbers.

They have undertaken that work and I appreciate their

leadership on it. We’re looking to have those discussions in

2019.

Mr. Hassard: So another energy storage project that

Yukon Energy Corporation has been considering — and the

minister mentioned this in his first response — is the

increasing of the storage at Mayo Lake. That project includes

Yukon Energy Corporation asking their current licensed

minimum supply level to be lowered by up to one metre. They

would then start with a half-metre increase to the storage

range and monitor the effects. Then depending on the results,

they would look to increase by up to another half metre.

Yukon Energy Corporation estimates that this scenario

would provide enough additional water during the winter to

displace up to a half-million dollars per year in thermal fuel

costs.

Would the minister be able to provide an update on the

Mayo Lake enhancement project as well?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Correct — this is a project of course

that — Yukon Energy Corporation is planning to proceed with

detailed design and planning in 2019. The member opposite is

correct — the approach of proceeding was for about a half-

metre increase in the storage. But I have to make the House

aware that we are just going over our draft numbers on our

snowpack. It’s going to be very important for the Legislative

Assembly — the opposition will have a great opportunity to

speak to Yukon Energy Corporation and Yukon Development

Corporation, when they appear as witnesses this spring, to

really mull over what that means. There is a lot of concern for

us about what we have in the freshet that will lead to increased

power. Of course it also affects my colleagues. This was

discussed yesterday in the Assembly — what it means for fire

threat.

I think we will have to contemplate what is happening out

there before we look at advancing, but I will leave it to Yukon

Energy Corporation to provide more information on exactly

where they’re at on the planning of this project when they

visit the Assembly.

Question re: Energy supply and demand
Mr. Istchenko: This government has signalled their

intent to develop transmission line infrastructure to connect to

Yukon and BC grid and specifically the site C dam. In

November, I asked the minister for an update on this project.

In response, he had said that early analysis suggested that the

project would cost about $1.7 billion, and I think that is

actually based off — I believe — a 2016 study. He also said

that the government did some early work and has put together
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a proposal that they were intending to submit to the federal

government. In his words — he said, “We are just sort of

working on dotting our i’s and crossing our t’s on that.”

I am wondering today if the minister could update us on

this proposal to the federal government. Has it now been

submitted? How much money are they actually requesting

from Canada?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: We are fortunate that Yukon residents

and businesses currently have access to reliable, safe,

renewable and affordable electricity, but we need to ensure

that we are able to meet future needs as well. Of course, as I

have spoken about today, the British Columbia site C dam has

the potential to help Yukon reduce fossil fuel consumption

related to electricity generation by providing plentiful clean

energy to help drive economic growth.

We did some early work with Midgard, which was the

update of the numbers. Part of that work is not only about

connecting to the grid, but also understanding what the costs

are to upgrade lines inside our domestic grid and maybe

extending our grid — understanding how much it would cost

to have an upgraded line to places such as Watson Lake. That

is important work.

As the member opposite would know, I think that, during

the end of the previous government’s mandate, there was a

large conversation about electrification throughout the

country. I believe the Yukon was the only jurisdiction that did

not submit a plan to do that work, so we were a little bit

behind compared to everybody else, and that’s why you have

seen some announcements in other areas where there is

funding coming into play.

At this particular time in our discussions with BC

government, there is not an interest for large investment. We

still think that some of that work that we have done could be

helpful to look at what we can do domestically, but at this

time, we continue to look at other renewable energy sources.

Mr. Istchenko: If the project is estimated to be about

$1.7 billion, obviously that is bigger than the entire Yukon

budget currently. The minister did talk about updated

numbers, and I would appreciate, at some point in time, if he

could give them to the Legislature.

Usually Canada is asked to pay 75 percent of the project

costs, so in this case, that would mean Canada’s share would

be approximately $1.3 billion. It would be interesting getting

more details on that application, and I hope the minister could

maybe table it in the House along with those updated

numbers. The $1.7 billion figure is from a 2016 study, so if

the minister has updated estimates on the cost of the project,

we would be interested in that as well.

Can the minister provide a bit more detail around that

expense? Was that for a feasibility study on the project? What

I am talking about is $150,000 that they have spent to date.

Would he be willing to provide that to the House?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think I would add to this — just for

clarity again — our discussions with BC Hydro on this

potential partnership really have led to — the early talks led

us to believe that there was not an interest. The reason there

was not an interest, I think, is the fact that, shortly after those

discussions, BC Hydro talked about the fact that they had a

deficit of about $6 billion. I think the current government in

British Columbia has offset some of that — so not looking to

make big drastic — I think they have their own integrated

resource plan.

We have also had the business community in the Yukon

signal to us that they want us to look at domestic opportunities

to increase and diversify our economy, and we think that’s

some good advice and direction.

I will say we have not submitted an application. What we

made a decision on was, instead of submitting an application

to do further work after our discussions with BC Hydro, we

have submitted an application for a large battery. We have

submitted to NSERC, and it is a battery that’s part of our

integrated resource plan. I believe that our request is for about

$11 million, so instead of having two competing proposals,

we thought that storage — which can help us in

complementing infrastructure that comes on line from our

independent power production — was the best route, and

that’s what Yukoners wanted.

Mr. Istchenko: It sounds like the BC grid option has

been kind of taken off the plate there and the minister was

speaking about some new initiatives. There would need to be

quite a lot of consultation and discussion with various groups

throughout the territory. Can the minister let us know, in his

new discussions or consultations — have they already started?

Has the minister had these discussions with the affected First

Nations or the local chambers of commerce on these projects?

What has early indication been in terms of support for doing

this sort of thing?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: A good point, Mr. Speaker. I’m not

quite clear what that question was about. I know it was about

if I consulted, but I’m not sure what I was consulting on —

what the question was.

What I said was that we had put a proposal in for a

battery versus — I guess it’s for new infrastructure. Once

again, there will be a great opportunity to have discussions

here in the House when Yukon Development Corporation and

Yukon Energy Corporation appear, but what I would say is

that there has been a bit of information out there. We had gone

out for a request for information, potentially looking at

thermal. People are aware of that. I think the story will

become very clear about the fact that we have some real

pressure on us concerning snowpack.

We are still very committed to a renewable energy future.

That is based on — that’s why we put together our

independent power regulations, so we have that opportunity to

make that happen. We’re excited about projects such as the

Haeckel Hill project with Chu Níikwän. We’re excited about

what’s happening in Old Crow and in other areas. We are still

looking at a series of other projects that could look at larger

energy production. That has to focus of course not just on

solar and wind but, if you want the reliability, on hydro.

Question re: Greenhouse gas emissions
Ms. White: A report from the Department of

Environment and Climate Change Canada projected dire
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consequences for Canada and the north if action is not swiftly

taken to curb our collective greenhouse gas emissions. The

report found that Canada’s climate is warming at twice the

global average, while Canada’s north is warming at three

times the global average.

We recognize that this government has taken some steps

to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, but those steps do not

reflect the urgency with which this issue needs to be dealt

with. The report found that scenarios with limited warming

will only occur if Canada and the rest of the world reduce

carbon emissions to near zero early in the second half of the

century.

Mr. Speaker, will this government commit to working

with Yukoners to set a net zero emissions target in Yukon by

2050?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I’ll start the response,

Mr. Speaker, and then I’ll leave it to my colleagues the

Minister of Environment and the Minister of Energy, Mines

and Resources to follow up.

Overall, the work that we have been doing is out there

right now, engaging with Yukoners on a combined strategy

around climate change and energy. The reason is that we see

those two things as completely intertwined. We have said that

we would continue to work on one of the most critical sectors

around greenhouse gas emissions, which is our building sector

— to retrofit. We are increasing that investment every year.

We are moving up to $30 million per year.

As well, we are working across each of our departments

to identify both how to adapt to climate change and to

mitigate climate change. I think that each of us as ministers

could stand up and talk about the pieces, but I will leave it to

my colleagues the Minister of Environment and the Minister

of Energy, Mines and Resources to speak further on that

initiative around climate and energy combined.

Ms. White: Although I appreciate the pieces, there are

specific questions. So that was a target for net zero emissions.

Just to reiterate — we appreciate that those projects that the

minister mentioned are underway, but we simply believe that

Yukon has the ability to do more. For example, transportation

makes up just over 60 percent of Yukon’s greenhouse gas

emissions, yet little has been done in the territory to address

that. Recently, the Government of Canada built 23 electric

vehicle fast-chargers in British Columbia for just over

$1 million. A similar investment in Whitehorse and the

Whitehorse periphery area could make buying an electric

vehicle not only feasible, but attractive to well over three-

quarters of Yukon’s population.

Mr. Speaker, does this government recognize that it is

feasible to create electric vehicle infrastructure in the Yukon

at a reasonable cost while at the same time reducing our

dependence on fossil fuel?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think that, with the work happening

by both the Yukon Development Corporation and the Energy

Solutions Centre, we are aligned in the fact that we do

understand that increased investment in charging stations is

important. Dialogue — even this week — with other

individuals from the business community asking what our

plans are — there has been significant investment in

Whitehorse. I think we will probably, in the short term, see

some information about more — an increase in that type of

infrastructure. Then of course we are looking to see what the

opportunities are through our Arctic energy fund and through

our IREI — to use those dollars to then increase opportunities

along some of our main arteries in and out of Yukon.

I agree that this is a very important option. As we see the

increase in British Columbia, we know that there are more

people who will be purchasing these vehicles. In turn, not only

is it the right thing to do, but it also becomes a hook for

increased tourism when you have this infrastructure in place.

Those are things that I’m talking with my colleague about,

and those are the things that we are looking to invest in.

Ms. White: Again, we appreciate that this government

has a number of initiatives underway, but they don’t reflect

the fact that if we don’t collectively take action on this issue,

we will face irreversible, catastrophic climate change in the

north.

This government has earmarked $110 million to build

roads to mines that have yet to be approved. If they showed

this kind of enthusiasm for investments in renewable energy,

we would be well on our way toward a fossil fuel-free future.

Recently, the Yukon Utilities Board blocked the Yukon

Energy Corporation from pursuing any further demand-side

management programs in Yukon. As the utility, the Yukon

Energy Corporation was exceptionally well-placed to

implement emissions-reducing DSM projects. It is high time

that we amend the Public Utilities Act to ensure that they
consider the environmental and social responsibility of energy

generation.

Mr. Speaker, will this government commit to reviewing

the Public Utilities Act to ensure that we can give our utilities
the best tools to reduce emissions and fight climate change?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: There were a number of themes in the

question. First, I would say that having the extraction of

commodities such as copper in the Yukon is something that

we believe is appropriate when you look at the overall global

demand in our future for copper — when you look at

electrification and a clean tech future.

The member well knows that having it appropriately

extracted in the Yukon, providing opportunities and jobs —

not only for Yukoners but for our First Nation governments

and all Canadians — is something that we should look at, so

we will continue to do that work.

Secondly, I would say that there is a good point about the

decision that was made — our Energy Corporation concerning

demand-side management — has gone back in the process.

We have not seen the final outcome of that process yet. They

certainly felt that they had a different opinion compared to

what was rendered. We do see demand-side management as a

great option. Actually, on electric and demand-side

management, I think that we will have some news. I don’t

want to pre-empt too much, but we will be talking about that

in the near future.

Thirdly, we have to have a realistic conversation, and we

have had these conversations before. Putting $20-, $30-, $40-,
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or $50 million into wind — when the opposition brings a flyer

in from northern BC — it does not provide us with reliable

energy. So I look forward to a real conversation, not just

dreams, about how we actually make sure that our heat is on,

our lights are on and people are safe.

Question re: Wildfire risk reduction
Mr. Cathers: The Yukon government needs to do more

to reduce the risk of wildfires, including looking through the

lens of fire risk reduction to do targeted harvesting in and near

communities. This is a problem, but it is also an opportunity

to grow the private sector, provide job opportunities and

reduce reliance on fossil fuels by moving toward more homes,

commercial buildings and government buildings with a

renewable resource.

The Whitehorse and Southern Lakes Forest Resources

Management Plan process is underway, with representatives

from the government and three First Nations on the planning

committee.

Can the minister confirm if wildfire risk mitigation is

being considered as part of this planning exercise, and if so, is

targeted harvesting to reduce wildfire risk being looked at as a

matter of high priority?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Forest resources management plans

provide certainty for Yukoners’ land base. They identify

sustainable forest management practices and foster economic

opportunities for Yukoners. I am pleased with our positive

relationships with First Nations in forest management

planning. We have collaborated on plans for the Haines

Junction, Dawson and Teslin regions.

Forest management planning for Whitehorse and the

Southern Lakes area continues in partnership with the

Government of Yukon, Ta’an Kwäch’än First Nation,

Kwanlin Dün First Nation and Carcross/Tagish First Nation.

The committee anticipates recommending a plan to

government this spring.

We have a long history of working with the Kaska, as

well, toward a forest management plan for southeast Yukon. I

have to say that our talks, not just around the Whitehorse area,

but with the Kaska Nation have very much centred on

adaptation for climate change and ensuring that we take into

consideration the forest fire threat, especially after last season.

I appreciate the support of Community Services and my

colleague as we integrate not only our plan for this summer,

but how appropriate cutting will play a very important role

with that.

Mr. Cathers: The forest resources management plan

website outlines six stages for the planning process.

We recognize that planning takes time, but the

Whitehorse and Southern Lakes Forest Resources

Management Plan does seem to be moving slowly. Fires in

Telegraph Creek, Lower Post, Fort McMurray and other

recent wildfires have got people’s attention, and there is a

growing recognition that targeted harvesting to reduce the risk

of wildfires needs to be done as soon as possible.

Can the minister tell us where in the process this forest

management plan is at? When does he expect a draft plan to

be made public?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I believe that, in my answer to the first

question, I talked about the Southern Lakes plan and the fact

that we would be looking to bring something to government

this spring.

Mr. Cathers: The minister did say when the plan

would be in the government’s hands, but not when it would be

public.

We all love the natural beauty of our boreal forest, but

from a fire risk perspective, we need to do more targeted

harvesting of spruce and pine trees in and near our

communities. The Whitehorse and Southern Lakes Forest

Resources Management Plan is an important process, but

government needs to ensure that a broad look at forest

resources in this large area doesn’t get in the way of taking

action now to reduce the risk of wildfire. We need a wildfire

risk reduction plan that includes short-term actions for the

next few years as well as a long-term vision.

Whether as part of an overall forest management plan or

separate from it, the Yukon needs a wildfire risk reduction

plan that places priority on targeted harvesting and considers

whether more controlled burns are necessary. Efforts of the

Whitehorse FireSmart group and the Yukon Wood Products

Association are helping to build public support for taking

action now.

Can the minister please tell us if the government is

committed to moving quickly to developing a wildfire risk

reduction plan, and if so, how long does he expect it to take?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I think this a similar

question to the one yesterday. I am happy to rise again and say

again that yes, we agree with the member opposite that we

need to be doing more around wildfire. I just will note that I

don’t think, with respect to prescribed burns, that we use those

for forests unless we are really hard up against it. Those are

usually for low-growing grasses early in the spring.

Typically, for forests, we will deal with it by doing what

is called “landscape management”, where we slowly but

surely change over from a coniferous forest to more deciduous

growth. The development of that plan is underway now. It is

working in concert with the Whitehorse and Southern Lakes

Forest Resources Management Plan. It is not being held up by

that. We are working closely together.

As I said yesterday, we have met with the Yukon Wood

Products Association to talk about the opportunities for

biomass; we have talked with the Minister of Highways and

Public Works about making sure that there are opportunities

for that biomass to displace other fossil fuel forms of heating.

We are working with the Minister of Energy, Mines and

Resources on this front and yes, there is a concerted effort.

We are working on it right now.

I said yesterday in the House that our hope was to pull

together a project for sometime this year.
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Question re: Plastic waste management
Ms. Van Bibber: Yesterday, the Minister of

Community Services mentioned that the government is

proposing to not only bring in a fee for plastic bags but also

paper bags. Looking at the February 25 news release that the

government issued to launch the survey, the Minister of

Environment is quoted as saying: “Share your thoughts on a

surcharge for single-use shopping bags and help keep plastic

waste out of our environment and landfills.”

This leaves one with the impression that the government

is looking at only adding a fee to plastic bags. As a result of

this inaccurate statement and news release from the Minister

of Environment, many Yukoners now believe that the

government is only looking at plastic bags.

Can the minister tell us if they will be working with the

business community, including the chambers of commerce

and the Canadian Federation of Independent Business, to

collect data on the impacts of this policy in Yukon?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Yesterday, I rose on a ministerial

statement to talk about this. Let me reaffirm for members

opposite, members of this House and the public: The proposal

is for single-use bags. When the Minister of Environment

spoke about working to reduce single-use plastics — that was

to acknowledge that we had that as a motion here in this

House that we were to work toward trying to find ways to

reduce all single-use plastics — straws, utensils, et cetera.

That’s the reference. If there has been some concern out

there with the public, we will do our best to try to make sure

that everyone hears. I will reach out to the chambers of

commerce later today to make sure that they’re very clear that

it is single-use bags that we are working on here.

I will look back as well to make sure that I haven’t made

a mistake in how we have been informing the public about it.

We are trying to be very clear: It’s about single-use bags. We

were motivated by this House putting forward a unanimous

motion that we should work to reduce single-use plastics.

Ms. Van Bibber: As we have highlighted, the Minister

of Environment has made some inaccurate statements on the

policy the government is pursuing here.

On March 26 during debate, my colleague the MLA for

Kluane asked the Minister of Environment — and I quote:

“Does this surcharge include paper bags?”

In response, the Minister of Environment said — and I

quote: “Not to my knowledge. I will have to get back to the

member, but the discussion right now that we are having is on

single-use plastics.”

In response to this, the Minister of Community Services’

office did send us an e-mail contradicting the Minister of

Environment, indicating that the tax would also apply to paper

bags. We thank him for that. But we do wonder why the

Minister of Environment brought incorrect information to the

floor of the Assembly.

With respect to adding a tax to paper bags, will the

minister commit to doing so through an economic analysis

and making it public before implementation?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: There are times, I am sure, when

each of us in this Legislature has a small fact that is incorrect

— or maybe even larger ones — and I hope we do our due

diligence to try to correct them. That’s what we did.

Will we work with the chambers of commerce? Of course

we will work with the chambers of commerce. Are we going

to do a full economic impact analysis? This is now the third

time I am hearing the suggestion. I heard it around minimum

wage; I heard it around this one twice, I guess.

What I want to say is let’s do the engagement with the

public which is open right now. Let’s see what the results of

that are.

I also noted for this House yesterday — I think in the

ministerial statement — that we have the example of the

Northwest Territories and how that has played out. We have a

nearby example from a sister territory about this initiative.

My understanding is that it was quite well-received. I am

happy to look at it from a range of perspectives, and I am

really happy to hear from the chambers of commerce about

their issues or individual businesses as to what they think

about this initiative. That’s the whole point of a public

engagement — that we get a chance to hear from all members

of the Yukon.

Ms. Van Bibber: As we said yesterday in this House,

the Yukon Party does support the government’s goal to reduce

waste and single-use plastics as we have demonstrated in our

support of last year’s motion, but we do want to make sure

that whatever actions the government is doing take into

consideration and is up front with small businesses.

As we mentioned, the CPP premiums increasing, small

business tax increases from Ottawa, the carbon tax — small

businesses do feel like a lot of new expenses and processes are

being thrown on them. Yesterday during debate, we learned

that a number of businesses in town won’t even be eligible for

carbon tax rebates, so these things do add up, and we’re just

raising concerns on behalf of small businesses.

Can the minister provide us with a timeline for when he

will implement these changes?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: It’s an appropriate time as we really

talk about business conditions. It was brought up on a couple

of occasions today by the member opposite about the

Canadian Federation of Independent Business. I think it’s just

important to share with the House today that, earlier today, the

Financial Post put a national report out naming Whitehorse as
the number-one entrepreneurial city in Canada out of 125

cities. There were 13 metrics that were used within that work.

The metrics had to do with self-employment demographics,

small business sentiment and local tax and regulatory policy,

and within that, Whitehorse finished first.

I want to thank the business community for the work they

do, continuing to see us as a leader in the country when it

comes to small business and business growth.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.
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ORDERS OF THE DAY
GOVERNMENT PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

MOTIONS OTHER THAN GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
Motion No. 415

Clerk: Motion No. 415, standing in the name of

Mr. Adel.

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Copperbelt

North:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with First Nation partners and community stakeholders

to determine whether there is interest or capacity in other

organizations to take on delivery of some or all of the

programs and services currently being delivered in the

Whitehorse emergency shelter.

Mr. Adel: I am pleased to rise today to speak to this

motion. I speak to a lot of people in the community within my

riding and others who are interested in knowing the future of

the Whitehorse emergency shelter and what it will look like

going forward. For that reason, I have put this motion forward

that we are debating on the floor of the Assembly today.

As a government, we care deeply about the services being

provided at the Whitehorse emergency shelter. We believe in

the wellness of all our citizens and are committed to ensuring

that our policies and services are working to make Yukoners’

lives better.

The needs of Yukon’s vulnerable citizens are complex.

The challenges we face in addressing those complex needs are

often rooted in historic and culturally related trauma. As a

government, we have a responsibility to meet our clients

where they are and serve the needs of many, not the few.

Mr. Speaker, a question I have heard posed many times is

simple: Who thought it was a good idea to build a giant new

building, vastly expand the services and then cross our fingers

to see if it would work?

Simply put, the construction of the Centre of Hope

building was perhaps an ill-conceived project by the previous

government from the start. Instead of making a thoughtful

investment in sustainable solutions, the previous government

built a multi-million dollar building for the Salvation Army

with service delivery expectations that were well outside the

Salvation Army’s capacity or scope of practice.

Our government was one that recognized that the

Salvation Army was not meeting the needs of the community.

The Salvation Army themselves recognized that. Our

government was the one that took action. In December of

2018, the Government of Yukon and the Salvation Army

reached an agreement in principle to transfer the ownership

and operations of the Centre of Hope to the Government of

Yukon.

The agreement in principle was reached through a

collaborative process undertaken between the two parties.

Both organizations have a keen interest in ensuring that

vulnerable and at-risk Yukoners receive the services and

supports they need. That interest has been a driving force in

this process.

At the time, our minister said — and I quote: “Our

government has been working in partnership with the

Salvation Army to support operations at the Centre of Hope

since it opened. Together we recognize that the services

provided at the Centre are not meeting the unique needs of our

community. As a result, we have come to a mutual agreement

to transfer the building and program operations to the

Government of Yukon. The transfer of services will allow The

Salvation Army to focus on other roles within the community.

We look forward to continuing to work with them to support

those in need in our community.”

The Minister of Health and Social Services successfully

negotiated an agreement with the Salvation Army to transfer a

$13.4-million asset back into the hands of the government.

This is working toward a sustainable delivery model that

works. The Government of Yukon provided the Salvation

Army $1.2 million per year for operation and maintenance of

the Centre of Hope. That funding, plus more, is now being

used by the Department of Health and Social Services to run

the programming at the shelter.

Did we want to assume control of the facility? No. Did

we feel we had to step in? Certainly. Do we want to run the

shelter permanently? No. Do we want to find community

partners to take over the operations? Certainly.

Today, I know that all Yukoners are very interested to

hear from the Official Opposition caucus on this topic, as it

was their government who spearheaded the expansion of this

in the first place. I am really interested in hearing what the

long-term plans were. I know that, in 2015, the former

Premier said that the centre would eventually be able to

provide more services than the old facility. There were also

statements in the media indicating that the new facility would

offer addiction counselling and skills training. Of course,

these things all sound great when we plan them, but I guess

what I am wondering is how the former government foresaw

the delivery of these services being executed.

Traditionally, the Salvation Army has helped to provide

hunger relief, shelter and some basic life skill classes, but they

are also a religious organization, and therefore there is

certainly a religious aspect to the delivery of their many

services. Chief Doris Bill of the Kwanlin Dün First Nation

came forward to the media, and a CBC article posted online

on January 21 of this year said: “The First Nation ‘pleaded

with the previous…”’ Yukon Party ‘“… government’ not to

grant control of services to the Salvation Army…” She and

others had expressed concerns around the fact that many

vulnerable members of the community are still dealing with

severe trauma from the residential school system which had a

large focus on religion, thus making a Christian-based

organization, such as the Salvation Army, a very inappropriate

choice.

Many individuals have expressed that the Christian

aspects of the programming at the facility were triggering for

them and left —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)
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Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Takhini-Kopper King, on a

point of order.

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In reading the

body of Motion No. 415, I don’t believe right now that the

comments being made are actually part of what the motion

refers to, so I’m calling a point of order on Standing Order

19(b)(i) — the question under discussion.

Speaker: The Member for Copperbelt North, on the

point of order.

Mr. Adel: We have to look back and look at what has

gone before, before we can look forward. Part of this, I feel, is

in the context of how the services were delivered and what the

reasons were for the concerns within the community, both

First Nations and others, on what this will be going forward.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: Part of the motion urges the Government of

Yukon to work with First Nation partners and community

stakeholders, but obviously in “work with First Nation

partners”, some discussion about First Nation involvement is

topical, in my view. The Member for Copperbelt North can

continue.

Mr. Adel: Kwanlin Dün leadership asked the Salvation

Army to remove the faith-based aspects of this programming;

however, those attempts were not successful.

At the time this project was being planned by the former

government, the Salvation Army had a policy in place which

demanded people to be sober to be granted shelter. This was

changed in 2015, at which time the organization underwent a

national shift and relaxed that policy. However, despite the

policy shift, we were still hearing from a lot of folks that the

Salvation Army in Whitehorse remained too strict. We

continued to see people locked out of the building or turned

away.

We also know the First Nations tried to work with the

shelter to ensure there were culturally meaningful aspects to

their programming. It was clear to many that the Salvation

Army was not able to deliver that.

Having said all of that, there certainly is a value in the

services that the Salvation Army provided and continues to

provide for our community. It is a valuable resource in many

aspects. The scope of this project was just frankly well beyond

their capacity and the situation was not sustainable.

A recent survey on homelessness indicated that there

were approximately 200 individuals within the city who were

homeless or conditionally housed. Of that study, it found 82

percent of the homeless population were indigenous. We

know that a large percentage of our homeless population deal

with substance abuse issues. Knowing this information, it

doesn’t seem to make much sense that an organization who is

responsible for emergency shelter continues to turn away

individuals who they think are intoxicated.

As I stated earlier, we have a responsibility to meet our

clients where they are and serve the needs of many, not a few.

We don’t get to cherry-pick who deserves to be helped or who

fits the mold. We simply must do our best to ensure the needs

of the community are being met with unbiased and consistent

services.

I am very proud of the work that has been done by my

colleague the Minister of Health and Social Services along

with her department in working with the Salvation Army to

transition responsibility for the facility and programming over

to the government. I have a lot of confidence in the minister,

and I am looking forward to seeing how the future of the

shelter unfolds.

I would like to thank the New Democrats, who have

publicly supported the government’s decision to intervene in

the situation. They confirmed their support just the other day

in the debate on the Health and Social Services department. I

am interested to hear their perspective on how to proceed as

we look for community partners.

Again, I am keen to hear from the Official Opposition on

their solutions as we continue debate on this topic. How do

they see the future of the shelter unfolding?

Mr. Speaker, I think we can all agree on the need for

services currently being delivered through the Centre of Hope,

and I hope we can, together this afternoon, come up with ways

to ensure that this much-needed service continues to serve the

people of the territory who rely on it.

Ms. McLeod: I rise to speak to Motion No. 415, as

brought forward by the Member for Copperbelt North, which

reads: “THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with First Nation partners and community stakeholders

to determine whether there is interest or capacity in other

organizations to take on delivery of some or all of the

programs and services currently being delivered in the

Whitehorse emergency shelter.”

Well, that is a good statement, and it would be difficult

for anyone to not be behind that. When I read this motion, I

am left to wonder: What it is that the government is trying to

do here? It is a very important topic. I think it is a topic that

everyone in this House has wondered about and has asked

questions about. I do thank the Member for Copperbelt North

for bringing it forward.

But I am going to be asking a number of questions of the

government today — and I don’t want them to take this as an

offence or a criticism, but everything that I am asking is

genuinely to seek more information and glean a bit more out

of the government as to what their plans are with respect to

this motion and this facility. I am going to just jump right to it.

It is no secret of course that government uses private

members’ motion days to move forward their agenda as a

platform to highlight plans in the works or those soon to be.

In the case of some motions — for instance, the

collaborative framework for mining — sometimes they use

motion days to say that they will do things that they never

actually take action on. With respect to today’s motion, as I

have said, I have some questions for the government. My

question is: What is the full and entire scope of the plans that

the Minister of Health and Social Services is contemplating?
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In Committee of the Whole, the minister and the Premier

hinted that the government is currently contemplating a

number of options with respect to this facility. They even

included assumptions for those contemplated options in their

budget documents. However, when we asked for details on

those assumptions, they didn’t know — or maybe they just

didn’t want to share them.

So what is the Minister of Health and Social Services not

sharing with the public at the moment? I think it is clear that

there is a path forward or we wouldn’t be debating this motion

here today.

As I have said, both the Minister of Health and Social

Services and the government have been tight-lipped on any

financial or program-related information on the Whitehorse

emergency shelter since it was taken over from the Salvation

Army. We have not seen a financial breakdown of current or

planned expenditures, and I think it’s reasonable to ask for

that and to expect the government to share that.

I hope throughout the course of debate this afternoon that

the government is forthcoming with all of that information.

Without that information, we’re left wondering what the plan

is. I know that many people in the Yukon public are starting to

talk about this government’s inability to make a decision or

set a plan, so maybe — and I hope not, but maybe — this is

another case of that.

The minister can respond to the government’s inability to

make decisions some other time. On this side of the House,

we would like the details of today’s motion. We do not have

the details to consider regarding how the government would

plan to move programming and services to other organizations

or the costs of doing so — and it leaves a lot of questions.

Would NGOs continue to offer programming and other

services out of the Whitehorse emergency shelter, or would

they have to use their own offices or facilities? Of course, that

brings us back to what the costs and programming costs are

right now. NGOs want to know that and NGOs need to know

that.

How are organizations expected to take on the financial

obligations required with their current levels of funding if the

government won’t provide that information to the public?

The Member for Copperbelt North alluded to earlier —

actually, he came right out and said it: It was $1.2 million of

funding that was being appropriated to the operation, plus

more. How much more?

Another question that comes to mind is: What process

would the government use to determine interest or capacity

for the organizations or governments identified in the motion?

Have they thought that through already? Is this work already

ongoing? We don’t know; the public doesn’t know.

There are a number of non-governmental organizations

that would be wonderful service providers for the types of

services and programs delivered. But say, for instance, that

NGOs take on program and service delivery — is the minister

hoping to make this one of her efficiency-finding missions,

passing the buck to other organizations?

We should also mention now that this is the same

minister who froze all NGO funding at the 2017-18 levels and

refused to budge on that topic until the media and the

opposition parties raised the issue publicly. With the

minister’s track record in funding NGOs, they would be

unlikely to see additional dollars come with any of these

additional duties. Of course, we don’t know that. The minister

has not been forthcoming with information — but maybe the

minister will comment on that today when she — I presume

— rises to speak to this motion.

We also have questions about why NGOs are excluded

from the carbon tax rebate scheme, which will add cost to

NGOs, making it more difficult for them to be able to afford

to take on initiatives like running the Whitehorse emergency

shelter.

What about staffing? We assume that staffing is already

in place within government for the delivery of programming

and services at the Whitehorse emergency shelter. I guess our

information to date is that these are temporary positions, but

in conversation with the minister the other day, it is still

unclear as to what the complement of staff is. I think we

settled on 37 — 10 of those being employees who were taken

over from the Salvation Army and five who currently hold

positions within government.

My question is: What is their fate? Will they transfer to

the new organization? Or is it even possible for an NGO to

take them on? Few NGOs can compete with government

wages, which I presume that all of the employees are

receiving today.

I asked the minister some questions around the current

wait-list for alcohol and drug services at the Sarah Steele

building, to which she responded that, because of the excellent

programming and services available at the Whitehorse

emergency shelter, there is no wait-list. In fact, the minister

stated that intake is down as people are diverted to the

Whitehorse shelter services that are offered. I actually thought

it was a pretty good idea to see the effects that the increase of

services in another area can have.

Once again: What is the plan? There has to be some

reason the minister would consider a change in service

providers.

Amendment proposed
Ms. McLeod: These questions are posed to

government, and with that, I would like to propose:

THAT Motion No. 415 be amended by, following the

phrase, “Whitehorse emergency shelter”, adding the words

“and provide the Legislative Assembly with:

(1) a detailed financial breakdown of the current and

planned expenditures at the Whitehorse emergency shelter;

and

(2) details on the options that the government is currently

considering with respect to management of the facility.”

Speaker: The Member for Watson Lake has the

requisite copies for distribution. If they could be distributed by

one of the pages, I will have an opportunity to review the

proposed amendment with Mr. Clerk for the purposes of

determining whether it is procedurally in order.
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I have had an opportunity to review the proposed

amendment with Mr. Clerk and can advise that it is

procedurally in order.

It has been moved by the Member for Watson Lake:

THAT Motion No. 415 be amended by, following the

phrase “Whitehorse emergency shelter”, adding the words

“and provide the Legislative Assembly with:

(1) a detailed financial breakdown of the current and

planned expenditures at the Whitehorse emergency shelter;

and

(2) details on the options that the government is currently

considering with respect to management of the facility.”

The proposed amended motion will then read:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with First Nation partners and community stakeholders

to determine whether there is interest or capacity in other

organizations to take on delivery of some or all of the

programs and services currently being delivered in the

Whitehorse emergency shelter and provide the Legislative

Assembly with:

(1) a detailed financial breakdown of the current and

planned expenditures at the Whitehorse emergency shelter;

and

(2) details on the options that the government is currently

considering with respect to management of the facility.

Ms. McLeod: I think that this amendment really speaks

to the unknowns, and we as the Official Opposition Members

of the Legislature would like to see some details. We would

like to see the numbers regarding the financial expenses that

are currently happening and that are planned at the facility. I

think that this is a reasonable thing to ask of the government.

We also took note that the Premier said that all staff at the

facility were temporary and that the government had budgeted

for them as such. When we asked him what options they were

considering for them to be temporary, he refused to share that

information. We do think that it is reasonable to ask the

government what options they are considering, especially

since the budget before this House right now is asking MLAs

to vote in favour of plans to only have these staff temporarily.

As MLAs, we have the right to know exactly what that

plan is that we are voting on. Again, I put it to the House that I

think this is a reasonable request. I know that the members on

the government side agree with me that this is a very

reasonable request.

With that, I look forward to hearing everyone else’s

thoughts this afternoon, and I look forward to unanimous

support of my amendment.

Hon. Ms. Frost: With respect to the amended motion,

some of the points that were raised by the Member for Watson

Lake really talk about the scope of program service delivery

and what the model is — that is the objective. The objective

of the motion is for us to work with our partners to determine

their interest and to look at the capacity required.

We are also looking at working with our partners. Once

we determine that relationship and we look at the scope of the

model and program requirements for the Whitehorse

emergency shelter, we will then look at the various elements

of how this will roll out. It would be premature of us to try to

prescribe that right now, so I would be happy to provide more

details as they become available.

With respect to the notes earlier — I can speak to that

later on, but right now I just want to speak to this amended

motion. I don’t agree with it for the reason that we have to

allow the analysis to roll out and look at a model that fits the

Whitehorse emergency shelter. What we had historically was

not appropriate and not acceptable. We really need to define

our relationship with our partners and look at considering our

options as we move forward. That really, I think, encompasses

good partnerships, transparent relationships and

reconciliation.

Mr. Cathers: I rise in support of this well-worded

amendment brought forward by my colleague the Member for

Watson Lake. It’s disappointing — it’s hardly surprising, but

it’s disappointing — to see the Minister of Health and Social

Services refusing to agree with the wording of the amendment

to the motion. I just want to briefly recap the fact that the two

items that are being proposed by my colleague the Member

for Watson Lake as additions to the motion are asking for two

very simple things that government should have no problem

providing the public: (1) a detailed financial breakdown of the

current and planned expenditures at the Whitehorse

emergency shelter; and (2) details on the options the

government is currently considering with respect to

management of the facility.

Those are very reasonable questions for the member to

ask and indeed for any Yukoner to expect from a government

that was elected claiming it was going to be more open and

transparent and has in fact been more secretive than previous

governments in areas like this.

We saw this on March 21 — I debated this at length with

the Premier during debate on the budget — where the Premier

absolutely refused time and time again to tell this House what

options the government was considering for the Salvation

Army. I also brought attention to that fact, and I asked the

Premier a question — which he dodged and evaded — on why

the government bypassed the Management Board process and

operated outside of Management Board scrutiny in making the

major decision to take over the former Centre of Hope from

the Salvation Army. Why did they not allow officials from

Management Board Secretariat to scrutinize the plan and

scrutinize the deal and then present it to Cabinet for decision

before the Minister of Health and Social Services issued a

press release about her takeover of an NGO?

Again, the reason the Management Board process exists

— and I know that not all Yukoners are familiar with it — but

it is the normal course for ensuring that officials from the

Department of Finance give full scrutiny to the proposals of

the department, identify potential problems and provide

advice to Cabinet on the proposals by any department. The

reason why that process exists is because it is an important

part of ensuring financial responsibility. It’s highly unusual
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for a government to announce a project of this magnitude

outside the Management Board process. Again, we see an

approach that appears to be a “ready, fire, aim” approach on

the part of the minister and this Liberal government.

We know that this Liberal government — and especially

this minister — has difficulty working with NGOs. They have

an increasingly troubled relationship. After freezing funding

for NGOs, we’ve seen that they’re finally starting to relent

under pressure from the Official Opposition and NGOs who

were under such a tight financial situation that they felt

themselves compelled to speak publicly because their pleas

were falling on deaf ears when they were meeting directly

with government.

In this particular case, the government had other options

that could have been considered rather than to take over the

NGO and hiring staff. They could have chosen to work with

them, to support their operations either on a temporary or a

permanent basis while work was ongoing.

Instead, their relationship with NGOs is illustrated by the

fact that they would quite literally rather hire 40 new

government staff than find a way to work with the NGO who

is operating the facility.

I have also seen here and been concerned about the

comments made by the Member for Copperbelt North and the

Minister of Health and Social Services, who have a

disrespectful view of the Salvation Army, considering that

group’s long track record of serving the community and the

fact that they have operated a shelter in Whitehorse for

decades, in fact — funded by governments of every stripe in

the territory to provide the shelter service.

I want to emphasize the fact that I agree that changes

were necessary to how that facility was being managed, but

the government did have a choice and have options in this.

This amendment brought forward by my colleague the

Member for Watson Lake would strengthen the motion. It

would bring more transparency to bear, and the public does

have a right to know how government is spending their

money. If the Liberal government votes against this

constructive amendment, they are effectively saying to

taxpayers that the public does not have a right to know what

government is doing with their money or the options they’re

considering for this facility.

Mr. Speaker, in this instance here, we have seen that the

comments the Premier provided during debate with me

suggested that the government might already know what

option they wish to proceed with in terms of running this

facility. He made some reference to how — I’m just going to

find his exact words here, Mr. Speaker. The Premier did make

a comment that strongly suggested that the government might

already have a plan in mind.

Whether the government has a plan in mind or not, the

situation we’re in with regard to the options government is

considering for the future of the former Centre of Hope is that

they either have no plan or they have a plan they don’t feel the

public has a right to know about.

I will not speak much longer on the amendment here. I

would just like to thank all the non-governmental

organizations in the Yukon, including the Salvation Army, for

the work they do in trying to make the Yukon and their

communities a better place. I especially thank all the

volunteers and donors to those NGOs for the work they do

and the staff of all these organizations for the services they

provide. We will continue — where we see the government

freezing funding for NGOs and failing to recognize the value

of the services they provide — to press them to work with the

NGOs to provide services to Yukoners.

We recognize that NGOs provide a cost-effective service

in a much cheaper manner than government does, and we

appreciate the work they’re doing, even though it certainly

seems the current Liberal government does not.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will just add a few comments to

the debate on the proposed amendment. Let me start by

echoing the comments of the Member for Lake Laberge and

say that I would also like to thank the NGOs. I think they do a

great job. I would like to thank the Salvation Army.

By the way, it was the Salvation Army that approached us

as a government and said to us that they weren’t able to

manage the capacity and the scope of what was asked of them

in the agreement that was negotiated previous to us landing as

a government.

We were aware that there were concerns for a long time.

The Minister of Health and Social Services had raised those

with her colleagues — all of the members of Management

Board — and we had been quite well-alerted to the issues that

were at hand. The minister continued to work with the non-

governmental organization to reach a mutually agreeable

place to get to the point where the reins would be passed over.

I don’t think there was anything inappropriate with that. It was

about working with them.

I would like to say that — the member opposite said that

they want to know what the plan is. Well the plan is — right

now, in the interim — to get the Whitehorse emergency

shelter back up on its feet, which has happened. The plan is,

from there, to work with NGOs to see their interest and

capacity to run the programming going forward. That is the

work that we want to do — thto work with NGOs to see what

capacity they have and what they bring — sorry, not just the

non-governmental organizations but also First Nation partners

— Safe at Home, groups like that — the groups who had

already been forming across multiple organizations to address

wellness in our community.

What we are saying here is that, in the amendment as it’s

proposed, it is talking about sharing across a financial

breakdown of what’s planned. What we are trying to say is

that we don’t have the financial plan yet because — the point

is — we are sitting down with the non-governmental

organizations and other partners to work with them to see

what their capacities are. That work will lead to developing a

financial plan.

I didn’t hear all of the debate from Committee of the

Whole with the Minister of Health and Social Services, but all

of it that I did hear — she was working to answer every

question that was posed by the members opposite. If there
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were some questions about the Whitehorse emergency shelter,

I am sure that she is working to get that information across.

There is no concern about sharing the detailed financial

information about what it is costing at the moment; that is not

the challenge. The challenge is that we want to work with

those partners.

On the one hand, the members opposite are saying we

should work with the non-governmental organizations, but

they are saying that we should decide ahead of time what it is

going to cost. Actually, that is not the way that we think it’s

going to work — it is work with them first and then see what

capacity there is — see what aspects they will take over.

I am very glad that the members of the Official

Opposition support NGOs now and are debating or arguing

that we should provide them more support. I wish that had

also been true when they were in government.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the proposed

amendment?

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Disagreed.

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: In my opinion, the nays have it. The motion

on the proposed amendment is defeated.

Amendment to Motion No. 415 negatived

Speaker: We are returning to debate on the main

motion, please.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am pleased to rise to speak to

Motion No. 415. Our government is strongly committed to

working and helping Yukoners pursue happier, healthier lives.

We are committed to the wellness and lifelong learning

journey of Yukoners. Furthermore, we are committed to

ensuring our policies and services coordinate for the

betterment of Yukoners.

The Department of Health and Social Services has done

and continues to do tremendous work with our First Nation

partners and community stakeholders. At the start of our

mandate, this government laid out a set of enduring priorities

to guide and inform the way we do business. These enduring

priorities include our people-centred approach to wellness to

help Yukoners thrive. Our strong government-to-government

relationships with First Nations foster reconciliation. Our

strategic investments build healthy, vibrant and sustainable

communities and our diverse, growing economy provides

good jobs for Yukoners in an environmentally responsible

way.

Mr. Speaker, these priorities inform our government’s

decision to negotiate with the Salvation Army and transfer the

$13.4-million asset back into the hands of the Government of

Yukon. This occurred because, with the Salvation Army, we

recognized that the services provided at the Centre of Hope

were not meeting the needs of the community.

Despite what is said by the opposition, we are

appreciative and we recognize the many years of commitment

that the Salvation Army provided with shelter supports for our

vulnerable population, and we appreciate that relationship.

The Department of Health and Social Services assumed

responsibility for the facility and programming on January 31,

2019. The facility is currently being called the “Whitehorse

emergency shelter” until an official renaming occurs in

consultation with our partners. As this building and the

services provided within are important and symbolic to our

community, we want to be deliberate in this process and get

feedback from our partners, particularly First Nations.

Our people-centred approach to wellness helps Yukoners

thrive. It has informed our service-delivery model since taking

over the shelter in January of this year. We are currently

operating the Whitehorse emergency shelter as a low-barrier

shelter, which means that individuals who were not previously

admitted to the shelter because of substance use issues or

other challenging behaviours are now being granted access.

From the very first day that Health and Social Services

took over operations of the Whitehorse emergency shelter, we

have been operating at over full-bed capacity as the 25 shelter

beds do not currently meet community demands. The average

number of shelter guests served per night in February,

including beds and overflow cot spaces, was approximately

31. However, in the month of March, there was a significant

increase. Some nights, we saw 45 guests.

On some nights, there were even more individuals

accessing shelter for a warm, safe place to spend a night.

These numbers highlight the critical need for a low-barrier,

harm-reduction based shelter in Whitehorse. It is also a

testament to the environment that staff are creating for

vulnerable persons every day — a space where they feel

welcome and supported.

I want to thank the hard-working staff at the Whitehorse

emergency shelter for the work they do, providing passionate,

front-line support for members of our community.

Another positive change we have seen since assuming

responsibility for the shelter is more women are accessing the

shelter and its services. This is indicative that women now

view the emergency shelter as a place of safety and that they

are comfortable and able to access shelter beds. I am very

proud of that.

I am proud to say that, in the month of March, the

Whitehorse emergency shelter served just under 11,000 meals

to our community. These are hot meals served with care to

individuals in our community who may not have otherwise

been able to find a breakfast, a supper or a lunch. In addition

to shelter services, we also offer shower and laundry facilities,

drop-in programs and three full-meal programs in a day.

It is important to note that the Department of Health and

Social Services has only been operating the shelter for two

months. Even in this short time, we have seen many positive

outcomes with the change and anecdotal reports of positive

system impacts elsewhere. I understand that there is

considerable interest in the Whitehorse emergency shelter and

the details of the transition of operations to Health and Social

Services. I hope to be able to provide specific updates in the

near future when we have a better sense of numbers and data.
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We are currently compiling and analyzing a range of data so

that we can get a fulsome sense of operation and guest needs

to inform the next steps that we should take for the emergency

shelter. Although program data will not be available for at

least six months, we hope to have interim numbers for the first

two months available soon, including guests accessing the

shelter, the number of meals served per day and any other

system impacts that we are seeing. One of the main things that

we are hoping to see is a reduction in unnecessary use of other

services and systems due to the shift to a low-barrier, harm-

reduction based shelter. We will take time to ensure that our

review and analysis of the data is accurate.

Currently, we are in the process of re-envisioning use of

the housing units. We have been able to assist some tenants

with successfully moving into permanent housing in the

community. Eleven of the units are currently occupied. The

Whitehorse emergency shelter staff and housing and

community outreach services team are working to find

housing for the current transitional housing tenants in order to

accommodate and optimize a program model that incorporates

best practices. Our government’s plan is to have a higher

discussion about the best use of the units before moving any

new tenants in.

Our government is committed to providing

comprehensive services to meet Yukoners’ needs at all stages

in their lives, and the housing units at the emergency shelter

building are an opportunity for us to provide housing supports

to some of our most vulnerable citizens. As anyone who has

been in the Whitehorse emergency shelter lately knows, it is

incredibly busy, with lots of people both spending time

coming and going from the facility.

Our vision is, and always has been, that the Whitehorse

emergency shelter is a hub of activity, where a range of

different organizations and partners provide programming.

We would like programs to be provided, not just by Health

and Social Services, but by NGOs, First Nations and agencies

as a collaborative approach to delivery to better meet the

needs of our guests.

In March, we issued a callout for expression of interest to

our local First Nations and NGO partners regarding their

interest in delivering programs at the Whitehorse emergency

shelter. We have received interest from key partners and

continue to reach out and work with our partners. In the

coming weeks and months, we will have more information on

how this program will roll out and we will begin to schedule

different programs and activities throughout the month of

April. We are looking forward to the evolution of the

emergency shelter into a community hub that provides

activities with supports, with an emphasis on our most

vulnerable citizens.

We are also developing a process of defining the future

overall vision for the Whitehorse emergency shelter, including

an exploration of possible partners or alternative service

providers.

As we are seeing now, managing this project and meeting

the needs of current guests — many of whom did not

previously access the shelter or other community services —

is incredibly complicated and challenging. We look forward to

discussions about how best to meet guests’ needs and how the

Yukon government and other partners fit into the continuum

of care for this population group.

In April, we will also be convening the shelter operational

advisory committee with key community partners. This group

will include representatives who have direct experience in

operating shelter or supportive housing projects. We have

invited partners from Kwanlin Dün First Nation, Skookum

Jim Friendship Centre, Blood Ties Four Directions and Safe at

Home to join us in this committee. Our hope is that they will

provide advice and recommendations to us regarding the

difficult operational issues that we are seeing.

I would like to take the opportunity to talk about our

government’s partnership with and support for Blood Ties

Four Directions. Blood Ties Four Directions is a well-

established NGO that provides essential front-line services to

vulnerable Yukoners. Their harm-reduction approach helps

Yukoners stay safe and diverts significant pressures from

other government resources. We provide funding to Blood

Ties Four Directions for their core programming and

additional services such as the outreach van. This year, we

provided an additional $50,000 for the purchase of a new

outreach van. The new outreach van will allow Blood Ties

Four Directions to offer mobile fentanyl testing and be

outfitted to provide enhanced supports to marginalized

individuals.

The outreach van staff work to connect vulnerable clients

to social and health services, outreach nursing care and crisis

counselling. Services include the distribution of survival gear

for our clients, and they also look at overdose education and

prevention and the distribution of naloxone kits. The services

that Blood Ties Four Directions provides align with the

philosophy and mandate of the Whitehorse shelter.

Partnerships between the shelter and organizations like

Blood Ties Four Directions are a natural fit in aligning our

service delivery to Yukoners. It is important to note that our

government views shelters as a step toward providing

individuals with safe, permanent, affordable housing. Ideally,

shelters serve to connect people experiencing homelessness

with permanent housing that best meets their needs.

Although we are still in the process of settling into

operations, this is our goal for the Whitehorse emergency

shelter. We feel confident that we, along with our community

partners, will be able to accomplish this. To this end, we are

working together with our community partners on a

community-based coordinated access system to identify

people experiencing homelessness and to quickly and more

efficiently connect them to housing and supports that meet

their needs.

We view the Whitehorse emergency shelter as being a

key point of contact within a coordinated access system, and

we will work with our partners to connect guests to permanent

housing that meets their needs or to help them get back into

their own communities elsewhere in rural Yukon

communities.
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Consistent with our government’s belief in the

importance of permanent housing and the Housing First

approach, our government has invested in the first supportive

housing project in the Yukon. Construction of this project will

be completed in the summer of 2019 and will be in operation

by the fall. It will provide 16 permanent housing units to

individuals with moderate supports and will have an on-site

staff presence available to residents.

Although we do not know yet what the impact of this

project will be as it is not yet operational, we do know that

there is extensive research regarding the benefits of the

Housing First approach, and this will provide an opportunity

for us to work with clients at the Whitehorse emergency

shelter to ensure that they have permanent housing.

There have been a number of questions raised in the

House recently regarding the use of the Whitehorse General

Hospital emergency room. As a result of the national at-home

study, which has shown that $10 invested in providing

housing supports to individuals with the highest care needs —

there is an average saving of $21.72. That means that every

day, for every $1 invested in permanent housing for our

highest needs clients, there is more than $2 in savings.

These systems savings include a reduction of use of

emergency rooms, as our government knows that investing in

social determinants of health, including housing, is key to

reducing unnecessary use of other systems. In this way, our

government supports providing housing for vulnerable

persons. The Housing First approach is a key step toward

reducing unnecessary emergency room visits, among other

things. It also makes sound financial sense and is a better way

to support our most vulnerable citizens.

Although we are looking forward to being able to open

the territory’s first Housing First project this summer, in the

meanwhile, we are working with our community partners,

which are busy supporting and finding housing for persons

who are homeless within their own respective communities.

Over the past year, Health and Social Services and the

community outreach services team has been able to secure

permanent housing in the community for almost 60

chronically homeless individuals and persons with significant

support needs. This is along with the work of our many NGOs

and First Nation partners who work every day to support

vulnerable and at-risk populations. We will of course be

looking to provide added services in the future.

Over the coming year, we will continue to make great

progress with our partners. We will work together to confirm

the operational vision at the Whitehorse emergency shelter

and will determine what role each of us are best positioned for

in supporting homeless persons. In this way, we have

committed to work in partnership with the Kwanlin Dün First

Nation, the Ta’an Kwäch’än Council and the City of

Whitehorse to implement the Safe at Home plan. In the fall of

2017, Safe at Home was endorsed by this government and our

partners at a launch event that was held to initiate the

implementation. The plan takes a community-based approach

where the responsibility for implementation is shared among

different organizations and governments.

The actions for Safe at Home are centred around five

strategic priorities: increasing the support of safe, stable and

affordable housing; access to housing —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Takhini-Kopper King, on a

point of order.

Ms. White: Again, in reading Motion No. 415 — I

appreciate the comments the minister is making, but they

don’t seem relevant to that motion. Again, it’s going to be

Standing Order 19(b) — “speaks to matters other than (i) the

question under discussion”.

There have been other organizations brought into the

discussion, but the motion is about the emergency shelter and

working with NGOs and First Nations and moving that

forward.

Speaker: The Minister of Community Services, on the

point of order.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: A moment ago, I heard the

minister talking Housing First and I wondered as well about

the relevance. Then she suddenly talked about how it related

back to the Whitehorse emergency shelter. So there is an

overall relationship, and I hope there can be some latitude

because I think that these things are interrelated.

Speaker: I think I have enough information, but the

Member for Lake Laberge, on the point of order.

Mr. Cathers: I think that the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King raises an excellent point. The minister seems to

have gone far off course in her comments on this motion.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I tend to agree with the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King. I have listened to the Minister of Health and

Social Services over the course of her submission on debate

here with respect to Motion No. 415. Of course, there are

organizations in this community that likely, most members in

this House will — have of course great community support

and impact. But I do find that the minister has drifted away

from Motion No. 415 at various times in her speech and

provided background information with respect to various

organizations in town. I don’t disagree with the Minister of

Community Services that she has then looped back; however,

the tangents sometimes have been relatively substantial.

So I would ask the Minister of Health and Social Services

to refocus her attention on this motion specifically in the final

minutes of her submissions on this debate.

Hon. Ms. Frost: The motion says, “… determine

whether there is interest or capacity in other organizations to

take on delivery of some or all of the programs and

services…” The objective here is really to highlight that we do

have organizations in our community that are directly related

to the motion that we are working with and that are very

successful in terms of their initiatives — strengthening our

community support and engagement, preventing

homelessness, allowing us to then work with them to collect
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the relevant data and evaluate the success of the systems that

we have in place.

Since launching this approach — and since taking it over

two months ago — I think I want to go back to some of the

notes that have been made. The inability to make a significant

decision — I would say that the decision to provide, take over

and work with our community partners is not an insignificant

decision. It was a decision that was necessary.

If you go back to 2014, the decision to go ahead and build

a $13.4 million facility without any scope around program

services to meet the vulnerable populations’ needs and

handing it over lock, stock and barrel without any essential

services around how the program will be looped in — I am

not being tight-lipped about anything. I think this government

is working with our partners in a transparent fashion to better

align with service needs for vulnerable populations. I did not

see that when I stepped into this role as a minister, so I am not

sure that the comments that have been made across the way —

we do have a plan. We have a plan to work with our

community partners. We are moving forward. We are working

with our NGOs.

Part of how we will determine how much this is going to

cost — we know that if there are services delivered through

our NGO partners — which we truly appreciate because

they’re doing significant work in our community. We are

working with them and we will bring them into the discussion.

How we get about aligning data with service needs — I

think we have seen significantly — I think the Member for

Copperbelt North spoke about the numbers and some of the

data we currently know. The majority of the clients — a lot of

the clients — are indigenous and a lot of the clients come

from rural Yukon communities. Our vision and our objective

is to work with communities like Watson Lake, communities

like Old Crow and communities like Dawson City to try to

provide essential services in those communities for the

supports that are needed in those communities. That’s the

reality that we’re faced with.

We talk about reconciliation. We talk about collaboration.

We talk about the need to change what we see as current

service providers. Well, the service providers we have right

now are doing the work that’s essential and that’s necessary.

We’ve learned a lot and we want to expand, extrapolate and

look at what we can do better with regard to program service

delivery. We will only do that with our partners effectively

and transparently.

To clarify the record: We’re not disconnecting our

partnerships; we’re enhancing our partnerships. We’re

delivering the services. We will look at what we are doing at

the Whitehorse emergency shelter. We will look at what we

are doing in communities outside of Whitehorse. I would say

that, as we proceed, there is a lot of public engagement and

consultation that will happen as we move forward.

Ms. White: I think what we have here again is another

example of this government bringing forward a motion when

the action has already been taken behind the scenes. I didn’t

actually realize that until the Minister of Health and Social

Services just went through a list of the groups and

organizations that she is calling together to meet with about

the future of the emergency shelter.

I guess the reason why I am just calling attention to that is

that is what the motion is asking us to do. It’s asking that the

House urge the Government of Yukon to work with First

Nation partners and community stakeholders to determine

whether there is an interest or the capacity — and what the

future of the emergency shelter will look like. Again, we’ve

just heard that is what is happening — which I think is

fantastic, because if we really wanted to talk about the past —

I mean, I was here for those discussions, and they happened a

lot and they were actually quite painful at times.

But to quote out of Hansard from November 13, 2013 —

and this is actually a quote from the now-Premier. The reason

why is that there was a motion — Motion No. 510 — brought

forward by the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin — still the current

member for Pelly-Nisutlin — where it was urging the Yukon

government to do something that they said they were going to

do.

So to quote the Premier, he said — and I’m quoting: “So,

here we go again. I will support this initiative through this

motion — absolutely. It was a good idea almost a year ago

and it still is a good idea. I really don’t think that we need a

day in the Assembly to rally behind this. The Yukon Party has

a majority. Let’s just do it already.”

Motion to adjourn debate
Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, I move that we adjourn

debate on Motion No. 415.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King that debate be now adjourned.

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Disagree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Disagree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Disagree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Disagree.

Mr. Gallina: Disagree.

Mr. Adel: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Disagree.

Mr. Hutton: Disagree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.
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Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are seven yea, 10 nay.

Speaker: The nays have it. I declare the motion

defeated.

Motion to adjourn debate on Motion No. 415 negatived

Speaker: Member for Takhini-Kopper King, you have

just over 18 minutes if you wish to continue.

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the invitation

to speak again to the motion.

I think what I am trying to highlight here is that there has

been full agreement from the House. There were some more

questions, but the Minister of Health and Social Services

answered those essentially when she listed the group of people

who were invited.

There are all sorts of things to talk about. The proposed

amendment from the Yukon Party — I was just trying to ask

about how that would look. We know that the Yukon

government transferred $1.2 million to the Salvation Army

previously. We know from the Salvation Army’s perspective

that was not enough. There are all sorts of things. The

questions about cost are relevant. We know that Kaushee’s —

one of the things, when they came out about the women’s

shelter — they said that they could not compete with the

government wages being paid at the emergency shelter — that

they were 40 percent higher than what they could pay.

The question is — and it is an honest one: What happens

in the future?

We had this conversation with non-governmental

organizations and First Nations. How does the money flow

and what does that money look like? Is it now government-

wage jobs, or are the people who have been hired to work

there going to be paid less than what they are being paid right

now? What does that look like? Those are all valid questions.

I appreciate that the minister has told us that this is

already happening, that all of the groups have been invited

and that the conversation is going to go on. To be clear,

Mr. Speaker, I don’t disagree with the emergency shelter

being taken over by government. I never did. We did need an

emergency shelter. No matter how it got here, it’s an

important aspect in the community, and I don’t think that the

responsibility of an emergency shelter should have ever fallen

to just a faith-based organization or non-governmental

organization. I think that is the responsibility of all of us.

I look forward to seeing what the future holds there. I

appreciate that the minister has already taken the action urged

in this motion. I guess we look forward to a ministerial

statement that will be a maximum of five minutes and have a

four-minute response, and then we will have all of the

information.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I look forward to further

discussion.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today to speak to Motion

No. 415 on the subject of the Whitehorse emergency shelter. I

would like to thank my colleague the MLA for Copperbelt

North for raising this issue for debate. I do not think that this

is a waste of time. We have debated motions in this House on

Wednesdays that are brought forward by private members.

We respectfully debated them, and we ask for the same

respect for our private members on this side of the House.

The Government of Yukon takes pride in promoting

happy, healthy lives for all citizens in Yukon. Improving the

delivery of programs and services to Yukoners is a priority for

our government, and I am happy that we are talking about that

today.

I would like to just say, Mr. Speaker, that I had hoped I

would hear today the good ideas from all members of this

Legislative Assembly — their thoughts in terms of what

programming could look like and what innovative ideas that

members of this Assembly could bring forward. That is

ultimately what I expected to hear today.

The minister has clearly said that discussions have

started, and that’s a great thing, but this was our time, in

bringing forward a motion specifically about the emergency

shelter, for all members to participate in a discussion. I think

that is what this is about.

The Whitehorse emergency shelter has been instrumental

in helping people in need in our community, and we want to

make sure that it continues and that it is done in a way that

meets all of the needs of our vulnerable people. It is needed to

save lives; it is needed to change lives. It is a pivot point for

people to move beyond where they are.

Citizens’ needs are evolving, and they require a broad set

of expertise to appropriately meet those needs. The diverse

needs of Yukoners — whether they are gender-, culture-,

religion-, social, or health-related — in some cases require

specific knowledge and expertise to serve the public better.

The needs of our vulnerable citizens are often particularly

complex and require more than a one-government approach. It

really requires an all-of-community approach and, ultimately,

an all-of-Yukon approach. Meeting those needs has

historically been and continues to be a challenge that will

require innovative thinking and program delivery. This is why

it is important to work with our First Nation partners and

community stakeholders to determine the level and interest

and capacity to take on programs and services currently

delivered in the Whitehorse emergency shelter.

We all share the goal of helping those most in need and

enhancing supports so that all Yukoners can live safe, healthy

and vibrant lives. I think it is important, as leaders in our

community, that we have this discussion publicly and that we

work toward solutions openly, because the needs of our most

vulnerable affect all Yukoners.

You know what? I would like to go back in time too and

have that discussion. I was part of the very first forum on

vulnerable people at risk. It was hosted by Kwanlin Dün and

the City of Whitehorse. I helped facilitate that day and it went

back to April 2015. That forum came out of a discussion

between Kwanlin Dün and the City of Whitehorse at an

intergovernmental forum that they had in Kwanlin Dün’s

council chambers in the fall of 2014. That’s when that

discussion started.
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We saw hundreds of people come together from all

sectors of our community, and they cared. That’s why they

came. I recall, as one of the facilitators, not seeing ministers in

that room. It was a bit shocking to me that was the case, but

we went ahead anyway and had an incredible discussion. I

think that is exactly where all of the information that we need

to create something that will work the best for our vulnerable

people came from.

I was personally disappointed when the government of

the day made the decision at the eleventh hour to just wipe

their hands of it, to hand over this responsibility to one

organization. I believed at that time, and I believe today, that

they were set up for failure. That was never the solution; that

was not what those hundreds of people came together to talk

about that day in the Kwanlin Dün Cultural Centre, to talk

about how we changed the story in the Yukon. Ultimately

that’s what it was about. They came together to talk about

what we needed to do as Yukoners to change this. It was the

business community; it was all the NGOs; it was different

levels of government. We had other Yukon First Nations there

and we had a great day. I was hopeful at that time, and so I

was absolutely disappointed when the government of the day

decided to — even with good warning: We said at the time

that we don’t think that’s the right decision, but the

government went ahead anyway and did it.

One of the goals of our government is to make Yukon a

safer place for women and minorities. That’s something that’s

really ultimately one of my biggest priorities in the position

that I am in today. This is something I’m actively pursuing in

my mandate as Minister responsible for the Women’s

Directorate. This help must come in the form of increased and

enhanced capacity and supporting the programming and

service delivery of both government and non-governmental

organizations. Again, it’s more than a one-government

approach, Mr. Speaker. It’s an all-of-community approach and

all-of-territory approach. We hear of issues happening in

every single one of our communities.

I was listening today to the minister talk about some

really challenging issues that are happening in Watson Lake.

How are we going to address those issues, Mr. Speaker? That

is a community that is very near and dear to my heart, and to

see people displaced in any sort of way is absolutely

heartbreaking. We want to make good decisions as a

government to not only address the incredible issues that we

have with the vulnerable people within the community of

Whitehorse, but also in our communities. I have heard the

minister talk repeatedly in this House about rural Yukon, and I

stand with her on that.

The Women’s Directorate supports advocacy, direct

service delivery and public education initiatives through

numerous funding programs. With gender-equality seeking

organizations and First Nation partners, we contribute

$1.3 million annually to Yukon organizations supporting

women and gender equality. Through the women’s equality

fund, the indigenous women’s equality fund, the prevention of

violence against aboriginal women fund —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Leader of the Third Party, on a point of

order.

Ms. Hanson: Again, on the Standing Order that’s about

veering from the motion. The motion is not speaking to the

budget of the Women’s Directorate or any of the other

portfolios that the minister holds. It is specifically with respect

to the Government of Yukon working with First Nation

partners and community stakeholders to determine whether

there is interest or capacity in other organizations to take on

the delivery of some or all of the programs and services

currently being delivered in the Whitehorse emergency

shelter. It is not about the budget of any of the government

departments that we are talking about here.

Speaker: The Member for Porter Creek Centre, on the

point of order.

Mr. Gallina: I think when we hear about programs that

the government is delivering — I think the programs that we

have heard today are all relevant in determining success

stories, where there have been challenges or where

improvements need to be made to apply to this particular

situation. I can appreciate that because the member is not

talking specifically about the Whitehorse Centre of Hope, but

the member is making reference to other programs that the

government is doing. Those lessons learned could be applied

to the motion that we are debating today.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I agree with the point of order made by the

Leader of the Third Party, and I would ask that the minister

tailor her comments a little bit, with a greater focus on the

motion before the House. Thank you.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Mr. Speaker, I take your direction

absolutely and with respect.

I do think that the comments that I was making — talking

about the support that our government provides to other

organizations to be able to work with us and to provide the

unique services that sometimes government is not able to

deliver in the way that a non-governmental organization can.

The emergency shelter is an incredibly important facility.

I have heard the minister talk about the access for women.

That’s where I was going with my comments around support

to other women’s organizations. Services are delivered in

many formats, from direct outreach to development and

distribution of publications and various campaigns. It comes

as well in the form of events and commemorations and

supports of gender equality and violence prevention.

Our government is also very proud of the work that we’re

doing with LGBTQ2S+ Yukoners. I won’t go into much detail

about that because it looks like the Leader of the Third Party

is not going to be able to handle that.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Leader of the Third Party, on a point of

order.
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Ms. Hanson: We’ve been directed not to personalize

comments in this Legislative Assembly.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I would agree. That was a personalization of

debate. Yes, I would agree that should be avoided.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I think that we all have the right to

do our work in this Legislative Assembly without — and I’m

trying not to personalize this, but some days in this Legislative

Assembly, it’s very difficult to do your job when you do have

people across the way making comments and making physical

gestures that make it uncomfortable to stand and speak.

Coming back to the LGBTQ2S+ —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Leader of the Third Party, on a point of

order.

Ms. Hanson: I do believe that, in the past, there have

been rulings that we are not to argue with the Speaker. We’re

not to dispute the Speaker’s ruling.

I find that what we’ve just seen is a repeat of

personalizing after the Speaker has ruled on it. So I’m

befuddled as to how that can continue and how that

contributes to the respect for the Speaker that we all are

supposed to show.

Speaker: The Government House Leader, on the point

of order.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: In fairness to the minister, I think

she was expressing comments about her work here. I should

also note that she was not asked to respond at all when the

point of order was called, and so her opportunity to do that

was not available and I don’t see in any way that she would —

she said nothing that challenges the Speaker’s ruling other

than she accepts it absolutely and respectfully.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I would have to review Hansard to determine

the exact chronology and content. I recollect two things: The

first thing is that members stand to be recognized, so if people

wish to be recognized, they stand. So if any member wishes to

respond or to be part of the debate or the point of order, they

stand. That is the basic premise.

Secondly, as indicated, I will review Hansard. What I

recall is that the minister went from the specific to the general.

I understand why the Leader of the Third Party might interpret

it as questioning the Speaker’s determination. My recollection

is that it is probably skating fairly close. But for now, I would

ask that the Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate

refocus her efforts in her comments on Motion No. 415.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Again, I want to just reflect a bit on

LGBTQ2S+ Yukoners. There have been considerable issues

with access, previously, to the Centre of Hope — issues that

were raised around access for LGBTQ2S+ Yukoners. It is

critical that our services like the Whitehorse emergency

shelter are available to all Yukoners on a non-discriminatory

basis. It is also a step forward to realizing the vision that we

have as a government and the good work that has been done

so far to address the inclusion and non-discrimination of this

part of our community.

I am really looking forward — again, these were some of

the areas that I had hoped we would hear about today from all

Members of the Legislative Assembly in terms of some good

ideas from both sides of the House. It is important to take a

people-centred approach to the delivery of programs and

services, meeting individuals in need where they are and in a

way that works for them in light of their circumstances.

An example of this is A Safe Place — a joint project of

the Victoria Faulkner Women’s Centre and the Yukon Status

of Women Council. A Safe Place provides vulnerable

Whitehorse women and their children with a safe place to go

when other supportive agencies are closed or are felt to be

unsafe. The Government of Yukon is pleased to be able to

provide funding and continues to do that within this new fiscal

year budget.

We are also following through on our commitment to

improve services for victims of violence and sexualized

assault in Yukon and to foster a more responsive, individually

centred and culturally relevant system response. We are doing

that through the development of the sexual assault response

team. We are working diligently across government and with

community partners to properly implement the SART

initiative.

The Women’s Directorate met with the Council of Yukon

First Nation health directors in March, received feedback and

have extended an invitation to further partner on the

implementation of SART. The sexualized assault examination

training has recently been provided for physicians and nurse

practitioners. We are also adjusting systems to allow for a

better coordination of medical and victim services.

I appreciate the work my colleagues at Health and Social

Services and Justice have done in partnership with the

Women’s Directorate and external stakeholders on this

important initiative, and I look forward to continuing the work

and to how it will ultimately work with the Whitehorse

emergency shelter in its future. The Whitehorse emergency

shelter can help make spaces like this in our community more

accessible and welcoming to those in need of support.

More can be done, however. It is important for leaders in

our community to have these discussions openly and to come

up with solutions and innovative ideas about how to provide

services and programs effectively so that we can all achieve

the objective of a safe, prosperous, happy and inclusive

society for every Yukoner.

It is our duty to ensure that all programs and services are

delivered to the best of their capacity. One example of a

challenge — and one I have spoken a little bit about — is with

regard to the relationship between First Nations and the

LGBTQ2S+ community and the Salvation Army. When the

emergency shelter programs were being run by the Salvation

Army — the Salvation Army has a mandate to provide

services within a framework of a certain set of values, and that
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can create tension of course with some clients who don’t

subscribe to those values.

Our Liberal government really believes strongly that all

Yukoners need to be supported without discrimination. We

have made it one of our top priorities to improve the delivery

of public services and programs in a way that is inclusive and

respectful of all Yukoners. The programs and services we

provide to the most vulnerable in our community should be no

different. They must be inclusive; they must be respectful;

they must provide a people-centred approach to wellness so

that the necessary supports are provided.

As I said earlier, the needs of the most vulnerable in our

community are complex and, in some cases, require special

expertise. It makes sense to assess the capacity currently

available in our community to deliver comprehensive

programs and services that meet the needs of those who find

themselves in very difficult situations and need our help.

With those thoughts in mind, I encourage all members to

support this important motion and demonstrate that this House

is working with our Yukon First Nation partners and

community stakeholders to ensure that programs and services

being delivered at the Whitehorse emergency shelter meet the

needs of our community. It’s a chance for us to really put our

reconciliation efforts into action and those commitments we

made to Yukoners into action and to really change the story of

the Yukon — again, going back to that forum that we had in

2015 — looking at the vision that was created there that day

and bringing it into the facility that we now have in our hands.

With that, I thank the member for bringing the motion

forward. I was happy to provide some thoughts and contribute

to the debate today.

Mr. Cathers: I will be brief in speaking to this at this

point, but I do want to just note that the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King made an excellent point earlier. We learned from

some of the talking points shared by the Minister of Health

and Social Services that this is another area where the

government had already made up their mind. We are being

asked to debate something that really is not open for debate.

The government is going to use their majority to push it

through one way or another.

I want to note that we were quite disappointed that the

government voted against the excellent amendment brought

forward by my colleague the Member for Watson Lake and

our critic for Health and Social Services. I do note that we

believe that providing a financial breakdown of current and

planned expenditures at the shelter and details on the options

was a reasonable request to make. It is unfortunate that the

Liberal government refused to be open about that with the

public.

I do want to note that, while we will be supporting the

motion as it currently stands, we feel that the motion is a

much weaker motion than it should be and is nowhere near as

transparent as it should be in terms of the government’s

behaviour toward the public and the Legislative Assembly.

I would also note that the behaviour of the Liberal

government today, in their approach to speaking on this, is a

good example of why Wednesdays are sometimes referred to

as “wasted Wednesdays”.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Porter Creek Centre, on a

point of order.

Mr. Gallina: Standing Order 19(b)(i): speaks to matters

other the question under discussion. I don’t understand how

describing the importance of Wednesdays is relevant to the

motion at hand.

Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on the point

of order.

Mr. Cathers: If the member hadn’t interrupted me with

a point of order, I would have already connected the dots for

him and pointed out the relevance to the motion under

consideration.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I think I have enough information on this for

now. The point of order was raised quite quickly, and the

general concept is that it is difficult for the Speaker to

determine relevance without at least having the benefit of

having heard some additional content. The Member for Lake

Laberge can continue.

Mr. Cathers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

In connecting the dots on the point that I just made — if

the government has already made a decision on the subject

matter at hand and they have brought forward a motion for

debate — that they of course are going to use their majority to

pass — regardless of the passage of the motion, they have

already made the key decision. It does raise the question for

all members of the Assembly: Why are we spending an entire

— well, it is 3:30 now — but the better part of a day talking

about something if the government is simply going to read

speeches that staff wrote about the government and how

wonderful they claim they are and the decisions that they have

already made?

We also heard one government minister say that they

want to hear good ideas, but we saw what happened when a

good idea was proposed by my colleague the Member for

Watson Lake. The government wanted to hear that good idea

and then they voted against it. It would have, again,

strengthened the motion by asking for financial transparency

and clarity on the options that the government is considering.

Just in closing off in speaking to this motion, I do want to

note that the approach that the government has taken on this

issue seems to have been a “ready, fire, aim” approach. They

shot before knowing what they were doing. We have seen that

the government has had a focus on micromanaging NGOs and

seems to have the idea in mind that they can find efficiencies

in NGOs rather than work with them and support them. In the

case of the Salvation Army, we recognize that there were

clearly some operational issues with the facility, but the

government had the option of choosing to work with them and

support them — either on a permanent or temporary basis —
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to address those issues. Instead, they chose to do a

government takeover of this facility, and now it is apparent

that they either have no plan or they are not willing to be

transparent about it.

The details provided by the Minister of Health and Social

Services make it seem like there is perhaps a third alternative

that I hadn’t mentioned earlier — that the government may

have a half-baked notion of what they would like to perhaps

do at the former Centre of Hope, but they do not have a

realistic plan for actually implementing it.

It is worth noting that one of the issues faced by many

NGOs is that this Liberal government has not been very

supportive of NGOs and that it has waited until there is a

crisis before acting to assist NGOs. We have seen this

contribute to situations such as NGOs, including the Yukon

Women’s Transition Home Society, taking the step of

publicly expressing their concern about the lack of funding.

We know as well that the Child Development Centre was

facing great difficulty in their finances and was not receiving

support from government. There is a long list of NGOs that

have seen their funding frozen.

This Liberal government is quickly developing a

reputation for not supporting NGOs, and I would be remiss if I

didn’t mention that this goes beyond NGOs — in the areas

addressed in their freeze related to failing to make decisions

until the health care review is done — and that this is the third

year in a row that we have seen a shortage of operational

funding for the Hospital Corporation. We know that they had

asked for a four-percent increase in what would have been the

first year of this government’s —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Minister of Community Services, on a

point of order.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: So now, when we are talking

about the Hospital Corporation, I find that we are not on the

motion before us.

Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on the point

of order.

Mr. Cathers: One of the operational issues related to

the Salvation Army was the effect that their hours of operation

was having on the hospital. I believe that it is very relevant. I

am disappointed that the minister does not see the connection.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I also heard recently the Member for Lake

Laberge talking about a lot of different NGOs, which is

getting close to probably not being involved in determining

“… whether there is interest or capacity in other organizations

to take on delivery of some or all of the programs and services

currently being delivered in the Whitehorse emergency

shelter.”

So I understand where the Member for Lake Laberge is

coming from, but I would urge the member as well to focus

your attention, where possible, on Motion No. 415.

Mr. Cathers: Of course, I will respect that ruling. I do

have to point out to the Minister of Community Services that

one of the operational issues where I agree that there was

clearly a need for government and the Salvation Army to do

something different related to the effect on the hospital —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Government House Leader, on a point of

order.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: If this is not challenging your

ruling and explaining it to the Minister of Community

Services, I am not sure what is. That is inappropriate.

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, on the point of

order.

Mr. Cathers: If I misheard you, I will apologize, but I

did not hear you tell me that I couldn’t talk about the

connection between the Hospital Corporation and the

Salvation Army.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I expressed some concerns about what the

Member for Lake Laberge — some of the other NGOs that

you had referenced previously and that therefore you may

have been running afoul of Standing Order 19(b), but I did

concede that there is a possible nexus between the Hospital

Corporation and the Whitehorse emergency shelter. So yes, I

agree.

Mr. Cathers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I do have to

note that, in continuing to talk about the connection — the

very direct connection between the hospital and the Salvation

Army — clearly one of the operational issues that we had

heard from the medical community was related to the hours at

which the Salvation Army Centre of Hope was closing its

doors and the direct effect that was having on emergency

room visits, which created operational pressure at the hospital,

which creates a direct funding pressure. That is the reason

why I believe that is very directly relevant to the Salvation

Army Centre of Hope — because if that issue is not

addressed, it does have a direct operational impact on the

emergency room at the hospital.

I would note that, again, the fact that several ministers of

the government don’t seem to see the connection paints a

disturbing picture about their lack of understanding of our

health care needs and the pressures on our emergency room

services as well as the fact — as I noted — that government,

while these pressures were occurring, provided the hospital

with significantly less than what we know they had requested.

In the first fiscal year of the government’s mandate, a mere

1.5-percent increase — less than the rate of inflation — and

every year — this is the third year in a row — when you pull

out one-time costs such as the $2.5 million shown in this

year’s budget to deal with the pension plan for the hospital,

the hospital’s budget is growing at less than the rate of

inflation.
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It is interesting that the government does not see the

connection to that and the Salvation Army. It is also quite

disturbing. Mr. Speaker, in talking about this, the lack of

transparency shown by government about their plan — or lack

of plan — is disturbing as well. We know that Yukoners care

about this issue. They want to hear details from government

about what they are planning to do. We know that, as it relates

to the operation of the Salvation Army — a point that was

touched on by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King relates to

if these jobs that the 40 staff who have been hired for the

government’s takeover of the Centre of Hope — if those are

positions that, as we have heard from other NGOs, are being

paid government wages — significantly higher than a number

of other NGOs can afford to provide — I have heard from one

NGO that their staff have been offered jobs at the facility now

that government has taken it over. They are effectively

poaching staff from NGOs.

Again, according to what I’ve been told by this NGO —

they said that their staff has been offered as much as $10 and

$12 per hour more than they currently can offer as an NGO.

To the point made by the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King — if these positions are temporary, what happens for

these staff at the end of that period? If the government hands

over all or some of these services to an NGO, do these staff

then simply go back to — do they lose their jobs? Do they

transition to an NGO at $10 or $12 less per hour? What does

this mean operationally? It’s an example of this government’s

haphazard “ready, fire, aim” approach to this — that they

haven’t thought through the most basic details of this, which

is, I have to point out, a fundamental flaw with their decision

to make this decision outside of the Management Board

process — to shoot from the hip, make a decision and then

figure out the consequences of the decision they’ve made.

Yukoners do expect better from this government.

In closing, I would just note that the amount of time taken

this afternoon in making repetitive points by government

members about issues that they’ve already announced through

other means is, again, not the most effective use of this

House’s time, and since the decision has already been made,

or the half-baked plan has already been come up with, it’s

questionable as to what the point is in voting on the motion in

the first place.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on Motion

No. 415?

If the member now speaks, he will close debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard?

Mr. Adel: You know, I’ve heard a lot of cynicism in

the Assembly today across the way. I wanted to bring this

motion forward because it was a matter that has been brought

forward by my constituents. It’s a matter that I think is

important for the community. If we didn’t talk about it, we

wouldn’t be serving them.

I think we spent an awful lot of time — when I first asked

the members across if they could share their long-term vision,

their plan in 2014 — the efficiencies — what plan they had

when they brought this idea forward for the Centre of Hope —

nothing. What I did hear was an awful lot, in my mind, of the

cart before the horse.

I mean, in all honesty, how can we, without seeing that

it’s going to provide a full range of services — as my

colleagues the Minister for Health and Social Services and the

Minister of Tourism and Culture have brought the point

forward — and it’s not repetitive — it is important to

understand that we need to know the full scope of what it’s

going to take to run this, to provide services to our most

vulnerable.

I have some objection to the fact that we’re going to get

lost in the minutia of numbers and everything else when we

really haven’t even had a plan brought forward. My intent

with this motion was to get some reasonable dialogue — not

the cynicism, not the back-and-forth mortar going across the

floor verbally — that we could get some work done on this.

This is what I hope to get from this. I hope my colleagues

from across the way — and with the support of my colleagues

in the government — that we can move this forward because

it is important.

We’re talking about the marginalized people in our

society; we’re talking about what a democratic society is

measured by. A comment by my colleague from Mayo-

Tatchun was that societies are based on how they treat their

most vulnerable.

So we need to come together as a group and get this to a

place where we can have openness and transparency on the

figures, where we can have the programs that give everything

that we need. I am hoping that, above all of this, we can rise

above some of the cynicism and support this motion to move

forward so the emergency shelter provides the services and

jobs we all hoped it would when it was first started.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Agree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.
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Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 18 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion No. 415 agreed to

Motion No. 450
Clerk: Motion No. 450, standing in the name of

Mr. Gallina.

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Porter Creek

Centre:

THAT this House supports construction of a new school

in Whistle Bend and consultation with community

stakeholders prior to construction of the school.

Mr. Gallina: This is an important project to my

constituents in Porter Creek Centre in the neighbourhood of

Whistle Bend. I’m going to touch a little bit on my ability as a

private member to bring this motion forward and the

importance of it and the relevance to constituents of Porter

Creek Centre.

As a private member, I have the right to bring forward

issues that are important to constituents. This is a very

important project to the residents of Whistle Bend. I hear this

regularly at the door, with the community association and in

talking with constituents.

I think it would be irresponsible for us to not be

discussing important matters here among all MLAs of this

House in providing input. The government has signalled that

this particular project is a priority for this government, and the

government has signalled that they have allocated dollars in a

budget that’s going to be debated on the floor of this

Assembly. This is another opportunity for us to have a

conversation about this project. Just because the government

has signalled, that doesn’t mean it’s a done deal — contrary to

what we have heard today — with government private

members bringing forward motions where the government has

signalled that they’re moving in a particular direction. I

fundamentally disagree with that, and I am taking this

opportunity today to bring forward a project that will continue

a conversation.

It’s going to have the insights from me as the MLA for

the riding where the project is being discussed and has been

identified — I think it’s important for all MLAs who represent

constituents in other ridings to speak about this project. It is

not a done deal. It has been identified in a budget and we will

debate that budget. It would be faulty for anyone to assume

that just because it has been budgeted for, it is going to go

forward. We have had this discussion before.

When I look at amendments that have been brought

forward by other parties — this government has agreed to

amendments from both parties that have been made —

amendments that have been made to government private

motions that have been discussed here. So we are not closed to

that idea in any way. Also, 50 percent of the votes that we

have had in this House have been unanimous. Fifty percent of

the votes that we have held in this, the 34th Assembly, have

been unanimous. I think that is significant. I speak to this in an

effort to address collaboration among the MLAs here in this

Assembly and the importance of us to have the ability to have

a conversation about important topics.

Mr. Speaker, this particular motion is a very important

project to me in my riding — by way of a new school — as is

ensuring that community stakeholders are consulted prior to

the construction of a school. We heard last week from the

Minister of Education that the budget for 2019-20 includes

over $30 million in capital funding to ensure that our schools

continue to meet the current and future needs of our education

system. This funding will be used to modernize, maintain and

build Yukon schools.

We are seeing: $19 million invested in building the

French language secondary school; $3 million over the next

two years to build and renovate portable classrooms;

$1.4 million for stabilization work at the school in Ross River;

$50,000 for planning with Kluane First Nation to move

Kluane Lake School from Destruction Bay to Burwash

Landing; and budget funds have been allocated in the amount

of $1.6 million to plan for a new elementary school in the

neighbourhood of Whistle Bend. This is promising news,

Mr. Speaker.

Whistle Bend is the most rapidly growing subdivision in

Yukon. We are starting to see parks constructed there. Whistle

Bend Place is operational and is a foundational element to the

community. Planning has begun on the town square to provide

residents with an accessible shared space to be used for a host

of activities throughout the year. Commercial developers are

in their planning phase and are looking to develop a broad

range of services for the community including local eateries,

coffee shops, daycares, commercial spaces and convenience

store and local shops. There are beautiful walking trails that I

know the community is interested in expanding. All of these

elements contribute to a strong sense of community, and a

school that has been built with input from community

stakeholders will only help to enhance this.

The population in Yukon — and specifically in

Whitehorse — continues to see fairly rapid growth. We are

seeing new young families move into Whistle Bend, and an

elementary school will serve as a tremendous asset to these

families,

Last fall, Whistle Bend was home to about 640 families

with about 100 school-age children. The number will continue

to grow as the subdivision expands and develops. Whistle

Bend school construction is currently anticipated to begin in

2021, with completion projected by 2023-24. An important

note — this school will be the first new elementary school in

Whitehorse in 27 years. Our population has increased

significantly. With population growth, we see additional

pressure on our current schools. We see increased traffic, and

therefore there are additional traffic concerns and questions

around road safety. We are also seeing pressures on school

capacity and enrolment. Right now, most residents in Whistle

Bend are sending their children to either Jack Hulland or
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Takhini Elementary School. A new school will provide relief

to attendance areas at those schools and even throughout

Whitehorse, which will help to ease some of the capacity

pressures we are experiencing right now. A new school will

provide the capacity and flexibility to begin renovating or

replacing priority schools that have seismic mitigation work

needs.

You see, Mr. Speaker, the importance of a new school in

Whistle Bend is clear. This project will address population

growth. It will alleviate catchment pressures at a number of

schools throughout the city and become a foundational

community asset in the neighbourhood of Whistle Bend.

The second part of my motion touches on the importance

of consultation with community stakeholders prior to the

beginning of construction. This is an important element to the

community and to the project. When we look at engagement,

we know the Yukon government has committed to better,

more meaningful public engagement because the perspectives

and input from citizens can inform the best possible decisions

for Yukon. This government has made efforts to find out what

meaningful public engagement looks like for Yukoners and

are working toward making that a reality.

This government is proud of the efforts taken in public

engagement such as the Yukon Tourism Development
Strategy, talking Yukon Parks and cannabis legalization, to
name a few. Since 2017, we have hosted 53 engagements on

engageyukon.ca. It is important to this government that

Yukoners have the flexibility to share their thoughts in a

meaningful way through our engagements.

Bringing engagement closer to home, the Whistle Bend

Community Association has been very active on this topic,

and I know they have been strong advocates for ensuring that

the community has the opportunity to bring forward their

ideas and their concerns. Whistle Bend residents in general

tend to be very engaged. They have a vision for their

neighbourhood. We should absolutely be hearing from

community stakeholders as the planning for this project

begins. The association has engaged with Whistle Bend

residents on such matters as trail designation, trail

connectivity, overall development priorities, traffic safety,

greenspace and on transit routes, to name a few.

As I look at the Whistle Bend community Facebook page,

I see over 600 subscribers talking about everything from

upcoming events to recommendations to a lost-and-found

section, and of great importance, this page is an avenue for the

Whistle Bend Community Association. The association uses

this page to inform residents with status updates and also as a

way to engage with residents.

In March, we saw the association share correspondence

with residents from the Department of Education — and I

quote this correspondence from the department to the Whistle

Bend Community Association. The president of the

association states that she is pleased to inform that the Yukon

government’s five-year capital plan includes, in 2019-20, “…

to support planning work for a new elementary school Whistle

Bend. We anticipate the school’s construction to begin in

2021 and be completed in 2023.”

The response from the department: “We want to involve

the Whistle Bend community in planning for the school and

we will connect with the Whistle Bend Community

Association once they are ready to begin discussing these

plans. The new elementary school will be for both the Whistle

Bend community and the surrounding area. As part of this

project, we will be working with the nearby school

communities to adjust areas and student placements.”

From the association admin: “We need to increase

participation in the formation of a school subcommittee for

the WBCA to further the community involvement in this

planning process — put your name below if you are

interested. If there is not enough active engagement, then we

risk not having a voice in the matter.”

Mr. Speaker, 13 people responded within two hours,

indicating their desire to be a part of this subcommittee to

continue a further dialogue on this particular project. This is

encouraging. By way of this motion and debating it here

today, I want the House to let the government know that this

type of engagement for this project is very important.

As well, I was happy to hear the Minister of Education

last week speak about engagement on this project. She stated

that part of the planning process for this new school would

include working with nearby school communities to determine

an attendance area and looking at how they may affect

students. She also committed to reviewing all current

Whitehorse attendance areas for long-term planning to ensure

that all available learning spaces are being effectively utilized.

I heard commitments around meeting with school

councils to hear their expertise and to take all of that into

account in developing a plan for Whistle Bend school.

All of these types of engagements are important. They are

important components in creating a healthy, sustainable plan.

As I close my opening remarks on this motion, I want to

reiterate that there is a need for a new school in Whistle Bend.

It will address population growth. It will alleviate catchment

pressures at a number of schools throughout the city and

become a foundational community asset in the neighbourhood

of Whistle Bend.

I have outlined the importance of consultation with

community stakeholders prior to the construction of the school

— that it is paramount — and that it aligns with the vision of

the community to be engaged with on an important project

like this and that it aligns with the commitment of this

government to conduct better, more meaningful public

engagement. This government believes that the perspectives

and the input of citizens can inform the best possible decisions

for Yukon.

Mr. Kent: I thank the Member for Porter Creek Centre

for bringing forward this motion here today that speaks to a

similar statement, I think, to the ministerial statement that was

done recently by the Minister of Education with respect to

planning and construction for a new Whistle Bend school.

We in the Official Opposition, as I mentioned in my

response to the ministerial statement, support the construction

of a new school in Whistle Bend. As we mentioned, it is the
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fastest growing subdivision in Whitehorse, and the Electoral

District Boundaries Commission estimated its population of

eligible voters alone to reach 2,634 people by 2026. As I

mentioned during that response, and as we have mentioned

previously, we do support the construction of a new school

there.

We also supported the subdivision of Whistle Bend

getting their own MLA. Unfortunately, the government didn’t

support us in that regard, but hopefully we can all come

together on supporting the planning and construction of a new

school in Whistle Bend.

Just to sort of give a bit of a summary of what I am going

to talk about here today with respect to this motion: I’m going

to talk obviously about the capital planning aspect and how

that’s evolved under the Liberals from the school

revitalization plan to the promised 10-year plan by the

Minister of Education for school construction to the two

competing five-year capital concepts that we’ve had over the

past couple years and the significant changes that we’ve seen

with them.

The Member for Porter Creek Centre mentioned the

attendance area review. I’ll certainly look forward to digging

in deeper during my time here today and hopefully get

responses from the Minister of Education or the member in his

closing remarks or others across the way with respect to some

questions we raised during our response to the ministerial

statement on this subject.

Those are the two areas that I really wanted to focus on

with respect to this particular motion. I guess sort of starting

off, just to give the House some forewarning, I will be moving

an amendment to this motion after I conclude my remarks, but

I want to mention that on Monday, March 25 of this year, the

Member for Porter Creek Centre gave notice of Motion

No. 435:

THAT this House supports the construction of a new

school in Whistle Bend.

It was obviously a very straightforward motion. So we’re

pleased that he amended his own motion by bringing forward

Motion No. 450 which added the extremely important piece

about consultation. That’s what my amendment, when I move

it, will focus on — additional aspects around the consultation

phase with respect to the construction and planning of a new

school in Whistle Bend.

Just to talk initially about the school planning and the

capital planning aspects — when we go back to the 2016

Education annual report, it was the first report signed off by

the new Minister of Education after she assumed her role as

the Minister of Education following the 2016 election. In that

report on page 41, it talks about the school revitalization plan.

Just to quote a portion of that school revitalization plan, it

says, “The conditions of Yukon school buildings were

assessed in 2014, with the reports received in spring 2015.

The School Revitalization Plan will be finalized in summer

2017 based on facility condition assessments, findings from

the 2013 Seismic Evaluation Report from the engineering firm

David Nairne + Associates Ltd., programming requirements

and enrolment projections. Based on capital funding and this

plan, the goal will be to upgrade or replace one school

building approximately every three years.”

When we asked about that school revitalization plan and

the commitment that the minister made in her initial annual

report, what we received back is that the government was

working on a 10-year capital plan for schools. We have talked

about that for a number of Sittings now, but we haven’t seen

that. We haven’t seen this 10-year capital plan that the

minister promised.

Obviously, we are still hoping to get that at some point

and talk about the engagement that the government has had

with affected school communities with respect to that 10-year

capital plan. The minister mentioned a number of schools

when she initially talked about that. Whistle Bend, at that

point, was not contemplated as being built, but here we are

today with this motion before us and the commitment in this

2019-20 budget by the members opposite to begin planning

and then look for construction.

One of the challenges that we have with the capital

planning of the government is the extreme changes that the

capital planning has undergone year after year. Last year was

their first much-heralded five-year capital so-called plan that

they brought forward. I will just run members through what

was contemplated for work in the 2018-19 budget and the four

subsequent years with respect to that capital plan. Kluane

Lake School, Burwash Landing — so 2018-19 and 2019-20

— when you fast-forward to this year, it doesn’t look like any

work was funded for this project last year, and that project has

been shifted into the future by a year. Christ the King

Elementary School — there were three years of budgeting

plans. Obviously, the members opposite chose not to put in

numbers, so we can’t tell what is planning and what is

substantial construction, but they have coloured in the years

2021, 2022 and 2023 for Christ the King Elementary School.

But that has disappeared; that is no longer in the five-year

capital plan with respect to what the Liberal government is

bringing forward.

Holy Family School — again, last year, in the inaugural

five-year capital concept, it was scheduled for work in

2021-22 and 2022-23. I believe we even had the Minister of

Highways and Public Works suggest that it was going to be a

replacement and then was later corrected by the Minister of

Education. We never did nail down what the work

contemplated for Holy Family School was going to be in last

year’s five-year capital concept. Then again, if you fast-

forward a year, Holy Family School is nowhere to be seen

with respect to any work in the five-year capital plan.

I guess this is why there is a lot of confusion and perhaps

some trust issues with whether or not these projects in this

year’s capital plan will actually get done going forward. The

Member for Porter Creek Centre, in his opening remarks — I

will paraphrase him — said that this is not a done deal. I can

certainly appreciate that given the track record on a year-over-

year basis with respect to the five-year capital plans that have

been tabled by the government side. There are drastic changes

that have been made all through it, but we’re focusing here

today on the school capital side of things.
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Again, we’re left wondering what next year’s plan will

look like and which of these projects will no longer make the

cut. That ties back to the importance of the minister tabling

the 10-year capital plan for schools that she has promised a

number of times in the Legislative Assembly.

Something else that was in last year’s planning was a

scalable design. It was to be a generic design for schools that

could be scalable. It was one of the signature projects in last

year’s five-year plan, and then you fast-forward to this year’s

plan, and it’s no longer there. However, the minister has told

us that work is either underway or completed. I believe it was

a two-year time horizon. When we looked at last year’s work,

we raised some concerns that we had heard. Yes, it was a two-

year time horizon, Mr. Speaker, for 2018-19 and 2019-20. We

raised some concerns at that time that we had heard from the

local consulting firms and architectural firms with respect to a

generic design.

I believe the minister said that this design would save

Yukoners $7 million in design costs over 10 years. We’re left

wondering — and we hope we can get some answers here

today, given there’s a little bit more time to respond during

motion debate — as to what exactly the status of that scalable

generic school design is and how it fits in with the new school

in Whistle Bend. Further to that, what will the $1.6 million

that is identified in this year’s budget for planning of the

Whistle Bend school be spent on? If we don’t get a chance to

get those responses here today, those are questions I will have

for the minister when her department officials are here

providing support to her during budget departmental debate.

There’s this scalable generic design, and is the

$1.6 million for Whistle Bend part of that scalable generic

design? What is the breakdown of that expenditure for this

year? We certainly want to get a sense of what that money

will be spent on and how it will be spent. Construction is still

a couple of years away, so what kind of expenditures can we

expect to see this year and what kind of expenditures can we

expect to see in 2021-22, 2022-23 and 2023-24?

The other question I would have is about the gap in

funding for the 2021 capital budget as identified in this five-

year capital plan. The range that has been identified for the

Whistle Bend school is $25 million plus, according to the

planning documents that were tabled with the budget. We

would certainly be interested in a little bit more information

on how much they’re anticipating spending on this school

over the life cycle and some more reasoning around the

$1.6 million this year and then the gap for a year and then

2021-22.

Perhaps there’s a relatively straightforward answer to it,

but it is certainly something that jumped off the page with the

five-year plan that the government tabled with the Budget

Address.

Mr. Speaker, I am glad the member opposite brought up

the attendance area reviews, because it is something that I was

hoping we would get to talk about with this particular motion

today. As stated, the minister — with the construction of the

new school, obviously he will need to set up an attendance

area for the Whistle Bend school. We understand that. There

are some other schools that are in proximity that will be

affected. Hidden Valley Elementary I believe was identified;

also Holy Family School, Jack Hulland Elementary School

and Takhini Elementary School were identified initially as

part of this attendance area review for the Whistle Bend

school construction.

What we have some concerns about with respect to that is

— well, there are a couple of questions that raises for us in the

Official Opposition. The first is with respect to Holy Family

School and why that attendance area may be looked at with

respect to a Whistle Bend school. Holy Family School and

Christ the King Elementary School are both obviously

Catholic schools here in the City of Whitehorse. Again, we

have asked the minister to clarify what the Whistle Bend

school will be. Will it be some sort of a dual-track school that

includes Catholics and then some of the neighbourhood

students there? Is that even possible? Is there a French

immersion opportunity — is that even possible?

I think that including Holy Family School in that

attendance area review linked to the Whistle Bend school is

something that we certainly want to wrap our heads around. I

think if you said that we are going to look at the attendance

areas for Christ the King Elementary and Holy Family School,

that would have made much more sense to us as they are the

two Catholic elementary schools that feed into Vanier

Catholic Secondary School here in Whitehorse.

Again, when we look at the capacity numbers for the start

of the 2018 school year, Christ the King Elementary School

was at 84-percent capacity and Holy Family School was at

96-percent capacity, so we would have hoped that, going back

to last year’s capital plan, something would have been done to

address the concerns there. What we saw last year to what we

see this year has changed drastically. I think the minister

mentioned that she had met with the school councils and the

Catholic Education Association, so hopefully we get a chance

to hear some more from her with respect to what those

conversations entailed.

One of the other schools contemplated for an attendance

area review is Takhini Elementary School, which is a K to 7

school that is at the lowest capacity of any Whitehorse-area

elementary school. Again, these numbers are subject to

change. Obviously we don’t have current numbers; these are

the latest that we have. But again, that school was at 52

percent. So obviously there are going to be some concerns

with the Takhini Elementary School community and what a

Whistle Bend school may mean to the populations there.

Previously, I know that staffing allocation was tied to

school population, so as some of these schools lose students

— or have the potential to lose students — we certainly are

worried about the potential viability of those schools and what

the teacher allocation will look like. Again, Takhini

Elementary School is — according to numbers provided by

the Department of Education — at the lowest capacity now.

I can’t recall if, when she did the ministerial statement on

this project — if it was in her initial statement or if it was in

her response to me and the member for the Third Party. She

said that perhaps there is the opportunity for students outside
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of the attendance area of the new Whistle Bend school to go

there if there is excess capacity. Again, we are worried that

might put additional downward pressure on some of the

neighbouring schools, because I am sure that some parents

and some families would choose the new school over their

existing school as far as going there.

So those are some of the concerns that were raised within

those school attendance areas that were identified initially as

part of the Whistle Bend school.

Then we have heard more recently that the attendance

area review will be done across the City of Whitehorse. The

Minister of Education has talked on a number of occasions

about 700 empty spots throughout the City of Whitehorse and

the schools that are here. Obviously we are — I in particular

and other Whitehorse MLAs — perhaps hearing from their

school communities and their constituents about this new

Liberal initiative to review attendance areas across the city. I

will focus on Copperbelt South and the attendance area for

Golden Horn Elementary School.

I have heard from a number of parents with questions that

they have for this government and this minister about what

this attendance review could mean for them and what it could

mean for their kids. Will their kids who are already in an

existing school — if their homes are no longer in a specific

attendance area, will they have to leave their friends, their

teachers and the programs that they have become used to, to

attend a different school?

I have said on occasion — or on a number of occasions

— that when it comes to making choices on places to live or

where they buy a home — I have heard from many of my

constituents that they chose the neighbourhoods in Copperbelt

South — within city limits and beyond — because they were

in the attendance area for Golden Horn Elementary School. So

these are choices that they made. We posed a number of

questions to the minister during our ministerial statement

response. If she can’t answer them here, perhaps we can get

into them when we get into departmental debate.

Some of them are — just to put them back on the record

— with respect to how the public engagement will happen,

when the public engagement will start, when the minister will

initiate these school council and school community meetings

and, most importantly, that the minister attends so that she and

others can hear first-hand what the concerns are for those

parents.

One of the other questions that has come to me with

respect to this is: How will the government determine whether

an attendance area needs to be changed? Is it the majority of

the residents who live in that area — if they want to remain in

the attendance area for a specific school? Or is this going to be

one of the decision-based evidence exercises that we have

seen from the government where the decision is already made

and the consultation is designed to fit whatever decision is

made?

We are hopeful though. We are hopeful that the Liberals

will live up to their “Be Heard” tagline. They haven’t always

done so. But when it comes to this and when it comes to

where families and their children can attend school, it is

extremely important and it creates an extreme amount of

anxiety. The more information that the minister can get out

into the hands about this process — what it means, when it is

going to start, how people can make sure that their concerns

are heard, and again, most importantly, what kinds of

thresholds will determine whether or not an attendance area is

adjusted, based on feedback from parents in that area — I

think that is extremely important because this initiative was

announced — much like the school revitalization plan and the

2016 Education annual report — without any substantive

work being done on it.

When you look back, this plan was to be finalized in the

summer of 2017. Here we are, two years later. We haven’t

seen this plan. We haven’t seen the government’s 10-year

plan. The five-year plan changes year to year, so I don’t think

— you can understand why we, as MLAs and those

constituents whom we represent, are skeptical of this

government’s 2.5-year track record when it comes to capital

builds and what it is going to look like.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I think I have touched on most of the

important issues that I wanted to raise during this debate here

today, so I am going to move an amendment to the motion

brought forward by the Member for Porter Creek Centre.

Amendment proposed
I move:

THAT Motion No. 450 be amended by:

(1) adding the words “after creating a Whistle Bend

school council to advise and be consulted on the design,

planning, and construction of the school” after the words

“Whistle Bend”;

(2) replacing the word “consultation” with the words “and

consulting”; and

(3) adding the words “First Nation governments and the

City of Whitehorse” after the words “community

stakeholders”.

I do have copies for all members as well as how the

motion reads after the amendment.

Speaker: If the copies could then be distributed to all

members, I’ll review the proposed amendment with

Mr. Clerk.

I have had an opportunity to review the proposed

amendment with Mr. Clerk and can advise that it’s

procedurally in order.

It is moved by the Member for Copperbelt South:

THAT Motion No. 450 be amended by:

(1) adding the words “after creating a Whistle Bend

school council to advise and be consulted on the design,

planning, and construction of the school” after the words

“Whistle Bend”;

(2) replacing the word “consultation” with the — I

believe it’s just going to be the word “consulting” because it

appears that “and” is already there so — with the word

“consulting”; and
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(3) adding the words “First Nation governments and the

City of Whitehorse” after the words “community

stakeholders”.

With the word “consulting” and “(3) adding the words

‘First Nation governments and the City of Whitehorse’ after

the words ‘community stakeholders’”, the new proposed

wording would be:

THAT this House supports construction of a new school

in Whistle Bend after creating a Whistle Bend school council

to advise and be consulted on the design, planning, and

construction of the school, and consulting with community

stakeholders, First Nation governments and the City of

Whitehorse prior to construction of the school.

Mr. Kent: Again, I thank the Member for Porter Creek

Centre for bringing forward this motion. It is obviously a

project that is important to his constituents and to constituents

of neighbouring ridings as well who may be affected by this.

This motion was designed to strengthen the consultation

aspects with respect to the design and construction of this

school. As I noted earlier, initially when the Member for

Porter Creek Centre brought forward a motion on this matter

— it was on Monday, March 25, 2019, Motion No. 435 — it

read: “THAT this House supports the construction of a new

school in Whistle Bend.” Then we fast-forward to Motion

No. 450 which he has introduced, and it essentially says the

same thing but asks for consultation with community

stakeholders.

A motion that I did — it was similar, and it led to the

initial part of this amendment before the House today — is

with respect to the creation of a Whistle Bend school council.

Whether there are policy, regulatory or even legislative

changes that need to be made with respect to creating a

Whistle Bend school council, there is obviously some time to

do that work, especially given the one-year gap in this project

according to the five-year capital plan.

Further, Mr. Speaker, I felt — and colleagues felt — that

it was important to specifically name First Nation

governments and the City of Whitehorse. There will be effects

on those two levels of government with the construction and

when it comes to citizens attending the school, traffic

concerns or other aspects with respect to whatever becomes

the chosen construction site for this project. Again, I felt it

strengthened this motion to add First Nation governments and

the City of Whitehorse when it comes to the original motion

— Motion No. 435 — and the amended motion that the

Member for Porter Creek Centre brought forward — Motion

No. 450 — and then this actual amendment to Motion No. 450

which we are discussing here today.

I am hopeful that this amendment is taken for what I

believe it to be, which is an opportunity to strengthen what we

are doing here and to send a message to not only the new

school community for the Whistle Bend school, but to the

First Nation governments and the City of Whitehorse that we

want to make sure that they’re involved as well in planning

and construction of this important project going forward.

With that, I will look forward to hearing from other

colleagues on the amendment that I’ve presented here today.

Mr. Gallina: I thank the Member for Copperbelt South

for bringing this amendment forward and reiterating the

importance of consultation with community stakeholders and

looking to further define that. I think that there is certainly

some significance around that.

When I brought the motion forward and included

community stakeholders, First Nation governments and the

City of Whitehorse were a part of that as well as residents and

parents of students who could possibly be attending the

school.

What about NGOs operating in this area? Maybe we want

to list NGOs that are operating either daycare services or

programming at Whistle Bend Place. Maybe they’ll be

affected with a school. What about the business community?

The business community that I spoke to in my opening

remarks was in initial planning phases with lots that have been

identified.

So I do agree that consulting First Nation governments

and the City of Whitehorse is important, and I think that there

are other community stakeholders that we want to include as

well. That’s not to say that we’re not supportive of this

amendment, but as we debate motions in the House and

there’s this aspect of engagement and consultation, we get into

this back-and-forth. We tend to break it down and we get very

specific on who is going to be spoken to and when they are

going to be spoken to. These are important factors, so I

identify that — on consultation.

On the aspect of creating a school council — Whistle

Bend school council — so I’m not sure that the act allows for

a school council to be created prior to the school being built.

Maybe others can speak to that; I’m not sure.

What I am sure about is that I know that there is a desire

for Whistle Bend residents to be a part of a school council. I

also know that Whistle Bend residents want to participate in

engaging with the government and the Department of

Education on the build for the school and on a number of

aspects for the school.

So I will just bring members’ attention to what I spoke to

earlier when it came to correspondence from the Department

of Education in working with the Whistle Bend community

association. It stated that they wanted to begin a process to

engage with residents of Whistle Bend. They wanted to

formalize that process. By doing so, the Whistle Bend

Community Association agreed to form a subcommittee of

their association that would be in contact with the Department

of Education. There were 18 people, in a matter of hours, who

subscribed to that subcommittee. They said, “Yes, sign me up.

I’m happy.”

Brian Laird is one of those people who asked to be a part

of the subcommittee. Mr. Laird was someone who had been

advocating for a Whistle Bend school council.

That correspondence on the Facebook page took place

about two weeks ago. If we look to a post that was shared the

other day on the Whistle Bend Facebook page — this was
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from the Yukon Party caucus. I will quote the notice on the

Facebook page from the Yukon Party: “As planning starts for

this new school, proactively establishing a school council now

and receiving meaningful input from these families will add

significant value in determining the needs of the school and

how it will best serve students and families of Whistle Bend

and surrounding areas.”

There’s a link, Mr. Speaker, to an article put out by the

Yukon Party caucus calling for the creation of a school

council in Whistle Bend. There are four “likes” and there are

two comments on this post. One of them states: “I for one

would be grateful if territorial political parties of any

persuasion would resist politicizing neighbourhoods for their

own purposes. This is a neighbourhood issue and a

neighbourhood Facebook page. I’m not a page administrator

and my neighbours may not share my views, but I object to

our neighbourhood being used by any political party to score

political points in a territorial election.”

This is the comment that is on the school council page. So

as the MLA, I am following the dialogue that’s happening

with Whistle Bend residents and I’m seeing support for a

subcommittee. There are 600 members on this Facebook page

who are quite active. I would say that this page is probably the

most active community page in the territory when it comes to

a neighbourhood Facebook page.

It’s pretty significant. The residents of Whistle Bend

gravitate toward communicating through social media, and

this is one aspect — one way that I, as an MLA, am able to

determine the values brought forward by residents of Whistle

Bend. That particular aspect, I don’t see us supporting. I think

there’s some relevance behind our alignment on that.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will cede the floor.

Ms. Hanson: At the outset, I wanted to say that I was

encouraged by the opening comments by the Member for

Porter Creek Centre when he introduced his motion in the first

place, when he spoke about the openness of the government to

amendments and talked about the number of amendments that

had been agreed to by this Legislative Assembly when they

came from opposition members.

Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, I see the proposed

amendments being put forward here today as being positive

and productive. In fact, they do speak to the kind of values

that I hear being espoused by the member who put forward the

motion in the first place and by this government.

He indicated that he didn’t think it was possible to create

a school council in advance of having a school. Well, if I look

at section 64 of the Education Act, it says, “… for each

attendance area established by the minister…” and it is my

understanding that the minister has established or is

establishing — is establishing, so I haven’t got to the end

point, Mr. Speaker. I do believe that the minister is

establishing an attendance area for a school that has been put

into the capital plan for this government, and it has been

spoken to in numerous speeches by many Members of the

Legislative Assembly. So if there is no intention to create a

school, then it would render the proposed amendment moot.

But if there is an intention to create a school in Whistle Bend,

then I do think that this is a great opportunity — I won’t even

respond to the comments of the last few minutes about

Facebook. I really don’t care.

We do know that there have entreaties made by other

residents of Whistle Bend to get ahead of the game with

respect to engaging. It can be done. It can be done by the

legislation, so this is not something that would be prohibitive,

but it would certainly give further credence to the language

and the words of this government with respect to wanting to

respectfully engage with those people who are affected by

government actions — in this case, the creation of a school.

This is an opportunity for this government to actually

improve upon the advanced consultation around construction

of a school. Some of us will remember the long and sad

stories around the various iterations of what F.H. Collins was

going to look like and the engagement of the communities —

including First Nation governments and the municipal

government of Whitehorse as well as various other

community stakeholders — around what that design was

going to look like before it became a prototype of Mother

Margaret Mary — or whatever it was — out of Alberta.

Giving the opportunity for parents and prospective

parents whose children will attend that school to be engaged

— and it’s not just parents, as we know, who are on school

councils. I was happy when the Member for Copperbelt South

pointed out the importance of not lumping in First Nation

governments nor the City of Whitehorse into “community

stakeholders”. It should go without saying, Mr. Speaker. I am

sure, despite his comments when he tried to clarify, that it was

probably an oversight by the Member for Porter Creek Centre.

But I would hope that he would agree with me that First

Nation governments and the City of Whitehorse are not

community stakeholders in this, actually. They have a

different relationship to the Government of Yukon, and the

Government of Yukon has a different relationship with them.

I would hope that the members of the government will

join the New Democratic Party in supporting what I believe is

a constructive amendment from the Member for Copperbelt

South.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the Member for

Copperbelt South for bringing forward the amendment. I also

thank both the Member for Porter Creek Centre and the

Member for Whitehorse Centre for their comments on the

amendment, as proposed.

First of all, I think that the latter parts of the amendment,

as proposed by the Member for Copperbelt South, are good

improvements to this — replacing the word “consultation”

with the words “and consulting” and differentiating

stakeholders — and as noted by the Leader of the Third Party,

First Nation governments and the City of Whitehorse are not

community stakeholders; they are partner governments. It is

appropriate. I do agree that consultation was not strong on the

rebuilding of the F.H. Collins Secondary School, and we need

to do better. That is for sure.



4248 HANSARD April 3, 2019

Like the Leader of the Third Party, I was also caucusing

quickly with the Minister of Education. We opened up both

the Elections Act and the Education Act, and we are starting to
do some research under the regulations. What I want to say is

that we are uncertain about the legislative and/or regulatory

requirements to establish a council before there is a school in

existence. While we are happy to go off and do that work, it

just comes back to the same challenge that we have — that

when we are here on the floor of the Legislature, it is tough to

do that work on the fly.

So I don’t think that there is any concern with trying to

consult and get the perspectives of the citizens of Whistle

Bend and those folks who would form a school council. It is

just that, as the government, we need to be sure we are acting

appropriately under the authority that is given to us.

I appreciate that the Leader of the Third Party read one

clause within the Education Act, but of course that clause also
referenced another clause and I don’t see it as cut and dried as

she does.

I am going to propose a subamendment to the

amendment. I have it here.

Subamendment proposed
Hon. Mr. Streicker: I move:

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 450 be amended by

deleting clause 1 and renumbering the subsequent clauses

accordingly.

Speaker: If copies could be distributed to all members,

I will review the proposed subamendment with Mr. Clerk.

I have had an opportunity to review the proposed

subamendment to the amendment of Motion No. 450. I can

advise that it’s procedurally in order. It’s moved by the

Member for Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes:

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 450 be amended

by:

Deleting clause 1 and renumbering the subsequent clauses

accordingly.

The proposed amended motion would read:

THAT this House supports construction of a new school

in Whistle Bend and consulting with community stakeholders,

First Nation governments and the City of Whitehorse prior to

construction of the new school.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I somehow thought the “and” was

gone as well, but that’s fine. I had that it was:

THAT this House supports construction of a new school

in Whistle Bend, consulting with community stakeholders,

First Nation governments and the City of Whitehorse prior to

the construction of the school.

I have two small, small points that I want to make — and

I hope that the Minister of Education will provide a few

comments as well. One is that I support the spirit and intention

of clause 1, but the challenge is that we’re just trying to make

sure that we’re doing our diligence around the legislative and

regulatory side of this.

The second point I want to make is that I think it is

important — when the Member for Porter Creek Centre stands

up and talks about comments that are coming from the

community, I find them very relevant. They happen to be the

whole point of this engagement — of the notion of

consultation, and hearing them directly in this House, I think,

is quite meaningful.

I will leave it there. I appreciate what the Member for

Copperbelt South is working to do with the overall

amendment he proposed. I support it in principle. We’re

trying to keep the parts that we can, and we’re trying to keep

our diligence there as well on the legislation and regulatory

side.

Mr. Kent: It’s relevant at this point for me to read into

the record Motion No. 443, which I gave notice of last

Wednesday, on March 27. It stated that this House urges the

Government of Yukon to make any necessary policy or

regulatory changes and introduce to this House any legislative

amendments that may be required to allow for the creation of

a Whistle Bend school council to advise and be consulted on

the design, planning and construction of the new Whistle

Bend school.

I think it’s important — and I’m not saying that the

Member for Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes or the Minister of

Community Services was insinuating this — but it certainly

shouldn’t have come as a surprise as to what our feelings were

with respect to the establishment of a school council.

The Member for Porter Creek Centre referenced some

Facebook research that he had done with respect to this

particular motion that we brought forward last week. While I

understand how busy it can be upstairs for government

members and for ministers, it’s again nothing that should have

come as a surprise as to what position we had with respect to

this particular school planning and design.

Obviously school councils — I know that everyone in this

Legislature has either been on a school council or attended

school council meetings or engaged with the Association of

Yukon School Councils, Boards and Committees at some

point. They obviously serve an extremely important purpose.

They’re an elected body, and they do a tremendous amount of

work and represent their constituents extremely well.

When I gave notice of that original motion last

Wednesday and then brought forward this amendment today

suggesting that creating a Whistle Bend school council ahead

of time would be one of the important steps and would

strengthen the Member for Porter Creek Centre’s motion — as

I mentioned, after he tabled his initial one, he clearly felt that

wasn’t adequate because it didn’t talk about consultation, so

he amended his own Motion No. 435, and we ended up with

Motion No. 450, and I brought forward this amendment.

I’m happy the government is leaving in the aspects with

respect to elevating First Nation governments and the City of

Whitehorse to the status that I believe they should have within

this motion, as amended. Again, I’m disappointed that we

couldn’t come to some sort of an agreement around the

establishment of a school council.



April 3, 2019 HANSARD 4249

I understand that — looking at the pieces of legislation

here on the fly this afternoon by the Minister of Community

Services and the Minister of Justice and of Education, as she

serves in both roles — perhaps it wouldn’t have given them

the clarity, but the option would have been — especially given

the one-year gap in this project, as identified — to take some

time and establish that school council, and then they could

have fed into the other community stakeholders, the First

Nation governments and the City of Whitehorse with respect

to this motion.

It is disappointing that the government side has chosen to

take this route — I guess I will say that I am disappointed that

we had an opportunity to establish another elected body

through policy, regulatory or even legislative changes — we

have the time to do it. We would have had the opportunity to

have an elected body from the school community participate

in this, and the government has chosen to go a different route

for some reason. It is disappointing, but that’s okay. We will

persevere. I still have a motion on the Order Paper asking for

the establishment of a school council, and we will continue to

advocate for members of that school community as the

Official Opposition. I’m sure that the Third Party will

continue to do the same — holding the government to account

on promises that they have made and on spending decisions

that they have made and trying to bring forward ideas here to

the floor of the Legislative Assembly that improve or

strengthen existing ideas.

That’s what Wednesdays are often all about. I have sat

through a number of Wednesdays in here on both sides of the

floor, and the Member for Porter Creek Centre is correct that

it is not just this government, but it was also previous

governments that accepted amendments. We had motions pass

unanimously in this Legislative Assembly — not all the time,

obviously, for one reason or another.

Again, it is too bad that the government didn’t take my

original amendment for what it is worth, which was to

strengthen the consultation aspects around the design,

construction and eventual opening of a school in Whistle

Bend.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, in my view, it is not

appropriate for our government to agree to a motion that it

can’t abide by or that would, in this case — I am going to

suggest — cause unnecessary delay in the process.

As mentioned by the Leader of the Third Party, the

Education Act requires an attendance area in order for a
school council to be established. In addition to that, the

attendance area for a potential new Whistle Bend school,

which is of course part of a budget proposal before this

Legislative Assembly, requires full analysis and consideration

by this Legislative Assembly.

In the event that the budget is passed and a Whistle Bend

school is included therein, the opportunity for work on the

attendance area would presumably be almost immediate.

I read the amendment made by the member opposite to

indicate that no such work would be able to begin until after

the creation of a Whistle Bend school council, in order for

them to participate in that process. I reiterate completely what

my colleague the Minister of Community Services has said.

There is no issue whatsoever with a broad consultation with

respect to this process. I recollect, based on the years when an

elementary school has been built — now certainly the

members opposite have some experience with building a high

school with the F.H. Collins plans and process — but with

respect to the opportunity to build an elementary school, I

would dare say none of them have been involved. I think my

math is correct on that. A new neighbourhood and the

consultation that has to happen there must absolutely be

broad.

There is no question whatsoever that the spirit of what is

paragraph 1 in the original amendment made by the member

opposite is valid. I just simply cannot agree, based on the way

in which it is worded, that the creation of a new Whistle Bend

school council would be the triggering event for any of the

other work to happen with the school. As such, I think it

would cause unnecessary delay.

I think that, in addition to that, the section of the

Education Act that has been noted — and I note that section

79 is also pertinent to this situation — I have simply not had

an opportunity to review it. I’m not surprised at all, frankly,

and the member opposite seems to say that his motion last

week somehow should have triggered this work. Well in fact

it did trigger this work, and the conclusion that I have at this

point is in fact that we don’t know the full answer as to

whether this can be contemplated.

As for a suggestion that a legislative change would be

appropriate — we all know a policy or regulation change can

be done with some expediency, but a legislative change, as the

member opposite is well aware, couldn’t even be introduced

until October of 2019 — if it were introduced in the next

session, if the work and the policy work were done to have

that be the case, if there was a full understanding of that

process and if there were resources both at the Department of

Education and the Department of Justice for the purpose of

proceeding through that process and that work could all be

done over the summer and introduced in October. The

member opposite may well say that can and should be done.

Mr. Speaker, I say to you and to the Legislative Assembly that

this is work that, in this situation, may not be necessary. I

don’t know the answer as to whether it requires a legislative

change. We will find out the answer to that. In the event that it

would, it would unnecessarily delay it. Even if it were a policy

change, it would unnecessarily delay it.

I also don’t see the magic of a school council if we are

connected to the school community, the neighbourhood, the

individuals who live there, the people who have children in

that neighbourhood and, in addition to that, the neighbouring

neighbours and schools. As we’ve said, an attendance area

review will require us to work with the other schools that are

there, from which some of those families and children may be

drawn.

We are well on our way to doing some of that work by

having maps done of the attendance areas, which I understand

has never been done in recent memory. Mapping the current



4250 HANSARD April 3, 2019

school attendance areas is an important piece. I understand

that work will be given to me quite quickly and we can

proceed with further conversations about what we do next.

With respect to paragraphs 2 and 3 — I take no issue

whatsoever with those suggested amendments. I find them,

like other members of this Legislative Assembly, to cause

more certainty with respect to the requirements of the motion

and the requirements of the action to be taken following the

passing of a motion.

Replacing the word “consultation”, of course, with the

word “consulting” is not an issue. I take absolutely no issue. I

agree that specifically noting First Nation governments and

the City of Whitehorse is an additional amount of clarity for

all parties involved.

I am concerned about the matter that is before the

Legislative Assembly — the amendment being put forward by

the member opposite. Of course, I am also noting my

comments with respect to the subamendment which would

delete paragraph 1 — that the spirit is appropriate. It is

important. I am not keen to have the work that has begun to be

underway, partly because, as the member opposite has

mentioned, there have been some discussions about this, in

answer to questions proposed by the Official Opposition and

the Third Party, that some school councils that are affected are

keen to have conversations about that and are keen to have

conversations about how their school communities may or

may not be affected. Those conversations must begin very

soon. We all know that school has a break in the summer and

school councils also take a break. I am keen to make sure that

we have as many of those discussions as possible as soon as

possible so that this work can be underway.

The planning of a Whistle Bend school in that community

will not at all be hampered if paragraph 1 were to be removed

from this amendment. In fact, I suggest to you, Mr. Speaker,

and to this Legislative Assembly that would in fact be

enhanced in that it would not be delayed at all.

I appreciate the sentiment, but I am concerned that we

cannot support the amendment without the subamendment

because it is simply not appropriate or correct for us to be

agreeing to a motion in which we cannot live up to the terms. I

don’t think anyone would suggest that is appropriate. In this

case, perhaps we see it differently, but I think there needs to

be some specific research done as to how a school council

could be created with a new school or how a school council

could be created even without a school yet. That research will

provide information to us, and nothing in this motion or any of

the work going forward, if it turns out to be a relatively easy

fix, would prohibit that from happening.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question on the

subamendment?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Agree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Disagree.

Mr. Kent: Disagree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Disagree.

Mr. Cathers: Disagree.

Ms. McLeod: Disagree.

Mr. Istchenko: Disagree.

Ms. Hanson: Disagree.

Ms. White: Disagree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 10 yea, eight nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the subamendment

carried.

Subamendment to Motion No. 450 agreed to

Speaker: Is there further debate on the amendment as

amended?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Agree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 18 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the amendment, as

amended, carried.



April 3, 2019 HANSARD 4251

Amendment to Motion No. 450, as amended, agreed to

Speaker: Is there further debate on Motion No. 450 as

amended?

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, in rising to speak to the

motion as amended, I note that in this area we are

disappointed that the government, despite having time to

consider adding a school council, chose not to go down that

route. Finding out the answer to the question of whether there

should be a legislative amendment, policy change or

regulation is something that the minister should have been

able to get the answer to from her department in a matter of a

very short time. I would expect that, within a day or two, that

information was already provided by officials. It is

disappointing that it is being used as an excuse not to add a

school council.

We have seen that the Minister of Education has had a bit

of a troubled record when it comes to school councils. We

have seen her claiming that she hasn’t received any

notification about problems with a shortage of space and then

being contradicted by school councils. As we established last

fall, the minister, despite having received a letter months

previously from one school council, claimed not to have

known about the problem.

We have also seen a situation where, in the case of the

Hidden Valley School Council in my riding, they had

difficulty getting a meeting with the Minister of Education.

The minister refused to attend one meeting, and the school

council had offered alternatives, but did not receive any

confirmation of that or even an indication from her office of

her willingness to attend a different date until we embarrassed

the government and the minister into agreeing to meet with

that school council.

It is part of a growing pattern of the Liberal government’s

difficulty or unwillingness in working with boards and

committees, including those duly constituted under the

Education Act. I do also have to note a specific response to
comments made by the Member for Porter Creek Centre. The

Member for Porter Creek Centre read a Facebook post and

was quick to criticize the Yukon Party, he claimed, for

politicizing community associations. I did find that statement

quite odd, Mr. Speaker, and it made me think how quickly the

Member for Porter Creek Centre forgets. We saw the situation

where, after the president of the Porter Creek Community

Association wrote a letter expressing concern with the

government’s lack of consultation —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Hon. Premier, on a point of order.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I believe the member opposite is

rebutting a conversation on an amendment and had an

opportunity, if he wanted to, during that amendment to debate

the conversation on that amendment. We have passed that. We

have passed that into the record, and now we have moved on.

So I would ask the member opposite to keep his comments to

the motion, as amended, as opposed to the debate that was

happening during the amendment.

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, on the point of

order.

Mr. Cathers: I don’t believe there is a point of order. I

was responding to comments made by the Member for Porter

Creek Centre. I know the Premier just doesn’t want me to talk

about what I’m talking about.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: The Premier did not cite a Standing Order,

but he was referencing relevance. I will have to look now at

what we have as far as the motion. I’m looking to see what the

amended motion is now. I think it is close to a dispute among

members on the debate. I will let it go.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

Debate on Motion No. 450, as amended, accordingly
adjourned

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Thursday, April 4, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Ms. Frost: I ask those in attendance today to

please help me in welcoming the nurses who are here today to

celebrate the Yukon Registered Nurses Association’s

anniversary. We have Christina Sim, who is the current

president of the Yukon Registered Nurses Association,

Dwayne MacDonald and Hanna Szefer. We also have Francis

van Kessel and Myra Iles — a former president — and her

partner Joe Iles, Sean Secord, and of course we have Emerald

Gillespie. Welcome and thank you so much for your service.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Could we please welcome the

chair of the Yukon Lottery Commission, Mr. Frank Curlew,

and also the vice-chair of the Yukon Lottery Commission,

Ms. Bunne Palamar.

Applause

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to ask my colleagues in

the Legislative Assembly to help me in welcoming Valerie

Royle, Jonathan Parker, Corrie Gallienne, Alicia Debreceni,

Ewa Dembek, Keshah Austin, Cameron Webber,

Linnea Blum, Rick Lemaire and Sophie Tremblay. Thank you

very much for coming today, and welcome to the Legislative

Assembly.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of 25th anniversary of Yukon
Registered Nurses Association

Hon. Ms. Frost: It is an honour today to rise on behalf

of the Yukon Liberal government to pay tribute to the Yukon

Registered Nurses Association. This year represents a

milestone for the organization as it celebrates 25 years of

representing the nursing profession here in the territory.

The Yukon Registered Nurses Association is one of seven

nursing jurisdictions with a dual mandate. It is both a

professionally led regulatory body and a member association.

As a regulator, it ensures that nurses are providing ethical,

safe and competent care. As an association, it supports the

pursuits of excellence in nursing practice by ensuring that its

members are well-trained and competent in providing nursing

services to Yukoners.

Mr. Speaker, the work of the YRNA is critical, and its

visions are directly related to my mandate as the Minister of

Health and Social Services. The vision of the Yukon

Registered Nurses Association is to promote wellness and

foster a safe and healthy Yukon. My priority is to enhance

long-term well-being and quality of life for all our citizens.

It is no surprise that the Department of Health and Social

Services and the YRNA are working together. Our ultimate

goal is the same — and that is to provide the best possible

health care and prevention services to Yukoners.

Today, I would like to extend my heartfelt appreciation to

all nurses in the territory. These tireless professionals are the

cornerstone of our health care system. They provide front-line

care to Yukoners in our hospitals and our community health

centres and our long-term care facilities. They even work

directly with Yukoners in homes, providing people with the

care they need to age well in their own homes with dignity

and respect. For that, we’re all grateful because we have all

been impacted in some way by nurses being present for very

personal reasons in our communities, as we have aging

parents and an aging population.

Our nurses don’t just provide people with physical care

— they help people emotionally and socially — especially in

our communities where they are the primary providers for our

health and social services. In the time I have spent talking to

and working with nurses, it is clear to see that their work is

not just a profession — it’s a vocation and one that takes

incredible strength, dedication and selflessness.

To all the nurses in Yukon, I would like to say

mahsi’ cho. Your work is indeed valued. You are crucial to

the health and well-being of Yukoners. You are in a position

of trust and responsibility, and I know that nurses are proud of

the work they do every day — rightfully so — and so are we.

The Yukon Registered Nurses Association is an important

stakeholder in our health care system, providing important

guidance to the Government of Yukon as we work to improve

the ways in which we deliver programs and services.

As a member of the midwifery community and

committee, the Yukon Registered Nurses Association has

provided valuable input that will help us shape midwifery in

the Yukon. Its input will help us to ensure that our proposed

approach to regulate midwifery will meet the needs of

Yukoners.

The organization also provided valuable input toward the

legalization of cannabis as well as our opioid action plan.

This weekend, the Yukon Registered Nurses Association

will be celebrating its 25th anniversary at its annual general

meeting. On behalf of all Yukoners, I would like to say thank

you to the Yukon Registered Nurses Association and all its

members for their hard work, professionalism and integrity.

Mahsi’.

Applause
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Ms. McLeod: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party

Official Opposition to pay tribute to the Yukon Registered

Nurses Association, or YRNA.

The YRNA started from humble beginnings as the Yukon

Nurses Society in the 1980s. At that time, registered nurses

were licensed by other Canadian jurisdictions until 1994 when

the Registered Nurses Profession Act came into effect. Many
RNs have worked tireless in a volunteer capacity while still

providing Yukoners with essential services.

Their vision includes advocating for their profession,

community and patients, all through fundraising efforts. Their

work led the Yukon to be a self-regulating nursing jurisdiction

and for the establishment of the YRNA. As a dual-mandated

organization and one of the younger nursing regulatory and

association bodies in Canada, the YRNA is small but mighty,

having to perform functions to the same level as larger

jurisdictions with a fraction of the resources.

Being a self-regulated profession is a privilege. It means

that the professional members set their own parameters around

licensure, complaints and discipline — in compliance with

relevant legislation, of course. The YRNA holds a high

standard of accountability both to its members and to the

public. It’s a reminder that public trust holds important social

meaning. The YRNA is the only self-regulating profession in

the Yukon and is governed by a board of directors that is

composed of YRNA members and public representatives

through its self-established bylaws and policies.

As the YRNA enters its 25th year, it is also a celebration

of nursing leadership. The YRNA has celebrated many firsts.

The first RN in the territory to hold a bachelor’s degree in

nursing is Maureen Turner. The first RN to hold a master’s

degree in nursing is Patricia McClelland. Both are long-time

Yukoners. The YRNA was one of the last jurisdictions to

regulate nurse practitioners in 2012, but it also holds some of

the more modern legislation for nurse practitioners in Canada.

While the YRNA celebrates its 25th, let us also celebrate

nursing in the Yukon and consider the future of nursing,

where workplace concerns are fully addressed respectfully,

appropriate patient-to-staff ratios are realized and

collaborative care is an interdisciplinary priority.

Yukoners deserve a high quality standard of care, and

nursing is in a prime position to address some of the

inefficiencies within our current health care system.

Thank you to past and current board members for your

dedication to the nursing community and to all Yukoners.

Applause

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP to

celebrate the 25th anniversary of the Yukon Registered Nurses

Association.

Through their long and colourful history, the YRNA

mandate of public protection and the promotion of the nursing

profession continues to remain at the forefront of their work.

They support Yukon registered nurses, nurse practitioners,

allied professions and all Yukoners who access health care.

Nursing has a proud history of service. It’s the reason that

we have all come to trust registered nurses to provide the very

best in expert professional nursing care. Nurses are the

embodiment of dedication, competence and compassion. Very

few of us need to be reminded about the individual support

that we enjoy from our nurses. The interests of the patient are

always of first concern for anyone in the nursing field, and at

one time or another, each of us has been a patient and enjoyed

their care. Registered nurses, nurse practitioners, certified

nursing aides and licensed practical nurses work in our

hospitals, our continuing care facilities, our communities and

our homes. They champion the cause of public health and are

essential in the concept of collaborative care.

These men and women face long hours and are closely

involved in all aspects of primary health care and health

education in every aspect of our lives. We thank all in the

nursing field for their continued devotion to their calling.

Without them, life as we know it would be much more

difficult.

Thank you for your continued work and your dedication.

We look forward to another 25 years.

Applause

In recognition of Green Shirt Day
Mr. Adel: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon Liberal

government to pay tribute to Green Shirt Day.

Mr. Speaker, Green Shirt Day — which is coming up on

Sunday, April 7, 2019 — is a day when we encourage all

Canadians to register to become organ donors.

The day came about after the Humboldt Broncos bus

crash which occurred last April 6. Sixteen lives were lost in

the crash, Mr. Speaker, but one young man who lost his life as

a result of the crash was Logan Boulet. While Logan died as a

result of his injuries, his parents offered to donate his organs

so that six other individuals could live on.

Green Shirt Day is to remember and acknowledge the

lives lost as a result of the bus crash, but it also encourages

Canadians to talk to their loved ones about organ donation

and, ultimately, to register as organ donors.

Research shows that 90 percent of Canadians support

organ and tissue donation; however, only 20 percent of

Canadians have actually registered to be a donor. In the

Yukon, as of March 29 of this year, there were 4,375

registered donors. That’s less than 10 percent of our

population and much lower than the national average of those

registered to be organ donors.

According to Health Canada, 4,500 people are waiting for

organ or tissue transplants. On average, 250 Canadians die

every year waiting for a transplant.

I encourage all Yukoners to fill out an organ donor

registration form and give others the chance of life. The

registration form can be found at any physician’s office and

on the Health and Social Services website. Your name will be

placed on the Yukon organ donor registry. It will come up as a

little heart on your new driver’s licence or it will be on your

health care card up on the top right-hand corner, where it will

say “yes” to organ donation.

Most importantly, talk to your family about your wishes.

They need to know how you feel, because doctors will support
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wishes of the family at the time of death. One donor can save

up to eight lives when a loved one passes away. It’s an

extremely emotional time for all families. Knowing that the

death of a loved one can save or enhance the health of another

can provide some comfort to families.

It’s a great legacy to leave, so when we wear green today,

keep that in mind. Talk to your families and see what you can

do to help others.

Applause

Mr. Istchenko: Today I rise on behalf of the Yukon

Party Official Opposition to recognize the first annual Green

Shirt Day, launched this year in honour of Logan Boulet and

organ donation awareness. Logan Boulet signed up to be an

organ donor in honour of his late mentor and fitness trainer,

who had himself been one. He signed up on his 21st birthday,

unaware that his decision would change the lives of a number

of people in just five weeks.

Logan was one of the 16 killed in the tragic Humboldt

Broncos bus crash in Saskatchewan. April 7 marked the day

that Logan Boulet donated six organs. In response to the news

of Logan’s donation, Canadians stepped forward in droves,

increasing organ donation registration by nearly 100,000 —

now referred to as the Logan Boulet effect.

The Humboldt disaster changed the lives of individuals

and families involved, and it affected Canadians in so many

ways. During the Sunday night concert in Calgary right after

the crash, Rod Stewart paused to pay tribute to the families.

He said, “… I’m in Canada and they’re your kids. My son

plays hockey, and he plays in this area. He has done all those

journeys. It just brought it all home to…” all and to him “…

how quickly life can end.”

Tributes to the victims and their families poured in from

Canadians and others around the world. One particular tribute

swept across the nation, starting with the single tweet that

read, “Leaving it out on the porch tonight. The boys might

need it… wherever they are.” Canadians left their hockey

sticks out in a nation-wide gesture, often accompanied on

social media by the hashtag #PutYourStickOut.

Mr. Speaker, we put our stick out last year for Humboldt,

and it’s out again. To Humboldt — we’re thinking of you all

and keep your stick on the ice. To all Canadians who haven’t

done so, consider signing up to be an organ donor. Logan did

it and helped save multiple lives.

Applause

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP to

acknowledge the importance of organ donation in what I hope

will become a national rallying cry of Green Shirt Day. Over

1,600 Canadians get added to the organ transplant list every

year, and some of these are Yukoners. The Canadian

Transplant Society reminds us of the sad reality that people

who still have so much to give their communities, their

families and the world around them die as they wait for organ

donation.

While 90 percent of Canadians are in support of organ

and tissue donation, only 20 percent have made plans to

donate. For those waiting for a life-giving chance, this is a real

problem. The issue of organ donation has started to be

addressed in a big way after Logan Boulet’s parents honoured

his 21st birthday wish and donated his heart, liver, lungs,

kidneys and corneas — a gift that saved and improved the

lives of six individuals across Canada.

Bernadine and Toby Boulet wanted to honour their son

and find a way to create something positive out of the tragedy

that ended the lives of 16 people in the Humboldt Broncos bus

crash. They have taken their message of organ donation on the

road in a cross-country bid to raise awareness. It’s not only

about the importance of signing up to be an organ donor, but

it’s about sharing your wishes with your family so they can

honour your decision when the time comes.

Mr. Speaker, I know folks who have both donated and

received life-saving transplants. It doesn’t take long for a

person to fill out a form, but it’s truly a remarkable gift that

any person can make.

Applause

In recognition of the Vancouver Yukoners’
Association

Ms. Van Bibber: I rise today on behalf of all members

of the Legislative Assembly to pay tribute to the Vancouver

Yukoners’ Association. In 1928, 91 years ago, the first

gathering of ex-Yukoners and northerners began in

Vancouver, British Columbia. In 1928, there was not the

instant communication that we know today. Telegraphs and

snail mail were the norm. News was sporadic, and quite

possibly, the main facts changed a bit upon arrival.

This year at the River Rock Casino Resort on April 6 to 7,

there will be about 290 guests having a glass or three,

reminiscing and enjoying each other’s company. The theme

this year is “White Pass & Yukon Route”. Just to connect

seems essential to the well-being of Yukoners who have left

the Yukon and need to know what is happening in their real

home.

We all look forward to seeing who shows up and which

families come, and to share in the successes and stories of

similar folk. Throughout the 91 years, much has transpired —

too much to list and mention — but we all have a small part to

play in the history of Yukon.

Besides the annual reunion weekend, five luncheons are

hosted throughout the year. The association sponsors an

annual scholarship in trades through the Yukon Foundation.

For the past eight years, money has been raised by silent

auction, and the board decides on a project back home to

develop. What a range of projects — Yukon River side

benches for Dawson City and Whitehorse, wheelchairs for the

Whitehorse General Hospital, medical equipment for the

Dawson City cottage hospital, a new fridge for the Vancouver

cancer respite home where many patients are Yukoners, the

Yukoners cancer care fund, and a historic clock at the Mayo

museum. In 2018, $3,618.90 was donated to the Marsh Lake

Community Society for a brush attachment to their snow-

clearing tractor — how Yukon is that?
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My best friend and mentor, Helen Munro Fitch, said —

and I quote: “It was the association’s intention to raise profile

at home so people would understand that we are spiritually

part of the history and landscape, even though we don’t live in

the Yukon anymore.”

So a very special thanks to the board and members of the

Vancouver Yukoners’ Association for remembering home and

contributing so much to Yukon. The amazing Hank Karr and

the Canucks have played for the past few years, and once

again this weekend, they will be providing the music — so

delightful.

So spread the word, and if you have not attended yet,

make it a note on your to-do list. Approximately 100

Yukoners are flying out today and tomorrow for this very

special annual gathering, including the Commissioner of

Yukon.

I say that you know you are a Yukoner when you leave

Yukon and you fly outside on Yukon’s airline, Air North, to

attend Yukoners’, to visit current Yukoners and ex-Yukoners.

Applause

Speaker: Introduction of visitors outside of the time

provided for introductions.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Mr. Pillai: I just wanted to make sure that we

have the Assembly welcome Mr. Kevin Hannam, who is here

today. He works with our Economic Development team, but

has done absolutely phenomenal work — both on policy in

some of our trade files and also with the media. There is

nothing like being in the public and hearing — time after time

— people come up to you to talk about how client-centric he

is and how much they appreciate his respect in dealing with

Yukoners.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for

tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have for tabling today the

Yukon Lottery Commission’s annual report for 2017-18.

I also have the Rapport sur les services en français —
2017-2018.

I have three legislative returns for questions from the

members opposite.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I have a legislative return related to

questions during debate on Bill No. 208 from March 14.

Ms. Van Bibber: I have for tabling a letter dated April

1 to Premier Silver regarding government’s failure to properly

consult about Mandanna Lake regulation changes.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Are there any petitions?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Adel: I rise to give notice of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

implement the independent power production policy.

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House supports construction of a new school

in Whistle Bend, including design and construction of a stand-

alone daycare on the school campus, and urges the

government to consult with First Nation governments, the

City of Whitehorse and community stakeholders on these

matters prior to commencing construction.

Mr. Cathers: I rise to give notice of the following

motion for the production of papers:

THAT this House issue an order for a copy of the

Department of Environment’s presentation about the winter

tick problem shared at the Biodiversity Forum in early March

and any reports upon which that presentation is based.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Yukon’s creative and cultural industries strategy

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today to speak about an

initiative that I’m very passionate about — a strategy to grow

and develop Yukon’s creative and cultural industries.

The creative and cultural industries are a diverse

collection of industries brought together in a single dynamic

sector that generates cultural, artistic and heritage products

and content for consumers and marketplaces. This includes

writing and publishing, sound recording, visual and applied

arts, film and interactive media, live performance, heritage

and libraries — to name a few.

According to Statistics Canada, in 2016, culture

contributed $56.1 million to Yukon’s GDP, which amounts to

2.1 percent of the territory’s total economy and 857 jobs. In

addition to the monetary contribution to our economy, the

creative and cultural industries showcase and promote

Yukon’s rich heritage, culture and artistic practice, contribute

to the social and economic well-being of our residents, and

provide a spark for business innovation.

Increased support to grow and develop the creative and

cultural industries has consistently been identified as a need

and an opportunity over the past two decades. It is a mandate

item of this government to support growth in the cultural

industries sector. Today, I am proud to announce that we will

launch the first phase of a strategy process with the creative

and cultural industries sector at a public engagement session

on May 3. This will begin the development of a multi-year

strategy that aims to guide government programs and supports
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to advance, strengthen and sustain Yukon’s creative and

cultural industry economy.

While the sector already provides a significant

contribution to our economy, there is incredible potential and

opportunity, and there is much room to grow. According to

the Yukon Bureau of Statistics, the arts, entertainment and

recreation industries, combined with information and cultural

industries, contributed more to Yukon’s economy in 2017

than agriculture, forestry, hunting and fishing. It was also

more than accommodation and food services and even more

than finance and insurance industries.

This new strategy will establish a solid foundation from

which creative and cultural activities in the territory can find

new pathways to flourish. A unified, government-wide

approach for the creative and cultural industries will provide

an opportunity to make measurable and tangible strides in

both economic and social development. The Department of

Tourism and Culture will work in partnership with the

departments of Education and Economic Development and

with the Women’s Directorate on a one-government approach

to this strategy.

On May 3, individuals and organizations from across the

Yukon that work in the creative and cultural industries will

gather for a one-day session to share input and insight on the

needs of the sector, the process for continued engagement and

potential areas that a strategy could support. Additional

engagement sessions will be taking place in early summer

2019 in Whitehorse and other Yukon communities.

I look forward to working with the sector over the coming

months to develop the creative and cultural industries strategy.

We look forward to sharing the draft strategy this fall and

implementing the resulting action plans as soon as possible.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you to the minister for

updating us on this initiative.

On May 1, 2017, the Minister of Tourism and Culture

was asked about the impacts of the carbon tax on the tourism

sector. In response, she told this Legislative Assembly that

any extra costs the tourism operators get as a result of the

carbon tax will be offset by, in her words — and I quote:

“… a corresponding rebate.” That makes it pretty clear that

the Minister of Tourism and Culture has committed that each

individual tourism operator will get all the extra money that

they pay. However, that does not appear to be the case. The

rebate scheme is not designed that way. It is based on

calculating your assets — meaning that if you lease your

equipment and your property, you would not be eligible. The

GST will also be charged on top of the carbon tax, and

Yukoners will not be getting any of that extra GST revenue

rebated. So it is clear that this is just a tax grab.

Can the minister confirm if every single individual

tourism operator will get every single cent they pay back as a

result of carbon tax? Is this guaranteed? If not, why was that

commitment made in this House?

The Premier has said that the carbon tax will be collected

from tourists and visitors and that they will not be eligible for

rebates. This means that the carbon tax will also make our

tourism product more expensive. Can the minister tell us if

she has done an economic analysis on this system which

amounts to a tourism tax?

Ms. Hanson: We would like to thank the minister for

this announcement today regarding the development of a new

Yukon creative and cultural strategy. We acknowledge the

tireless efforts of so many people across the spectrum that

makes up Yukon’s vibrant cultural and creative industries.

Many of these people have worked and volunteered for years,

powered by their commitment to the importance of this broad

sector to the overall health and vitality of Yukon — not solely

in economic terms, but also in the less tangible but equally

important aspects of appreciation of beauty, art, music, film,

heritage and innovations in technology.

Yukon’s cultural and creative sectors contribute to a

deepening respect and knowledge of our cultural diversity.

There are so many dimensions to be explored as this important

strategy is being developed. The Yukon New Democratic

Party has long championed the need for such a strategy and,

from it, the putting into place of clear goals and expectations

across the sector, along with clear and reasonable terms for

government to invest in, partner with and grow this sector of

Yukon’s economy which, with the right tools and support, is

poised for phenomenal growth.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you to the members opposite

for the comments. I am going to stick to what we are

announcing today which is the new creative and cultural

industries strategy, and I will save my responses for another

time regarding carbon tax and GST in relation to the tourism

industry.

Thank you to the Leader of the Third Party for her

insights. These are things we believe as well.

It is such a great time to launch a new strategy such as

this. Yesterday, the Minister of Economic Development talked

about the Canadian Federation of Independent Business’s

release of their annual report — so proud that Whitehorse was

ranked first out of the 125 cities covered in this study as a

great place to start businesses and for entrepreneurship. This

strategy can absolutely play into that.

I’m looking forward to listening to the sector and to

working with the community on developing this strategy,

which has the potential to make such significant impacts in

our territory.

The strategy is also a step toward contributing to

economic reconciliation with Yukon First Nations. With

Yukon First Nation cultural practices being reclaimed and

celebrated, focusing on our efforts on the development of a

creative and cultural industries strategy provides opportunities

for a solid economic foundation from which First Nation

cultural activities in the territory can absolutely flourish.

Creative and cultural industries are a pathway for women

and their self-determination — especially indigenous women.

I had the great pleasure of attending the bead, hide and fur

symposium over the weekend which was hosted by the Yukon

First Nations Culture and Tourism Association, and I sat in
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that room with those women — all women — as they created.

It was an experience like no other. I think that’s really at the

heart of this strategy — that’s what we’re striving for — for

our communities to be well and to celebrate our culture in

Yukon.

Engagement sessions throughout Whitehorse and the

communities over the following months will gather the input

of this sector and ensure that this strategy meets current needs

and provides appropriate actions, creating sustainable

development for years to come. A strategy directing support

for the creative and cultural industries aims to make

measurable and tangible strides in both economic and social

development, fulfilling our promise to build healthy, vibrant,

sustainable communities. I am pleased that we are taking this

first step to fulfill our commitment for a creative and cultural

industries strategy, and I am really looking forward to

working with all of my colleagues in a one-government

approach and reaching out to — as far as we can — our

communities and to our creative and cultural community as

we go forward.

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Resource Gateway project

Mr. Kent: On November 13, 2018, the Official

Opposition asked the Minister of Energy, Mines and

Resources why his government had missed the construction

deadline for the Resource Gateway project.

On November 15, the Yukon News asked the department
some straightforward questions about the government’s

commitment to this project. One of those questions was: Will

the project be completed in 2024 — the date the Liberals had

committed to?

By November 19, the department had a very clear answer

— which was no. But the Yukon News didn’t get a response
until December 3. The problem was that the Legislature was

still sitting and the minister didn’t want to face further

questions about this issue.

On November 21 — the second-last day of the Sitting —

the Cabinet office intervened and emailed the department this

exact quote: “… please hold the response on this media

request.”

Can the minister tell us if he made the decision to prevent

the release of this information?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Interesting. I was just preparing to see

if there were some questions on the Resource Gateway today.

First and foremost, I think it’s important, when you’re in

this role — when you’re going to walk out and make a

statement, that you understand the content of what you’re

going to say and that you know the facts to be true. Certainly

back in the fall of last year, that was something that I was

preparing to do — to make sure that I had an understanding of

the scope of the project.

I think that part of the confusion we have seen here —

this goes back to June of last year when the member opposite,

who is asking the question — a former minister — talked

about the Resource Gateway and how we were — I think it

was — I could be off by a bit — 155 days behind schedule. I

went back to the project plan that was actually his project

plan, and I went through it. What’s interesting is that there

were almost 20 things that were all supposed to be done by the

fall of 2016. I think about three of them were completed.

What’s really interesting, to start this conversation — it’s

interesting when the people across the way are asking if I put

the doors and roof on the house when they hadn’t even had an

opportunity to get the basement done while they were in. I

look forward to questions two and three as well.

Mr. Kent: As I mentioned in my initial question, four

days after the initial Yukon News inquiry about whether the
project would be completed by 2024, the department had a

very clear answer, and that was no. What we have here is a

very clear timeline showing that the Liberal Cabinet

intervened in a response to reporters. The department had

clear answers to the questions asked within days.

Unfortunately, the minister and political staff intervened to

tell officials not to release those answers.

As reported by the Yukon News, the facts were twisted
and massaged by the Liberal Cabinet office over the course of

two weeks. The original answer to the question of whether the

project would be completed by 2024 — which, as I

mentioned, was recommended by the department — was no.

After two weeks of the Liberal spin cycle, the answer was that

the present plan was to complete all of the components of the

project in 2024.

But the question remains: If answers were ready for the

media by November 19, why did the Liberals prevent the

release of this information for two more weeks?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First and foremost — and as I shared

with the media — I was not against looking for flexibility

within the project scope or timeline. Within that, it could even

mean allocating portions of that project to other areas where

there were priorities. Since then, there have been other

projects — since the original work was done — even from the

amendment that was signed in June 2016, which put some

other restrictions on it. It was signed by the member opposite.

When you talk spin cycle and when you talk about the

political spin cycle — do you know what’s really interesting?

We just put a press release out today, and it’s a press release

announcing that we have agreement with Little Salmon

Carmacks First Nation, that we are going through the

environmental process and that we have actually gone through

the appropriate steps that you have to do in Cabinet to have a

strong process of integrity and accountability.

My question to the member opposite is: Why, three years

ago, did you put a press release out — almost to the day —

announcing that you had a project underway when nothing

was done? That’s a political spin cycle.

Mr. Kent: For those wondering what happened in all of

this, here are the facts: A reporter asked the government if

they would meet their deadline for construction of an

infrastructure project. Within days, an answer indicating that

they wouldn’t was ready to be sent back to the reporter. Then,

as a Yukon News editorial said — and I quote: “Liberal
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cabinet officials got involved and the truth got lost in the

mud.”

This isn’t the only file we’ve seen this on. We have seen

the Liberals manipulate the facts on group homes, on

exploration numbers, on carbon taxes — and the list goes on

and on. But let me ask the minister this very simple question:

Since, in this case, the reporter was asking if the government

would have the Resource Gateway project completed by 2024

— as they had committed — and the minister knew the

answer to that question was no, but instead of simply saying

no, he gave a spin — then why did he choose to not be up

front and just answer that question directly?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First and foremost, if we look at a

scope change on the Resource Gateway project where we look

at reallocating portions of it to other areas of priority, then we

would be able to potentially have this project finished within

the timeline that was originally laid out — even though the

first two years of the project timeline were lost under my

friend across the way.

When we talk about political spin — Mr. Speaker, is it

political spin when you put out a press release three years ago

for work that has just been accomplished today and you had

no work done? Did they even tell the mayor in Carmacks

when they asked for a quote — Mr. Bodie, a great mayor in

Carmacks — that none of the work was done when they

wanted to put his words in their press release? That seems like

political spin. Walking in and meeting with the entire mining

sector and all the First Nations on May 2014 and saying that,

in one year’s time, you guarantee that you will have class 1 in

across the Yukon and you don’t do it — is that political spin?

I think so. That is the contrast between their government and

our government.

Question re: Energy supply and demand
Mr. Hassard: What a difference a year can make. Last

year, the minister surprised many Yukoners by announcing

that he was pursuing a $1.7-billion infrastructure project to

connect Yukon’s grid to BC. At the time, we pointed out that

the feasibility on this had already been done and that the

economics were not there and that there was no interest from

BC. But the minister was eager to talk big and look like he

was taking action. So last November 19, the Minister of

Energy, Mines and Resources was still boasting of this plan to

connect the Yukon grid to BC. During debate in the House he

said — and I quote: “… we have put together a proposal that

we would submit to the federal government to a specific fund.

We are just sort of working on dotting our i’s and crossing our

t’s on that.” Then yesterday in Question Period, the minister

announced that he has abandoned this project.

What happened between November 19 and now that

made the minister finally realize that this project was not

feasible?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First and foremost, I think that our

colleagues and our team here — whether it is energy or the

economy — a modern Yukon, of course, is always going to

balance economic diversification and environmental

stewardship, and that is why looking at electrification is really

important to us.

Before the member opposite asks the questions, he should

probably know the facts. The work that was done under that

government was about building a transmission line and selling

energy out, not bringing energy in. We spent over $100,000 to

look at that project. I think they spent about $4 million on

their work on the project. First of all, totally different projects

— not about selling energy from next generation hydro. It was

about looking at a deficit, taking into consideration the

concerns we have — like what is happening with the

snowpack. The numbers have just come out — when the

Yukon Energy Corporation and Yukon Development

Corporation came in here — these are factual things.

I think that Yukoners want us to look at all particular

options. I don’t think that people in Watson Lake think it is a

waste of time and energy to look at what it would look like to

do a transmission line to Watson Lake. I think that is good

work that we have undertaken.

I don’t have insight into the financial books of BC Hydro.

Since then, we have heard that BC Hydro has different

priorities — they are in a pretty tough situation. I think that

our work is something that can be built on later, but we will

continue to work at domestic options, and I look forward to

question two.

Mr. Hassard: So I guess we can add the transmission

line to the minister’s pile of “all talk, no action” issues.

Despite the fact that an earlier feasibility study said that a

connection to the BC grid would cost $1.7 billion, the minister

stubbornly dug in and said that he would get this done. At the

Opportunities North Conference here in Whitehorse last

October, the minister got up and bragged about how he was

pushing this project forward, but it looks like it was the latest

shiny object that caught the minister’s attention for a bit, and

then when he got bored, he dropped it.

On November 19 of last year, the minister told the

Legislature that the Liberals had spent $150,000 on this

project. Can he tell us what that money was spent on?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, our due diligence was

that we had undertaken with Midgard, who looked at high-

level engineering work — a feasibility study that took into

consideration what the rough estimates were of doing grid

connection work and power line upgrades throughout the

Yukon — all great work, especially if we look at other

potential hydro projects in southern Yukon and if we look at

options with Atlin. These are all things that are good work that

we can continue to use.

Mr. Speaker, what we are talking about is this constant

theme about making statements and not getting it done. I think

I just touched on this — walking into a room and telling the

complete mining sector and all First Nations that you're going

to have something done in a year, and you never get it done.

You walk into the Yukon Convention Centre and you make

sure that you say that you are going to do a great connection,

but no work is done and you don’t get it done. You talk about

IPP, and then you just don’t deliver on it. We really know, at

the end of the day, who is getting stuff done and who didn’t
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get stuff done. I will let Yukoners be the judge of that, but I

think that is why we are seeing economic growth while we

balance the economy.

Mr. Hassard: Well, I think it’s quite obvious what

Yukoners are seeing here today — it is that the minister is all

talk and no action when it comes to addressing industry’s

concerns around timelines and reassessments that he promised

— can’t get ’er done, Mr. Speaker. Getting Ottawa to overturn

their small business tax hike like he promised — can’t

get ’er done. Getting a First Nation procurement policy at the

same time as the general policy like he promised — can’t

get ’er done. Now he has spent the last year boasting that he

was going to get a $1.7-billion electrical infrastructure project

done. Well, let’s just say that no one is surprised that this is

just another one falling into the “can’t get ’er done” pile.

Can the minister tell us if the $150,000 that he spent so

far is the total amount spent on this project to date?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Most of what the Leader of the

Official Opposition just said is not factual, to start this off —

to lead into this. Did I say that we were going to do some

work on the grid connection? Absolutely. We have done some

work. We think that it’s good work. We can use a lot of that

data as we move forward on other projects.

Once again, I am happy that I get to work with my

colleague on fibre. As we speak with our colleagues from the

Northwest Territories, we are happy that this work is going

forward. I’m excited to work with a number of groups on

independent power production — not just putting $1 million

in the budget and telling the people in Kluane that they have a

project, but actually having the mechanics in place so you can

see a turbine get built. Flying to Old Crow with my colleague

and making sure that solar is in place. We are looking at

NorthLight, having a 20,000-square-foot hub supported for

entrepreneurship and then being noted across the country as a

centre for entrepreneurship and, all at the same time, watching

the biggest gold mine in Yukon history get built.

I think — welcome, interesting — take a little credit for

that one too, I guess. We will give you credit for that one too.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker; we know what the facts are.

Question re: Electoral reform
Ms. Hanson: In the 2016 election, the Yukon Liberal

platform stated quite clearly that if they formed government,

the Liberals would — I quote: “… strike a non-partisan

Commission on Electoral Reform to consult Yukoners on

possible options for territorial electoral reform.”

Yukoners should be going to the polls in 18 months, but

they have yet to hear from this government on any movement

toward fulfilling their Liberal campaign commitment for a

commission to address electoral reform. Can the Premier

update this House on what steps he has taken to meet this

Liberal platform promise?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I can start by saying that I have

invited both of the leaders of the two opposition parties to

meet directly after Question Period to discuss exactly this.

Ms. Hanson: We will look forward to that. It is nice to

get invitations when there is not subject matter. I am going to

continue to ask the Premier to outline this for this House —

not for a private meeting.

The electoral reform is important to a great many

Yukoners. Every party included it in its platform in this last

election. In the fall of 2018, the government went out with

another engageyukon.ca questionnaire on proving democracy

in Yukon. The survey spoke of civic education, voter

information, how to register, when and where you vote, et

cetera. There were questions asking Yukoners what a

commission should do to ensure that there are meaningful

conversations about our current electoral system and what

changes a commission should consider. This engagement

closed over three months ago. To date, there is no “what we

heard” document and no report back to the public or this

House.

What were the results of the engageyukon.ca exercise that

asked Yukoners about democratic participation and about the

work of a non-partisan commission? When will Yukoners see,

at minimum, a “what we heard” document reflecting their

views?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Electoral reform is extremely

important to our government, and we want to strengthen the

fairness, the integrity and the accessibility of our democracy.

That is why we did go out and ask Yukoners. We asked them

about what areas of our electoral system are most important to

them when it comes to reform.

We heard that the system that we are using to turn our

votes into seats in the Legislative Assembly is a priority for

many Yukoners but that the rules for the political parties and

elected officials and the way that Yukoners’ voices are being

heard are important as well. These priorities will guide the

work of an independent commission on electoral reform that

will be appointed very soon.

Like I said in my first answer, I have already reached out

to the House Leaders to inform both opposition parties today

that we were going to meet and have a discussion right after

Question Period. We will do that. We will talk to them — like

we committed to in a motion — about what they want to see

in an electoral reform committee, and then we will get that

work moving as soon as possible. But I need to speak to the

leaders of the opposition parties before that good work begins.

Ms. Hanson: It is nice of the Premier to inform us

today, at this moment, what he was asking us to meet about.

We politely agreed to meet with the Premier because we do

agree to meet with the Premier when he requests. We weren’t

told what he was wishing to meet with us about.

You know, Mr. Speaker, if a commission is announced

today — if it visits communities, if it hears from Yukoners

and if it produced a report with recommendations — we are

looking at about a year’s worth of work. If, unlike their

response to the Yukon Electoral District Boundaries

Commission, this government accepted the recommendations

that will require legislative changes, it appears that this

government’s inaction leads many to conclude that this

electoral reform really never was a priority for this Liberal

government.
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Can the Premier explain why he hasn’t acted until now in

this Chamber to say he’s going to fulfill this and why he has

not done anything to date to fulfill this commitment? Or is he

going to confirm what Yukoners are beginning to believe —

that this is a repeat of his federal Liberal counterpart’s

rejection of electoral reform?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I have reached out to the members

opposite in the past about this very topic, and we are going to

talk about exactly that today. There has been work done —

absolutely — on this. We are encouraging Yukoners who are

interested in helping strengthen our democracy to apply to be

members of this commission — but again, we want to speak

with the leaders of the opposition first.

More information about that commission will happen as

soon as possible — pretty much as soon as I can meet with the

members opposite. We remain committed to an open and non-

partisan process and to looking forward to hearing final

recommendations from that commission. We will talk with the

leaders of the two opposition parties.

By the Leader of the Third Party’s tone, you would think

we were doing nothing on this, when I’m telling you right

now that there has been work done already. We had an

engageyukon.ca survey out; we have been working on that.

Now I’m reaching out to the members opposite. Imagine, if

we weren’t moving forward about this, what we would be

hearing in the Legislative Assembly today.

Question re: Carbon tax
Ms. White: The Yukon government’s new carbon price

has provisions that exempt placer and quartz mines because

they’re emissions-intensive trade-exposed industries. Just like

placer and quartz mines, Raven Recycling is an emissions-

intensive trade-exposed industry. Unlike those other

operations, Raven Recycling is not exempt from the territory’s

fuel tax. Raven Recycling employs 25 people, is one of the

Yukon’s biggest exporters and facilitates a huge portion of the

Yukon’s waste-diversion efforts. Raven has requested an

exemption to the carbon price on the same principle that saw

both placer and quartz mines exempted.

Mr. Speaker, will this government apply the same

standard to Raven Recycling as they have to placer miners and

exempt them from the carbon price?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I will let the Minister of Community

Services add to this as well, because he did meet with Raven

today. Yukon has over 800 NGOs — non-governmental

organizations — that vary in terms of their size and their

purpose, and the Yukon government is happy to provide

$40 million annually in funding to these areas.

We have spoken today about the Herculean effort it

would be to include in the rebate system all the NGOs in all of

their different forms. That being said, we have increased the

allocation from the recycling fund diversion credits from

$650,000 to $850,000 to ensure that non-refundable recycling

continues.

Raven Recycling receives funds through that transfer

payment agreement of the Yukon government. This is in

addition to the money they receive from the City of

Whitehorse. Part of this fund is a waste diversion credit

provided on a per tonne basis and is over a half-million dollars

per year. That’s the good news, as it means that more waste is

being diverted from the landfills.

We really appreciate the work that Raven Recycling does.

We are meeting with them now to talk about the indirect costs,

and we will continue to work with them and continue to

provide funding for their programs. As I said, actually, in

2018, Raven Recycling received from us over $2.6 million. As

I said yesterday, we will continue to work with this

organization to ensure that it has the necessary funds it needs.

Ms. White: The Premier has been heard saying that

they may help out Raven Recycling after they review their

funding, but you can forgive Raven for being skeptical about

those commitments, considering it is coming from a

government that has frozen NGO funding territory-wide.

During his speech on the new carbon price, the Minister

of Community Services rationalized not giving Raven

Recycling an exemption by saying — and I quote: “… that if

they were to get an exemption… they will stay dependent on

fossil fuels.”

A fair argument, Mr. Speaker — and we believe in those

principles too. However, when you consider that this

government has exempted both quartz and placer miners from

the carbon price, you understand that this statement really is a

hollow talking point.

Mr. Speaker, we either exempt all emissions-intensive

trade-exposed industries, or we exempt none of them. Does

this government not recognize the parallels between placer

miners and quartz miners, who have been exempted from

carbon price, and Raven Recycling, which will be forced to

bear the full brunt of it?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I take exception to the preamble from

the member opposite. Suffice to say, though — keeping with

the topic — we gave Raven Recycling in total over

$2.6 million in 2018. As I said yesterday, we will continue to

work with this organization to ensure that it has the necessary

supports to continue providing valuable services to Yukoners.

We said that we would meet with them. Just today, the

Minister of Community Services did meet with Raven

Recycling, and he can speak in the next answer to this

question.

Raven Recycling does hire a shipping company to send

recycling Outside for processing. If located in Yukon, this

company will receive carbon rebates. If they are using a

shipping company out of British Columbia or Alberta, then

that company is already subject to carbon pricing in those

jurisdictions.

Ms. White: We wonder on this side how much has

been given to both the quartz and placer mining industries in

fuel tax exemptions.

The Premier said that they are relying on federal

definitions, but this is his legislation, and it is his job to make

sure that it works for Yukon. When the Premier introduced the

carbon-pricing legislation, he said — and I quote: “This

legislation recognizes the price of pollution and helps move us
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to a cleaner economy with good jobs for Yukoners and a

sustainable future.”

Nice words — but what this legislation really does is hurt

an organization whose founding principles are based on

environmental stewardship because, to quote the Premier: “…

it would be a huge task for us to figure out.” Those are

inspiring words, Mr. Speaker.

Raven Recycling has stated that this carbon price may

lead to downsizing of their operations and to layoffs. How can

this government claim that their carbon-price legislation has

anything to do with environmental sustainability when mining

companies get a free pass, but no relief is given to Raven

Recycling, an organization that has fought for sustainability

and environmental stewardship in the Yukon for decades,

because it is just too much work?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I did meet with

Raven Recycling today. I sat down and spoke with them. In

fact, I want to start off by saying that the member opposite

talked about a freeze. We just increased how much we are

giving to the recyclers in the territory by over $200,000 in the

last six months. That is not a freeze; that is an increase. That is

much more than what Raven Recycling is concerned about.

By the way, there were some misunderstandings. They

thought that the carbon price is for the whole of the

transportation network. It is not; it is just for the Yukon.

That’s the new part. So we are working through those

numbers with them.

By the way, they are not energy-intensive because they

hire a shipping company to do this. It is the shipping company

that is energy-intensive — which, by the way, gets a rebate if

it is a Yukon company. I encourage Raven Recycling to

please hire Yukon companies.

What I want to say is that Raven Recycling does an

amazing job. All of our recyclers — P&M Recycling, Raven

Recycling — do an amazing job. They provide an essential

service for us. We are going to continue to support them.

I want to say that when I asked Raven Recycling about

the principle of a price on carbon, they too support it because

it is a user-pay, polluter-pay system, which is exactly what

they believe in.

Question re: Private sector employment
Mr. Cathers: On March 12, the government released

its monthly employment report which confirmed what many

Yukoners already knew: Private sector growth under the

Liberals not only stalled, it’s shrinking. But the public sector

is growing.

Government’s own stats contradict the picture the

Premier is trying to paint. According to the government’s own

stats, private sector employment is down 7.4 percent from

December 2016, while public sector employment increased by

16.25 percent.

There has been a 50-percent increase in the number of

people who are unemployed compared to a year ago, and this

is in the face of the Liberals massive government hiring spree.

Why is our private sector shrinking?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I will take an

opportunity over the weekend to review the statistics from

2016 to 2017. I think what we’re really seeing — whether it is

the projects in Mayo or the other robust growth when it comes

to construction — at this particular time is really phenomenal

numbers when it comes to unemployment and also when it

comes to injection of the private sector.

Some of the things that we’re doing are ensuring that our

Community Services department, working with Energy,

Mines and Resources and others, are once and for all looking

at really taking an approach to ensuring that land development

is done not just by the Yukon government, but also making

sure that there are real opportunities for the private sector.

You have heard it over and over again from a number of

ministers everywhere that we see that here are opportunities to

not just use chapter 22, but to see where the private sector can

come in. We are going to continue to do that. Those are things

that will ensure that we continue to grow our private sector.

Of course, with some big employers coming online, we’re

also looking to see those numbers increase like we haven’t

seen over the last number of years.

Mr. Cathers: It seems to me that the government is not

paying attention to important indicators or they are

conveniently ignoring them because they don’t fit with their

talking points.

In this year’s budget, the Premier bragged about

employment being high but forgot to mention job growth

under his government is in the public sector. His speech said,

“We are looking forward to our economy remaining strong

over the coming years as the territory’s existing industries

expand and we intensify efforts to diversify the economy.”

He forgot to mention that the private sector has shrunk

under his government. According to government stats, private

sector employment was down by 7.4 percent compared to

December 2016, which is a loss of 900 jobs.

One reason for the drop in the private sector job numbers

is that Yukon’s share of national exploration investment is

expected to drop to its lowest levels in five years.

Why is mineral exploration dropping here in the Yukon?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I think one thing that’s

important — I don’t want Yukoners to be misled, so I will

clarify what we’re talking about here. When I start to look at

our exploration numbers under my friends from across the

way — 2014 facts here: 2014 exploration plus appraisal

expenditures were $107 million. Then in 2015, they were

$92.2 million. Then in 2016, they were $90.4 million. Then in

2017, we saw the increase to $168.7 million and 2018,

exploration plus appraisal at $186.1 million. Then, even in a

constricted economy, looking at, I think, somewhere at

approximately — and I will say “approximately” because I

know this will come back for discussion — I think

approximately $130 million.

So even with a constricted economy when it comes to the

sector across Canada — I urge anybody to go on the

Prospectors and Developers Association of Canada site to see

some of the quotes that are being said. Even under that

pressure, we are still seeing — I think it is almost $22 million
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more being projected to be spent than the best year of the last

three that happened. Once again, let’s contrast. Are we in a

better situation now by not being in multiple Supreme Court

cases and not fighting with everybody? I would think that

Yukoners would say yes, we are.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, that is a lovely talking

point, but it doesn’t line up with the facts. In the last 24

months, private sector employment in the Yukon is dropping.

Mineral exploration is down. Companies are raising concerns

with permitting that are falling on deaf ears in the

government. The carbon tax is causing NGOs to say they will

have to lay people off. There is a shortage of housing, and

houses that are on the market are expensive.

Meanwhile, the Liberal government continues on its

hiring spree. According to the Bureau of Statistics, the private

sector has lost 900 jobs since the Liberals took office. The

Liberals like to take credit when things are going well, but

duck and play the blame game when things are going badly.

The other day we even heard the Minister of Energy, Mines

and Resources blame West Africa for declining exploration

numbers in the territory — which is a new one, Mr. Speaker.

Despite the Premier’s claim and the minister’s excuses,

new jobs in the Yukon are in the public sector, not in the

private sector.

What is the Liberal government going to do to reverse

this picture?

Hon. Mr. Silver: We will commit to not going back to

the old ways of the Yukon Party. That is what we will do.

When we had the Yukon Party in, there was a recession.

We have a great economic update here — an economic

forecast. The labour market continues to perform well. There

is a positive economic climate resulting in increased incomes.

The average income earning is fourth in Canada — a new

record high there. There are record highs all around.

Disposable income grew 5.8 percent in 2018 — the strongest

growth in a long, long time. Growing income and a growing

population — our population is growing as well — forecast to

be 44,000 by 2023. Population and employment gains are also

permanent drivers.

Yes, if the member opposite wants to pinpoint small,

short-term trends — we could look at the long-term trend, and

long-term trends are determined based upon a philosophy

here, and that philosophy is that we need to work with First

Nation governments when it comes to mining issues. When it

comes to carbon pricing, the members opposite — the Yukon

Party voted down — voted down in second reading — giving

money back to placer miners, giving money back to the

mining industry, giving money back to the business

community and giving money back to Yukoners.

Again, they signed on to the Vancouver Declaration

committing Yukon to a carbon price, and now they are voting

against giving that money. What would they have done?

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of

the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Deputy Chair (Mr. Adel): Committee of the Whole

will now come to order.

Motion re appearance of witnesses
Committee of the Whole Motion No. 9

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move:

THAT from 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. on Thursday, April 4,

2019, Chris Milner, chair of the Board of Governors of Yukon

College, and Karen Barnes, president and vice-chancellor of

Yukon College, appear as witnesses before Committee of the

Whole to discuss matters relating to Yukon College.

Deputy Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee:

THAT from 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. on Thursday, April 4,

2019, Chris Milner, chair of the Board of Governors of Yukon

College, and Karen Barnes, president and vice-chancellor of

Yukon College, appear as witnesses before Committee of the

Whole to discuss matters relating to Yukon College.

Committee of the Whole Motion No. 9 agreed to

Deputy Chair: The matter before the Committee is

Vote 11, Women’s Directorate, in Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Do members wish to take a brief recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Deputy Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for

15 minutes.

Recess

Deputy Chair: I now call Committee of the Whole to

order.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Deputy Chair: The matter before the Committee is

general debate on Vote 11, Women’s Directorate, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Women’s Directorate
Hon. Ms. Dendys: Good afternoon, everyone. I would

like to welcome my official Valerie Royle to the Legislature

today. She will be assisting me as we work through and

present the budget for the Women’s Directorate for 2019-20.
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The Women’s Directorate works to advance women’s

economic, legal and social equality. We promote gender-

equitable outcomes in government policy-making, legislation

and program development to support critical action on

addressing gender-based violence in our communities and to

support our organizations in their essential equality work and

programming for Yukoners.

We also work to support many of this government’s goals

and performance measures, particularly those around more

inclusive and equal communities. We fund equality-seeking

organizations that work tirelessly to build healthy, vibrant,

sustainable communities and we work with other governments

on important shared initiatives, like the National Inquiry into

Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls. This

furthers our shared goals while also improving government-

to-government relationships with First Nations to help foster

reconciliation.

One of the key ways this government works to grow

safety, equality and inclusion is through our efforts to reduce

all forms of violence against women. This year, the Women’s

Directorate has taken important steps in addressing many of

the mandate items. The Women’s Directorate is leading the

coordination and response to the commission for the National

Inquiry into Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women and

Girls on behalf of the Government of Yukon. The Women’s

Directorate has the full support of all government departments

and is working closely with Yukon indigenous women’s

organizations, family members and Yukon First Nations in

this work.

The Government of Yukon remains committed to

supporting the National Inquiry into Missing and Murdered

Indigenous Women and Girls, and we continue to work with

our local partners on supporting the inquiry. Our government

provided final submissions to the commission orally at the end

of November 2018 in Calgary and in written format in

December 2018.

While the task of undertaking his inquiry was

monumental, and the work of gathering stories and evidence

could easily continue, we are looking forward to the

commission’s final report which is due at the end of April

2019 and — more importantly — to take action to address the

root causes of this crisis.

Since the commission began its work here in Yukon, I

have invited the commissioners back to close the circle in a

ceremony following the release of the final report in April. I

am so pleased that the Women’s Directorate is able to provide

support for this event by way of funding and logistics support

from the directorate’s senior advisor for the national inquiry.

The senior advisor works alongside indigenous women’s

organizations, First Nation governments and all Yukon

government departments to ensure that the important mandate

of the inquiry is addressed in Yukon. I would like to say thank

you to Chantal Genier who is that person and who is a Yukon

First Nation woman from the Ta’an First Nation. We will

continue to fund the position of Senior Advisor for the

National Inquiry into Missing and Murdered Indigenous

Women and Girls until the end of December 2019. This is one

FTE at $97,000 within the Women’s Directorate. This

extension will enable us to continue to advance collaboration

with family members, our indigenous women organizations

and self-governing First Nations, among others, to determine

how we move forward together.

I would now like to address the directorate’s work in

improving services for victims of violence and sexual assault

in Yukon, an initiative we led for government alongside with

our colleagues in the departments of Justice and Health and

Social Services. We remain committed to the development of

a sexualized assault response team, or SART, to support

improved access and care for victims of sexualized violence.

Key components of the SART implementation are well

underway or completed, including training for physicians and

nurse practitioners in sexual assault examinations. We have

identified a host for the crisis line and are in final discussions

with a local organization that has skilled sensitivity and

experience in this field. Our partners in the Department of

Justice have made good progress, recently hiring the victim

support coordinator who will in turn hire the on-call victim

support workers who will attend to victims in need after-

hours. Our goal is to create a gold standard of holistic care,

and we do not want to compromise client and team health and

safety for faster implementation. Therefore, we are taking the

time needed to get this high-priority initiative right.

As a result of our government’s SART initiative, victims

of sexualized violence in Whitehorse and in rural communities

now have priority access to mental wellness care through our

mental wellness and substance use hubs. During the

implementation phase, we continue to offer core support for

victims through victim services, project links, hospitals, health

centres, mental wellness and substance use services, the

RCMP, Crown witness coordinators and other services and

supports within the territory.

To reiterate, victims still have access to services that will

assist them, whether they present in a time of crisis or with an

historic trauma. An important goal of the SART is to improve

the coordination so that victims receive the services they need

when they need them and on their own terms. Victims will

have access to comprehensive care and support as they

navigate social, medical and legal systems. This includes

emotional support, health care and evidence collection, as well

as assistance with reporting assaults to the RCMP, if desired.

I am really proud of this shared initiative. We will include

victim support coordination, navigation and training in victim

care, after-hours assistance and support and health system

improvements, including updated policies and procedures, to

ensure victims receive a high standard of care.

The budget for SART is being drawn from a number of

departments. The Women’s Directorate is pleased to support

the SART crisis line with a budget allocation of $60,000. I

expect the ministers responsible for those departments

involved will speak to their own contributions.

The Government of Yukon provides funding to many of

the incredible grassroots organizations that have a profound

impact at the community level. The result is positive

relationships, increased dialogue and collaboration with non-
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governmental partners, all of which are important to

supporting community health and well-being. That is why we

continue to support many community-driven initiatives in this

budget, such as $95,000 for A Safe Place at the Victoria

Faulkner Women’s Centre. A Safe Place offers low-barrier

after-hours and weekend services to marginalized women and

their children experiencing housing and food insecurity, or

mental health issues, in Whitehorse.

There is $93,000 for women’s legal advocacy services,

working out of the Skookum Jim Friendship Centre. This

program develops and delivers support services to women

involved in the legal and justice system, including criminal

justice, victim support, child protection, landlord and tenancy

issues, Wellness Court and family legal matters. There is

$42,000 for the Whitehorse affordable housing complex

housing program, managed by the Yukon Anti-Poverty

Coalition, which provides programming and services for

tenants of the 32-unit complex in Riverdale. The

programming helps families maintain a successful tenancy,

fosters independent living and provides a safe and healthy

environment.

There is $100,000 for the women’s advocate program,

housed at the Victoria Faulkner Women’s Centre. $70,000 of

this is for the women’s advocate position, while the remaining

$30,000 goes toward public education. The women’s advocate

helps women to access basic services and information, assists

them when dealing with government agencies, liaises between

women, government agencies and other community

organizations, and advocates on behalf of women to agencies,

organizations or individuals.

As Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate, I

take my responsibility to build safer communities and increase

our government’s efforts to reduce violence against

indigenous women and girls very seriously. The indigenous

women’s equality fund, or IWEF, was created in 2018-19. The

funding provides a total of $253,000 per year in operational

support to the three indigenous women’s organizations in

Yukon. In 2018-19, our government partnered with the

Government of Canada to provide additional funding of

$173,500 in the 2018-19 budget and $347,000 per year for

each of 2019-20 and 2020-21, to be shared equally among the

three indigenous women’s organizations.

This increased funding recognizes the challenges that

indigenous women’s organizations have faced in accessing

funding and capacity development. We will continue to work

collaboratively with our community partners to address

concerns raised by the indigenous women’s organizations,

increase accessibility to violence-prevention funding, support

the missing and murdered indigenous women and girls inquiry

and work together on implementing the recommendations

arising out of the interim and final reports of the national

inquiry.

Our government wants to further enable the critical work

that indigenous women’s organizations have been doing for

many decades in this territory. To support local organizations

that we partner with on these initiatives, we are revamping

current funding programs to make funding more readily

accessible to communities outside of Whitehorse as well as

supporting continued efforts to meet the needs of community

partners.

By providing this operational funding, we are helping to

ease capacity issues with staffing and reporting within Yukon

indigenous women’s groups and meeting a consistent demand

for stable support for the long-standing work of these three

indigenous women’s organizations.

Our four non-indigenous women’s organizations remain

under the women’s equality fund, with a total of $197,000 in

ongoing operational funding: Les EssentiElles, Victoria

Faulkner Women’s Centre, Yukon Status of Women Council

and Yukon Women in Trades and Technology.

As well as the resources that I have mentioned, we

continue to provide $200,000 per year for the prevention of

violence against aboriginal women’s fund to support such

initiatives as land-based workshops on the traditional

territories of our partner First Nation governments and the

Yukon-wide speaker series that profiles indigenous women

who are working toward reconciliation.

This government is committed to reducing the rate of

violence against indigenous women. We are putting funds

where they make the biggest difference — into the hands of

grassroots indigenous women’s groups. The Women’s

Directorate will continue to empower equality-seeking

organizations and support their important work at the

grassroots level through transfer payments and program

funding of close to $1 million. We hope that all of these

efforts contribute to reconciliation between Yukon’s

indigenous and non-indigenous people in our territory. At the

same time, we are striving to ensure that these reconciliation

efforts reach the most marginalized among us — women,

youth and the LGBTQ2S+ members of our community.

Reconciliation must make things better for all of us, and the

Women’s Directorate is committed to ensuring that no one

gets left behind.

As this House knows, the Women’s Directorate, with our

colleagues in the Department of Justice, has conducted a

review of legislation, policies and practices to ensure the

Yukon government meets the rules and social standards for

LGBTQ2S+ non-discrimination. Over the past winter, many

LGBTQ2S+ individuals and allies participated in community

dialogues and focus groups throughout Yukon, led by the non-

profit organization Qmunity. We heard priorities, concerns

and suggestions on how to improve Yukon government

programs and services to ensure non-discrimination and

improve inclusivity. The engagement was designed to be as

safe and as inclusive as possible. To that end, there were

multiple ways to participate throughout the process with

varying levels of confidentiality.

We have just received the final report from Qmunity.

While we haven’t had an opportunity to review it thoroughly,

it provides recommendations on how to improve services and

programs based on what we have heard through the

engagement process. The report will help us develop a survey

so that the needs of the community can be prioritized. This

will help determine legislative priorities for future legislative
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Sittings. Legislation is just one piece of the larger puzzle of

LGBTQ2S+ non-discrimination.

Some have argued that legislation is not the priority and

that government policies and practices have a more direct

impact on this community. Therefore, the Government of

Yukon will develop an action plan to ensure programs and

services are LGBTQ2S+-inclusive and responsive. We look

forward to starting this work later this year.

Our government is committed to inclusiveness, equality

and respect for the diversity of all Yukoners. As Minister

responsible for the Women’s Directorate, I will continue to

support the directorate and highlight the important work they

do in strengthening the directorate’s role within Government

of Yukon and supporting increased training and policy advice

internally to help ensure that gender and diversity issues are

considered throughout our government’s work.

In many parts of the world, this is called gender

mainstreaming. In Canada, this is referred to as gender-based

analysis plus. Certainly there is momentum to formally

integrate gender-based analysis plus throughout government

decision-making, beginning with the federal government as

well as Alberta, Quebec and, more recently, British Columbia.

It is one of the most important levers that governments have.

The Women’s Directorate cannot be the only department

in Government of Yukon undertaking gender and diversity

analysis. Leaving it to a few policy analysts means that we

have inconsistent application throughout government. To

address these concerns, in January 2017, the Women’s

Directorate prepared a three-year gender-inclusive diversity

action plan, also known as GIDA, to help government

employees consider the needs and experiences of diverse

Yukoners in their daily work. This action plan offers a

framework for a coordinated government-wide approach to

inclusion, cultural relevance and diversity.

One of the key strategies identified was to work to build

capacity in each government department. Last fall, the

Women’s Directorate and the Department of Tourism and

Culture initiated a project to apply GIDA to departmental

policies, programs and services. The objective is to

sustainably integrate gender inclusivity and diversity analysis

into programs and policy development, evaluation and the

work of Tourism and Culture department-wide.

Potential impacts may include the promotion of gender

equality within Yukon cultural industries, new ways of

collecting and displaying information at archives or additional

support for women-owned businesses in the tourism industry.

At the corporate level, the Women’s Directorate

continues to offer training on GIDA, with the next one being

offered in May 2019. In partnership with the Public Service

Commission, we will also be piloting new unconscious bias

training throughout the summer.

Perhaps I will just wrap up and start taking some

questions, as my time is running short. I look forward to

continuing to work in 2019-20 by leveraging every penny that

we have of our $2.1358 million in our O&M budget. I will

conclude my remarks at this point, Mr. Deputy Chair, and take

questions.

Ms. McLeod: I want to welcome the deputy minister to

the Chamber today to help us out with our questions to the

minister.

Today, I have some questions about the budget primarily,

but I have a few other policy issues as well, I suppose.

Last October, the minister was part of a joint

announcement of funding for women’s groups, and

$1.6 million was announced for the three aboriginal women’s

groups. I am sure that of course that money was welcome

news. I have a question about how that money is going to be

rolled out and whether or not it will be a direct transaction

between Canada and those groups.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Yes, we were very proud to be part

of that announcement. Part of the arrangement that we made

with Canada is to flow the funding through our Women’s

Directorate, which is why we did the supplementary budget,

and that was the increase to our supplementary budget. We

will be flowing that money directly to the indigenous

women’s organizations through the Women’s Directorate.

Again, it was to decrease the levels of reporting and to

decrease the barriers for the indigenous women’s groups.

Ms. McLeod: So does the $347,000 that is identified in

this budget as being transferred from Canada represent part of

the increase that is listed in the budget for the indigenous

women’s equality fund? The $347,000 is what I am asking

about.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Yes, that is correct. The $347,000 is

Canada’s portion.

Ms. McLeod: I ask this because the minister just

referenced Canada’s portion, and I noticed that, in addition to

the $347,000, there is a $25,000 increase to the line item

Indigenous Women’s Equality Fund. Does the Yukon have a

portion that they have committed to alongside this

$1.6 million, or is this $25,000 for some other purpose?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Canada’s portion is $347,000, and

Yukon’s is $253,000 per year. That makes up the $600,000.

Ms. McLeod: Yukon’s portion obviously is something

that we were contributing before this agreement on the

$1.6 million, so I gather that there is an increase to Yukon’s

portion this year of $25,000.

In addition to the $1.6 million that was announced, the

federal minister also announced funding in the amount of

$100 million over five years to all women’s groups — I

presume all over Canada.

Can the minister tell us how much of the money is

coming to Yukon and how it is going to roll out? What will it

mean to all women’s groups in the Yukon?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I spoke about this in our last budget

debate on the supplementary budget — that there are three

other women’s organizations in the Yukon that have been

successful in their applications to this fund. The $100 million

that the federal minister announced is for all of Canada, and

we were the first recipients to access that fund and we were

the first announcement with the indigenous women’s groups.

Our other equality-seeking women’s groups have applied.

We are pleased they have been successful in obtaining
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funding. They are using our women’s equality fund to

leverage those funds from the federal government.

Ms. McLeod: I’m going a little bit off my memory

here, but as I recall, LAWS was the recipient of some

$800,000 through — I just would like the minister to confirm

that it was from this $100-million fund. Could she confirm

that it’s application-driven? Are there restrictions on how

often women’s groups can apply? We’ll start with that.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I may have missed the first part of

that. Is the member asking about the LAWS portion of this? I

have also heard the question about how often they can apply,

and I’ll address that, but I just want the member to clarify the

question in reference to the Liard Aboriginal Women’s

Society.

Ms. McLeod: I seem to recall that there was a funding

announcement of some $860,000 that was approved for the

Liard Aboriginal Women’s Society. I’m wondering if that was

out of this $100-million funding arrangement. That’s the one I

remember; I don’t know if there were other organizations that

had also applied and were successful.

I just want to make sure we’re all talking about the same

fund of money.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thanks for the clarification. Yes,

that is the same. The announcement that was made in October

included the Liard Aboriginal Women’s Society. They were

one of three recipients. Again, this is multi-year funding; it

will go for three years. That includes 2018-19 — this fiscal

year we’re in now and the next.

There is also an indication of a possible two-year

extension to those funding arrangements.

Ms. McLeod: I’m looking at the funding for the

Victoria Faulkner Women’s Centre for the women’s advocate

and A Safe Place. Is there an increase built in somewhere? It

doesn’t say it in the budget; I understand that — but it didn’t

say that in the Health and Social Services budget either. I’m

wondering if there is an increase that’s built into this budget to

provide them with a two-percent increase, or is their funding

frozen at last year’s level?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The Victoria Faulkner Women’s

Centre right now — as I have outlined in my opening

comments — receives $100,000 per year for the women’s

advocate program — $70,000 toward wages and $30,000

toward the public campaign and information. They also

receive $65,000 for A Safe Place. Again, the official

announcement hasn’t been made around the amounts that the

three women’s organizations in Yukon will be receiving —

but again, it will be leveraged off of our funding that we — I

am saying that the amounts — the other non-indigenous

organizations that applied to this fund have not been fully

announced yet. That is Canada’s funding. At this point, our

funding remains at the same level, and we just signed new

contribution agreements. The monies flow to our equality-

seeking partner groups.

Ms. McLeod: The funding for Victoria Faulkner

Women’s Centre has been frozen, I guess, for the last three

years. It continues to be, although the minister seems to

indicate that there is a federal announcement coming that

would provide additional monies for them — I presume to

increase the wages that have apparently not increased in three

years.

The minister just said there is $65,000 for A Safe Place.

Previously, she said $95,000— which is also what the budget

says: $65,000. So I am going to assume the $95,000 — she

just misspoke.

If we look at the women’s equality fund, which houses

four different groups — I understand one has dropped off of

there, but the funding has decreased by some $23,000 this

year. I wonder is the minister can explain that, please.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I just want to clarify on the Victoria

Faulker Women’s Centre A Safe Place program: the Women’s

Directorate provides $65,000 toward that program and Health

and Social Services provides $30,000, so it is $95,000 a year

that is provided.

In terms of the women’s equality fund — it is right now

at $197,000 per year; $23,000 went over to the IWEF

program, and we made that change last year to keep the

amounts equal.

Ms. McLeod: I did not understand what the acronym

was for, so I don’t know what the minister said.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I apologize for using the acronyms.

The women’s equality fund, which we refer to as WEF, is at

$197,000. When we made the change and established the

indigenous women’s equality fund, which is the IWEF

program — that is when the change was made.

Ms. McLeod: In the interest of time, I have a number

of questions regarding SART, but I may have to come back to

that one.

The minister indicated that she was revamping funding

available for communities to make it more accessible. I

wonder if the minister can provide a little more detail on that.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Right now, we have two other

funding programs that have access to communities. Right

now, we are working on changing the forms and simplifying

reporting. Our staff will be going out to the communities to

assist groups to be able to access these funds and to get some

more feedback from them as well, but we have done some

preliminary work in terms of revamping and making it easier

and more accessible for communities. That is the work that we

are doing. This will apply to the prevention of violence

against aboriginal women and community projects.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the Member for Watson Lake for

ceding the floor.

I would like to ask a couple of questions. I was pleased to

hear of the initiative around the sexualized violence response

team and I just have a particular question with respect to that

— I have two, actually. Can the minister update this House —

because she mentioned the importance of the work that is

being done in terms of training nurses and others — what rape

kits are being used at the point of contact for a victim? I raise

this question, Mr. Chair, because, as the minister will be

aware, there were some real concerns about the validity of kits

that were being used in the public health system in Yukon,

leaving women and their support — including nurses and
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others — effectively under the bus when it came to the legal

system.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. There

has been a considerable amount of work done on the

sexualized assault response team, and the work will be

ongoing. Right now, we are using “kits on ice”, and we have

done extensive training with doctors and nurse practitioners

on the use of these kits. The sexual assault examination

training, or the SAE, was done in January 2019. We recently

signed an MOU with the Yukon Hospital Corporation and the

Department of Health and Social Services. That was done in

November 2018 — detailed service mapping linking all

critical systems was done in November of 2018.

The SART cart has now been received. That is a

specialized cart that will be used in the emergency room and

in the Whitehorse General Hospital. Our plan is to get that out

also to other hospitals in Yukon. It will be tested here in

Whitehorse first. Our Deputy Minister Oversight Committee

includes the RCMP, Yukon Hospital Corporation and Yukon

government officials. This was established in July 2018, so it

is a very high-level committee that has been established

around this project. It has been given very high priority. It is

very complex, and we have had to really work hard to

navigate through our system and all the systems throughout

Whitehorse and Yukon to be able to really provide the types

of supports that are needed for victims of this type of violence.

A project manager for victim services support has been hired

in the Department of Justice in June 2018.

Again, as I mentioned, we have provided priority access

for victims of sexualized assault to the mental wellness and

substance use hubs in Whitehorse and in the communities.

A medical expert has been hired to engage with key

partners on all aspects of the affected medical system and to

inform policy, protocol and training. Draft policies and

protocols have been developed as of March of 2018. We have

an implementation committee in place.

There is a lot more work that I can talk about as we go

through this on other questions about SART, but we are well

aware of the kits and the issues that the member opposite has

raised. We are addressing them through this project.

Ms. Hanson: I am encouraged, as the point of my

question was to confirm that the kits that are being used are

accepted in Canadian law — that they will be accepted, used

and recognized in Canadian courts. So the second question

that arises from this is — I understand the need to develop

protocols, but what happens with the girl in Mayo who is

raped today? Who sees her? What kind of response is there?

What will that nurse at the community hospital or nursing

station — there used to be a hospital in Mayo — be using? If

we are working on a protocol that will be rolled out through

Whitehorse General Hospital and then eventually to other

Yukon hospitals, what is on the ground today?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Mr. Deputy Chair, I take the

question very seriously. We do have to work hard to get the

same services that we have in Whitehorse out to the

communities. As I mentioned earlier, it is so very complex to

build a system approach to address the very specific issues

that victims of sexual violence have. At this point in the

communities, if a person, as the member opposite has

identified, is sexually assaulted in a rural community, they

will be seen by the medical staff at those hospitals and/or

nursing stations. As they are now, those services are provided

to any victim of sexual assault.

As we move through this initiative and build this new

system, phase 2 will be bringing it out to our rural

communities — particularly starting where we have hospitals

and then moving them out into the nursing stations and having

this specialized training — and again, as I talked about earlier,

having a specialized sexual assault cart available, which will

help with more efficiencies and sensitivities around this type

of examination for a victim of sexual assault.

Ms. Hanson: There is a whole range of issues around

this that I could come back to.

I just want to, given the time — the minister made a

comment that the Women’s Directorate would be continuing

to fund the senior advisor position until December 2019.

I have the organizational chart which shows a senior

advisor on aboriginal women’s issues. Is the position ceasing

to have funding in the third quarter because of lack of federal

funding? What’s the rationale for having funding for that

position cease in December?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: This position will go forward for the

entire fiscal year. We anticipate receiving the report from the

national inquiry commission at the end of this month — the

end of April. From that point, we will develop a new action

plan. We will be working with all our partners through our

indigenous women’s groups, our First Nation governments

and other partners. A lot of that work has started in

anticipation of the final report. Again, we have followed it

very closely throughout the entire inquiry. We do have the

interim report, and we do have a Yukon advisory committee

that is working closely on this. The senior advisor works very

closely with that committee. I am one of the three co-chairs,

along with Yukon First Nation leadership and the Yukon

aboriginal women’s organizations.

We anticipate a more fulsome action plan as we receive

that final report from the commission.

Ms. Hanson: Perhaps at some point the minister can

clarify what was meant by “continuing to fund the position

until December 19” — because it was specified.

I would like to ask the minister — with respect to policy

and program development — the general high-level language

is to promote gender-equitable outcomes, and then there are

three bullets on page 18-6 of the budget.

I want to come back before we move off of the aboriginal

women’s directorate — what work is the Women’s

Directorate doing with respect to liaison and identification of

issues for racial minorities in this territory? There’s a distinct

and clear understanding of the issues evolving, for sure, with

respect to aboriginal women and the focus that has been on a

number of those initiatives, largely led by aboriginal women

for the last 40 or so years. If we look at the evolution of the

Women’s Directorate — and it was almost 30 years ago that it

was established — our territory is very different and the
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makeup of this territory is very different. If we look at 11 to

12 percent being of Filipino extraction — we have racial

minorities from all over the world, coming with diverse

cultures and backgrounds, which can also create challenges

for them in the community.

What work is the Women’s Directorate doing with the

non-aboriginal racial minorities in this territory?

Mr. Kent: Seeing the time and the fact that we have

witnesses coming in at 3:30 p.m. today, I move that you report

progress.

Deputy Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Kent that the

Chair report progress.

Motion agreed to

Deputy Chair: Pursuant to Committee of the Whole

Motion No. 9 adopted earlier today, Committee of the Whole

will receive witnesses from Yukon College. In order to allow

the witnesses to take their place in the Chamber, the

Committee will now recess and reconvene at 3:30 p.m.

Recess

Deputy Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come

to order.

Appearance of witnesses
Deputy Chair: Pursuant to Committee of the Whole

Motion No. 9 adopted on this day, Committee of the Whole

will now receive witnesses from Yukon College.

I would ask all members to remember to refer their

remarks through the Chair when addressing the witnesses, and

I would ask the witnesses to refer their answers through the

Chair when they are responding to the members of the

Committee.

Witnesses introduced
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Deputy Chair, it is my pleasure

today to introduce to the Legislative Assembly the witnesses

who will be appearing before Committee of the Whole. Today

they are Chris Milner, who is the chair of the Yukon College

Board of Governors, and Dr. Karen Barnes, the president and

vice-chancellor of Yukon College. I will also take this

opportunity to welcome to the gallery of our Legislative

Assembly Jacqueline Bedard, Lacia Kinnear and Dr. Bronwyn

Hancock from Yukon College, who are visiting us this

afternoon as well. Welcome.

Applause

Deputy Chair: Would the witnesses like to make

opening remarks?

Mr. Milner: I would like to thank you, Mr. Deputy

Chair, the Hon. Ms. McPhee, members of the Legislative

Assembly and all Yukoners for the opportunity to speak today

on behalf of Yukon College.

I would also like to acknowledge and thank Kwanlin Dün

First Nation and Ta’an Kwäch’än Council for the use of their

traditional lands.

During my short time as chair of the Yukon College

Board of Governors, I have come to appreciate what a unique

and valuable asset that the college is to Yukon and its people.

What is also apparent is that we are about to move onto the

national and international stage. That is how I would like to

begin today, by telling you that story.

With me today is Karen Barnes, the president and vice-

chancellor of Yukon College. Together, we are representing

the college which was established by an act of this Legislature

in 1988. We are independent of government and overseen by a

12-member board. The board is comprised of three members

representing community campuses, three members

representing Yukon First Nations, three members of the public

at large, the president, an elected student and an elected staff

member.

In addition, we seek guidance through a number of

governing councils and community campus committees as

well as the President’s Advisory Committee on First Nations

Initiatives. Yukon College’s 13 campuses are staffed by

approximately 300 term and permanent staff with an average

age of 43 — all dedicated employees with a strong

commitment to providing excellent services and quality

programming for students.

I have been told that this is the first time Yukon College

has been asked to appear as a witness in the Legislature.

Thank you for the invitation. Fill up your water and get

comfortable because there is a lot of ground to cover. We are

going to take you on a little bit of a historical journey here.

Thank you for the opportunity to put this on the record.

We are going to start in the 1960s. Since 1963, and this

institution’s inception, we have come a long way. Every step

of the journey has been focused on achieving the dreams of

the generation — the territory, the prospective students, their

families, governments — including First Nations — business

and industry.

In the 1960s, it was important to provide vocational

training. We offered some trades and career skills programs

such as office administration, building trades, automotive

mechanics, heavy equipment operation, drafting, food services

and practical nursing. It was an exciting time for the Yukon to

be able to provide post-secondary education and training that

was relevant at the time for the first time here in the Yukon.

In 1964, the Whitehorse vocational training school

graduated its first students into a red-hot job market. Students

quickly found employment in new mines, housing

construction, highways or community services — all rapidly

expanding industries of the time. Private sector employees and

government agencies clamoured for these northern grads as

well. They knew the north, they understood Yukon issues, and

they had current employment skills.

Many of the important First Nation leaders who have

shaped the Yukon through their modern treaties attended the

Yukon Vocational and Technical Training Centre to acquire

skills and certification in the 1960s. After graduation, they

played key roles in negotiating the land claims and self-

government agreements that define today.
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During the 1970s, students in the heavy equipment

operator program at the Yukon Vocational and Technical

Training Centre assisted government crews in upgrading roads

around Whitehorse. They had real-life expertise to offer

employers after graduating — a practice continued today by

Yukon College, where students use a simulator and other

equipment to prepare for work in mines and on road

construction.

The Vocational and Technical Training Centre was home

to the fine arts program in the 1960s and 1970s taught by

renowned artist Ted Harrison. Among the students who

passed through his classes were Jim Robb and Jean Taylor, on

their way to establishing their own place as distinguished

Yukon artists.

In the early 1970s, Ted Harrison and Doris McLean, who

was working at the Skookum Jim Friendship Centre,

organized a carving project for Yukon First Nation students to

produce the beautiful totem pole that is on display at Rotary

Peace Park today.

Perhaps most significantly, as we prepared to transition to

a Yukon university, in 1973, Yukon First Nation chiefs took

the landmark document Together Today for Our Children
Tomorrow to Ottawa and delivered it to the Prime Minister. In
this document, they requested a university in the north that

would allow their citizens to get a complete education without

leaving the territory.

Moving into the 1980s, Yukoners expressed a need for

training across the territory and throughout the decade. Yukon

government, in partnership with the Yukon College, opened

11 campuses — one in nearly every Yukon community. The

level of education and training required was also expanding.

The Yukon population started to express a need for academic,

in addition to vocational, programming. In 1983, the

institution was granted college status and we became Yukon

College. Academic courses joined vocational trades training to

offer a broad range of post-secondary education to Yukon

students close to home. Yukon College began to offer liberal

arts, science courses and some partnership degrees, the first of

which was the bachelor of education — the Yukon Native

Teacher Education Program — which at the time was offered

in partnership with the University of British Columbia.

Angela Sidney bestowed the name “Ayamdigut” on the

$50-million Whitehorse campus when it opened in 1988 on

the bluffs above the city. The Tlingit phrase means “She got

up and went”, referencing that the Whitehorse campus moved

from downtown. At the official opening, Angela Sidney

expressed her thanks for the new campus where Yukon

students could study close to home. On that day, Angela

Sidney said, “The reason I sang this song… is because that

Yukon College is going to be like a Sun for those students.

Instead of going to Vancouver or Victoria, they’re going to be

able to stay here and go to school here. We’re not going to

lose our kids anymore. It’s going to be just like the Sun for

them.”

In 1989, the Yukon College Act was amended to establish
an independent board of governors for Yukon College.

Yukoners from all walks of life have served on the board,

establishing visionary goals, programs and services. Dedicated

members bring diverse perspectives and expertise to guide the

administration, faculty and staff in meeting the post-secondary

needs of all Yukoners.

Plans for the Whitehorse vocational training school

included an attached student residence, an essential service for

rural and northern students. The move to Ayamdigut in 1988

expanded on-campus housing to provide family units. In the

1990s, the carpenters union contributed to an additional

singles residence.

The Canada Winter Games legacy included a larger

family residence converted from the 2007 athletes’ village

facility. There is a plaque there that honours my late father’s

contributions to the Canada Winter Games as a key organizer.

So now we are getting into the 2000s. Fast-forward to

2011 when the Yukon government asked the board of

governors to consider what it would require to transition to a

university. The board approached this question from a slightly

different angle and first went about visiting and/or talking to

60 small universities from across Canada and the circumpolar

north to assess their models and, for those that had

transitioned from a college, the lessons they had learned.

Key lessons included: Focus your energies on what you

do well, and don’t try to be all things to all people as such

institutions are failing, and as the only post-secondary school

in the territory, maintain a place and a pathway for every

learner, upgrading the trades certificate and diploma

programming in every rural community.

The board decided to focus on three pillars of

development: climate change — society and environment;

indigenous self-determination and governance; and

sustainable resource development and innovation. Although

the college has been permitted by legislation to grant degrees

since 2009, we are waiting for an external quality assurance

board to be in place. This ensures that our degrees are

appropriately recognized and transferable across the country

and beyond, providing the best possible value for our students.

For quality assurance, there is no board in any of the

territories and it would be costly to set one up with only a

single institution to oversee. For this reason, the Government

of Yukon has chosen to use Campus Alberta Quality

Council’s external quality assurance process. Campus Alberta

Quality Council visited Yukon College in June 2017 to assess

the college’s readiness to offer degrees. In the fall of 2017,

CAQC confirmed that the college met the organizational

criteria and standards to deliver degree programs. In a letter

from CAQC, it was stated that members of council and the

review team were very impressed with the college’s self-study

and congratulated us on our thorough presentation of the

material.

The next step was the review and approval of our first

degree which was launched in 2018, the bachelor of arts in

indigenous governance. The CAQC’s statement following the

review of this degree reads: “This program’s blending of

theory and practice in indigenous self-determination studies

represents the wave of the future in this area of scholarship,

and the potential exists for Yukon College to become a
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national and potentially even international hub for the study of

indigenous self-determination in practice.” Those are pretty

strong accolades.

This past week, Ms. McPhee announced the passing of

the regulation for our second degree, the bachelor of business

administration. This on-the-land, experiential-learning-based

program builds on our very successful two-year diploma

program and prepares graduates to build prosperous

communities. We hope to be registering students very soon for

the fall of 2019.

Next, we will begin work on the bachelor of northern

studies degree — which is a working title — which we

anticipate will be launched in 2021, if all goes well.

Before I get too far into what else we have been up to, let

me give you a quick snapshot of our student population.

Yukon College has approximately 1,200 credit students,

translating to 550 full-time equivalents, and an additional

4,500 students participating in non-credit programming. There

has been a shift over the past decade from part-time to more

full-time programming. Whereas only 45 percent of the

students were studying full-time 10 years ago, it is now 60

percent.

Degree and university transfer programs account for a

little more than half of credit student enrolment. Women

account for 65 percent of credit students. About one-third of

full-time students identify as First Nation. Yukon College has

many mature students. The median age of credit students is

about 26 years old. Direct entrants from Yukon high schools

account for 14 percent of enrolment. About seven percent of

credit course registrations and one-third of non-credit course

registrations are by students in Yukon rural communities.

One hundred and twenty-seven of our students are

international this semester. Top sending countries include

India, Japan and China, with one or two students coming from

an additional 20-plus countries. They comprise 15 percent of

our credit student population, and we have capped this

percentage in order to maintain a high level of quality support

and services.

Over the past six years, we have made a number of

programming changes as well. A selection of new programs

includes an aviation management diploma, a climate change

policy post-degree program, community education and

employment support, geological technology, the bachelor of

science and northern environmental and conservation sciences

with the University of Alberta, a multimedia and

communications certificate, and increased access to trades and

trade levels so that it is now possible to get a red seal here in

the Yukon in not only carpentry, but also electrical, welding,

heavy equipment technology and plumbing.

We can’t forget about the first two made-in-Yukon

degree programs — the bachelor of arts in indigenous

governance and the bachelor of business administration.

We don’t just credential. Like any viable organization, we

reflect on where we were successful and where we need to

improve. In 2015, we completed an institution-wide program

and services review. Flagging programs that require

examination over the same time period, we have halted a

number of programs including general mechanics, surveying

technician, community support worker, food and beverage

certificate, tourism management diploma and northern

collaborative information technology.

Let me tell you a little bit about what we’re doing now,

which is the exciting part. I promise you that in 2020, this will

be a shorter speech. We continue to serve the needs of the

territory, its citizens, its governments, its businesses and

industries. We work to anticipate needs and keep pace with

territorial changes, as we have with our First Nation partners

in developing the indigenous governance degree.

Yukon College, and the future Yukon university, are here

to grow with and for the Yukon. Yukon can play a leadership

role in supporting solutions on climate change, indigenous

self-determination and governance, sustainable resource

development and northern innovation. Of particulate note, two

authors and researchers from the Yukon Research Centre

contributed to the recent report on climate change that we read

about in the news earlier this week. We’re getting onto that

stage.

With Yukon having the lowest unemployment rate across

the country, the college sees part of its purpose as recruiting

and training labour. Many of our international students work

while studying and choose to immigrate to the Yukon. We’re

bringing in Canadians too, from BC, Alberta and across the

entire country. Between 10 and 15 percent of our students

apply primarily from Alberta, British Columbia, Northwest

Territories and Ontario.

Changes are taking place in the communities as well. We

are in the early stages of changing delivery of programming in

the communities from almost solely in-person to a

combination of online and in-person. This means that, instead

of needing an entire cohort — or six people, perhaps — we

can now deliver programming to only one person in each

community and connect them through technology.

We have students across the communities enroled in our

bachelor of indigenous governance degree program, for

example. There are 12 full-time and seven part-time students

in this program. These students are taking classes while living

in Whitehorse, Mayo, Yellowknife, Edmonton, Carmacks and

Teslin. There are students who hail from nine Yukon

communities, three NWT communities and the Lower

Mainland in BC. All of the students, with one exception, are

First Nation, Métis or Inuit.

Now we have students able to complete an entire degree

from any Yukon community or, as a cohort, complete a

variety of education and training credentials. We are just

getting started in actualizing the vision for communities.

Every year, we will be increasing education and training

opportunities at a rapid rate in the communities as we move to

deliver more online.

It is not just about moving more online. We are also

finding ways to increase programming mobility by sending

programming out to the communities, such as through the

1,000-square-foot mobile trades training program and two

other trailers used for skills and trades training, the mining
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simulators, the MoLab — which is a van — we will come

back to that one in questions. It’s a science lab on wheels.

While I am talking about communities, let me move on to

infrastructure. During President Barnes’ decade or so at

Yukon College, we have made some significant infrastructure

improvements: a new campus in Dawson and one in Pelly

Crossing; and on the Ayamdigut campus, the Yukon Research

Centre laboratory, YRC office space — which was renovated

on the ground floor of the family residence building — the

Centre for Northern Innovation in Mining, the spectacular

renovation of the old library — now called the Innovations

Common — a renovation of the student services centre, and

soon the start of a new science building. All of this work was

made possible with $38 million in federal funding through a

variety of funding programs as well as $11 million from the

territorial government over this time.

We continue to seek funding from multiple sources.

Through granting agencies, research councils and industry, we

have attracted $17 million in external funding over the past

five years. We are also seeking private sector donors through

the Yukon University Foundation. This year, for example, we

have raised $2 million through corporate philanthropy. Over

the past few years, we have raised $7 million through

corporate and foundation giving. Currently, we have

$4 million in requested proposals and have proposals in

development totalling an additional $5 million.

We are particularly excited these days as the Yukon

university brand, which is just wrapping up a seven-month

exploration program began last August. Talking to people

from across the territory, we put together a brand that we can

really be proud of. You will see more of this in the coming

years, and we encourage you to check it out when you get a

chance.

Our brand in one paragraph reads as follows: “Yukon

university will encourage self-determination, belonging and

innovation as we strive to create a — ”

Deputy Chair: Order. Mr. Milner, under our Standing

Order 42(3), 20 minutes is your limit. I now am going to

recognize the Official Opposition to ask questions, but thank

you. It was fascinating.

Mr. Kent: I would like to welcome Mr. Milner and

Dr. Barnes here as well as the various support staff and guests

who are here to take part and listen in on some of the

questions we have to ask. I do thank Mr. Milner for his

opening comments — an awful lot of information to unpack

there as well. So the questions I ask — there may be some

repeats of some of the information the witness provided, but I

was trying to jot stuff down that was contained in my

questions.

I get to do one quick history lesson as well. It is a

Committee of the Whole Motion No. 2 from February 14,

1995, moved by the Hon. Willard Phelps, Minister of

Education. I’ll just read it quickly into the record:

“THAT at 7:30 p.m. until 8:30 p.m….” — so this was in

the time of the evening Sittings — “… on Wednesday,

February 15, 1995, Mr. James Holt, Chair of the Board of

Governors of Yukon College, Ms. Sally Ross, President of

Yukon College, and Mr. Wayne Coghill, Director of

Administrator Services at Yukon College, appear as witnesses

before Committee of the Whole during debate on Bill No. 4,

entitled First Appropriation Act, 1995-96.”
That’s the most recent example we were able to find of

the college coming here as witnesses. It has been awhile, and

we would like to welcome the college back and thank the

minister for bringing the witnesses here today.

I’m going to focus on a few areas in my time here today,

before I turn it over to the Third Party at around 5:00, or

sooner, if I run out of questions. The first set of questions will

deal with facilities and programming at the college. The recent

announcement in the federal budget regarding the $26-million

commitment that was received — I just wanted to obviously

congratulate the college on that for the science facility, but I

did have a few questions about the project.

The federal commitment of $26 million — if the

witnesses could confirm that is over, I think, a five-year time

horizon. I just wanted to confirm. What portion of the total

cost of the facility does that represent?

I will start with that. I do have a few follow-up questions

with respect to the facility, but I will start with that one.

Ms. Barnes: To answer your first question, we

understand from Crown-Indigenous Relations that it will be a

five-year funding project. We anticipate that it will actually

start construction sometime in early year 3 — might be late

year 2, depending on how it goes. There’s a lot of work that

needs to be done within our community around roads and how

we have access to the new building.

The second question was about what portion of that will

cover the construction — is that right? We anticipate that we

are going to raise an additional $10 million, and we hope that

will allow us to put state-of-the-art equipment into the

building, technology and other things that would just enhance

what we could have done with $26 million — so bigger and

better.

Mr. Kent: Then the anticipated cost, I guess, after the

fit-out that the college wants, will be approximately

$36 million. Dr. Barnes said that the construction is expected

in year 2 or year 3, which is great.

Was there a business case developed for the facility prior

to submitting the request to the federal government? Did that

business case include estimates for operation and maintenance

of the building? I guess the other question with respect to the

budget is: If $26 million or $36 million isn’t enough, who will

pay if the project does go overbudget?

Ms. Barnes: The business case for the project — we

have been submitting science building requests in our capital

plan requests for about six years, so it is not a new thing. We

have been talking about it for quite a long time. We

investigated under the last SIF opportunity from the federal

government, but chose instead to go with the renovation of the

library.

As far as the O&M, we have yet to do an estimate on the

O&M. We did a functional design when we first went out on

the capital plan about three years ago, just to see if we could

anticipate the size of the building. At that point, we had put
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about a $30-million tag on the building. It has increased of

course over the three years. At that point, we did not do an

estimate. We are just completing a functional program plan

right now. It should be done next week. At that point, we will

actually have the footprint size of the building, and at that

point, we will be able to start to anticipate what the costs will

be.

Mr. Kent: Dr. Barnes can correct me if I am incorrect,

but when the Centre for Northern Innovation and Mining

building was built, the procurement, the project management

and all the contracting for that was handled, I believe, by

Yukon College. If it was the territorial government, the

witness can correct me on that. Essentially, that is my question

with respect to this project: Who will be looking after the

procurement and the contracting — whether it is a design or

design/build or however the college decides to proceed? Who

will be in charge of project management — will it be the

college, or will that be the territorial government or a

combination of the two?

Ms. Barnes: You are correct. CNIM was managed by

the college. We worked closely in collaboration with HPW on

that project. They sat at a steering committee table with us,

along with the City of Whitehorse, and we were able to come

in on time and on budget on that project. That was our first

major project, but because of that experience, we are

confident that we will be able to do this one as well. We

understand that the money will flow directly from the federal

government to the college. We will be managing that budget.

We will be managing the construction.

One of the first things we are going to do before we

tender for design is hire a project manager who will stay with

the project throughout the project. Then we will establish the

steering committee, which will bring together all of the

stakeholders, including the city, YG and all of the other

partners with us on campus today — the Yukon Arts Centre

and the seniors centre. Everyone will be involved. First

Nations of course will be involved in the discussion about

what that building will look like and the impact on the land

around it.

Mr. Kent: With respect to the land around the building

— and the witness can correct me if I’m wrong — I think it

was 2015 that the college completed a land planning exercise

for not only the current Ayamdigut campus but some of the

surrounding land that was there as well. Was the science

building considered in that planning exercise? It doesn’t have

to be in the exact same location that was considered, but is it

close to the same location that was considered during that

community planning exercise?

Ms. Barnes: Yes, the master plan was completed in

2015. If you remember that plan, we did commit to making

sure that all newly built forms would be contained in the

existing footprint to try to protect the forest and the lands

around the built form so that we could use natural settings for

classroom experiences.

The science building was identified in that 2015 land plan

and it was identified in the exact location that we anticipate it

being today.

Mr. Kent: Again, congratulations to Yukon College for

securing that federal funding and being able to add to their

learning infrastructure here in the Yukon.

I am going to move into some program-specific things —

the licensed practical nurse or the LPN program. Looking at

the main estimates for this year, the LPN program will be

receiving a transfer payment of $491,000 for that program.

Can the witnesses tell me if that is part of a longer term

funding agreement? Is it a one-, two- or three-year funding

agreement for the LPN program? In 2017-18, the actuals were

$474,000, and then last year’s estimates were $491,000, which

are the same as this year’s estimates. I am just wondering if

you are in the midst of long-term funding for LPN or if it goes

year to year with asks.

Ms. Barnes: At the moment, we are just in the final

stages of signing the agreement for the upcoming fiscal year

starting April 1 — on Monday. In that agreement, you are

correct in saying that it is the same amount of money that we

have had previously for the practical nurse program, but we

are anticipating a new intake in September. So of course there

will be additional costs because of that, with additional staff

required — particularly for clinical placement experiences.

However, this year, we did have a small lapse in some of

our other funding agreements, so we agreed that for one year,

as we try this new second intake and see if it goes well, we

will use that money to cover the additional costs for the

practical nurse program, with the agreement that if we are

going to continue with an annual intake, we will have

additional funding for that.

Mr. Kent: I appreciate that response.

So with the LPN program, how many are in the current

cohort? What is the maximum size the college can take for a

cohort the LPN program? I am assuming that the college does

this — but tracking the graduates — how many of them are

successful in finding work upon graduation? Do the witnesses

know how many of those individuals are working here in the

Yukon upon graduation?

Ms. Barnes: I appreciate that question because I think

the practical nurse program is one of the great success stories

at the college. I do have a little bit of data here that I can share

with you. We have had 61 graduates from the program so far.

All but two, over the years we have recently been offering the

program, have required a rewrite, which exceeds the national

pass rate for any other programs in Canada. So we think that

the students are doing very well. All of the grads have found

employment and are a growing presence in Yukon health

programs, including long-term care, Yukon Hospital

Corporation, Alcohol and Drug Services and the Kwanlin Dün

health centre.

In 2018, there were 26 qualified applicants. We only enter

16, so we know that there are a number of qualified applicants

ready for the September intake. We hope that this will

continue on in the annual intake because we believe that there

is a real need for these program graduates.

Mr. Kent: Congratulations to the college on that

successful program. As I anticipated, many of those
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individuals are finding successful employment and being

successful after that is done.

I want to talk a little bit about the education programs —

the education after degree program — if the witnesses can let

us know what the uptake is on this option. Will there be a

large increase in graduates with this option in place? The other

education program — the Yukon Native Teacher Education

Program; YNTEP — if the witnesses have some of the

numbers as far enrolment in that program goes — again,

tracking it through from successful graduation to placements

in teaching positions here in the Yukon — if there are any

figures.

I will be asking for a number of figures throughout my

questions, and if the witnesses don’t have them, I would be

happy for them to respond later through the minister or

whatever the appropriate process is.

Ms. Barnes: Thank you for that question. This is one

that I don’t have data for, I’m sorry. I can tell you that the

introduction of what we call the BEAD program, which is the

bachelor of education after degree program, where students

who have previous credentials can come into the program in

the third year and complete in two years — there has been a

really excellent uptake in that program. I think we have had as

many as 10 students added to our YNTEP cohort, which has

really made a difference when the schools are looking for

practicum students or new teachers to hire.

The YNTEP program had a little bit of a dip a few years

ago. If you remember, we did a program review. Since then,

we have really had a nice resurgence of interest in the

program so that we are graduating a better number of students

every year into the Yukon schools. We recently had an

agreement from Yukon Education under the last YTA

agreement that we are going to have a more serious look at the

graduates from that program and give them strong

consideration for hiring in the schools here. I am happy about

that, but I am certainly happy to get you more details because

we do track all of our graduates and I can probably let you

know where most of them are.

Mr. Kent: Thank you, Dr. Barnes, for that answer. I am

going to turn to the Centre for Northern Innovation in Mining.

I’m going to ask the witness if it still operates with an

industry-led governing council — and similar to the question

with respect to the LPN program, looking at the main

estimates and the transfer payments to Yukon College in the

current Education budget of $1.2 million for the Centre for

Northern Innovation in Mining. It has been at that level from

2017-18, 2018-19 and now into 2019-20. Is this a one-, two-

or three-year funding agreement? When will that be up for

renewal?

Ms. Barnes: The first question about the governing

council — yes, we still have a vibrant governing council.

Every year, we renew the membership on that council. We

look at who the players are in the Yukon Territory and who

would have an interest in CNIM. I can tell you that currently

we have Capstone Mining still sitting on the governing

council — they were founding members; Yukon Workers’

Compensation Health and Safety Board, founding members;

Alexco Resources, founding members; Selkirk First Nation;

GroundTruth Exploration; we have had Kaminak; Victoria

Gold sits now; Selwyn Resources; Golden Predator;

Goldcorp; and BMC. They all sit on the council today.

As far as the funding agreement — you’re right that we

have had continued funding from Yukon government. We

understand that it is in the budget for this year again — for

April 1 funding. All of our funding agreements at the moment

are one-year funding agreements.

Mr. Kent: Again, with the governing council — my

understanding is that it was essentially put in place so that

training could occur for positions that were available. I think

that’s why — obviously — having industry leading and

participating in that work is extremely important. If the

witnesses can let us know what types of courses are being

offered and what the uptake is as far as enrolment, that would

be helpful. Again, if all that information isn’t available, I

would welcome it at a later time.

Ms. Barnes: I apologize; I don’t have enrolment

numbers to the detail of the courses in CNIM. I do have a

number of bits of data here about courses from community

members.

Let me describe first what CNIM offers. The MLA is

correct in saying we consult with the governing council every

year at the beginning of the season and ask them what they

anticipate we will have in the program for that coming year.

Over the years that we have had CNIM in place — which is

since 2013 — it has been quite remarkable to watch how those

needs have changed.

We anticipated, when we built the building, that it was

going to be primarily a trades building, but in fact we have

needed to supply the industry with many different things —

most recently, it has been environmental monitoring, because

when the mines close into care and maintenance, they are

required to have a number of monitors on-site. So we are now

supplying those monitors to many of the mine sites around the

Yukon. That’s a high-demand program.

We have a number of students in that program from

around the communities, and we offer it in a way that’s

flexible so that students can come and go, take bits of the

course and then go home and come back and take more.

We also have a continuing agreement with Alaska Delta

Mine Training Centre, which allows our students to have a

camp experience with two simulators: both a surface mine and

an underground mine. They also go in there with the heavy

equipment program as well as some of the other trade skills,

because a lot of those also have to work in camps. They go in

for two weeks in Alaska, and then they come back and do

classroom training.

We also have, of course, the trades. This year, for the first

time — at the direction of the mine industry — we introduced

the millwright program. It was late getting started for a

number of reasons, but we have four students in that program.

One of the students in that program whom we are very excited

about — we were actually to start enroling him in that

program before he had completed a sentence at the

Correctional Centre. This is a young man who had all of the
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aptitude and skills to go into the millwright program. He had

the academic requirements to go into the millwright program,

which includes a very difficult math requirement. Everyone

worked together. The social worker worked together — we

got him into the millwright program. He is there, and he is

thriving. I just saw him the other day, and he is doing really

well at the college. So those programs are doing well.

I think the other really importance piece at CNIM that we

don’t ever want to forget is that we have a strong attachment

to the Yukon Research Centre. We just had a renewal of our

NSERC funding for mine remediation — so that’s another

five years of funding. We are very excited about the fact that

it is going to continue our relationship with industry, and they

actually contribute investment to that research. Again, the

governing council has a subcommittee that identifies what

research needs are for the mine industry. That research is

absolutely applied to the needs of industry.

Mr. Kent: I know that Mr. Milner mentioned the

mobile trades trailer in his opening remarks, and then

Dr. Barnes just mentioned the simulators as well. I think

Dr. Barnes mentioned that the simulators were in Alaska, I

think, as part of the cross-border training. If that is correct,

could she let us know?

Where is the mobile trades trailer now? Does the Centre

for Northern Innovation in Mining have plans for where they

will be deployed next? Is there an opportunity to deploy those

assets to a mine site? I think of Eagle Gold, obviously,

potentially coming into production later on this year.

What courses are currently being offered? Are those

trailers specifically used in communities or in remote sites, or

are they used in Whitehorse as well?

If the witnesses missed any of those questions, I am

happy to repeat them.

Ms. Barnes: I may ask you to repeat a couple of those.

The first question was about where they are. The

simulators — as I mentioned earlier, we have surface mine

and hardrock underground mine simulators. Both of them

have been in Alaska almost since we purchased them. We

have an agreement to send up to, I think, 25 students a year

into Alaska, which we do. That’s just for those simulators. We

have other training that goes there, like drill training.

We have been in discussions with, I think, Victoria Gold,

but I would have to make sure of that information — that the

surface mine simulator will come back into Yukon. We are

just trying to determine what the number of students will be,

because if we move it into a community, we want to make

sure that it is well used. It gets well used where it is now.

The mobile trades trailer, which is such an amazing asset

for us and for the Yukon is on the road. I have some

information here. They call it the bump-out trailer. The rate of

the bump-out trailer is estimated at 85 percent for the

academic year — that is a 10-month academic year. Of this,

10 percent is required for mobilization and demobilization and

another 10 percent is required for maintenance and repairs. It

remains unused for approximately 15 percent of the academic

year.

We have other trades trailers — other older trailers —

that we also use for about 50 percent of the academic year.

They don’t have full equipment. They are mostly used for

exploration of trades programming, but we do have to bring

them back in for repair. As far as where they are allocated, we

have a process which has been established where the

communities will request a training program through the

community campus in that community. The request is brought

back to our campus, Ayamdigut, to the community innovation

development department and they review those requests. Once

they determine that there is availability and resources — that

is having an instructor available, making sure that we have the

safety issues all addressed, where it is going to be located in

that community, and all of that is in place, then we mobilize.

We have a semi-trailer truck that we have get a driver for. All

of that happens and it goes around to those communities. I

don’t think I have the information about where it is going

next. It was up in Mayo, I know just recently, and that is

probably through to the end of the term and then it will be

mobilized again.

Mr. Kent: The witness mentioned the partnership with

Alaska, which I know has been underway for a number of

years and has been very successful, as far as that goes. I

believe that partnership initially flowed out of a Yukon-

Alaska accord in 2012 that was signed between the Yukon

government and the Government of Alaska as well as the

college and I think it was the University of Alaska Southeast.

Are there any other initiatives that are currently underway

as part of that accord and has the accord been replaced with an

updated document or is it still operating from that initial

document that was signed approximately seven years ago?

Ms. Barnes: As far as I know, there have been no

additions to the accord. At that time, we had agreed to the

mine training as a key part of that. We also, of course, offer

the master of public administration through the University of

Alaska Southeast in Juneau.

We have a number of research discussions that take place

through Fairbanks and we continue to have an arrangement

with Fairbanks around the YNLC language credential, but

there haven’t been additional discussions with Alaska

recently. There has been a change in their administrative

structure in the University of Alaska system and so we were

just talking about that the other day, that it might be time to

reinvigorate that agreement.

Mr. Kent: I am going to bounce around here a little bit.

I was very optimistic that we would get through all of my

questions, but I don’t know that we will. I will follow up with

written questions to the minister with things that I don’t get to

here today.

With respect to the international students, Mr. Milner, I

believe, mentioned that there are 127 current international

students enroled from a variety of countries. I apologize if he

answered this when he made the statement in his opening

remarks, but I am just curious what the primary area of study

is for those students. Is it across multiple disciplines?

Ms. Barnes: Yes, we have certainly had an influx of

students from around the world recently and it has been a
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wonderful thing for the college and I think for Whitehorse as

well.

When students come in, the number one program that

they are seeking is our business program. Certainly, the

addition of a degree in business on campus is going to attract

more international students, we anticipate. But interestingly,

once they arrive on campus, a number of them choose to move

within the program mix. For example, last year, we

interestingly and unexpectedly had a number of those students

move into early childhood. If you go around to the daycares

today, many of them have graduated and moved into positions

in daycares in the Yukon, which is wonderful, because there

was a shortage of daycare workers.

We see them in liberal arts and in general studies. They

are very active students. Yesterday, we met with our student

union leadership and I think three of them are students from

international destinations, so it has been really wonderful to

have them on campus.

Mr. Kent: Is the college experiencing any challenges in

housing for those international students?

Ms. Barnes: Housing generally is an issue for our

students. Certainly, when we had the unexpected bump in

international students last January — which was as big a

surprise to you as it was to us; it was to do with visas that had

been fast-tracked through the federal system — there was a

real issue. We felt very badly about what was happening with

those students and everyone mobilized to make sure that those

students were able to find locations to live.

We do have some students from the international cohort

in our campus housing. This year, we actually explored a

partnership with a private developer to see if we could locate

some units that were within a reasonable price range that we

could offer to international students when they were coming

in. It’s going quite well, apparently, but it is very early days. If

that goes well, we hope that we can do that with further units.

The international students like living with families, so

many of them have found locations where they can live with a

family because it helps with their English and other things.

Many of them have managed to find housing within the city. I

ask many times when I am with those students if they are okay

with their housing and they seem to have all settled in quite

well.

Mr. Kent: Maybe we will jump over to the questions

that I have with respect to overall student housing at the

college. Can the witness tell us if there is a wait-list for

student housing and, if so, how long is it? A couple of follow-

up questions: Are there any plans in the works right now to

seek funding to build additional student housing units on

campus here in Whitehorse? As part of that question, as well:

Are there any private sector partnerships beyond the ones that

the witness explained with the international students that are

under consideration with respect to student housing?

I guess the broader piece that I would like to ask is: What

is the total number of units that the college has on the campus

here in Whitehorse as far as student housing units goes?

Ms. Barnes: So the last question first — currently, on

campus we have 60 dorm-style units, 33 apartment-style units,

which is a total of 93 units. Within some of those units, of

course, there are non-students because we have family units,

and that allows others to live on campus. At the moment, we

have 133 students living in campus housing in those units, so

many couples actually come and both go to school.

The wait-list — this year, we had 225 applications we

received by September for the fall term for those 93 units. By

the middle of October, we usually have gone through the wait-

list. What happens is that people come and they leave mid-

term, or they turn down the offer or choose, for whatever

reason, to leave the unit or take themselves off the list — is

often what happens. So we often don’t have a wait-list by the

middle of the term, but then it builds again for January. We

usually have about a 95-percent occupancy in the campus

housing, so that is high to be maintaining that for campus

housing. Of course, in the summer we also offer it to public

use, and so we keep them very full through the summer.

One of the things that we identified a few years ago was

that, because we didn’t have very clear guidelines about how

students could access campus housing, we had some students

who actually were staying in housing for up to four years or

five years because they were in degree programs. It meant that

first-year students couldn’t get into housing. We changed our

application process and admissions-into-housing process so

that we prioritize students from Yukon communities and first-

year students. They have the first priority. So, Yukoners first

is kind of a high-level principle that we operate by. Once the

list is filled, then it is offered to second-year, third-year and

ongoing. Students, at the end of April, are told that they have

to reapply. It is not automatic that they get to remain in

housing, which is very typical of most post-secondary

institutions, and we give them lots of notice. When they move

in September, they are given that information, so they know

that it’s possible that they won’t have a unit at the end of the

year.

Does answer all your questions?

Mr. Kent: Just the one question I think — whether

there are plans to seek funding or some sort of a partnership to

build additional units on the Whitehorse campus.

Ms. Barnes: In the initial stages of us putting together a

capital campaign to raise private money for the college and

university, campus housing was identified as a need. At the

moment, we are not actually seeking funding for campus

housing as part of that capital campaign, but I am having a

number of conversations with people around what we could

do under a private arrangement. We are still working through

the complexities of the MOU under the land, and how we are

going to build on that land. We did do a survey of students a

few years ago to see if they wanted to live on campus or if

they prefer to live in town, and we could work with

developers in that way. A strong majority of students said no,

they want to live on campus and have a student life on

campus.

That is certainly what we would also like to see as well.

Now, just this year, we are trying to capture the need. In the

past, the need has only been available to us through the

number of students who apply for housing. If you don’t apply



April 4, 2019 HANSARD 4277

for housing, we don’t know if you need housing. So we only

knew of the students who thought there was housing available

and applied, but we have heard anecdotally that there are

many people out there who think there’s no point in applying

because there’s no housing.

So right now, we’re trying to work with our PACFNI

members, all of our education training officers who are in all

of the communities, to ask them to identify who would like to

come to campus and, if so, would they require housing and

see if we can get that data. When I have talked to private

developers outside of Yukon who build housing in other

places for campuses, they have ratios that they need to see.

They need a waiting list that’s this long; they need a demand

that’s sustainable over a number of years.

So we’re trying to now develop what that business case

will look like and then we’ll go seek funding.

Mr. Kent: Are there any student housing units or assets

that are owned by the college in the communities outside of

Whitehorse?

Ms. Barnes: There is one in Pelly Crossing. We own a

mobile trailer in Pelly Crossing which we purchased — I can’t

remember which year, but it was around the time that we

opened the new campus, because the housing that we have

there originally was just not adequate and we felt it was

important to provide that trailer.

This year, we’re having some issues with that trailer, so

we’re just determining what — in the past, we have been able

to use our tradespeople to repair and maintain the trailer, but it

has gotten to a point where we probably have to replace it, and

it has just come up this year so we’re looking at what that will

look like.

Mr. Kent: So the trailer in Pelly — that’s for student

housing or is it —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Mr. Kent: — sorry, for staff of — I think the witness

clarified, and she can when she’s on her feet for the record,

that it is for staff housing. That leads nicely into the next

question that I have with respect to staff housing. Are there

any plans to expand staff housing opportunities in the

communities? Is the college — we have heard from a number

of employers around town, or others, that affordable housing

is often — sometimes after a job offer is made to an

individual, they are unable to attain housing in Whitehorse at

an affordable level or in the communities where they’re

designated for. Are there any options around staff housing

units here in Whitehorse or adding additional staff housing

units in the communities where you have campuses, beyond

the one trailer that’s in Pelly Crossing?

Ms. Barnes: Sorry, yes — I misunderstood that

question. Staff housing in the communities — we have an

arrangement in the communities with Yukon Housing

Corporation, where we work with them to see if we can

identify Yukon Housing Corporation that we can use, and that

is true in some of the communities. I’m sorry, I don’t have

details on which communities that’s available in. One of our

goals in every community campus is to hire people from that

community, and we’re now up to eight community campuses

where we have hired people from the community to staff the

campuses, so they had housing available to them.

In Whitehorse, we can provide — and do in many

instances — temporary housing for staff when we first hire

them. We put them either, if it’s available, in a family unit or

we have what is called the “northern research house”, which

we converted into housing a few years ago. It is the original

NRI house. We do put people in there for temporary purposes

while they are looking for housing.

Like anyone else coming to find work or get work in

Yukon, it is a challenge to find housing, depending on the

time of year. We always work with new hires. We make sure

that they have support in their search for housing. We have, in

some cases, found places for them on a temporary basis

through word of mouth or networking.

Mr. Kent: We will stay on the topic for a little bit here

with respect to the community campuses. Can the witnesses

confirm whether there are any difficulties staffing some of

those community campuses? Perhaps the witnesses can let us

know if there are any vacancies with respect to staffing at any

of the community campuses, and if they do have the

information, which ones those are.

Ms. Barnes: Again, I apologize, I don’t have exact

numbers. I know that, over the years, there have definitely

been fluctuations in the number of campuses that have been

fully staffed. I think that there was a period last year when we

went through quite a long period of time where we actually

had fully staffed campuses, and it was a really great thing.

Again, we sort of credit the ability to hire local people into

those positions as being a more stable alternative for the

community campuses.

Where possible, we have worked closely with the

communities to help us with the hiring, so we have in fact

hired a number of First Nation individuals working with the

governments in the communities. They have been very

successful because they know the community and they work

well with the students in the community.

When we have had to hire into the community campuses,

we generally have a good application pool. We often attract

new young graduates out of universities who want an

experience in the north, which is wonderful. They make

excellent community campus hires because they are young

and energetic, and they really want to have the experience of

living in the north. Unfortunately, they also often have a time

limit, so that’s why we really put a lot of effort now into

hiring local people — training them up, if that is what is

required.

Mr. Kent: When it comes to continuing education or

skills training courses that are offered at the community

campuses, are they offered based on demand or are they

scheduled throughout the year? I guess the follow-up question

to that would be: What kind of enrolment is the college able to

handle in some of those continuing education or skills

courses? I will leave it at that. What is the capacity versus

what is the enrolment for those courses offered at the

community campuses?



4278 HANSARD April 4, 2019

Ms. Barnes: The question about scheduling is an

interesting one and certainly I would have to say that our

experience in communities has really changed over the last

few years.

It used to be that community campuses were the doorway

into the college and so they primarily were offering upgrading

courses or short, general interest courses. I would say that, in

the last three to four years, we have changed that quite

dramatically. First of all, we now do a campus plan with every

community and that has to be signed off by the First Nation,

the school and the municipal government. They work with us

to identify what the training needs are in that community.

Those programs are often imported — for example, mine

training or the trailer comes out for trades — one of those

kinds of things. Those programs will come in and work with

the community campus, but often it brings additional staff into

the community.

We continue to offer the upgrading courses, but now we

are offering more and more of them. So there is more

available to the communities and the students in communities.

But many of those are now offered through distance. They

have a bigger menu of courses in the communities, but they

are often linked together with other communities so that we

are able to offer more courses.

As you heard in Mr. Milner’s speech, we used to have to

say, “Well, we have to wait until we have a certain number of

students to offer a course,” and now we can offer it much

more readily.

Mr. Kent: Back to Mr. Milner’s opening remarks and

Dr. Barnes’ remarks with respect to the distance learning and

the opportunities that come with it — I think they are great.

You can have one individual in one of our communities

participate through distance learning with a larger cohort in

Whitehorse or a different community.

The question that I have is with respect to the

infrastructure in place at those community campuses. Is the

Internet speed sufficient for distance learning in all of the

campuses and if not, which ones are you seeing where there

are some challenges? Has the college put together a plan to

address that over the coming years as far as Internet

connectivity?

Ms. Barnes: The question of technology is both an

opportunity and a challenge — as you can imagine — as we

know in the Yukon. I don’t have the exact communities that

are not yet connected by fibre optic or broadband. That has

made a massive difference for us on education in the Yukon

— the ability to offer high-speed Internet into some of the

communities.

I will just give you an example. Recently, we decided that

we would offer the office administration program in an online

format into the communities. We didn’t know what the uptake

would be. There were 29 people registered in the first month

that we offered that program. We now know that there is a

need and a desire for people to learn, in their communities, a

full credit program. The only way we can make that viable is

to do that through technology.

So we are working very closely with our providers and

with the government to determine when and how we can

anticipate reliable Internet. For the most part, the programs are

quite well able to continue. We have the full indigenous

governance degree being offered by distance to the

communities. Those students are able to access all of their

courses and they successfully completed their first year, but it

is a challenge that we continue to work on.

We have enhanced staffing in what we call the teaching

and learning centre at the college, so we now have four or five

instructional designers — people who support the instructors

on how to develop online programming — but we also have a

number of people we call learning mentors, who are both on

the campuses and at Ayamdigut and who help the student

navigate the intricacies of online learning.

What we have found is that, as we expected, kids coming

out of high school today are pretty savvy on technology and

it’s more the teachers who need the help than the students.

There are a number of older students in the communities still

who require lots of support and we are allocating lots of

resources to that now.

Mr. Kent: When it comes to the transition into a

university — Mr. Milner mentioned off the top that the

bachelor of indigenous governance is in place. There was a

recent announcement about a bachelor of administration

starting this fall. I guess my question is: What is the college

looking at next, as far as degree programs? Has there been any

thought as to what the next degree program is that they’re

looking to develop and put through the accreditation process

and then eventually offer?

Ms. Barnes: In 2012, or maybe 2013, we put out an

academic plan, which is available on our website. In that plan,

we identified the first three degrees that we would anticipate

putting forward. We listed some others that were kind of

thinking about what would be possible, but the first three that

we made a commitment to were the indigenous governance

degree, the business degree, and the third one being what

we’re calling now a northern studies degree.

For a very long time, Canadian students have had to study

the north from the south, and we thought that if we could offer

a very exciting, integrated, land-based program about the

north that was actually in the north, not only would we attract

kids from across the north to come and study, but kids from

across the south as well.

Mr. Kent: I’m curious as to if the college is looking at

the possibility of increasing the offering of post-graduate

studies, especially to complement degrees that are currently

offered. I know that Dr. Barnes mentioned earlier in her

remarks here today the master of public administration, in

partnership with the University of Southeast Alaska. I believe

that there are some other post-graduate degrees currently

offered in partnership with other institutions, but what we’re

looking to see is if there is a possibility of increasing those

post-grad studies here at Yukon College.

Ms. Barnes: Certainly, we have always said that the

college has thrived on partnerships with other post-secondary

institutions and that has really made the difference for us in
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our ability to offer more to students in the Yukon. As you

mentioned, we do currently offer three masters degrees —

some are in partnership, some are situations where we offer

space and an institution comes in. That would be the case with

Cape Breton University, which has offered to intake seven

MBA. We have had a masters of education, both from Simon

Fraser and from UNBC.

We have one — what we call — “post-degree certificate”

that is going to be offered again in September. That is the

climate change policy certificate, which is a post-degree

program, not a graduate program. Within the current

legislation, we only have the ability to grant bachelor’s

degrees. That is one of the questions that will happen with the

transition to a university. We need to determine what the

scope of the programming might be. I think that there could be

a very strong demand.

It is interesting. Having the new degree programs on

campus — or even the bachelor of science degree, which we

have been offering since 2010 with the University of Alberta

— what we have found is that the students, once they get into

a degree program, immediately start talking about a master’s

degree. The first- and second-year IGD students are already

asking, “Where should I go for my master’s?”

It is really interesting that there is that interest, and I think

it will be one of the natural evolutions of this institution. We

started with certificates and now we are doing degrees, and

then the next natural evolution is graduate school.

Mr. Kent: I want to turn my attention for a little bit to

trades training at the college here in Whitehorse as well as in

the communities.

I think we have all heard stories of students who are

turned away from trade programs in southern technical

schools or colleges because those programs are full. I am

curious about what the college’s experience has been over the

last couple of years with its trades programming. Are those

programs normally fully subscribed to, or is there a percentage

that the witnesses can provide us with as to what percentage

those enrolments are at?

The next question flowing from that is: If they are not

fully subscribed to, does the college look at ways to attract

students from outside of the Yukon to fill up those programs?

Mr. Milner, I believe, mentioned that some of the other

jurisdictions in Canada from which students are attending are

Alberta, British Columbia, the NWT and Ontario. Are those

students coming in for trades training or are they more on the

traditional academic side? What discipline are those Canadian

students from outside the Yukon normally coming here to

study?

Ms. Barnes: Trades training is one of those areas that

has really been changing as well. I have some information

here for you which I can share.

We do offer a number of different trades. Historically in

the Yukon, we didn’t offer the full suite so that students could

complete a journeyman certificate in the Yukon. They were

required to go Outside.

The apprenticeship system is run through the Yukon

government and the apprenticeship board, so they essentially

buy seats from us. They determine which trades, in many

cases, we are going to be offering.

Most recently, because of the addition of the CNIM

building, we have the space now to offer more trades training.

We now complete all the levels — we have always done

carpentry, but we now offer all four levels for electricians,

welders, plumbers and heavy equipment and truck

transportation technicians. They can actually complete their

program in the Yukon.

This week, we had our very first red seal electricians pass

their red seal exam, and they completed all four years of that

program here in the Yukon. That’s the first in the Yukon. So it

is new, but we anticipate that is going to be good news for

everybody.

I will just give you some numbers. In carpentry, we offer

all four levels. In 2017-18, we had 53 students within those

four levels. Construction electrician — we offer all four

levels. We had 18 students complete. In welding, we offered

levels 1, 2 and 4 just because that’s who the students were.

We only had four students in welding. In plumber and oil

burner mechanic, we had only level 1 last year, and we had

four students complete.

The complex issue about apprenticeship is that students

require indentureships in the Yukon in order to move from

level 1 to 2 to 3 to 4. Currently, there is a real lack of

indentureships in the Yukon, and unless students can get those

here, they can’t stay here. So often that is what drives a

student outside the Yukon to complete their apprenticeship.

We are working very closely with our connections in business

and industry to try to work on that situation.

One of the really exciting initiatives that we piloted for

the federal government two years ago was the rural

apprenticeship program. The rural apprenticeship program

allowed us to work with First Nation governments, and what

they did was, with that First Nation government, they

identified people who had journeyman certificates who could

be the master journeyman to look after those apprentices and

sign off on their apprenticeships. It was an incredible

program, and it really did result in students in communities

getting into trades programs. That was 1.5- or two-year pilot

funding. It hasn’t been renewed, although in the new federal

budget, I noticed that there actually is new money for rural

apprentices. So we will go after that again because it was a

really good program. The trades trailer was what made that

work, because we could take trades training into the

communities and offer it right where the student was.

But it is a challenge for us to make sure that we are

working closely with businesses to provide those

opportunities so that students can continue in their program. It

would certainly be something that I think all of us in the

Yukon need to work on.

Mr. Kent: I do have a few more trades questions, but

seeing the time, I am just going to move over to a couple of

other areas that I wanted to talk about on the budget and the

financial side of things.

When we looked at the 2017-18 annual report that was

tabled earlier this week, the tuition fees from 2017 to 2018
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increased by over $650,000. Is that increase due to tuition

increases or is it increased enrolment? Which one of those two

factors is that primarily due to?

Ms. Barnes: The increase in tuition overall was

primarily due to that influx of international students. The

international students pay a differential rate, of course,

because they are expected to pay the full cost of their

education without the subsidies from government. So they

generally pay a higher tuition rate. Because of the big bump,

we had a big bump in tuition revenue. Because students are

staying longer, our retention is going up. Of course, that also

increases tuition revenue. We do work under a tuition policy

that regulates our tuition so that the tuition goes up, but only

very marginally, every year — usually around one percent.

Mr. Kent: I appreciate that answer. One of the other

questions that I had is with respect to the Yukon College

Foundation. Mentioned in the annual report is a national

fundraising campaign that I think was touched on briefly by

the witnesses earlier:

“In 2019 the Foundation will embark on an $85,000,000

campaign that will be broken out into 2 phases and will

incorporate federal, territorial and private sector funding. A

national volunteer committee is forming and the development

team has begun national outreach. The goal is to announce the

campaign publically in 2020.”

Can the witnesses give us a little bit of additional

information on this campaign? I know that this report is

essentially from the last school year, so is there any new

information to report on this? What type of dollars are they

looking for from the different funders — be it federal,

territorial or private sector? Obviously I would think the

$26 million recently received from the federal government

would be part of this, but if the witnesses wish to correct me

on that, that would be great.

Ms. Barnes: As you mentioned, the $85 million

campaign goal is a two-phase approach. This is the first time

the college has done this scale of seeking private money

outside of Yukon. Out of the $85 million, we did identify the

$26 million federal government ask as one of the cornerstones

of that campaign, and that was certainly identified in the early

stages of this planning.

We also did a business plan as a starting point for this

campaign where we identified the needs across the campus,

and from that list, we were able to identify the costs and the

money we would like to see raised. The Yukon government

has given us a lift for the university transition the last three

years, and we are in discussions now to talk about what that

ongoing investment could be in the university. Then there is

$40 million left through the private sector.

Since September, I have spent considerable time on a

plane and also visiting many people in Toronto and

Vancouver in the private sector. Working with the Yukon

government, we identified a number of key players in the

Canadian banking system, the mining industry as well as

people like Power Corp. who have connections back to the

Yukon. They have been incredibly generous in meeting with

me. I have met with the CEOs of most of the banks or the

chairs of the boards. I’ve met with the CEOs of Agnico Eagle

or VPs of Goldcorp, Teck Resources, Power Corp. and Lucara

Diamonds. All of them have expressed a sincere interest in

supporting the campaign, helping us reach out to others and

find people who would be interested in donation.

As mentioned in this speech, we have $4 million in

proposals out to banks right now, and we’re in negotiations

with a number of these players I mentioned — around

$5 million in further proposals. We already have a $5-million

investment from the Mastercard Foundation.

We have received in the last year almost $130,000 from

the McConnell Foundation. The Garfield Weston Foundation

has given us a half-million dollars to build a new program

called “building maintainer”, which will be a pre-

apprenticeship program. We have attracted dollars from a

couple of anonymous donors outside of Yukon. One is a small

donation that allowed us to build the mobile science lab, and

they have already committed to further donations to us. We

are just working on a proposal with them. The Rideau Hall

Foundation has continued to support us as well through the

EleV project. We also have been working on, of course,

enhancing our student awards through individual donations,

mostly from Yukoners who have been very generous in

supporting our students.

Mr. Kent: I do have a number of other questions that I

have been unfortunately not able to get to with respect to

milestones for the university and questions about the Yukon

Research Centre, but at this point, I want to thank the

witnesses for coming here today and answering the questions

that we had.

I will turn it over to the Third Party to continue the

discussion here this afternoon. Thank you to the minister for

inviting the witnesses from Yukon College to attend here

today.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the Member for Copperbelt South

for so ably canvassing a broad swath of what I was going to

try to cover myself. Now I am in the position where I am

going to have to pick and choose where I have crossed things

off and where I haven’t. I will try not to be too disjointed as I

ask my questions.

I want to pick up where the Member for Copperbelt South

asked some questions with respect to enrolment and tuition

figures. The witnesses had mentioned that there had been 127

foreign students and the breakdown with that.

I was just curious, when I looked at the report, as to the

witnesses’ interpretation of what we are seeing in terms of the

data that was included with respect to the trend from 2015-16.

So for the last three years, there is a decrease in, first of all,

direct entrance from Yukon high schools. So in 2015-16, the

number of applications was almost 300 — 295 — and in

2017, it was reported as 121. I looked at each of the areas,

First Nation applications and overall. I am sure that halving of

it or more must have caused some concern. Is there any

interpretation that one can apply, or is it incomplete data?

Ms. Barnes: Enrolment data is something that we’re

working very hard to do better at capturing and analyzing, so
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I’ll start by saying that. I think that over the years we have

gotten much better at it.

The entrance direct from high school in the Yukon is a

fluctuating number. It is interesting to me that we did have a

bit of a dip. The other interesting thing for me is that we had

that dip at the same time as most institutions across the

country were actually experiencing dips in enrolment due to

high employment.

Employment rates were higher, but also just the

demographic across this country has changed. Direct-from-

high-school entrance to post-secondary in Canada is changing

as a result of that. What has happened is that international

students are filling that gap across the country.

We haven’t actually analyzed the data from Yukon high

school entrants, but it is a very good question, and we

certainly will take that back. One of the things that we are

really working on is trying to get more of the students direct

from the communities into the college because sometimes that

transition can be very difficult and we want to make sure that

they are supported through that.

We now have community campus liaisons and we are

hoping, through the money that we receive from Mastercard,

that will get more kids who come from communities into the

universities and colleges. So we have been able to get things

like career guidance positions — additional ones — learning

supports, tutors and career counsellors. All of those things, we

hope, will increase that number.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witness for that. I just want to

touch briefly, if I could, on the Yukon College master plan. I

think a number of us can remember being up at the college

and sticking little stickies on boards and stuff as people were

talking about what the vision was for Yukon College and

Yukon university — people dared to dream five years ago

about that. I am curious as to — so this was 2015 and it is a

phased plan, obviously — is this plan sort of evergreened, and

has there been an update to this master plan? There was a lot

of discussion at the time around the concept of endowment

lands. Could the witnesses just provide a brief update on those

key parts?

Ms. Barnes: The master land use plan, as she said, is

2015. That plan is really now coming to life with the science

building because that was certainly identified in the master

plan. So it is exciting to see that dream is actually coming to

life.

As you may know, there were other priority builds

identified in that plan and we have put those into our national

fundraising campaign as well. The next one is something we

call the “gateway building”, which will be a building that will

be housed across from the new science building adjacent to

the Arts Centre. We hope that will be a bit of a mini-

conference centre, which is something that is greatly needed

in the Yukon. But it will also be a place that will really

celebrate the traditional lands that we sit on as well.

Then the third building, which we know is needed — we

have an outstandingly beautiful campus, but it is 35 years old,

so we want to update the student service centre and the whole

front entrance of the campus to make it more welcoming. That

also is in the national campaign.

We are just embarking on what we are calling an update

of the principles of the master land plan, which is identifying

things like the protection of the parkland which we identified

in the first plan. We want to reinforce that. How are we going

to connect learning on the built-form campus to the parkland

and vice versa? How do we use the land around us more in

bringing traditional knowledge and other lenses into our

learning?

We have just worked with the Government of Yukon to

identify a naming policy. What happens is that these corporate

donors or philanthropists can actually name a building, which

would be a first for the college. We are just working through

the intricacies of that and that will be in the master plan then

as well.

We are working with the government. We have signed an

MOU around the endowment, so that has established the 97

hectares. It is still an education reserve. The next step, of

course, is to perhaps move that title over to the college.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witnesses for that response.

My colleague canvassed a lot of the enhancement

developments around the Centre for Northern Innovation in

Mining, trade sector and the two new university degree

programs. The witnesses mentioned the 2012 academic plan.

When that academic plan was developed, Yukon College

didn’t have a direct relationship with SOVA. One of the issues

or questions that I would ask is that — we are talking in the

territory right now about developing a creative and cultural

industry strategy. It seems to me that here is the opportunity

for a fine arts program. When I am thinking about this, we are

talking about the visual and performing arts, design, the

museum curatorship, music, art, art appreciation, art history,

animation, photography, and the list goes on. These are all

things that Yukoners do. We take a lot of pride in them. They

contribute to our GDP. When I, over the years, have talked

with people who have been involved with the Dawson City

Arts Society and with SOVA — it is my understanding that

the vision was for a four-year degree program. They have a

one-year transfer. It is a very rich program that allows that

transfer to established art colleges across this country. What I

am interested in from the witnesses, first of all, is what the

governance relationship is with respect to the relationship

between Yukon College — because it used to be, as I

understood, Yukon government and SOVA, and now it’s

Yukon College. Where does SOVA fit in with the Yukon

College? Because we have Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in involved in

this; we have the Dawson City Arts Society involved and now

the college, and we have a SOVA governing council. Have

there been discussions about updating, first of all, the 2012

academic plan to envision a fine arts program based out of

SOVA? I will start there.

Ms. Barnes: Just to correct the information: Actually,

the original SOVA agreement, which I think dates back to

2007, was DCAS Dawson City Arts Society, Tr’ondëk

Hwëch’in and the college. That agreement was established

right from the beginning. In the language of the agreement, it
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said that the certificates granted at SOVA would be under the

auspices of Yukon College. We actually grant the credential.

Those students receive a Yukon College credential, but in

every other way, that is a partnership program. We have a

governing council where the three partners each have two

members, and that has been since inception. Certainly, the

players have changed, but we continue to meet regularly. We

hire and manage all of the staff, but again, always in

collaboration.

As you mentioned, the dream of the SOVA school which

started just the year before I arrived — so in the first three

years I was here, I was actually very actively involved in the

governing council. One of the challenges has been attracting

students to Dawson for that program.

The initial vision was that it would house 20 students, and

the building was built to house 20 students in a full

contemporary art first-year foundation program. We have

never yet filled the program, but we have come very close.

This year, we have 11 full-time students and one part-time

student. In the fall and in the winter, we have seven full-time

and two part-time. Last year, we had 10 full-time, seven and

eight full-time and six. It’s still lagging behind full enrolment.

We are doing a couple of things that we think will really

enhance that. First, we’re starting this September a new one-

year certificate in traditional arts. That program will be

primarily focused on traditional First Nation cultural arts and

it will be piloted first in Whitehorse, but we anticipate that it

could be a program that moves around to different

communities — certainly Dawson could be one. To get the

enrolment up, we needed to start it here. That program will

start, and it’s designed to be a feeder program into SOVA, so

that’s something that we have been working on.

The second thing is that we understand that there is a

mandate from this government to do something in traditional

indigenous fine arts, so we’re having conversations right now.

I have been having conversations with the Department of

Education to try to define what that could look like. Should it

be an addition to SOVA, as in a second year that would

eventually build up to a degree, or should it be a

complementary certificate that could have courses that are

shared? We’re just having that conversation now, and we’ll be

going out and sort of canvassing the need across the territory.

Ms. Hanson: In the long term, does the college

envision revisiting the 2012 academic plan with a view to

incorporating a fine arts degree?

Ms. Barnes: Yes, sorry; I missed that question. The arts

has always been one of the things that we have really wanted

to incorporate. The original college was actually built with a

theatre. I don’t know if you were aware of that, but it’s in the

basement of the college, which is a weird place to put a

theatre. But we have the beautiful Arts Centre, so we have

access to a beautiful theatre.

One of the challenges is, as we have with SOVA, finding

people to come into those programs. Arts programs can be

difficult to bring students to if you don’t have a full robust

suite of courses. At the moment, we haven’t really gone any

further than just talking about what we’ll do to enhance

SOVA. With the university, I think there will be a higher

expectation that we have a breadth of fine arts or at least a

breadth of different kinds of programming in the liberal arts,

and the arts need to be included for students, as do languages.

I anticipate that our next academic plan, which will be in

development in time for the 2020-21 strategic plan, will

incorporate that thinking.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witness for that. I would really

encourage — maybe by 2021, I can get involved in

championing that one.

I will apologize if Mr. Milner may have covered this in

his opening statements. I unfortunately didn’t hear all of that.

Is the focus of the college on the tourism and hospitality-

related programming? If you have already covered it, it will

be in the transcript, but if you haven’t — again, this is an area

where there is a lot of focus. Government has talked about this

very large investment in a tourism strategy. One would think

that, commensurate to that — in the same way that we focus

on our mining sectors and the Centre for Northern Innovation

in Mining — we would also be looking at — what does it

mean if we are successful in developing this strategy and we

are successful in attracting all of these tourists — then what?

There is such a broad spectrum of training there.

In past years, Yukon College has been involved in

various studies and research in terms of options for tourism

training. There were discussions about using off-campus sites

such as in Haines Junction at the old research station there that

became Parks Canada — the lands available there.

I am interested in where we are with all of that and where

we are going with the tourism- and hospitality-related

programming.

Ms. Barnes: Certainly tourism programming has been

top of mind for us since I have been at the college. We have

tried a couple of different things. One is the food and beverage

worker program — so we had an add-on to our culinary

program, which has always been extremely popular. It was a

one-year certificate program for students. They essentially ran

the Hilltop Bistro, our dining room on campus. Unfortunately,

two things happened. One is that the students would start the

program and, after about three months, they would be offered

jobs by the restaurants in town, and so they would go off

because they were trained and were good servers. So they

wouldn’t complete the program, but they would be trained by

us. The second is that, unfortunately, the tourism industry —

and the hospitality industry, in particular — does not provide

a “value add”. So if you go and get training in tourism or

hospitality, you don’t generally get paid more than you would

if you didn’t have the training.

That is something that we are working on with the

industry right now. We have actually entered into a

conversation with NVD to have them house a training

program that we would help them operate. It would be under

their auspices, but they would certainly entertain students who

would go out into all of the industry here in the Yukon. They

have a real need for workers in that area, and so they have

come and asked us if we can work with them to develop

training. That is a good news story.
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The other thing in tourism is that there are so many other

opportunities in small business, for example. With the new

business degree and the innovation hub, we anticipate that we

may see some people coming forward either to get business

training for their small business in tourism or to incubate new

ideas in tourism. We are really hoping that will happen.

The other thing is that, on the community campuses, we

are starting to hear quite a bit of interest from community

members in starting small tourism businesses. I was just in

Haines Junction at a community dinner a few weeks ago, and

they are clearly far down the road — the municipality, the

First Nations and the campuses all working together to

identify what they could do in the beautiful Kluane park that

would build some business and employment opportunities. So

we are talking about what that training could look like there.

Ms. Hanson: This is a really interesting area to me. I

think that beyond the service sector — they are a form of

small business, but there are particular kinds of training —

thinking about our beautiful Kluane and other parts of the

territory. In British Columbia, I think there are only one or

two places for wilderness tourism training — specialized

training. It is very niche, but it also attracts a very high-end

market.

Again, I am wondering about that kind of broadening —

it is not necessarily a degree, but it is highly skilled and highly

sought-after skilled people in terms of positions, and so I am

wondering, in the conversations in the communities or within

the college — moving beyond the service sector, which I

think is important — it is a vital underpinning to a successful

tourism strategy — but the other aspects of it as well.

Ms. Barnes: The conversation about wilderness

training is something that has come up, as I mentioned earlier

— the whole eco-tourism — all of those areas. It comes up

regularly for us. One of the things that we have really had an

explosion in is that short course kind of training in

communities — certainly things like wilderness first aid and

small-engine repair. We have a campus employee up in Old

Crow whose family has just started a tourism guiding

business.

Fortunately, we have recently done things like wilderness

first aid, skidoo repair, all of the small machinery, marketing

and event planning. So we have those little pieces that we

offer in certificates to communities — some of them through

online, but many of them by demand. If a community asks, we

send the training out.

As you know, we have upward of 5,000 registrations in

those programs every year, so there is high interest for those

short courses. As you say, credentials aren’t always the

answer, and in industries like tourism, it may not be the

answer. It may be that you have to cobble together a number

of short courses in order to put together some kind of

employment in a small community.

Ms. Hanson: One of the things that, over the years,

there have been discussions about — because we have these

amazing summers — whether or not Yukon College has ever

looked — what current discussions there are about offering

programs — now we have this wonderful movement around

the indigenous governance program and the degree. As the

witness pointed out, much of the academic work and research

that has been done historically across this country has

occurred elsewhere. Every once in a while, you hear a

conversation about “Wouldn’t it be nice if there were

colloquia or whatever that were offered in the seasons when

those folks aren’t teaching, but actually came here and sat in

the Yukon and talked with Yukoners about the research that

they do about the north?”

I am just sort of wondering — has the college looked at

— so when the students who are here in fall to spring are gone

and that beautiful campus sits — I am not going to say it’s

empty because I do know that things happen up there, but it is

pretty quiet — to maximize that and to also broaden that reach

that we have with respect to forcing that southern-based

northern academia into the north?

Ms. Barnes: Obviously there is a very exciting

opportunity with the university to attract that kind of colloquia

up here — meetings and such. Over the past few years, we

have actually been strongly encouraging our faculty and

campus staff to invite their networks to hold meetings in the

Yukon. Over the years, we have had the Canadian Geological

Survey meeting that our staff helped to organize. This week or

next week in fact we have the Canadian mental health post-

secondary — whatever group that’s here with all the post-

secondary institutions across Canada — hosting at Kwanlin

Dün. Our registrar actually sits on the organizing committee

for that.

Every year, we host at least one of what’s called an

articulation committee of the university post-secondary in

British Columbia on campus. Those are discipline-specific, so

we might have biology or we might have English. This

summer, we are hosting 50 university presidents and vice

presidents from across Canada to talk to us and to come to see

what we’re doing with our community engagement and

indigenous governance and other programs with First Nations

in Yukon. That’s going to be very exciting.

In December, we’re hosting the board meeting of the

University of the Arctic, so we’ll have 10 presidents from the

eight Arctic states coming here from universities across the

global north. We’re very excited that we’re about to become

another country with a university north of 60. So they’ll be

here one month after the legislation is tabled — so very

exciting to be able to offer that opportunity to them.

We are looking absolutely for opportunities to do that.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witness for that. That’s really

exciting news to hear. One of my colleagues wanted me to

make sure that I did ask a question, because in the campus

plan, there’s a whole section on green building parameters. I

just wanted to confirm with the witness that the new science

building will be built according to those green building

parameters, particularly when it comes to energy efficiency.

The questions we’re including are: Was the building going to

be using a biomass system that would be integrated into the

college residence, or the Arts Centre perhaps? Will there be a

solar installation? Will it be net zero? Will there be in-floor
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radiant heat? Pretty specific, but I have colleagues who are

really interested in that level of detail.

Ms. Barnes: As you can imagine, since two weeks ago,

when it was announced, we have all sorts of dreams

happening around that building right now. We probably

haven’t heard about the in-floor heating, but that’s probably

something I’ll hear about soon. Bike lockers were a big part of

the conversation this week.

We have a very strong commitment to energy efficiency.

We have an NSERC chair in renewable energies currently on

campus, and he hosts upward of 25 students from across

Canada every year on energy solution research. We are very

much committed to incorporating as much of that learning

into the building. We want the building to also be a place of

learning on energy efficiency — and how we can incorporate

research projects around that into the building.

We haven’t yet identified — and we won’t probably until

we get an architect — on what level of LEED we might be

pursuing, but that’s in the conversation. We currently have

solar on campus. We use solar that was set up at the research

lab, and it actually takes us off-grid for much of our campus

housing for part of the year, which is wonderful. We have a

very strong sustainability committee that keeps us — today

we were all reminded again not to use plastic bottles. We

banned plastic bottles on campus five years ago, so we do

have a very strong commitment as a college and a future

university to that.

Ms. Hanson: I probably could go on, but I recognize

the time. I would like to thank the witnesses for appearing

here today and for answering all the questions that both my

colleague from Copperbelt South and I have raised with you.

Thank you.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Just before I thank our witnesses, I

would like to speak to the record for a moment.

Mr. Milner mentioned his father, but not by name, and

around here, it is important for us to make sure that we have

names in the record. I would like to note that his father was

Peter Milner and was, of course, a driving force in the 2007

Canada Winter Games here in the territory. He has left a

legacy through that work, not only at the Yukon College, but

in our entire community. I thank you for that. We thank your

family for that. We know how important he was here in this

community.

With that, I would like to thank the Yukon College

officials for having been here. I know how uncomfortable

those seats can be, probably, for two hours — very patient. I

would also, on behalf of Committee of the Whole, like to

thank Mr. Chris Milner, chair of the board of governors of

Yukon College, and Dr. Karen Barnes, president and vice

chancellor of Yukon College, for appearing here as witnesses

and for their very thorough answers to the questions and

excellent information in the opening remarks. Thank you both

for taking the time and being with us here today.

Witnesses excused

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Deputy Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that

the Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Deputy Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Adel: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report progress.

Also, pursuant to Committee of the Whole Motion No. 9,

witnesses appeared before the Committee of the Whole to

discuss matters related to Yukon College.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the House do now

adjourn.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the House do now adjourn.

Motion agreed to

Speaker: This House now stands adjourned until

1:00 p.m. Monday. I wish all members a good weekend.

The House adjourned at 5:28 p.m.

The following legislative returns were tabled April 4,
2019:

34-2-201
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. White related to general debate on Vote 15, Department
of Health and Social Services, in Bill No. 210, First
Appropriation Act 2019-20 (Streicker)

34-2-202
Response to oral question from Mr. Istchenko re: Liquor

transport (Streicker)

34-2-203
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with Mr.

Cathers during second reading of Bill No. 208, Third
Appropriation Act 2018-19 (Streicker)
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34-2-204
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. White related to general debate on Vote 11, Women's
Directorate, in Bill No. 208, Third Appropriation Act 2018-19
— Women and Gender Equality (WAGE) Canada capacity
development funding (Dendys)

The following documents were filed April 4, 2019:

34-2-65
Yukon Lottery Commission Annual Report 2017/2018

(Streicker)

34-2-66
Rapport sur les services en français 2017-2018
Report on French-language Services 2017-2018

(Streicker)

34-2-67
Government's failure to properly consult about Mandanna

Lake regulation change, letter re (dated April 1, 2019) from
Geraldine Van Bibber, Member for Porter Creek North, to
Hon. Sandy Silver, Premier (Van Bibber)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Monday, April 8, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to welcome a number

of very special guests here today.

I would like to start by asking my colleagues to help me

welcome the family of George Dawson, one of the men who

worked on the SS Klondike.We are going to be doing a tribute
to the SS Klondike. I would like to start with his family: his
son Harold Dawson, Sr.; George’s granddaughters

Jessie Dawson — who is also an elected council member for

Kwanlin Dün First Nation — Hilda Dawson, Loretta Dawson.

I think Mary hasn’t come in yet — great granddaughters

Charlene Dawson and Rachel Sutherland. Thank you so much

for coming here today. It is such an important part of our

history.

I would like to also welcome Diane Wilson from Parks

Canada, Stella Patera from Parks Canada, Linda Johnson,

Anne Leckie, James and Judy Miller, and elder

Frances Woolsey from the Ta’an Kwäch’än Council and a

very special honoured guest, Ione Christensen — thank you so

much for being here today. It’s such a great honour to stand

and introduce you to the Legislative Assembly today,

although I know you need no introduction.

Thank you very much, all of you, for coming today.

Applause

Mr. Adel: I would like my colleagues to welcome to

the House Barry Waite from the Yukon Rotary Music Festival

— and also music teacher extraordinaire, supporter of the

festival, a proud mother of participants and a participant

herself, my wife, Barbara Adel.

Applause

Mr. Gallina: I would like to take this opportunity to

recognize a number of individuals who have joined us in the

gallery here today. This past weekend, the hockey team I play

for, the Dirty Northern Muckers, took the Canyon City

Hockey League championship. We were underdogs coming

into the tournament and had to fight through the backdoor to

reach the cup final, which saw us play on Sunday at 10:00

a.m. and again at 12:00 p.m.

I wanted to specifically recognize our goalie, young

Mason Driscoll. At 15 years old, Mason joined our team

halfway through the season, and this past weekend, we

nominated him most as the valuable player for his tournament

performance, including a shutout in the final game, which we

won 3-0.

With that, I would like members to join me in recognizing

my teammates here from the Dirty Northern Muckers:

number 2, Tyler DeJong; number 77, Bryan Laloge; our

captain, number 8, Andrew Connors; our goalie, number 1,

Mason Driscoll — and his father, Dona Driscoll. Welcome.

Applause

Mr. Cathers: I just noticed in the gallery and would

ask members to join me in welcoming from Carmacks EMS,

Lorraine Graham, as well as Mike Wasylyk.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of 2019 Rotary Music and Dance
Festival

Mr. Adel: I rise today for this tribute on behalf of the

Yukon Liberal government, the Yukon Party, the Official

Opposition and the Third Party. I rise to pay tribute to the

2019 Rotary Music and Dance Festival. Dance is now

included on a permanent basis, as reflected in the festival’s

recent name change.

The Rotary Music and Dance Festival is a high-profile

event that promotes discipline, training and practice,

combined with a passion for the arts. Every April, Yukon

music and dance students showcase the results of their hard

work, performing as individuals and groups for Outside expert

adjudicators.

The 2019 festival runs from April 3 to 13, with free

performances open to the public at the Yukon Arts Centre,

Riverdale Baptist Church and, this year, the Heart of

Riverdale in Whitehorse.

The festival has long been one of the harbingers of spring

at our house. For many years, we would scurry back and forth

between the Yukon Arts Centre, the church and our house —

moving more students around, getting kids moving ahead and

away we go again. It was a culmination of lessons and a

chance to see how the students have built on last year’s

success. My wife has been actively involved in music and

with the festival for many years and would sit in support of

her piano students and watch our son in two categories —

piano and voice.

This year, eight recognized adjudicators are here from

across Canada. They offer each of the over 1,300 performers

constructive feedback on technique, style and ability and

progress. The adjudicators also provide coaching,

encouragement and inspiration. The adjudication process

deepens the learning for each performer, as well as for

observing students who are encouraged to watch, listen and

learn from others. The festival format gives our musicians and

dancers a moment in the spotlight and important performance
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experience. Performers are also recognized in newspaper and

radio features — some for the first time, and it’s a real boost.

We celebrate all of the participants, many of whom excel

in multiple categories and different styles. Festival vocalists

and instrumentalists perform as individuals as well as in

choirs, groups and bands. Dance categories include classical,

contemporary, stage and street dance. The festival even offers

young composers, songwriters and choreographers a forum to

showcase their own creations.

Starting in the late 1960s, the Rotary Music and Dance

Festival is one of the longest-running festivals of its kind in

Canada. The opportunity to participate year after year fosters a

love of performance and the arts that becomes generational.

For some, this opportunity to develop their passion and talent

carries them into university programs and even professional

careers. For many others, participating in the festival leads to

a lifetime of participation in community music and dance.

The Government of Yukon is proud to support the Rotary

Music and Dance Festival and all those who make it possible.

I would like to recognize Henry Klassen, retired music

educator and one of the co-founders of the festival, who sends

his regrets today because he couldn’t be with us because he is

busy of course with the festival. Thank you to Henry and his

wife, Joyce Klassen, for their decades of dedication to the arts

and art community. People like that make this thing happen.

We would also like to thank Barry Waitt, president of the

Rotary Club of Whitehorse, and Bonnie Venton Ross, the

festival chair. On behalf of my colleagues in this House, a

huge thank you goes to the Rotary Club of Whitehorse, the

Rotary Music and Dance Festival organizing committee,

volunteers, sponsors and the many local businesses for their

support, as well as to the adjudicators, teachers, parents and

performers. It is this broad community effort that makes the

Rotary Music and Dance Festival such a rich and successful

event. Congratulations on another successful year.

Applause

In recognition of 90th anniversary of the launch of
the SS Klondike

Hon. Ms. Dendys: It is my pleasure to rise today on

behalf of the Yukon Liberal government and the Third Party

NDP caucus to pay tribute to the 90th anniversary of the

launch of the SS Klondike. It was 90 years ago that the British
Yukon Navigation Company, the river transportation division

of the White Pass & Yukon Route railway, launched the first

of two SS Klondike sternwheelers. They joined the over 300
steamboats that would ply the waters of the Yukon River from

the 1860s to the 1950s.

With the establishment of a land link from the coast, first

via the Chilkoot Pass and then the White Pass & Yukon Route

railway, the upper Yukon River became the main access route

into the interior of the territory. These boats were integral in

the movement of people and goods throughout the gold rush

era in Yukon and Alaska.

Entering the steamboat business in 1900, the British

Yukon Navigation Company became the near-exclusive

operator of the busy Whitehorse-to-Dawson route in the span

of one year.

With the continued need for transport from Whitehorse to

Dawson and in response to the silver ore boom in the Mayo

district in 1929, BYNC set about building a ship of a bigger

size and load capacity than had ever been seen before on the

Yukon River. The ship would be called the SS Klondike,
taking its name from the Han word “Tr’ondëk”, meaning

“hammer water”, in reference to the method of driving stakes

into the river bottom to which the Han people would affix

their fish traps.

Constructed in the Whitehorse shipyards of materials

brought in entirely from outside of the territory, the SS
Klondike could take over 300 tonnes of freight — 50 percent

more than any other boat on the river. What’s more, it could

do so without the need to push a barge, thereby reducing fuel

consumption and transit time. Amazingly, the SS Klondike
could do all of this while still maintaining the shallow draft

and size requirements necessary to travel down the Yukon

River.

Being 210 feet from stem to stern and 41 feet wide, the SS
Klondike was powered by twin jet condenser engines,

cranking out 525 horsepower. It required a crew of 23 and

could carry a total of 75 first- and second-class passengers.

Fully loaded with cargo, it still sat one metre below the

surface.

Under favourable conditions, the downstream run to

Dawson took the SS Klondike 36 hours, with two stops to
replenish the wood supply needed to keep the boilers fired.

The SS Klondike could burn as much as two cords per hour.
The return trip upstream back to Whitehorse would take up to

six days, with as many refuelling stops.

With the fluctuating currents, tight bends and shifting

sandbars, navigating the sternwheeler down the quick and

twisting river required great skill, instinct and teamwork. Lack

of experience or a moment of inattention could result in peril,

which is just what occurred in 1936 in the Thirty Mile area of

the Yukon River when the SS Klondike struck a rock bluff.
Miraculously, no lives were lost, but the ship, which had come

to rest on that sand bar, was beyond repair. Launched in May

of the year following the accident, the SS Klondike II was
virtually identical to the original SS Klondike.

This ship resumed the BYNC’s regular service and also

contributed greatly to the war effort, helping move personnel

and supplies during construction of the Alaska Highway. By

the early 1950s, sternwheelers as a means of cargo and

passenger carriage had fallen drastically out of favour, and

most boats were being decommissioned. White Pass partnered

with Canadian Pacific Air Lines in an attempt to keep the SS
Klondike II going as a pleasure cruise vessel, but the operation
proved to be too expensive.

In 1955, the future of the ship was very uncertain. Then in

1960, with transportation in Yukon having been newly

declared as a theme of national historic significance, the

Department of Northern Affairs and National Resources

acquired the SS Klondike II. In commemoration of its role in
building the Yukon, we now know that the ship was dedicated



April 8, 2019 HANSARD 4289

as a National Historic Site in 1967. It has remained an iconic

draw for locals, visitors and historians ever since.

On this, the 90th year since Klondike I first hit the waters
of the Yukon, I wish to salute the many pioneers who built,

piloted, stoked, repaired and passengered her and the Klondike
II.

I also wish to commend the dedication and innovative

work that Parks Canada has done and continues to do in

preserving and interpreting the legacy of the SS Klondike.
Seeing it as often as we do — whether it is driving our kids to

school, walking the Millennium Trail or in the winter adorned

with Christmas lights — I know that as Yukoners, we

sometimes take this incredible piece of Yukon history for

granted.

For this anniversary, I encourage Yukoners to visit this

important site and look at it with fresh eyes, for the story told

by the SS Klondike is not just the tale of the last and mightiest
of the sternwheeled, steam-powered, fast-watered or shallow

drafters, it is the story of the timeless heritage and beauty of

one of the world’s greatest rivers and the world that grew

alongside it.

I would like to take just a quick moment to recognize the

good work of Anne Leckie, who has been the chair of our

Yukon Heritage Resources Board for a number of terms. I just

thank you very much for your work and I thank everyone for

coming for this important tribute today.

Applause

Ms. Van Bibber: I am pleased to rise on behalf of the

Yukon Party Official Opposition to pay tribute to not one, but

two SS Klondike sternwheelers. Ninety years ago, in 1929, SS
Klondike I was launched to carry cargo, fuel and passengers
from Whitehorse downriver to Dawson City, Yukon and

return. Sadly, the Klondike I met its demise in 1936 at Thirty
Mile on the Yukon River and it had to be decommissioned, as

it was severely damaged. Salvaging the boiler and as much as

they could, it was all used to build a new boat. In 1937, enter

SS Klondike II— the largest sternwheeler in the fleet.

From the gold rush era until the early 1950s, the rivers

were the highways. Just as we use semi-trucks today to haul

cargo and supplies, the steamboats filled that role — and what

an industry.

Building, servicing and maintaining a large fleet of

steamboats was done first by the British Yukon Navigation

Company and later by White Pass & Yukon Route. Over 300

boats were used on various rivers. The first boats began their

journey from St. Michael on the Bering Sea to Dawson City,

but it was quickly realized that it was a shorter distance using

White Pass’s rail system than boating to Dawson with

supplies and returning upstream with ore from the mines.

To keep those boats going, those big boilers needed wood

— a lot of wood. Wood camps were set up all along the banks

of the river so that they could stop and load with fresh fuel.

Many First Nation people worked for and cut wood for the

steamboats. In fact, my mother-in-law, Ada Van Bibber, grew

up at such a camp at Hell’s Gate, just south of Fort Selkirk.

Her father, Ralph Blanchard, and her brothers helped supply

wood for the steamboats for years.

When the highway was built to Dawson City, the need for

the steamboats stopped. The SS Klondike tried to operate as a
cruise ship, as was mentioned, from 1953 to 1955, but cost

was prohibitive and there was a lack of interest. The ship was

docked at the Whitehorse shipyard, and in 1966, it was

donated to Parks Canada.

The move from the shipyard to its current location took

three bulldozers, eight tonnes of Palmolive soap, a crew of 12

men and three weeks. By June 24, 1967, Canada’s centennial

year, the SS Klondike was crowned a museum ship. I found a
few comments from TripAdvisor — a guest from Yellowknife

says — and I quote: “A really cool boat with a really

fascinating history.” Another, from the Netherlands: “The SS
Klondike is so much related to Whitehorse, the Yukon and
Klondike goldrush period, that this is a must see when in

Whitehorse.”

We have a young history in Canada compared to Europe

and other areas of the world, and it is important to preserve

our artifacts to the best standards. Parks Canada has done an

outstanding job in the Yukon.

Most of us know the lyrics to Al Oster’s song

Paddlewheeler— and I won’t sing:

Paddlewheeler, paddlewheeler;

They say you are the queen of this land.

For 50 years and some she made the Dawson run, then

came the day they pulled her on to shore.

They set her high and dry while the river flows on by, and

there she’s gonna rest forever more.

So she sits majestically by the Yukon River, and we get

the pleasure of her presence. Thank you.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for

tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Hon. Mr. Pillai: I have for tabling a response to

questions asked by the Leader of the Third Party on March 14,

2019, regarding mine closure security.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I have for tabling a “what we heard”

document about aging in place, a report summarizing the

feedback we see from Yukoners during our public

engagement on aging.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
Mr. Adel: I have for tabling the 13th report of the

Standing Committee on Appointments to Major Government

Boards and Committees, dated April 8, 2019.
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Speaker: Are there any further reports of committees?

Are there any petitions?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Adel: I rise today to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

develop rules for off-road vehicles to protect our environment

and keep people safe.

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the

following motion:

THAT this House urges the Premier to respect the

importance of ensuring that the process for considering

potential changes to the electoral system is fair and is not

biased toward the governing party by taking the following

actions:

(1) ensuring that the appointment of any commission on

electoral reform is done through an all-party process that gives

equal say to every party, instead of allowing the Premier to

personally hand-pick the members;

(2) developing the terms of reference for any commission

on electoral reform in collaboration with the Official

Opposition and the Third Party; and

(3) committing that if changes to the Yukon’s electoral

system are recommended by any such commission, no

changes will be made until and unless Yukoners vote in

favour of the proposed changes in a referendum.

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

invest in the development of an electric vehicle fast-charging

network in Yukon to create the infrastructure necessary to

make electric vehicles a more reasonable option for Yukoners,

and that this government actively engages with the

governments of British Columbia and Alaska to explore the

option of installing electric vehicle charging stations at key

points along the Alaska Highway to create an electrified

transportation corridor.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Procurement policy

Mr. Hassard: The Minister of Economic

Development’s record of “all talk, no action” is growing. Let

me quote from the government’s minutes that they took at a

procurement meeting on October 5, 2018. They read as

follows: “At a recent meeting with industry and First Nation

development corporations, the Minister of Economic

Development said the FN Procurement Policy would not be

separate from the new general Procurement Policy.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, the new general procurement policy is

out, and guess what — no First Nation procurement policy.

The Minister of Economic Development once again talks a

good game, but he just couldn’t get ’er done.

Since the Minister of Economic Development can’t

deliver on his promise to have the First Nation procurement

policy completed, can the Minister of Highways and Public

Works tell us when it will be done?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am very happy to talk about this

subject this afternoon. I thank the Leader of the Official

Opposition for bringing it up.

Mr. Speaker, we are partnering with Yukon First Nations

to develop a First Nation procurement policy within the

broader government procurement policy. This policy

development partnership is first for Highways and Public

Works and indeed this government. We are working with the

First Nations to build this policy together. I have personally

reached out to all the First Nation leaders in the territory about

this initiative. We are having great conversations with First

Nation leaders and First Nation representatives on the

development of this policy. It is a very important piece of our

procurement improvements for this government.

That said, we are working with our First Nation partners

to the timeline that suits all of us. We are not going to impose

a deadline just because people think that it’s necessary.

We are going to work closely to get the work done

properly, and when that work is done, we are going to bring it

forward. We are still hopeful that we will be able to get this

policy in place by later this year, but we are going to, as I said,

see how it goes with our First Nation partners and develop a

policy that works for them and for us as well.

Mr. Hassard: So it sounds like now there is no

deadline. Speaking of broken promises, the Minister of

Highways and Public Works and this liberal government had

promised to have all of the procurement policy

recommendations completed by the end of 2018, and now we

have seen that this promise has been broken. Of course, as I

just mentioned, the Minister of Economic Development

promised that the First Nation procurement policy would be

completed at the same time, but, once again — all talk and no

action. In the policy that the government did release, it says

that the First Nation section of the policy is a placeholder and

that whenever they figure out the First Nation policy, they will

just insert it.

But it’s not as simple as just saying, “Okay, we have

inserted this section.” If the First Nation procurement policy is

going to be meaningful, then it will have impacts on the entire

document. So can the minister tell us if they will have to

rewrite other sections of the policy? If he says no, will he

provide us with the advice from the department backing up his

claim?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am going to begin my answer this

afternoon on this follow-up question to deal with the preamble

to the member opposite’s remarks. I think we have been very

clear that we have actually delivered on the commitment and

promise that we made to deal with all of the recommendations

of the Procurement Advisory Panel that the members opposite
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commissioned and said that they would have in place within

five years. Well, it is two years into our mandate and we have

delivered on all of those recommendations, Mr. Speaker, and

the fact is that I have always said that procurement is a

journey, not a destination.

So, in delivering on all of those recommendations, is

procurement fixed? No. Is it improved? Absolutely — vastly

improved — but we have more work to do, and we are going

to do that work. Part of that work is working with our First

Nation partners to have a First Nation procurement policy

within the general procurement policy, which we passed on

April 1 of this year, fulfilling the promise.

Mr. Speaker, since June 1, 2017, we have tendered 189

value-driven tenders that included mandatory First Nation

participation as well as northern knowledge and experience

clauses. Significant examples include the Nares River bridge

replacement project in Carcross and phase 4 of the Whistle

Bend subdivision.

Mr. Hassard: I didn’t hear much of answer, so we will

try this again.

We have the Minister of Economic Development who

promised that the First Nation procurement policy would

already be done, but he couldn’t deliver on that. We have the

Minister of Highways and Public Works who has broken the

promise to have contracts out by March three years in a row

now. I guess we shouldn’t be too surprised that when the two

of them team up, they can’t seem to deliver. Every time they

mess up, they blame the opposition or else they blame hard-

working officials in the department. You only need to look at

the time when the Liberals sole-sourced a contract for the

francophone school to a Northwest Territories company, only

to have the Minister of Highways and Public Works blame

officials.

Another procurement promise was to implement all of the

advisory panel recommendations by 2018. One of those

recommendations was to improve the bid challenges, so can

the minister explain how his new policy improves the bid

challenges?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: That’s a very surprising preamble

and sort of synopsis by the member opposite. I will say that

right now, as promised, once again, we have tendered the

seasonally dependent contracts — more seasonally dependent

contracts than any previous government in recent memory. I

think we are up to $66 million this year by the end of March.

Another $20 million — roughly $19 million is coming. That is

a tremendous achievement on behalf of the Department of

Highways and Public Works and they are doing an admirable

job, allowing our contractors to plan their very short

construction season, which was the goal. I am very happy with

the work that we announced just last week on that file.

I am surprised the members opposite haven’t brought it

forward except in sort of sideways comments, but the fact is

that they don’t want to because it is another success on behalf

of this government. I am very happy of the work we have

done on that file. I am very happy to have all of these

contracts out early in the year to help facilitate the planning of

our construction industry contractors.

The member opposite has mentioned a number of other

things. He’s talking about procurement, and I am happy to talk

about procurement and the way we have done the 10

$1-million exceptions. I have talked about that an awful lot,

but I am sure there will be more follow-up in the future. I’ll

leave it there.

Question re: Ross River School
Mr. Kent: On November 21, 2017, the Yukon Party

Official Opposition asked the government to put the Ross

River School in the five-year capital concept.

After ignoring our calls to make the Ross River School a

priority, they finally listened and 471 days after the Official

Opposition originally called for this, the Liberals put Ross

River School in the capital concept. We thank the government

for listening for once, but I wish they hadn’t been so stubborn

because now the community has lost over a year of work on

this file.

When we first asked the minister to take action on the

school, he said they couldn’t until — and in his words — he

could — and I quote: “… make sure that the school is not

moving any more before we start levelling.”

This year’s budget has $1.4 million budgeted for the Ross

River School. Can the minister confirm that he has made sure

that the school is not moving anymore?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: What I can assure the member

opposite is that the school is safe — that it is safe for students

and teachers — which is one of the principle concerns I have

always had on this file. I will say to the members opposite that

we have had engineering studies done again this year to make

sure that is the case. I can assure the residents of Ross River,

the students and the teachers using the facility that it is safe to

inhabit, to deliver school work in the classrooms. So that is

where that lies.

To the members opposite: It is in our five-year capital

plan — helping the construction industry and Yukoners know

what our plans are going forward. That’s a very important

document and we will continue to publish it and refine it as

new information and new money and new processes manifest

themselves.

The Ross River School is settling due to the freezing and

thawing of permafrost under the school. This school has a

long history of work needing to be done, and over the years, a

number of structural repairs and interventions have taken

place. The latest building condition report completed in

February this year confirms the school is safe for occupancy.

Mr. Kent: We saw in a recent Whitehorse Star article
that, although the government budget is $1.4 million for the

Ross River School, the actual bids came in at $200,000 more,

meaning that even before work has started, the project is

overbudget.

When I first read that story, I have to admit, I was a little

surprised because this minister often gets up in the House and

brags about how much better he is at budgeting and how much

more thoughtful he is to prevent projects from going

overbudget. I guess he must have been sick the day they were
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budgeting for this one. Not to worry, Mr. Speaker, I’m sure in

his answer he will find a way to blame somebody else.

Can the minister tell us if the extra $200,000 to pay for

this will come from another project or funding envelope or

will the government simply go a further $200,000 into debt to

pay for it?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I appreciate that the member

opposite can read the tender forecast system, but the fact is

that tender has not yet been awarded. When it is, we will make

the announcement. We’re currently reviewing the costs. It has

come in overbudget, and because of that, we are reviewing the

tender to see if there are ways that we can actually deliver the

contract within the budget that we had allocated for the

project.

Mr. Kent: As we pointed out, the request to put the

Ross River School in the capital concept came from the

Yukon Party. After over a year of hounding the government,

they finally listened to us. Last week, we were struck by

comments made by the MLA for Porter Creek Centre during

debate when he said, speaking about items in the budget —

I’ll quote: “It would be faulty for anyone to assume that just

because it has been budgeted for, it is going to go forward.”

That has left us wondering about the government’s

commitment to the Ross River School. As you know, they

have abandoned previous promises for Ross River, like the

emergency housing they promised during the election. So

might they abandon this project? We are left to wonder. The

capital concept lists that the Ross River School work will

happen every year over the next five years.

Can the minister tell us what work will be happening over

the next five years and how much is budgeted for those future

years? Will they commit that they won’t abandon their five-

year commitment to Ross River School?

Hon. Mr. Silver: What I can say and commit to is that

we will work with the community of Ross River on education;

we will work with the community of Ross River on

infrastructure — which is more than I can say for the

opposition.

I think I just heard the opposition taking credit for us

putting money in the budget for Ross River School, yet I sat in

opposition for five years where the community was asking for

the last government to please put some money into that

school, and again, we didn’t hear the commitment. They could

have taken credit when they were in government. They’re

trying to take credit right now for a department that is doing

some substantial work on procurement and substantial work

on the five-year capital plan.

We get criticism from the Yukon Party quite often about

the five-year capital plan, yet this was a government that

couldn’t even do a one-year concept. They, on many years,

would always put out on the budget much more — millions of

dollars of capital projects — than they could even accomplish

in a year. What we’re doing is we’re aligning our departments

together. Highways and Public Works has been working with

Finance more so than they ever had before to make sure that

we can prioritize the projects that the communities have

already prioritized and work with those communities to make

sure that we accomplish these goals, working with

municipalities and First Nation governments again.

I’m very proud of the work that the Department of

Highways and Public Works has done on this particular

project because finally there’s action in Ross River when it

comes to that school.

Question re: Yukon Liquor Corporation social
responsibility

Ms. Hanson: The NDP was pleased to see that in July

2018 the Minister responsible for the Yukon Liquor

Corporation set out performance expectations for the

corporation. The document states that the corporation shall be

guided by the government’s priorities including a people-

centred approach to wellness and strategic investments to

build healthy, vibrant, sustainable communities.

The Yukon Liquor Corporation Annual Report 2017-18

includes the following goals: to be a leader in social

responsibility and to support the government’s people-centred

approach to wellness through the safe, legal and responsible

sale of beverage alcohol.

Can the minister explain exactly how the Liquor

Corporation is promoting social responsibility and what the

Liquor Corporation is doing to further a people-centred

approach to wellness?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite

because we do believe in focusing on the well-being and

investing in the health and wellness of our citizens. We don’t

believe that overconsumption is healthy for us as a territory

and so we want to have responsible consumption. There are a

number of ways in which that work is being undertaken. I will

focus on one right now in this response and hopefully we will

be able to get up and talk about others.

In particular, what we are doing right now is that we have

started the work of re-writing the Yukon Liquor Act and we
have been out engaging with municipalities, with First

Nations and across communities. We have had an advisory

group pulled together which had the RCMP on it and the chief

medical officer of health’s office. We have sat down and had

many conversations across the territory about how we should

fundamentally put at the front — in the preamble of that act

— that social responsibility is the job of all of us.

That is an example that we are working on right now, and

I am happy to get up and discuss other ways in which we are

looking at social responsibility through the Liquor

Corporation.

Ms. Hanson: The 2015 Yukon Health Status Report on
Substance Use noted that Yukon adults over the age of 25
made an average of 1,000 visits to the Emergency department

annually that were directly associated with drug and alcohol

use, including acute intoxication and withdrawal symptoms.

There were also over 400 annual visits for injuries directly

related to alcohol and drug use. Yukoners are well aware of

the problems in our territory related to the abuse of alcohol

and drugs.

In 2016, the regulations regarding liquor off-sales hours

of operation were changed to extend them from 9:00 a.m. to
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2:00 a.m. The Cannabis Control and Regulation Act, passed
last year, proposed the same hours.

For a government that prides itself on evidence-based

decision-making, can the minister explain the evidence

supporting extending the hours of operation for liquor or

cannabis from 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m.? Can the minister

explain how these extended hours contribute to community

wellness?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I appreciate the question from the

member opposite. I think it is a very reasonable question to

ask, and that is what we have been doing right now with

respect to the review of the Yukon Liquor Act. This is exactly
the question that we have proposed, internally and to the

public, around the times of off-premise hours. The question

previously about why did it go to 2:00 a.m. — it was in

alignment with our establishments being open to those hours.

The question that we are asking ourselves now — for both

cannabis and liquor — is: What should be the hours for off-

sales? We have been working to gather that evidence and we

are bringing it in for the conversation under the review of the

Liquor Act.
I am sorry — I don’t have the answer today, because that

is all part of the work that we have been doing. What I will

say is that we definitely have been gathering that information

to consider as we work to bring the Liquor Act back in front of
this Legislature.

Ms. Hanson: Some may say that it may be hard to get

that horse back in the barn.

Over the last 10 years, the Yukon Liquor Corporation has

seen a 54-percent increase in revenues from the sale of

alcohol. Off-sale premises continue to open in

neighbourhoods and communities. Many Yukoners have

expressed concern over the impact of extended off-sale hours.

Being a leader in social responsibility and using a people-

centred approach to wellness is more than giving token teddy

bears to seniors or children. Our ER is overextended, the

emergency shelter is seeing increased numbers since allowing

intoxicated individuals, and we have one of the highest

alcohol consumption rates in Canada.

Mr. Speaker, will the minister now direct the Yukon

Liquor Corporation to work with the Yukon Hospital

Corporation, Health and Social Services and the chief medical

officer of health to do a detailed impact assessment of the

extended off-sale hours on community wellness?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I have already

directed the department to work closely with the chief medical

officer of health. I have met with him twice, just on this very

topic, to talk about wellness. I let him know that my door is

open. I have certainly worked very closely with the Minister

of Health and Social Services, and we have had many

conversations about wellness and addictions across the

territory. I agree that the overuse of alcohol is a serious

problem for us as a territory. In fact, I tabled a report here in

this Legislature talking about the costs and harms of alcohol

use. So it is not a surprise, and I do believe that we need to

take responsibility.

There are things that I want to try to point out. For

example, with cannabis, we made priorities around displacing

the black market. We also made a priority on focusing on

health and wellness. One of the ways in which you displace

the black market is by ensuring that there is access to cannabis

through a legal means. Sometimes those priorities are

intentioned. That is what we are working on.

As I said, I am happy to get the information from the

chief medical officer of health and his office. I think it is

critical work that’s necessary for our review of the Yukon

Liquor Act, which I do hope to get back in front of this House
this coming fall with a new act.

Question re: Health and social services programs
and services review

Ms. White: As part of the comprehensive health and

social services review, the Government of Yukon is reviewing

non-governmental organizations funded through the

department and the funding that they receive.

One of the goals of the NGO review is to find — and I

quote: “NGO efficiencies”. We are curious about how the

government might react upon finding those efficiencies in a

Yukon NGO. Let’s say, hypothetically, that the Government

of Yukon found out that a certain NGO had a 60-percent

inefficiency. How might the government react? Would the

government find it acceptable if, a year after that NGO

identified that inefficiency, they couldn’t tell the government

how much it costs? Would the government accept a response

from the NGO telling them that they could not provide that

information because it was difficult to get?

Hon. Ms. Frost: NGO funding clearly is a priority. I

have spoken to that. I have met with the NGOs, and I will

continue to meet with the NGOs to speak with them about

their program budgets, their funding and their service delivery

model and to look at future years, their budgets and the

supports that they require — and effectively implementing the

resources that they require in collaboration with the NGOs.

We have committed that and we will continue to ensure

that we have collaborative support and transparency as we

deal with and work with our NGO partners reflecting

enhanced services.

Clearly, we want to address some of the pressures and

understand their pressures as well as we look at our

departments. It’s not something that can be done as a stand-

alone initiative. We clearly need to work in collaboration so

that we can better align and support them as they grow and

our changing demographics.

Ms. White: I framed my previous question in the way

that I did because this government is talking about finding

efficiencies in NGOs when it cannot seem to grasp a massive

inefficiency in one of the most expensive sectors of our health

care system. This government quite simply is not holding

itself to the same standard that they expect from Yukon

NGOs.

Last March, this government announced that more than

60 percent of all emergency room visits were avoidable, yet a

year later, they cannot tell us how much those visits cost.
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They either have not taken the time to figure out that number,

or they have and are refusing to disclose it to this House.

Either way, this government’s indifference and inaction

when it comes to avoidable emergency room visits is a

complete failure of leadership. We have asked how much

these avoidable emergency room visits cost on five separate

occasions, and we haven’t received an answer.

Perhaps, though, the minister knows the total cost of

running three emergency departments in the Yukon.

Mr. Speaker, what was the cost to operate Yukon’s three

emergency departments in the 2018-19 budget year?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I appreciate the question. Certainly it

is something that we are looking at and we are looking to

work on with our partners — the Yukon Hospital Corporation

as well as Health and Social Services. We are looking at cost

drivers. We are looking at eliminating the pressures. We have

done a significant job. I want to just commend the department

— commend Health and Social Services and the Hospital

Corporation for working very effectively on bringing around

services that better align with elimination of pressures at the

hospital.

We have done so with the re-enablement units at the

Thomson Centre, added supports at the Sarah Steele facility

and added support at the emergency shelter. Certainly that is

something that is a key priority and we will continue to look at

that.

With regard to how much it’s costing, how much we are

saving, what pressures we are seeing at the hospital —

Mr. Speaker, I take that very seriously and certainly want to

look at effectively eliminating pressures at the hospital so that

those individuals who require acute support and emergency

support are provided the services in a timely fashion.

Right now, we are seeing pressures that really we

shouldn’t be seeing at the hospitals. I recognize that. I

appreciate the question because it’s something that we

certainly take seriously.

Ms. White: I asked how much it cost — money that has

already been spent. We know that this government transfers

just under $75 million to the Yukon Hospital Corporation for

operation and maintenance. We know that over 60 percent —

or nearly 25,000 visits to the emergency room — are

avoidable by the government’s own admission. We know that

emergency room visits are one of the most expensive forms of

health care the hospital provides. We also know that many

individuals and Yukoners across Yukon are in dire need of

government support, yet they are turned down because the

government doesn’t have the money.

Could the government extend coverage to adults with

diabetes to provide them with constant glucose monitors that

improve the quality of their life with the money they were

spending on avoidable ER costs? Could they increase the

medical travel allowance to ensure that Yukoners seeking

treatment Outside can actually afford to do so? The answer is:

We don’t know because this government can’t find out.

Mr. Speaker, does this government recognize that their

inaction to curb avoidable ER visits takes away from many

Yukoners?

Hon. Ms. Frost: It’s very interesting — with regard to

grasping, I certainly understand the pressures. The department

understands the pressures as does the Hospital Corporation.

That’s why we are working collaboratively to address that

through the comprehensive health review process. We will

continue to do that good work and look at managing historical

expenditures in order to provide sustainable health care and

social supports that meet the needs of Yukoners.

With regard to this government’s commitment to helping

Yukoners lead healthier, happier lives — as part of that, we

are dedicated to creating programs and services that are

tailored to Yukoners. We have done quite a lot already. We

have PTSD legislation and mental health awareness. We have

looked at collaborative care, increases to monitoring ER visits.

We are doing that with our partners. We are looking at

collecting data. The member opposite is very interested in

data. As we speak, we are collecting the data, recognizing that

we are looking at our outlying communities. We are looking

at our hospitals in Watson Lake and Dawson City. We are

looking at health care centres and trying to look at avoidable

pressures where we can and work more on preventive

measures.

Question re: Robert Campbell Highway
maintenance

Mr. Hassard: On March 6, 2018, the Minister of

Highways and Public Works told us that they had started

design work to pave the stretch of road between Faro and

Ross River. Two days later, he went on to speak about — in

his words, I quote: “… paving and engineering work we’re

doing on the Ross River stretch…”

On March 18, 2019, he again said — and I quote: “We

are continuing the necessary engineering work planning for

the paving of the Robert Campbell Highway between Faro

and Ross River.”

So now it has been over a year since the minister

promised that he would pave the road between Faro and Ross

River. Can he update us on this work?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: As the member opposite knows —

we have had these conversations in budget debates as well —

this year, we have money in the budget to continue to

stockpile material and aggregate for the Faro to Ross River

stretch. We are doing the engineering work necessary in

preparation to get BST on that stretch of road.

Mr. Hassard: Last year, while speaking to reporters,

the minister said that he had budgeted $500,000 for the design

work for paving the road between Faro and Ross River. As a

side note, that money was nowhere to be seen in last year’s

budget documents.

We also haven’t been able to find out any information on

the contract registry of a $500,000 contract for design work to

pave this stretch of highway. Can the minister confirm if that

design work is now complete? Did he end up spending the full

$500,000 that he had talked about?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I can tell the member opposite that

we have — I am just checking our five-year capital plan —

between $1 million and $5 million in the five-year capital plan
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for the Campbell Highway over the next five years. I just

wanted to make that point. As for the member opposite’s

comments on the Faro to Ross River stretch, we in this

government recognize that stretch of road is something that

we have to deal with. Within the constraints that we have

within the budgeting process, we are going to tackle that road.

We are currently still in the design stage, but we are gathering

aggregate and other materials in preparation for doing that

work.

As I said to the community of Ross River, I am going to

work with them on many projects, including the Ross River

School, and we will be having conversations with them in the

coming months.

Mr. Hassard: Last year, we asked the minister why the

paving of this stretch of road wasn’t in the five-year capital

concept and, as is often the case, he wasn’t able to give this

House a clear answer. After going upstairs and reading his

speaking points, he went out and tried to explain a bit further

to media.

Just to quote the minister directly from the Yukon News
article dated March 13, 2018, the minister told reporters —

and I quote: “I anticipate that next year if I can get money out

of the budget, we’ll start construction of that road between

Faro and Ross River. I’ll be asking cabinet for those funds

next year and we’ll see how it goes.”

We do not see paving for this stretch of the road in the

five-year capital plan, so can the minister confirm if he asked

Cabinet to approve funding to pave this stretch of road

between Faro and Ross River? Since it’s not in this year’s

budget, can we assume that his Cabinet colleagues rejected his

request to pave this section of road?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am not sure, Mr. Speaker, what

the member opposite is asking. Are they asking me to breach

Cabinet confidentiality? I don’t quite understand. I don’t

know how their government operated, but that’s not how this

government operates.

I have indicated to the members opposite that if they want

to read it, we have a five-year capital plan — the first five-

year capital plan this government has ever produced. It is

actually the second iteration of that five-year capital plan. It

has a ton of really good information. I do encourage the

members opposite to familiarize themselves with that

document. It does have money in it for the Robert Campbell

Highway over the next five years. They can certainly read that

and see what it is. There is a lot of other material in that five-

year capital plan that the members opposite seem to be either

blind to or ignoring. I am not sure why that is the case, but we

will continue to stand by the documents we are producing.

We have identified a lot of work that needs to be done by

this government in our budget. We have the capital budget

capped at $280 million. That is to provide a meaningful

number — a good number. It helps drive the economy. What

we are doing within that $280-million capital envelope is

make sure that we’re getting as much money as we possibly

can into the hands of Yukon companies. We are seeing that in

the provision of the new French language high school and

other projects.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that the

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve

into Committee of the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): Order, please. Committee of the

Whole will now come to order.

The matter now before the Committee is general debate

on Vote 3, Department of Education, in Bill No. 210, entitled

First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a 15-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 3, Department of Education, in Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Department of Education
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am welcoming Nicole Morgan,

the Deputy Minister of Education, to a seat now here in the

Legislative Assembly, as well as Jackie McBride-Dickson,

who is the director of finance for the Department of

Education. I thank them both for joining me here today.

I do have some opening remarks with respect to the

Department of Education, and then I’m happy to entertain

questions from members opposite.

I am pleased to rise in the House today to present the

2019-20 budget for the Department of Education. With this

budget, the Government of Yukon will continue to provide

consistent funding for education to effectively support the

learning needs of Yukoners, from kindergarten to adult

learning to post-secondary.

Education is essential to the prosperity of our

communities and Yukon’s economy. The world continues to
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change at a rapid pace, with evolutions in technology and

culture. Yukon children and citizens need to keep pace with

these changes and be able to navigate and respond to new

opportunities and challenges.

The school system of today is very different from the

experiences many of us had when we were there. Modern

instructional and assessment practices are being brought into

our schools to deepen student learning as we continue the

implementation of the new curriculum.

This year, Yukon schools are building on the K to 9

curriculum implementation, which started last year, by

introducing the new grade 10 curriculum. In fall 2019, they

will start teaching the new grades 11 and 12 curriculum, and

at that point, all grades will be learning the new curriculum.

These changes will ensure that students develop the skills they

need to thrive throughout their lives and prepare them for their

post-secondary education, career goals or life challenges.

Yukoners need to have opportunities to be life-long

learners, to be able to continue to grow and acquire new skills

and navigate the modern world. We recognize that Yukon

learners have diverse educational needs and some need

different supports to succeed in their studies.

As we modernize education, we continue to ensure that

students receive the targeted learning supports that they may

need to achieve their own learning goals.

Modernizing education is more than new content, skills

and development and what is learned in class; it is also about

how we actually learn — recognizing and adapting to

different learning styles and types of knowledge and ways of

learning and teaching.

Mr. Chair, Yukon students are learning from teachers,

elders, knowledge-keepers, community members and from

each other. They are learning in a variety of ways. They learn

in the classroom from an elder or a knowledge-keeper, in a lab

from an experiment, in comments from their study group, in

their classroom on an iPad or from a book, on the land from

the world around them, and everything in between.

An important part of modernizing education and the new

curriculum has to do with reconciliation and how we work

with Yukon First Nations to teach all Yukon students about

Yukon First Nation languages, history, culture and ways of

knowing and doing. Through our work with Yukon First

Nations and our new curriculum and through the joint

education action plan and individual education agreements,

we are collaborating to support First Nation learners and to

provide all Yukon students with opportunities to learn more

about Yukon First Nations. We are embedding First Nation

cultures, languages and traditions in Yukon schools to benefit

all learners.

This is work where Yukon is a leader. We have

cooperated with our colleagues across the country and noted

that Yukon — while we still have a lot of work to do — is

certainly one of the leaders in this area. Yukoners must

understand the full history of our past, Mr. Chair, to

effectively work together with Yukon First Nations to shape

the future.

As we think about the future, we are also modernizing

Yukon schools and their learning spaces. Student enrolment in

the Yukon — particularly in Whitehorse — is trending up.

The government’s five-year capital plan identifies new major

projects to ensure that school buildings continue to provide

safe, modern learning spaces for Yukon students for years to

come. This plan begins with a new elementary school in

Whistle Bend. A new school in this growing neighbourhood

will provide the flexibility and capacity needed to address the

aging schools in Whitehorse also in need of seismic

mitigation. From there, we will begin to renovate and replace

priority schools. This work will ensure that our school

buildings are ready for the learning needs of tomorrow’s

students.

We are also modernizing education at the post-secondary

level with the transition to a Yukon university. Yukon

university will offer more university-level programs and still

provide programs such as diplomas, certificates, career and

trades training, second-language support and upgrading. We

have heard from Yukoners that this is incredibly important,

and we will continue to work with Yukon College as it

transitions to a university to achieve those goals. This

transition at the university will support the diverse learning

needs of Yukoners and train local workers for Yukon

employers.

Through all this work, we will continue to provide access

to high quality, modern education programs to support all

Yukon learners to live happy, healthy and productive lives.

In 2019-20, we have a total budget request of

$214,564,000. Of this amount, $185,503,000 is for operation

and maintenance. The remaining $29,061,000 is for capital

projects. This is an overall increase of $19,139,000 from last

year. Capital funding can vary substantially from year to year

based on the requirements and the needs. This increase

reflects the significant work we will be starting this year to

ensure that school buildings remain safe for available years to

come and to continue modernizing learning spaces in the

Yukon.

Here is a closer look at some of the items in the budget.

Under Schools and Student Services operation and

maintenance — Schools and Student Services — formerly

called “public schools” — provides elementary and secondary

education for more than 5,400 kindergarten to grade 12

students across 30 schools in the Yukon. The division also

delivers student support services, student information systems

resources and privacy and training programs, which includes

apprenticeship, student financial assistance and student

employment programs. To support this essential work with all

Yukon learners, a total of $146,576,000 in the 2019-20 budget

is requested for both O&M and capital. Of this total,

$117,515,000 is requested for O&M, which is an increase of

$1,892,000 over the last year’s main estimates.

I can now give a breakdown of some of those items. An

increase of $2,049,000 is requested to support the new YTA

collective agreement. The Yukon Teachers’ Association is an

important partner in Yukon education, and we have

successfully negotiated with the Yukon Teachers’ Association
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to reach a new collective agreement. Through the bargaining

process, we have addressed several long-standing issues

related to the terms and conditions of employment in Yukon

schools, and we have introduced changes to the Education
Labour Relations Act. We have discussed that in the last few
days here in the House.

Student enrolment continues to grow in the Yukon. To

maintain service levels in Yukon schools, we have added six

full-time equivalent teacher positions across the system to

support this increased enrolment. We will allocate these

additional teacher FTEs to schools based on enrolment and

student needs, as has been done for many years. $360,000 is

requested to support the additional teacher positions.

With respect to the Yukon Native Language Centre,

$686,000 is requested to be transferred to Policy and

Partnerships for the staff of the Yukon Native Language

Centre. In 2018, we transferred full control of that Yukon

Native Language Centre to the CYFN. This amount reflects

the funding for the salaries for the positions that have gone to

the Yukon Native Language Centre. This funding will be

transferred to the CYFN, as they now hire and manage these

positions in their own operation of the centre.

We have $181,000 requested to provide additional

support to the Gadzoosdaa student residence. The student

residence provides an option for students in communities to

board in town and attend a Whitehorse high school. The

funding will support additional supervisors to ensure the

health and safety of all students at the residence, and it will

also provide additional funds for groceries to continue to

provide students at the residence with healthy meals.

With respect to the Schools and Student Services capital

budget — capital funding is needed to provide the facilities to

safely and effectively run school programs and to support the

work of modernizing education. $29,061,000 in capital

funding for Schools and Student Services is requested this

year. This is an overall increase of $19.688 million from last

year. Capital budgets can vary substantially, as I have noted,

from year to year.

It is our plan to build, renovate and repair schools as set

out in the five-year capital plan. I have already noted the

Whistle Bend elementary school. In our five-year capital plan,

we will initially focus on addressing schools that are quite old

and have seismic needs. However, to replace these schools

with minimal disruption to school programming, we need

additional capacity. To provide this capacity and flexibility to

renovate or replace priority schools, we will first build a new

elementary school in Whitehorse — the first one in some 27

years. That will be built in Whistle Bend, a growing

community. Many families live there with school-aged

children. They are choosing to live in that area. A new school

will also support neighbouring areas.

The Education Act requires that every school be assigned
an attendance area. We have had some discussion about that

here in the House.

I am mindful of the time, so we will no doubt speak about

that again. To note — with respect to that school, $1.6 million

is requested for the design and planning work and site location

identification for a new Whistle Bend elementary school in

this budget.

The work is continuing to plan construction of the French

first language secondary school. In December 2018, we

awarded the design/build contract for the construction of that

new facility to Whitehorse’s Ketza Construction. That work is

underway as we speak, and we look forward to starting the

build this spring. $19.043 million is requested for the French

first language secondary school construction project.

$6.242 million will be recovered from the Government of

Canada through the Minority Language Education program.

They have committed $7.5 million in total — that being

Canada — to the Yukon government for the school.

Modular classrooms — $2 million is requested to build

modular classrooms to support Yukon’s growing student

enrolment. Work is currently underway to address the

situation at Golden Horn Elementary School with a portable.

Planning is now happening so that we can have more

portables to address issues in the future. We heard last year —

and had some lengthy discussion — about how difficult it was

to procure portables, so we are planning ahead.

We will also address upgrades to Robert Service School’s

aging portable classrooms using some of this funding so we

can continue to serve the needs there of that school

community. We will assess the needs of our schools and

determine how and where these portables will be most needed.

We spoke earlier today — there were questions about

remediation of the Ross River School, and that work is

continuing. The health and safety of the students and staff in

Ross River is an absolute priority. Monitoring and assessment

is continuing. Engineering teams have reconfirmed that the

school is safe to occupy with certain repairs and renovation

work. That will continue. In this budget, $1.4 million is

requested to do that work in Ross River.

There is $1,075,000 requested to complete the site work

projects at F.H. Collins Secondary School. There are a number

of those, Mr. Chair, that were not completed. When F.H.

Collins was completed — you will know that we opened a

new weight room building there last week, but there is still an

outdoor learning centre, a basketball court, some parking stalls

and some additional parking spaces at the technical education

wing. Beginning in March, that work is being completed on

the new weight room. We expect that those projects will

continue over 2019.

The Kluane Lake School relocation is an incredibly

important project for this government and for me, as minister,

and $50,000 is requested to continue the planning that we

started last year about the Kluane Lake School with the

Kluane First Nation. I am sure that I will have an opportunity

to speak about that later.

$500,000 is requested for the replacement of some

playground equipment. It is important that we keep that up to

date and it is important that children have the availability of

those items.

There is $2,233,000 requested to support the

implementation of new technologies in schools, which is also

something that I am sure I will have the opportunity to speak
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about and which is incredibly important for modern learning

and for students to have access to those items.

There are some smaller items — school-based equipment

purchases, special education equipment. There is $300,000

requested for a new information system to support the student

financial assistance team, Mr. Chair.

There are some additional requests in this budget that I

will no doubt have an opportunity to speak about under the

Policy and Partnerships O&M. We are requesting $26,206,000

for operation and maintenance funding for these program

areas, which is an increase from last year of $772,000. We

have spoken briefly about the transfer of the Yukon Native

Language Centre to CYFN, and there is money in the budget

requested for the labour market development agreement,

which is actually a decrease of $80,000.

Yukon College O&M and capital is an important item in

this budget. To support the work happening there, we are

requesting $27,193,000 for the O&M budget at Yukon

College. I would like to note that this is a small increase —

$70,000. While the college’s O&M increased by $70,000,

there was a capital decrease of $529,000.

Mr. Chair, I know that I will have an opportunity to speak

about a number of these smaller items, but they are just as

critically important to the education process and providing

great spaces for our students. We are ensuring with this

budget that our education system is ready for the demands of

both today and tomorrow. We are building new schools and

ensuring that our existing schools remain safe and available

for now and into the future. We are trying to modernize

learning spaces and design spaces to support the use of

technology and new curricula. In short, Mr. Chair, we are

looking to the future to make the best possible education

system for all Yukon students.

I appreciate the opportunity to speak to the members of

this House today and I look forward to their questions.

Mr. Kent: I would like to welcome the officials here

today as well and thank them for the briefing that they

provided to us on the budget, the materials they gave us and

the subsequent response to questions that came back through

the minister’s office today. We appreciate that.

My first question has to do with the Education annual

report. Members will recall that I introduced a motion or gave

notice of a motion earlier this Sitting asking that the 2018

Education annual report be made available or be tabled prior

to us debating Education. Obviously that hasn’t occurred. I

looked on the website and it’s not up on the website.

When it comes to that annual report under the Education
Act, section 5 relates to Duties of the Minister and subsection
(h) says that the minister will “… table an annual report on the

state of education in the Yukon, including reports from each

School Board, in the Legislative Assembly during the session

next following the end of the year for which the report is

made.”

These reports are issued on a calendar-year basis. I’m

curious: When we can expect the 2018 Department of

Education annual report?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question. I noted

the motion from the member opposite last week and I did not

have an opportunity to speak to him about this. The annual

report is almost completed — in its final stages. This is the

2018 annual report for the Department of Education, required

by the Education Act. It is in its final stages of editing and will
be produced very soon. Of course it has to be tabled before

April 30 here in the Legislative Assembly, and it will be.

I note that many of the topics that are covered in the

annual report are things that were asked about by the members

opposite at the briefing on the budget for the Department of

Education. We provided that briefing and some additional

answers to written questions as a result of questions that were

raised at that briefing. While I appreciate that this doesn’t put

the annual report in the hands of the opposition to prepare for

questions here, the timing — this is quite a large report and

the timing of it just takes time. The editing of it does as well.

Of course, the obligation and authority in the Education Act to
have it tabled before the end of this session will be respected

and will be met.

Mr. Kent: I will refer to the 2017 annual report then for

some of the aspects that I will be asking about today. I have

looked at the stats as well. They’re available on the website.

In the 2017 annual report under the “Note” that is just

inside the front cover, it says, “Information on the Advanced

Education Branch can be found in the ‘Labour Market

Framework Report’ and other reports available on the

Department of Education website…”

When I looked at the Department of Education website,

under “Labour Market Agreement, plans and reports”, the last

one was 2014-15. Can the minister either direct me to the

more updated reports that are referenced in the Education

annual report, or is that the most recent report that is referred

to — the one that was produced for 2014-15?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The labour market framework

reports, I’m told, are on the Education website under

“Publications”. My colleague across the way may know that

already. We’re just trying to confirm whether there are any

there that are more recent than 2014-15. Of course, we’ve

committed to having them available on our website as soon as

they’re available, and I’m just not sure. I will hopefully get a

message that tells me which one is the most recent one that’s

published. If it is not there, we will get a copy of it to the

member opposite and make sure it is put on the website as

soon as possible.

I am advised that the new labour market framework —

work is currently being done on that, so it may be as result of

that, the new stats are delayed — but as I’ve said, hopefully

I’ll get — if I get a message, I will make sure that I pass that

answer across.

Mr. Kent: I’m on the Publications page here of the

department’s website — when it comes to, I guess, under

“Labour Market Agreement, plans and reports” — 2014-15 is

the latest one here under that section. There is a training

demand report for 2015 as well, but I can’t find anything more

recent. So when the minister is looking into — or having her

officials look into — getting those reports uploaded, will we
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be receiving the 2015-16, 2016-17 and 2017-18 reports? I

guess that’s what I’m looking for — because again, it was the

2017 Education annual report as well as the note from the

2016 report that referred any information on advanced

education to these labour market framework reports that —

and I hoping I’m looking in the wrong spot, but if the minister

can commit to getting all of these documents uploaded and

updated, that would be great.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I too hope the member opposite is

looking in the wrong spot because as far as I’m concerned, if

we have those reports, they should be up on the website. We’ll

commit to looking into that. We have somebody doing that at

the moment, but if I know before the end of today, I will say

so. Otherwise, we will commit to making sure that whatever is

available — the most recent available is provided.

Mr. Kent: I look forward to seeing those reports.

Thanks. I appreciate that from the minister.

I just wanted to touch briefly on Education Week. It was

something that occurred annually around this time of year —

sort of mid- to late April, and last year, it didn’t happen and it

doesn’t look to me like it’s occurring this year. Can the

minister provide us with a reason or rationale as to why

Education Week hasn’t happened for the last couple of years

including this one?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think I spoke with the member

opposite about this before, because we had very similar

questions about Education Week and why it didn’t seem to

have as prominent or public of an appearance as it has in the

past. My recollection is that there has been a shift so that

Education Week happens in a different way from how it used

to. First of all, during the Summer Academy, there is a focus

on a number of activities that take place with teachers and

EAs returning to school which celebrate education — which is

similar to what used to happen during Education Week.

We also note that there is a lot of focus on the back-to-

school campaign, but a lot of focus on education activities in

individual schools. We determined that — not me, the experts

in the field — determined that there was not a lot of public

interest in the public events that took place and that education

events should be focused on individual schools, and that does

still happen. People were participating in their local school

events, and they continue to do that, Mr. Chair. There were a

few public events arranged in the past, but there was not a lot

of attendance, I can say.

In August every year, we promote the back-to-school

season with information about getting back-to-school routines

and activities. That has replaced the general public notice

about Education Week. Of course, the Department of

Education, individual schools and school communities are

trying to focus on education throughout the year, rather than

on one particular week of events.

Mr. Kent: I would argue that school communities have

done that for a number of years going back — focused on

education activities throughout the year. This was just a

specific week.

I am just kind of curious about what feedback the

minister or the department received from school councils

about Education Week. Is that where the decision to make this

change started or was it driven from the department level —

as far as this decision to no longer have the Education Week

in April, as it has been in the past?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am advised that most of the

activities were department-driven and occurred at the

department as well as in schools.

Indications were that Education Week, as it was designed

— not that it couldn’t be done better, Mr. Chair, but as it was

designed — was of limited value. Schools have preferred

managing local events on their own. As an aside, at a couple

of school council meetings that I attended where we talked

about this, school councils felt that they could better deal with

education priorities in their schools as opposed to having

something that was department-driven. It was a department

decision, ultimately, but there was feedback from school

communities. By school communities, I mean administrators

and those in the schools — teachers and others — and the

school councils.

Mr. Kent: I will move on. Since we’re closing in on

2.5 years into this government’s mandate, I thought I would

check in on some specific platform commitments that were

made with respect to education and some of the items

identified in the minister’s mandate letter on January 6, 2017,

about a month or so after she was appointed to the role of

Minister of Education.

When I look at the Liberal platform, there are three areas

that sort of jumped out at me as far as being education-related:

early childhood, K to 12 education and lifelong learning. We

will start with early childhood. It seems a good spot to start.

One of the commitments from the government during the

2016 election campaign was to create structures that closed

the gap in responsibility between the departments of Health

and Social Services and of Education. Again, this is specific to

that early childhood education piece. Can the minister update

us on what structures have been created or what progress has

been made on this promise so far?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I can indicate that there are a

number of activities taking place that deal with the

commitment to early childhood.

There is cooperative work between the Department of

Health and Social Services and the Department of Education. I

recently visited the Child Development Centre and had some

conversations with the folks there about the great work that

they do and the transition that we have between students who

attend the Child Development Centre and then later attend

kindergarten and go through grades 1 and 2 and beyond and

how that transition works and how we can do that better to

support families in that instance. For the most part, I am told

that it works well but that there is always room for

improvement, of course.

We have focused on the learning together program, which

was recently moved to Elijah Smith, which is a more

centralized location. It is a school that has the space for that

and where resources can be concentrated for those students

who are learning before they enter school. I can indicate that

some work is being done with developing a K4 program —
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primarily in the communities at the moment, because those

schools have space and often do not have a daycare or have

limited space in daycare, and an opportunity for children to

get acquainted with school and excited about coming to

school is a critical project going forward. That work is

continuing. While we have not had the opportunity yet to

finalize one of those programs, it is an active conversation.

Of course, Health and Social Services has the mandate for

early learning. Education’s mandate begins at ages 4 and 5 in

kindergarten and going forward, but I am excited that we are

having conversations both with Education and Health and

Social Services about how we can make sure that those two

mandates are smooth for families and that they produce

services and supports for families. We also know from all of

the research that the earlier we have children connected to

school, school-like programs or daycare programs with a “you

are going to go to school soon” focus, the better students they

become and the more they can achieve when they are excited

about coming to school.

Mr. Kent: Again, just back to the specific commitment

that was made during the campaign — it was to create

structures that closed the gap in responsibility between the

two departments when it comes to early childhood. Can the

minister let me know what new structures have been created?

She mentioned learning together. Obviously that was a

program that was started previously — I think it was at

Selkirk Elementary. It sounds like it has been moved to Elijah

Smith Elementary. Can the minister confirm that? I believe it

was offered in one of the rural communities — if the minister

can let us know if that is still underway.

The minister referenced K4 in rural Yukon, but it was my

understanding — I could stand to be corrected — that K4 was

already offered in some of the rural schools, so if the minister

could identify which rural schools it is currently offered in and

which ones are targeted, that would also be helpful.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am going to try to focus on the

specific questions from the member opposite, because I think

they are incredibly important.

The commitment of course about closing the gap in

responsibilities is what I was talking about. In my view,

Mr. Chair, it is critical that we identify the gaps before we can

determine how to best address them with respect to early

learning responsibilities between Health and Social Services

and Education. New structures that have been built to do that

— I will say that they are not yet done, because we are

working to identify those gaps and find out how we can best

serve those students — all students, but particularly those

students who are coming to school — early learning education

teams and then the transfer into the school social life,

structure, a little bit more detail with respect to how kids are

transferring into schools.

With respect to learning together — that is correct. It was

at Hidden Valley School and transferred to Elijah Smith

Elementary School here in Whitehorse. I can also indicate that

there is a learning together program in Pelly Crossing and in

Watson Lake, which then became K4 in those schools. I am

just going to check on the schools.

It might be easier to say that there are a number of K4

initiatives in the rural schools. I just want to say about that, in

the rural schools — I have noted already that there is space in

those schools, that it is incredibly important to get kids

connected to school early on. The project will also be worked

on as a priority in Whitehorse, but primarily, the rural schools

were the first priority.

There is K4 in a number of rural schools. It is probably

easier for me to say the four without K4 — at this point, the

Johnson Elementary School, the Teslin School — let me see if

I can try that name; I’m going to look for it — the

Khàtìnas.àxh Community School in Teslin, where there is no

K4 at the moment — the Nelnah Bessie John School and the

Robert Service School. Two of those schools have no

programs in K4, and two of them have a program but there is

no enrolment at this time.

Mr. Kent: The second commitment under early

childhood that the Liberals made during the 2016 campaign

was to “… research, develop and implement a Yukon Early

Childhood Strategy (childcare, development and education),

in consultation with early childhood education and health care

professionals, parents and First Nation governments, in order

to improve developmental and educational outcomes…”

So there are three aspects to that commitment:

researching, developing and implementing the strategy. Can

the minister let us know which one of those three steps the

government is currently at with respect to this strategy?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am afraid that I don’t have step

one, step two, step three. In my view, as I noted earlier,

identifying the gaps — where they are and if there are any —

between Health and Social Services, between children in

daycare or early learning and then transferring into school

situations is absolutely critical.

If we could — if there were unlimited resources and

unlimited time — I would be keen to have very young

children involved in these kinds of programs. Mr. Chair, I say

that we are working toward that. That work continues. It is a

partnership between Health and Social Services and

Education.

Education is working with them because we understand

— as all the research shows — as our Yukon educators,

Yukon schools councils, and Yukon school communities

know — the more we can provide early learning and early

childhood education in communities and in Whitehorse, the

better off our students will be. We continue to complete that

work.

We are at this stage in the process, as I have noted, where

we are identifying the gaps and identifying the needs of

children as they enter school, and that informs the process for

how we can best do that early childhood work.

Mr. Kent: Just for clarification — is it better to ask the

Minister of Health and Social Services about this specific

commitment — the Yukon early childhood strategy? Is that

the department where this responsibility is right now?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Members opposite are welcome to

ask the Minister of Health and Social Services, but we are

working on this together. I have noted already that the
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responsibility for early childhood education before the age of

five for entering the school system is the responsibility of

Health and Social Services, but we are working closely

together to say, “Are we providing the right service? Are we

identifying what children need as they enter school and are we

providing services once those needs are identified?”

Mr. Kent: We will look forward to some follow-up on

that specific campaign commitment. I am sure that there will

be some going forward as we move toward the back half of

this mandate.

When it comes to campaign commitments made for K to

12 education — there are a few here that my colleague the

Member for Porter Creek North raised during Question Period

that I wanted to follow up on.

The first one was to “… enhance education governance,

in consultation with partners in education, by exploring the

establishment of an additional school board(s)…” Has

anything been done with respect to this commitment? Are we

going to see additional school boards established at any time

soon? If so, what will those school boards be?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think, as I noted in my answer

when I was asked during Question Period, there are no plans

at the moment to structure additional school boards here in the

territory. The enhancement of the Department of Education —

if I could break this commitment down a bit — is absolutely

critical. That work is ongoing. It has made leaps and bounds

under the current deputy minister, may I say, Mr. Chair.

The only school board here in the territory at the moment

is the CSFY — the French first language school board. I can

indicate that the structure of the governance both of the

Department of Education and of our school communities is

well-served by our school council process. There are elected

officials who put their names forward to work with individual

school communities.

In addition to school councils and the important role they

play in the governance and the assistance of the department

and an individual school, we have reinstated the advisory

committee for education. I know the member opposite asked

me several questions about that last year. I was concerned that

the advisory committee had been inactive for a period of time

and that there was some interest at the department in having

them remain inactive. Conversations took place. The current

and new deputy minister recognized clearly that the

importance of the advisory committee on education and the

opportunity for that role in our school governance and

education governance process here in the territory was critical.

We worked very closely with our partners in education to

share perspectives and collaborate to support learners from

cradle to career. One way that the Yukon government does

that with partners in education is through this Advisory

Committee for Yukon Education.

The committee met three times this school year — in

September, November and early January of this year. They

will meet once more before the end of the school year.

This year, the committee is focused on student input on

education, school growth planning, education performance

indicators and modernizing learning spaces in Yukon schools.

We note that is sometimes the role that might be played by a

school board, and this has been a very effective way of having

a variety of perspectives have input into our education system.

I can also indicate that the school council process, as well as

advisory committees, is in fact in line with other smaller

jurisdictions here in Canada.

Mr. Kent: I guess just one follow-up question on that

and then I will ask my next question as well with respect to

the Liberal platform.

That specific commitment said that “A Yukon Liberal

Government will: enhance education governance, in

consultation with partners in education, by exploring the

establishment of a school board(s)…” I believe the minister

said that they’re not going to establish an additional school

board, so I’m curious: Which partners were consulted with to

arrive at that decision?

I will just leave it at that and then I can ask my next

question when I rise again.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: What I want to say in response to

this is to emphasize the critical role that school councils play

in our school communities in the direction of individual

schools and in the overall process where elected officials are

consulted and that they play a critical role under the Education
Act in the current governance structure.

What I also want to say about that is that it is absolutely

critical that energy, focus and resources go to working with

Yukon First Nations in the area of reconciliation. It is not

something that Yukon Education has done well in the past. It

is something that is focused on now. We have an incredible

opportunity to build relationships with Yukon First Nations,

focusing on their priorities for Yukon education. The

governance question about school boards versus school

councils, in my view, is less of a priority than it is to repair

and rebuild relationships with Yukon First Nations and to

have them be true partners in education going forward in all of

the communities here in the territory.

I don’t think that the former commitment focusing on

school boards versus school councils is in fact where our

energy needs to go. It is something that has been not

discovered, but realized in a more poignant way, and our

relationship with Yukon First Nations — their priorities for

education — is now the priority and is critical.

School councils are absolutely critical in our current

structure of governance, as is the Advisory Committee for

Yukon Education and as are our relationships with Yukon

First Nations. All of these things come together in order to

make education here in the territory better. The time has come

to concentrate on the practicalities of how we can improve

that, as opposed to changing governance structure. It may be

that there need to be adjustments to the governance structure

going forward, but it is not something that is being focused on

at the moment. What is absolutely critical is our relationship

with First Nations and having the wishes that they have for

their learners and all Yukon students incorporated into our

governance structure, which has not been the case in the past.

Mr. Kent: Just to let the minister know, this was a

commitment that she and her party went door to door on in the
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2016 election. So if it has been abandoned — I agree that

school councils play a pivotal role — but again, for the

minister, this was her commitment and her party’s

commitment to Yukoners during 2016. If it has been

abandoned, that is where we are at.

Another commitment that my colleague asked about

during Question Period was that “A Yukon Liberal

Government will… ensure that schools have the necessary

resources (e.g. in-school social workers, psychologists) to

facilitate health services work within all Yukon schools…”

Can the minister tell us how many additional in-school social

workers and psychologists are currently working in Yukon

schools as a result of this commitment?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, we spoke about this last

year. It is an opportunity for us to ascertain what the best

possible services are that can be provided to Yukon students

and if we are doing that in the best possible way. The health,

safety and well-being of students are our absolute first

priority. School counsellors are trained and certified teaching

professionals who support students in achieving their personal

and academic potential. Their role is to provide advice,

guidance and resources to help address students’ learning

needs and to help them plan for life after high school,

including post-secondary and career planning. They are, I

note, not either social workers or psychologists, but we have

those counsellors in addition to the other individuals. We are

working with partners to ensure that mental health supports

and resources are available for young people at school. It is so

absolutely important, Mr. Chair.

In the community, I can also indicate that mental

wellness, substance use counsellors and child and youth

counsellors are available to Yukon students, both for

prevention and for counselling services. Students have access

to these services either through mental wellness hubs that

service the communities, or schools can make specific

requests for services when needed. The mental wellness hubs,

as members probably know, are in Dawson City, Haines

Junction, Watson Lake, and Carmacks.

There are social workers and psychologists on staff at the

Department of Education. There has been a number of

discussions in this House and — I assure you — at the

Department of Education about reviewing student support

services to make sure that those individuals are in schools

much more often, are connected through the superintendents

and the administration to schools, and are providing the

services that students need, when and where they need it.

I do not have specific numbers of the members of staff,

but I can undertake to provide that if necessary.

Mr. Kent: We look forward to getting those numbers

from the minister — again, respecting the promise that was

made by the Liberals in 2016.

A couple of other ones that jumped out at me for K-to-12

education are with respect to the relationship with teachers.

The first one was to “… review teacher hiring practices in

conjunction with the Yukon Teachers’ Association…” I am

wondering if the minister could update us on what has been

accomplished to date on that front. The second one is to “…

develop incentives and increase opportunities for teachers in

rural Yukon to remain in and integrate with communities…”

What work is underway to accomplish that commitment that

the government made to Yukoners a little more than a couple

of years ago?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am just looking for a note with

respect to this topic, if I can find it. I can indicate that we are

very pleased with the negotiations with the Yukon Teachers’

Association.

The number of changes that came out of that negotiation

and ultimate collective agreement were in fact to improve

hiring practices and the concepts of probation and the

concepts of temporary teachers and hopefully to resolve some

long-standing issues with the Yukon Teachers’ Association

going forward. I know that they were pleased about the

outcome and I know that a number of teachers are. I can also

indicate that the substitute teachers or the teachers on-call

hiring practices and the opportunity for them to be represented

by the Yukon Teachers’ Association was an improvement

that, in my view, falls into this category of improvement for

teachers going forward.

I can also indicate that the work is ongoing with the

Yukon Teachers’ Association, that the relationship is critical

between the department and the Teachers’ Association so that

when issues arise, they can be dealt with in a professional and

appropriate way for teacher hiring practices.

With respect to some rural teaching positions and the

hiring there — very careful care is taken with the Human

Resource Services branch and the administration of schools,

because it is very important that we have dedicated teachers in

the rural communities and hopefully some who will stay there

for many years. We encourage them to become part of the

community. In fact, that is an opportunity that many young

and other teachers take up and we are all beneficiaries — our

children certainly are.

Housing for teachers in communities is critical as well. It

is an opportunity for us to work on that front. Education has a

rural support line under Schools and Student Services to help

alleviate housing issues in some of the communities and some

funding has been put toward that. We continue to work within

available resources to assist staff in rural communities with

housing, and we are working closely with the other

departments here in government. There are currently 51

Yukon Housing Corporation units for educators in rural

communities. As well, some have private leases in

communities. That is an important factor for us to address

when hiring teachers to work in rural communities.

Mr. Kent: We will follow up with the Minister

responsible for the Yukon Housing Corporation on some of

the housing concerns that we have heard from teachers in rural

Yukon. We look forward to getting into those discussions at

some point later on in this Sitting.

One quick question on the lifelong learning portion of the

platform — I didn’t have a chance to go through all of the

commitments that were made in 2016, but I am sure that we

will have a chance going forward to explore some of those in

one way or another. Mine is with respect to the Yukon literacy
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strategy that was identified here. The specific commitment in

the Liberal platform was to “… partner with NGOs, the

private sector and First Nation Governments to implement the

Yukon Literacy Strategy to develop education, training and

literacy programs to help reduce social and economic

disparities between Whitehorse and the communities…”

If the minister can provide us with an update on that work

— I’m assuming that work is being done primarily through

Education. If it’s not, she can direct us to the minister who we

should ask about that specific commitment.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Literacy issues are absolutely

essential skills and perhaps even the number one issue facing

those who cannot engage successfully in the labour market in

the territory — so it is absolutely critical. There are a number

of NGOs and other opportunities for people to enhance their

literacy skills and those are all amazing organizations and I

want to note that here today.

The new labour market transfer agreements do allow for

the development of programs and services to address literacy

issues, and efforts continue to explore ways to enhance

literacy and essential skills through the new labour market

transfer agreements. Literacy and essential skills have been

key topics of discussions between the Department of

Education and individual First Nation governments regarding

their participation and engagement in those strategies going

forward.

Work and the lessons learned in creating the Yukon

literacy strategy have positively informed the work on the

curriculum redesign here in the territory. The K to 12 system

identifies the need for more specific focus and definition on

literacy and it is a core learning requirement of the

curriculum. The strategy’s definition of “literacy” was far

broader than the core definition in the K to 12 curriculum, and

that definition needed to be worked out with respect to next

steps.

The member opposite is correct — it is a situation on

which we are working together across a number of

departments. We’re continuing to work on the Yukon literacy

strategy for adult learners over the next number of years. The

next step, at the time the strategy was put in place, was for

that work to continue.

Again, I think this is one of the items where it’s not about

getting to the end of the path, but in fact it is about creating a

path where people can continue to create foundational skills,

improve literacy and the opportunity for individuals to

enhance their skills. I can also indicate that the foundation

skills are part of a new program suite for the labour market,

and that comes from the literacy strategy as well.

Work is prominent in this area; it is critical. I want to take

the opportunity to thank all of those NGOs, individuals in the

department, and others who focus on literacy because it is

absolutely essential for our economy, for the health and

happiness of Yukon citizens, and for lifelong learning.

Mr. Kent: I will come back to those commitments if I

have time before I turn the floor over to the NDP later this

afternoon. I just want to move on. There are a number of other

areas that I am hoping to have some discussion with the

minister about here this afternoon.

The first that I would like to talk about is the attendance

area review for the Whitehorse schools. Now that the minister

has confirmed that all of the attendance areas for schools in

Whitehorse will be reviewed, can she give us some details as

to what the consultation plan will look like, when it’s going to

start, and when she anticipates that work to be done? What

kind of documentation will be provided to these school

communities on the front end to help them get a sense of what

the department is looking at?

I will leave it at that, and there will probably be some

follow-up questions.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The review of attendance areas is

to help us plan for future enrolment and future student needs.

It will not affect current students enroled in Whitehorse

schools. It is the responsible thing to do in anticipating a new

school. It is appropriate for us to review the attendance areas

and determine where the new school will go and what

attendance area it will serve. That will absolutely affect other

nearby schools because of course, at the moment, all areas of

the City of Whitehorse are covered by an attendance area of

one school or another. Adding a new school into that mix, it is

critical that this work be done.

The purpose and the criteria for the review are to ensure

that the school attendance areas continue to effectively

support the governance and operation of schools. It will

inform the school council election process, it will assist with

developing bus routes, and it will help to allocate resources

that are determined by enrolment, including for the new

Whistle Bend school. In the 2019-20 school year, when we are

starting this work to review attendance areas, we will meet

with Whitehorse school communities at their school council

meetings to discuss their input before decisions are made.

Work has begun. The member opposite will note that I

discussed last week in this House that some mapping was

being done of the current school attendance areas and what

areas they serve. That work will soon be completed and will

inform how we will go forward with planning and doing this

work.

Some individuals who work at the Department of

Education have already been involved on many occasions —

including our deputy minister — with reviewing attendance

areas because it is done from time to time. I don’t have a note

about the last time it was done, but certainly school attendance

areas have changed over time. I am told 2009 was the last

change to the attendance areas.

I guess I also want to make clear that a review of the

attendance areas doesn’t mean that every school attendance

area is going to change. We have to review what

neighbourhoods are currently served by what schools and then

determine: What is the appropriate attendance area for the

schools going forward?

Mr. Kent: One of the things the minister said that

caught my attention was that the review of the attendance

areas will not affect current students. So essentially, if there

are students attending a school — the way I understand it is
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that they will be grandfathered into that school and won’t have

to switch, even if they no longer reside in the attendance area.

Can the minister confirm that?

A sort of sub-question to that is: What happens if they

have siblings coming up — so that families aren’t split and the

parents have to take one kid to one school because they were

grandfathered in or were not affected, but then another child

coming into kindergarten has to go somewhere else? I know

that when they are determining the kindergarten registrations,

sibling groups are given the top priority.

So I have two questions: Will the minister confirm that

her statement that this won’t affect current students means that

those who are attending a school will be grandfathered in? If

they do have siblings coming up after the attendance areas are

established and if they are affected, will those sibling groups

continue to be able to go to the same school as their older

siblings?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Yes, the review is properly

characterized by the member opposite as an exercise to plan

for future enrolment and the future student needs. It will, as a

result, not affect current students enroled in Whitehorse

schools. We always work with individual families when they

have a request for siblings to go to the same school that their

older siblings go to, and whenever it is possible to

accommodate that, it is done. This is not about moving kids

around willy-nilly from a school that they are used to

attending and that their family is used to attending or from

their school community. It is about planning for the future

needs.

Mr. Kent: When the meetings are set up with the

school communities, it will obviously be done in collaboration

with the school councils, and I am assuming that there will be

public meetings if requested by specific school communities.

We have asked the minister a couple of times during Question

Period, and we wanted to give her a chance here today to

commit that, if there are broader public meetings with school

communities, she will attend those public meetings.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: With the exception of being sick on

a couple of occasions, I have never turned down an invitation

to attend a school council meeting. I am very keen to work

with school councils. It is a priority for me in this role. It is

evidence of the importance of school councils and school

communities. I have no intention of changing that practice

now. I cannot speculate on meetings that may or may not be

called or held in the future, but my commitment to school

councils and to this process is clear.

Mr. Kent: This is a bit of a speculative question, but

what sort of thresholds are the minister and her department

going to set if a certain neighbourhood or area doesn’t want to

be moved from a specific attendance area that they are in?

How do they — is it a petition? Is it feedback through the

school council? What thresholds is the minister going to

establish for people who are against having their attendance

area adjusted? Or is this something that the minister will just

essentially push through regardless of what the feedback is

from the parents and families in those attendance areas? I am

assuming and hoping that this is not going to be the case. I am

just curious as to what sort of thresholds the minister is

establishing for opposition to any potential changes and how

parents can make sure that their voices are heard either

through these public or school council meetings. How does

the minister intend to gather information with respect to these

attendance area adjustments?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: It is not possible, appropriate, or

responsible to answer speculative questions, but what I can

indicate is that the purpose and the criteria for the review is to

ensure that school attendance areas continue to effectively

support the governance and the operation of an individual

school. We of course need to look at school attendance areas

because they will inform the school council election process.

The Education Act indicates that appropriate voters for a
school council are either parents of individual children at

school or they live in the attendance area. Of course, it is

incredibly important to inform that process. One of the

purposes the criteria continues is that we will assist in

developing bus routes and to help allocate resources that are

determined by enrolment, including for the new Whistle Bend

school.

We will meet with each school council before any

decisions are made. I am confident that we can work with the

school councils, the neighbourhoods, and the individuals

because we all have the same goal, which is not drawing lines

necessarily, but making sure that we are supporting students in

their learning in the best possible way, that we have learning

spaces that meet the needs of our children in the best possible

way. When there are concerns or upset on behalf of parents —

and they express that to us — we work with every family to

come to the best possible solution. That is our goal. We hope

that we are always able, with calm resilience and goodwill, to

meet their needs.

As I noted, we will meet with each school council before

decisions are made. Hopefully they will also have some

interesting perspectives and input as to how they see — being

experts in their schools and neighbourhoods — the attendance

areas lining up.

Mr. Kent: I would note that some of these school

councils that may be affected more than others will probably

request a public meeting, and I would hope that the minister

would attend any of those public meetings — that are

organized, of course, with the support of her department

officials — to talk about it.

Just before we leave this, I note from the enrolment

figures — I think they start at 2018 — that some of the

elementary schools in Whitehorse are at or near capacity, but

some are down and the lowest is 52 percent. There are a

couple that are at 68 percent. Obviously, we are going to be

adding another school to this mix, so I just wanted

confirmation from the minister that no schools will be closed

as part of this attendance area review. I think that is something

that will be important for members of these school

communities to know. I’m just looking for confirmation from

the minister on that this afternoon.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, I see this as a bit of a

speculative question. I suppose that if there are new
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attendance areas and individuals are moving neighbourhoods

and all of a sudden we have a school somewhere that has very

few students, that will affect decisions going forward. That is

all I can say about that. There is no intention at this time for

that to be the case, but in the long-term plans, enrolment is a

speculative business. Individuals often are excited and might

choose to try to enrol in a new school. At this point, I think the

question is speculative and therefore it would be irresponsible

of me to answer one way or the other.

What I can indicate is that careful care is taken with

respect to watching enrolment, working with school

communities, working with school administrations to ensure

that we are delivering the best possible programs to Yukon

students. Going forward, we will work with any school that

has low enrolment to manage their resources, if that is in fact

the case. We talked last year about there being certain

pressures on individual schools here in the territory, and

particularly in Whitehorse, with respect to enrolment, but as

we know, the kindergarten enrolment is often what drives

enrolment in any particular school. Just because there are

empty spaces — a few in grade 4 and a few in grade 5 —

doesn’t mean that we are not meeting the needs of Yukon

families. Primarily, we must look at enrolment overall and we

must look also to helping students who are attending in their

attendance area. In fact, when students are attending in their

attendance area, that of course helps enrolment issues as well.

Mr. Kent: I am going to move on to some capital

planning questions in the Department of Education. In the

budget document that was presented, Table 1C, Investments in

Education — the first one — we will just kind of walk

through some of these projects and then some from last year

that are no longer in this document. The French first language

secondary school — there are two years of expenditures

identified here. I believe the minister said there is

approximately $19 million in this budget — $6 million of that

being recoverable from the federal government. Can she just

confirm for us the 2020-21 budget and the additional federal

recoverables in that budget for the French first language

school?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m just trying to get a specific

answer for the member opposite. The design/build contract

has been awarded to Ketza Construction, as I noted in my

earlier notes. It is, for a total — now this is not 2019-20; it has

been awarded — of $29,357,000. There are supporting

contracts including the bus loop and other work on the

property that will be in the amount of $1,115,000. There is an

additional $4,925,000 for past work contingency fund,

furniture, fixtures, equipment, fibre optic, project contract

administration, and other essentials, for a total of $35,397,000.

The federal government’s contribution to that is $7,500,000,

so that would be subtracted from that.

Earlier, there was a specific question about my

mentioning earlier in my address to the Legislative Assembly

that $6,242,000 will be recovered from the Government of

Canada through its minority language education program in

the 2019-20 year — the current budget year. None of the

$7.5 million from the federal government has yet been spent

in this circumstance. The difference between $7.5 million and

approximately $6.2 million will be provided to us by Canada

in the 2020-21 budget year.

Mr. Kent: I appreciate getting those numbers into the

record here.

When it comes to the Whistle Bend school — and I will

also ask questions here about the generic school design project

that was in last year’s budget documents but is not in this

current year. I think the number that is being spent this year is

$1.6 million on the Whistle Bend school.

On last year’s contract registry, we found one contract in

the amount of $132,760 that was awarded with respect to this

project. Last year, it was identified as a two-year project. Can

the minister tell us how much more she anticipates the

government spending in this current fiscal year on the scalable

design? She did mention at one point during proceedings in

this House that this scalable design would save the

government $7 million over 10 years. If she can give us some

details on how those numbers were arrived at, that would be

great.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I don’t want to confuse the

questions being asked, so I will speak specifically — I think

there were two things here — one is about the generic school

design functional plan and the other was about the cost of

what it will save — and the third I think was about what it

costs through Highways and Public Works to complete that.

The information that I have is as follows: A generic

school functional plan was completed last fall. I can’t confirm

the amount of the cost. I know that Education contributed

approximately $20,000 to that project and worked with

Highways and Public Works to complete that generic

functional plan. It can be used to scale the design of multiple

different types of schools, which is what the goal was.

We now have completed a functional plan that covers all

room types for schools with small conceptual drawings that

can be scaled. The plan will be to use that in the design and

planning for the new Whistle Bend elementary school as well

as other future schools.

I have a note now that indicates that the total cost of that

generic school functional plan was $126,000. I can’t make

reference to some figures, but what I will say about the

concept to design is that some time ago — probably in 2017

perhaps — conversations that I was having with the

Department of Education and future plans going forward with

very, very rough plans and figures indicated that, in almost

every case, functional plans, designs, conceptual plans,

drawings going forward for school education projects were in

the millions of dollars in most cases.

Clearly, in the event that we are trying to build a number

of schools out in the future — whether it be in the next 10 or

20 years — an opportunity to have a scalable functional plan

that, at this point, has cost — not that there won’t be

additional costs, but that those figures being in the millions of

dollars seemed to me to be an inappropriate cost. Presumably,

developers build neighbourhoods — they have similar

designs. They have some designs that are tweaked. They don’t

build every single house individually. While school needs do
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vary, a functional and scalable design plan that we can use

going forward as a core piece for schools and to talk to

individual school communities about and to make sure it’s

modern going forward for the purposes of having modern

opportunities for learning spaces was a responsible and an

appropriate expenditure in this process. I’m pleased to say that

has been done. It will be used going forward — that there will

be some additional costs. It’s simply not the total cost, but the

scalable generic design is a responsible and appropriate step

going forward so that we have a starting point for these

discussions.

Mr. Kent: The minister mentioned $126,000 spent so

far on this project, but again, the contract registry and the

description of the contractors generic school design is

managed by Highways and Public Works so perhaps we

should follow-up with the minister about that $132,760. We

can certainly have further conversations about that.

The one question I did ask was when we had last year’s

budget documents, it said that the scalable design would be

done over two years. Is the minister now confirming that work

is done and it was done — all completed last year?

I just need a little more clarification on this $7 million

savings over 10 years. Did the minister say that this was

essentially a guess on her part, or was it backed up by some

documentation that she had?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think the member opposite should

know that I don’t guess at numbers. I have extremely talented

people who work with detailed figures all of the time. I don’t

have a note in front of me about $7 million in costs, but I

think that sounds reasonable. I would have had that

documentation at the time, Mr. Chair.

What I can indicate is that the generic school functional

plan includes the general space requirements and types of

rooms in schools. It is the basis and foundation of the planning

process. It is going to assist us going forward with the work of

design and planning for any individual school here in the

territory. I am advised that the work is completed to the stage

at which it is a functional plan and can be used going forward

in planning, developing, and designing schools going forward

and that the generic school functional plan costs $126,000.

I am not trying to contradict what is on the public website

or what my colleague will say with respect to that. I am telling

you that it is the figure that I have right now. It could be that

there was some additional work that has been done by

Highways and Public Works. I am not sure. We can find out

about the discrepancy between $126,000 and — I believe my

colleague has said $132,000. Nonetheless, that is the figure

that I have today. That is what I am presenting to you today. If

it is incorrect, I am happy to correct it.

Mr. Kent: We would appreciate that documentation

and information that led to the figure that the minister

mentioned in the House, which was $7 million in 10 years,

because it was one of the primary justifications that the

minister had for doing that project, in spite of the concerns

that we raised at the time last year. I look forward to getting

those figures and the background information with respect to a

$7-million savings over 10 years and how that would be

attained.

I have a couple of quick questions on other capital plans.

The relocation of the Kluane Lake School was $50,000, I

think, in last year’s budget documents. That has now been

carried forward to this year, and the time horizon has also

advanced. I think last year, it was supposed to be completed

this year, and now here we are going to complete it in 2021.

The minister has given us the rationale for why.

There is $50,000 being spent this year, and then the

budget range that is identified in the government’s documents

is $1 million to $5 million. Can the minister tell us what is

going to be spent next year with respect to the relocation of

the Kluane Lake School? Is there an idea? Obviously, it is a

pretty quick turnaround — to have this project completed over

the next couple of years according to the documents that we

have here. So I am looking for some information with respect

to that so that my colleague the Member for Kluane can report

back to his constituents with those numbers.

One other question that I know he raised during Question

Period is about conversations that have been had with the

community of Destruction Bay with respect to the existing

school and if there are opportunities to repurpose that building

into other things, or if it just going to be demolished. I guess

that is the information that we would be looking for, as well as

what conversations have happened with the community of

Destruction Bay on that.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I want to be clear that there was

$50,000 allocated in the 2018-19 budget which was spent.

$49,940 of those dollars was spent in the 2018-19 budget for a

functional program and business case regarding the new

school for the Kluane First Nation. It was an upgrade —

amendments made to the functional program — that was not

quite completed previously. Let me just say that this money

was spent doing that and working with the First Nation in the

2018-19 budget year.

An additional $50,000 is in the 2019-20 budget allocated

to continue planning work on this project with the Kluane

First Nation. There is a functional planning working group

that involves individuals from the First Nation, the

Department of Education, Highways and Public Works, and a

number of officials from government. They have been

meeting and last met in January 2019. The department is

gathering additional information that was requested by the

First Nation to inform the next steps of the planning process.

The current school was built in 1961 and is aging,

Mr. Chair. The school is also a priority for renovation or

replacement on the government’s school seismic mitigation

program. So in addition to the fact that all of the current

students live in Burwash Landing and are moving to

Destruction Bay on a daily basis to attend school, we are also

— let me stop there for a second. With respect to the building,

of course we are keen to work with the community of

Destruction Bay. I am always interested, as my colleagues

know, in repurposing buildings. I think that there is an

interesting movement in the world nowadays to actually do

that — repurpose buildings or renovate rather than destroy, if
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at all possible — but there are issues with that building

because of its age. We are very keen to work with the

community of Burwash Landing in the event that they have

some ideas for repurposing it, but that is a ways down the

road.

With respect to the budget money next year for 2020-21, I

do not have a figure with respect to that because it will be

informed, frankly, by the conversations that are happening

with the First Nation as we go forward. As part of our

commitment to reconciliation and long-term capital planning

for all Yukon schools, we are very pleased to be working with

the Kluane First Nation to relocate Kluane Lake School from

Destruction Bay to Burwash Landing. I may have said that

HPW was at the meeting in January, and I just want to

confirm that I have a note that HPW will be joining the group

at the next meeting. The next meeting is not yet scheduled, as

the department is committed to getting back to the First

Nation with some information.

Mr. Kent: A couple questions about school portables

— I think there is $2 million identified. The minister did

mention some things about it in her opening remarks. If she

could just restate for us where the money will be spent this

year — I think, again, $2 million. My understanding is that

there will be a second portable put at Golden Horn Elementary

School and that there will be some repairs to the Robert

Service School. How many more portables will be

constructed? Where is it anticipated that they will be

deployed?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: In November 2018, Yukon

government issued an invitational tender for a design/build

modular classroom — it was earmarked at that time for

Golden Horn Elementary School — using one of our

$10-million regional economic development trade exceptions.

Southpaw Construction, a Yukon company, was the highest

ranked proponent and was awarded a contract in the amount

of $566,000. A separate tender for the supply and delivery of

a number of additional modular classrooms for other schools

will be issued during the 2019-20 fiscal year. That takes into

account the funds that are showing in the budget of up to

$2 million for portables.

We have earmarked one of those portables, as noted, for

Golden Horn Elementary School. The portables are designed

to address the short- and medium-term school needs, and they

will do so also at Robert Service School and Golden Horn

Elementary School, as I have noted. Those are important

planning options going forward, and I am pleased that amount

of money and funding is in the budget so that we can plan

going forward. It is likely, based on the enrolment numbers

we have now, that a second portable will be for Golden Horn

Elementary School.

Chair: Do members wish to take a brief recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is general debate on

Vote 3, Department of Education, in Bill No. 210, entitled

First Appropriation Act 2019-20. Is there any further general
debate?

Mr. Kent: I have about 13 minutes left — I probably

have a couple of hours’ worth of questions left, but I will try

to focus in and jump around a little bit here through what I

was hoping to ask.

First, I know there have been a lot of conversations going

on around school bus and traffic safety — going back to last

year and then in the fall, when we passed a motion — and

then a couple of accidents out on the south Alaska Highway

toward Marsh Lake have expedited a few things. I know that

the federal government, through Minister Garneau, the federal

transportation minister, has responsibility for seat belts in

school buses. He was up here attending a conference and

doing some other announcements — I would say a couple of

months ago probably; sometime in February — and I am just

wondering if the minister or any of her colleagues had a

chance to meet with him and discuss the seat belts in school

buses aspect specifically and if there are any updates for

Yukoners on that.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I will also endeavour to

answer a little quicker than maybe I have been so that more

questions can be asked.

I can indicate that I did not meet with Minister Garneau. I

don’t think I was here when he was here in — I believe it was

February. I can indicate that my colleague the Minister of

Highways and Public Works met with him both on that

occasion and in January at a federal-provincial-territorial

meeting in Montreal. On both of those occasions, he spoke

about seat-belt safety. There is a federal working group with

which the Yukon government is participating, and that work is

ongoing. That is the information that I have about that

process.

Mr. Kent: Moving on, the Sled Ed course at Porter

Creek Secondary School has been at the centre of many

concerns brought forward by students and parents. We know

that, last year, the school announced that they were going to

be staggering the offering of that course to every other year.

Can the minister confirm if that is still the plan going

forward and if any work has been done by the government to

look into the possibility of fully reinstating that course on an

annual basis?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Yes, there is still a plan to offer that

course on alternating years. Initially, it was based on teacher

availability and student demand, and that is still the case at

Porter Creek Secondary School. All students who want to take

that course during the course of their high school education

will have the opportunity.

Mr. Kent: The minister mentioned earlier that she has

endeavoured to meet with each school council. Has she met

with every school council in the territory so far in her

mandate? If not, which ones has she not had the chance to

meet with yet?
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Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have not had the opportunity to

meet with some of the rural school councils at official school

council meetings. When I visited Old Crow, for instance, I did

meet with school council members, but it wasn’t an official

meeting. There are a few cases like that. I have met with every

school council in Whitehorse — some on more than one

occasion — based on invitations and availability of meetings,

coordinating with my availability and my schedule.

Unfortunately, some school council meetings are often the

first or second week of the month, so many of them happen on

the same nights, but I note that school councils have been

extremely accommodating in inviting me to come to not

regularly scheduled meetings, and I am happy to attend those

as well.

Mr. Kent: I just wanted to talk quickly about French

immersion and the lottery for the Whitehorse Elementary

School kindergarten enrolment. There were 11 families that

were left without the opportunity to enrol their kids in

kindergarten French immersion at Whitehorse Elementary;

however, I believe the minister said that this number was

subject to change. Are we still sitting with 11 families who are

affected as of today’s date?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for the question. Yes,

currently there still are 11 families who are on a waiting list

for children to attend French immersion as of today — but

certainly, as I have noted, sometimes that changes as the

school year ends and over the summer before the new school

year begins, so we will continue to work with those families.

Mr. Kent: I did take a look at the supplementary

information on the department website, and the 2018-19

estimate for French immersion students is at 816. Can the

minister tell me if that number is accurate or has it fluctuated

as well? When will we get the actual number for the year?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Sorry, Mr. Chair — could the

member please repeat the last part of the question?

Mr. Kent: I am just curious as to if that 816 number is

still the estimate for this year and when the minister estimates

we can have the final figures — or do you wait until the end

of the school year is done?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I know that the member opposite

may have noted where he got the 816, but I’m sorry — I

didn’t hear him say that and would like to clarify that.

In answer to his question generally, the enrolment

numbers change so rapidly over the course of a summer and

into the beginning of a school year that our enrolment figures

for a school year are done as of September 30 — so about a

month and a half into the school year is when we see that

settle, and those numbers are published based on enrolment —

but of course they can change from time to time before then.

Then they are published in the annual report. In the annual

reports, there are figures at a glance. For instance, French

immersion student enrolment as of March 31, 2018, was 768.

I am sure that my colleague is correct about 816, but we are

just not sure where he got that number.

Mr. Kent: It is in the Education supplementary

information. I found it online on the Education website. I can

send the document over to the minister as well and she can

take look at it.

If the minister can let us know what percentage that

number is of the overall school population, that would be

great.

I am just going to end with a couple of questions before I

turn it over to my colleague from Takhini-Kopper King. I am

hoping to get an update from the minister — whether it is her

responsibility or the responsibility of the Minister of

Highways and Public Works — on the testing for lead levels

and the remediation — if all that work has been completed

and if there are plans to re-test to make sure that the lead

levels are what they should be.

My other question was with respect to air-quality testing

in schools. It is not about radon, because I know that happens

on a regular basis. I am just looking for dust, mould, and other

allergens that occur often in the air — when the last testing

was done — and if there is a maintenance schedule to clean

the air ducts in our schools. That would be great.

As I have said, I have quite a few more questions.

Hopefully we get a chance to get Education back, but if not,

thanks to the officials for their assistance to us in the briefing

and for assisting the minister here today. After the minister

answers, I will turn it over to the NDP.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: With respect to the issues of the

water quality in the schools — as members will know — on

the advice of the Yukon chief medical officer of health, the

Government of Yukon tested all water fixtures in schools built

before 1990 in the summer of 2018 to check for lead leaching.

There were concerns indicated, although the chief medical

officer of health also assured all of us that there was no short-

term risk to health and that occasional consumption of water

from the older fixtures — which, by national standards, could

have contained lead in the pipes — was not a significant

health risk to staff or students.

All schools that were built before 1990 were tested in

phase 1 due to the higher likelihood of them perhaps

containing lead in the plumbing materials. To ensure that all

schools were tested, schools built after 1990 will also be

tested. They have not been yet. That will be in the summer of

2019; that’s phase 2.

I have a list of schools that were tested in 2018. I am

happy to provide that rather than read it into the record today.

The results were that tests show that all schools, with the

exception of Kluane Lake School, did have water fixtures that

tested above the national standards for possible lead. The

Government of Yukon began mitigation work in September

2018, and I am advised that the mitigation work included

decommissioning some water fountains and replacing fixtures.

That was done quickly in the schools. There were also signs

and identification for students and staff so that they would

know which faucets were of issue. Some were allowed for

short-term purposes and for washing but not for drinking, and

replacing all the fixtures that tested high with new water

fixtures was the plan. Replacement of the water fixtures

continued into the winter and into 2019.
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I am advised that Highways and Public Works have

replaced all fixtures in schools that exceeded regulation limits

and that of course no lead solder was used in the repairs. That

work is ongoing — both the testing and the final mitigation —

with respect to that.

On the air-quality testing — I don’t have any specific

information and we can provide some. I have spoken very

briefly with the Minister of Highways and Public Works, who

is of course in charge of Property Management, and we can

determine the schedule for the work that is done with respect

to schools.

Ms. White: I thank the Member for Copperbelt South

for giving me some time today, and I of course echo his

welcome to the officials who are here today.

I would like to just get started with the Yukon grant. If

the minister can walk me through how the Yukon grant works

these days — I, like many others in the Chamber, graduated a

couple of days ago and so I don’t remember how it is. So I am

looking for the amount, the application process, and the

duration for when a person is able to access it.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I can note that the student financial

assistance unit in the Department of Education administers

several programs to assist students in pursuing post-secondary

education. Of course, there is the Yukon grant — which is

being asked about here — a student training allowance,

Yukon excellence awards, Canada student loans and grants,

and a variety of scholarships. In the 2017-18 academic year,

over $6.6 million was awarded through student financial

assistance programs — of course that would be all types of

programs.

The Yukon grant has been established pursuant to the

Student Financial Assistance Act, which is the authority to
provide financial support to Yukon students enroled full-time

at approved post-secondary institutions. Students can receive

the grant for a maximum of 170 weeks over the course of their

education. That is what I understand to be the case. In

2017-18, the total Yukon grant expenditure was $4,091,079.

Eligible students receive $136 per week of study when they

are enroled full-time. In addition, eligible students who study

outside of the Yukon receive a travel amount of $1,500 to help

them to travel between school and home.

Ms. White: Just in quickly trying to go through the

math on that — so 170 weeks would equal 42.5 months,

which would equal 3.5 years. I got a confirmation nod.

The one reason why I was asking about the Yukon grant

specifically — and the minister is well-versed, as are her

officials, because I spent some time asking about it previously

— I appreciate that the Student Financial Assistance Act was
updated in 2016. I was here and there were some things at the

time that just didn’t come to mind, because existing Yukon

programs — either no one had brought forward the concerns

they had or it wasn’t running at that point, but that is a moot

point.

I have talked before about the environmental monitoring

project that’s offered through Yukon College and how it is a

program that does everything we hope that school will do — it

trains people to put them out into the job force and gives them

the opportunity for careers. The challenge is that the

environmental monitoring program doesn’t qualify — it

doesn’t allow Yukon youth who have gone through the

education system here and would qualify for the Yukon grant

if they were going to a more standard program to access it.

I did of course get the return today that the minister

tabled, but I would like to have a bit of a conversation here.

This is because I believe that, in the Chamber, we are all

intent on the same thing, which is making sure that we get the

right people matched up to the right programs. I can speak

truly for myself that I was never going to be able to sit still for

four years. I mean, I have been here for five years now and

it’s a struggle at times. Well, it has been longer than five,

hasn’t it? It has been eight or so. It has been quite a few years.

The reason why I’m asking about this is that I went to

culinary school. It was a professional culinary school that cost

probably in the range of $7,500 for a five-month program.

What happened is that I had excellence awards that I was able

to access. Then I had to work full-time while I attended school

full-time because I also didn’t qualify for the funding, but it

led me to a career that I worked on until the day I was elected.

Part of bringing up the questions around the Yukon grant is

that there is a finite amount of money. It doesn’t stretch on for

infinity, so if a person decides that they want to do ancient

basket weaving first and then four years later, they want to

change to poli-sci, it doesn’t mean that the money is still

accessible. So I wanted to talk about funding alternative

programming.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Luckily, I too want to talk about

that, so we’re on the same page.

This is a situation that the member opposite and I have

discussed a little bit through some letters and briefly in

person. She is correct that the Student Financial Assistance
Act was reviewed and updated in 2016, but I don’t think the
work — as far as I am aware — was done at the time to look

at the scope or description — I will say it that way — of

programs and how they would apply. It is true that not all

programs are eligible under the current act and under the

current way in which courses are described. I will talk about

the ones at Yukon College because I think that’s primarily

where the concerns arise.

The Government of Yukon, through the department, has

committed — in conversations with the member opposite and

in conversations with Yukon College which have begun — to

ask about how those courses are described and whether it is a

situation of a round hole and a square peg. It may be that some

of those courses, especially those like the one noted by the

member opposite, take place over a number of months with a

break in between — or other opportunities in between — as

opposed to the standard term of so many weeks, then a

Christmas break, and then a term of so many weeks.

That being said, the Department of Education has met

with Yukon College. We briefly raised it with them, and we

will sit down to discuss the non-traditional courses. We will

discuss with them adjustments to the program design or

structure or even description that might allow students to be

considered under the current legislative regime. We will
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carefully look at those particular courses — the non-

traditional ones — and ones like the one described by the

member opposite. For instance, I don’t know at the moment if

the Yukon College culinary program meets the requirements

for student financial assistance, but we will work with the

college to determine if that’s the case. It is critical that we not

have individuals who have chosen specific education

opportunities going forward be exempt from assistance. We

want to remove those barriers, if at all possible, in a

responsible way so that we also have funding available to the

broadest number of students possible.

There is not an act revision planned at the moment, but I

think this work of trying to sort out these particular barriers to

students could lead us to that, or if we can find solutions along

the way, that is where we will go first.

We will begin this work with Yukon College because I

think it is appropriate for us to work with them. It is

appropriate for us to remove barriers for Yukon students to

have education here in the territory, but we will work with

other jurisdictions more long term as well. I think it is

probably primarily in the non-traditional programs — I don’t

love that term, but it is not nursing or a bachelor of science or

those kinds of things. They are programs that are absolutely

critical for Yukoners to have access to — to have access to

those opportunities — and we want to make sure that there are

not artificial barriers in the way.

Ms. White: I thank the minister for that answer. One of

the questions that I have is: If the rewrite of the description

isn’t able to meet the requirements under the Yukon grant —

and the minister mentioned that, at this point in time, there is

no act revision set — is there an intention or appetite to then

revise the act to make sure that those alternative programs

would qualify for accessing the Yukon grant?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I don’t think it is responsible to

speculate, but I do think that the work we have just described

in answering this question and the conversations that I have

had with the member opposite will inform that process. We

will certainly take a look at what would need to be done and

what the scope of that work would be to remove barriers to

education for Yukoners.

Ms. White: I do look forward to that time for all of

those reasons. There are a lot of young people out there who

aren’t going to necessarily go down the traditional academic

route.

I would like to ask some questions about the Aurora

distance education. I would like to know. A number of years

ago was when it was initially rolled out, there were some

challenges. I know that in rural schools some of the students

struggled because there wasn’t access to having a hands-on

teacher. I just want to know where we are. How many classes

are now offered? How many students are accessing the

programming? Where in the territory is it being offered?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Yes, the Aurora Virtual School — I

am sorry I looked strange to the member opposite. I didn’t

hear the name that she noted. There is what’s known as the

Aurora Virtual School physically located here in Whitehorse.

They do provide distance learning programs. There is a

number of ways in which that can happen, both here in

Whitehorse and in communities. In communities, for instance,

there are online courses available to some students where

there is a teacher assigned in the school who can help them

with that work, and they access the course information online

with the teacher support. In the schools, they can also access

distance learning programs themselves without necessarily the

teacher’s support. The same is available at the Aurora Virtual

School here in Whitehorse. There is a variety of different

ways that can happen. There are currently 48 students

registered as home-schooled students through the Aurora

Virtual School here in Whitehorse. Others are typically

enroled in high school but take some courses outside of that

— what’s known as being “cross-enroled” in high school. It is

an area that deserves some attention. I know that our deputy

minister is paying attention. As well, there is a process in the

Department of Education to look at how these programs are

being delivered. Are they being delivered as effectively as

possible? Are the students benefiting from that? Do they have

the support necessary that they feel they need if they want to

be schooled in a distance-education-type situation?

Yukon schools do offer some programming online, as I

have said, and rural communities have more options, but

Whitehorse has more flexibility. It is an area that is

developing as technology grows. As opportunities are more

and more, we need to make sure that the Yukon education

system is responding to students’ needs in this area.

Ms. White: I do appreciate that the deputy minister has

taken an active role in that. Part of what the minister talked

about sounded like an assessment of the effectiveness of the

Aurora Virtual School, and I am not sure if that is the right

language. In my head, I was saying “audit” first and then I

was trying to find another word that would mean “audit”

without meaning “audit”. When will that assessment happen,

as to whether or not those programs are effective? By that, I

mean: Is the information being shared effectively with the

students? Are the students able to process that information in a

similar way that they would in a classroom? What is the

effectiveness of the Aurora Virtual School and the programs

that it offers?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am very pleased to be asked about

this because it is long — even though I haven’t been here that

long, it has been something I have asked about, probably very

early on.

Yes, we are looking to assess the effectiveness of all of

what is known as our “alternative programs”. Whether it is

distance learning, whether it is online programming, whether

it is AVS, whether it is the individual learning centres in a

number of places that are available across the territory, the

feedback of students and parents is absolutely critical because

it is their experience that we are trying to understand and

make sure we are meeting their needs.

I can indicate that there very recently has been a former

superintendent assigned to work on this project over the

summer and into the fall of this year. He will be working on

the project to assist with implementing the redesigned

grade 11 and 12 curriculum in alternative and secondary
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programming in Yukon schools. I know that it is time, and

there have been some officials visit other jurisdictions where

the alternative programming — I am going to use that as a

very big umbrella — is being delivered in ways that are

effective, and we are very keen to make sure that we are doing

that work here in the Yukon Territory as well.

Did I say “former superintendent”? It’s soon-to-be

former. Let me just say it this way: Changing responsibilities

prior to retirement. We have assigned that individual to work

on this project based on his skills and based on the fact that it

needs attention. We need to make sure that our alternative

programs are aligned well with the needs of students, that we

are delivering the service that we intend to deliver and that we

are actually providing alternatives for people to learn so that

education is more accessible.

Ms. White: When we talk about the alternative

education, I wanted to ask about the sport school. I know it

has been running for a number of years. I would just like a

bigger overview — the number of education staff and the

number of specialized individuals who are brought in. I will

just leave it at that. I would like to know more about the sport

school.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Let me just take the opportunity to

say thank you to F.H. Collins’ staff and administration and

also to their school council. They have worked diligently with

the Department of Highways and Public Works and with a

very impressive team at the Department of Education to finish

what has been called the “weight gym”, which is a primary

location for sport school students to attend. It opened

officially last week. There is much excitement about it. It was

an opportunity to add on to what was the plan for the new

F.H. Collins, but anybody who has been to the old weight gym

will know that it was — I don’t think “dilapidated” is too

strong a word. The heating was questionable. There was no

running water or washrooms, and the students now have an

appropriate facility to encourage them on their health and

wellness paths, including the sport school students. It is not

only for the sport school students.

I will stop there to say that there is currently one teacher

assigned to that program at F.H. Collins. The students attend

for one term, usually, in a particular school year. They focus

on health and well-being and on weights and other sports. I

want to say that they earn credits in an alternative way, but

they certainly earn part of their high school credits for that

work that they do.

I am pleased to tell you — without the specific numbers

— and I am happy to get some numbers for the member

opposite if that is of assistance to her. I don’t know how many

students are currently enroled or how many they can take. My

recollection is that 27 students can be in that location, so that

will likely focus the enrolment at that particular program if

they are using that space. I can indicate that, over the last

number of years, it has been an alternative part of a school

year that has been very successful. It has helped some students

who may not necessarily be so focused on academics, but

because of that program and because of the opportunity to

have experiential learning, which we know the new

curriculum is based on — to learn in different ways and to

meet students where they are — there has been some real

success.

The sport school focuses on leadership, education,

athletics and athletic development and the overall

development of students. I should also acknowledge that the

Porter Creek Secondary School also has a program similar to

that and is equally a success.

Ms. White: Moving along to the Individual Learning

Centre, the question I have about the Individual Learning

Centre is actually more about support for staff. I say that only

in terms of having a conversation recently with someone and

they mentioned that, in the last number of years, five of their

current and past students had passed away — this was in

recent memory. For the teaching staff — and anyone who

hasn’t had an opportunity to go and check out the ILC, I

would definitely suggest it. If you are lucky enough to be

invited for a holiday feast, that is a pretty fun time to go. The

reason I would suggest that especially anyone in this Chamber

should take a tour or take a look is that it is a school that, had

it been around when I was a teenager, most of my friends and

I would have ended up at. Again, it is just because traditional

school isn’t the easiest. The question I have is: What support

is being offered to staff?

I understand that they have access to the Public Service

Commission and the EAP and the rest of it, but in some

situations, I would suggest that there needs to be some

sensitivity or some extra attention around who I would refer to

as front-line staff in this case. I just wanted to ask the minister

if there had been any discussions about making sure that the

staff is supported at the ILC.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, I share the member

opposite’s support for the ILC. I have spent more than one

fabulous afternoon there, including some meals. I am familiar

with the teachers and the principal there and the extraordinary

manner in which they carry out their dedication to their

students.

I can indicate that there are currently, as of February

2019, 132 students registered at the ILC. Of course, they don’t

all come at the same time. They are in individual independent

learning and come at different times based on their choice and

needs. I do not disagree whatsoever that there needs to be

support for staff and administration at that school based on the

work that they do, which can be very stressful. I also think

that there needs to be extraordinary support for the students

who are there, and our student support services are accessible

to them.

Some of the things that have been done at that school and

others: training for educators and students on suicide

prevention and intervention, far more conversation about

mental health issues, mental health literacy as well. In a

number of schools, there has been a mental health literacy

curriculum guide that is a resource for teaching about mental

health in high schools to students and, of course, educators.

There is opportunity to get trained there as well. There is

focus on bullying and cyber-bullying awareness and

prevention education.
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The member opposite has mentioned employment

assistance through the opportunities that are available, but I

take her point that this may be a special circumstance based

on the kind of work that is done at this extraordinary school. I

can indicate that there has been a counselling position

assigned to the ILC this year and that teachers have

responded. The administration and students have responded

that this has been a positive thing.

In the fall of 2019, the plan is for the department to be

providing all department staff with access to mental wellness

support and training. We certainly can give more details about

how that unfolds as it is launched. There are school

counsellors employed for student support services for

individual counselling. I mentioned earlier today a number of

issues regarding mental health access for children, youth, and

teachers, and I am pleased to say that the counselling

availability at the ILC is a step forward. It is important to

make sure that we support our staff and administration.

Ms. White: I would like to ask questions about the

Teen Parent Centre. I was invited last year to go take a look at

the early childhood program that they had put on, independent

of the actual school year, with hopes of actually being able to

open up more spots for children. I am not sure if that has had

the good fortune of going ahead or if it was merely a pilot for

last year, so I would like to ask the minister that.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I too am aware of the early

childhood opportunities that the Teen Parent Centre has been

trying to develop, along with their young moms, dads, and the

children of those individuals and also other people’s children.

I am currently not aware of what the situation is, but I will

commit to getting back to the member opposite. I know there

was conversation about running a daycare. I was at board

meetings as the minister with the Teen Parent Centre board. I

understood there to be a summer daycare last year. I know that

when I was there, the conversations were around getting that

off the ground. We can get an update for the member

opposite.

Ms. White: There are so many reasons — it is an ideal

space. It has an outdoor play area. It’s almost designed for

that. I mean, I would be hopeful that they are able to pursue

that.

I had a question about — so in all the Yukon Forums and

in conversations with First Nation governments, has there ever

been an indication that there is a First Nation that is interested

in taking over education within their own First Nation or

traditional territory?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question. As the

member opposite may know, last year the Yukon Forum

struck a committee known as the Chiefs Committee on

Education, also known as the CCOE, that has four chiefs on it.

They have some officials assigned to it. We have been

working with that chiefs committee extensively to have

conversations about what the future of First Nation education

looks like. I don’t think it is appropriate — I am not at liberty

to say now and I am certainly not at liberty to speak on behalf

of the First Nations. What I can advise the members of this

House is that I have expressed, on behalf of the department,

that we are open to all conversations about Yukon First Nation

education and how we will improve, not only the relationship,

but the outcomes.

I can indicate that Yukon First Nations are essential

partners in supporting First Nation students and teaching all

Yukon students about Yukon First Nation ways of knowing

and doing. The Government of Yukon has signed individual

education agreements with the Council of Yukon First

Nations, as well as with six Yukon First Nation governments,

including Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in, Vuntut Gwitchin, Selkirk First

Nation, Kluane First Nation, First Nation of Na Cho Nyäk

Dun, and Carcross/Tagish First Nation. I can also indicate that

these agreements reflect our government-to-government

relationships and our commitment to reconciliation. We also

work on Yukon-wide initiatives with the Council of Yukon

First Nations, the First Nations Education Commission —

which is also known as FNEC to some — and as well, the

Chiefs Committee on Education that I mentioned initially.

Our current individual education agreement discussions

are truly about shared priorities and how we will get there. I

can also note that our guiding document at the moment — and

I did not have anything to do with the inception of this

document, but I’m very proud to have it as our guiding

document — which is also known as the JEAP, which is the

joint education action plan, J-E-A-P — enhances the Yukon

First Nation authority around education. It is a document that

is signed by all 14 First Nations as a plan going forward — I

believe a 10-year mandate to go forward on Yukon First

Nation education initiatives.

I appreciate that this doesn’t directly answer the question

but I think it does indirectly answer the question and I think

that what I am trying to express here as strongly as I can is

that this is an absolute priority for this government and an

absolute priority for this Department of Education. We have

expressed that clearly to every Yukon First Nation, and we are

working diligently with each of them to realize how we can go

forward together on these very important goals.

Ms. White: Just in the budget document, where would I

find the line item that would have Yukon educators in-service

training within the budget? I am trying to find the difference

between this year and the previous year.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am going to suggest that I do a

specific return with that information. I am concerned about the

time and having the opportunity for the members opposite’s

questions. I can indicate that I do know that approximately

$450,000 is given annually to the Yukon Teachers’

Association for that, and there is funding given to individual

schools. There is funding to the First Nation Programs and

Partnerships. It is known as FNPP. It also runs through

individual schools. There is a summer academy. There is

funding for the group activities as well as for individual PD

days through the schools. Professional development funding

shows in a number of locations. We can provide that

information in a short return for the member opposite.

Ms. White: In that return, can I please get the number

— my understanding is that the Yukon government would

have money that they would use themselves for sponsored
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professional development days. If that’s the case, can that

number please be included in the return?

I want to move into Advanced Education. Advanced

Education used to have immigration within it, and it has been

moved to Economic Development. It is interesting for me to

be on the Advanced Education for all of the stuff related to

labour markets. There are the reports. As the Member for

Copperbelt South pointed out, there may be some outdated

reports.

But I wanted to know why the labour market stuff was

still within the Advanced Education branch and it hadn’t been

transferred over to the Department of Economic Development

at the same time as the immigration file.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for the question. In

March 2018, we were pleased to sign two new labour market

transfer agreements with the Government of Canada, which

provides $7.6 million per year to support labour market

programs in the Yukon. These new agreements provide

additional funding and program flexibility to meet the needs

of Yukon job-seekers and employers. The funding from these

agreements is used to support and provide services and

supports, such as employment services for job-seekers,

apprenticeship training, on-the-job work experience or

training support for employers and their existing staff.

The decision was made at the time — it’s not a clean line,

no matter what. The labour market programs — relationships

with the federal government and training through those labour

market programs are related to apprenticeship and often to

post-secondary overlap. They often overlap between youth

and adult programs. For the most part, they live in education

departments across the country. Immigration — there was an

opportunity to separate that and have it live in Economic

Development.

There is benefit of having the labour market programs in

Education. One of the benefits is the holistic view of lifelong

learning and an opportunity for those programs to remain with

the education focus. Education does and will continue to work

collaboratively with the immigration folks at Economic

Development. The relationship at this time is to have the

labour market agreements and that work remain in Education

because of the natural link.

Ms. White: Currently in the Yukon, how many

registered apprentices are there?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: As of December 2018, there were

488 registered apprentices in the Yukon apprenticeship

program, 144 of whom were First Nations and 57 of whom

were female. I believe that would be the most accurate

numbers we have, as of a few months ago.

Ms. White: I highlighted this at length in the 33rd

Assembly — which is one of the challenges with apprentices

and trades training — that you actually require a

journeyperson to work under to be able to sign off on your

hours. At the time, in the 33rd Assembly, when I asked — at

one point in time, Yukon government had two apprentices

within their entire ranks. It wasn’t good. That was not what

you would want, because it’s one thing for the public sector to

have to take on all the work of training apprentices, but I think

at one point I said that I was counting on my hands and got to

15 trades that I could easily identify within Yukon

government — and to know that there were only two

apprentices. I would like to know — if the minister is able —

how many apprentices are currently working in Yukon

government?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for the question. I agree

— as Minister of Education, I agree. Our one-government

approach is that we agree. I don’t know what the history is,

frankly, with respect to apprenticeship. I take the word of my

colleague from across the way that it has not been stellar in

the past, but work has already begun on remedying that

situation. If we have the opportunity to have apprentices work

under qualified persons at Yukon government, we should

absolutely do that.

I understand that there has been work already started with

Highways and Public Works and also in at least one of the

communities. I can indicate that the Yukon government is an

excellent employer of apprentices — once they have

completed their training — but I think the focus of the

question is having them actually qualify under trained

individuals at the government. That is something that is not

falling on deaf ears here and that we are encouraging and

working to have rectified.

Ms. White: I am hopeful. I have highlighted that to the

Minister of Highways and Public Works and all the other

ministers. We can go from continuing care, to hospitals, to

Corrections. We can go across the spectrum for where

apprentices might be, so if someone within the government

could possibly do a legislative return on what that number is,

that would be fantastic. The challenge of course is following

up with that training.

I was asked to go speak at the Yukon College with the

early childhood education program last week. They mentioned

the learning together program. The reason that it was brought

up in conversation is because one of the students asked the

rest of the students, “Did you know that this program

existed?”

I was just online, and I took a look at the learning

together page. It is a really phenomenal program that, right

now — anecdotally — has two families who attended at Elijah

Smith school, whereas it seems to me that it would be a really

valuable asset to others. Does the government track that?

What kind of advertising do they do around it? Do they

encourage families? Do they let daycares, day homes and play

programs know about such things? How can we get those

numbers up? That is what I am asking.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Before I move on to that question, I

am just going to go back to the last question. The numbers

that I have about apprentices as of December 2018 — there

were two apprentices employed by the Government of Yukon.

My colleague across the way is correct, and my answer

remains that we should work diligently to change that number

to be much higher.

I will speak briefly about the learning together program

— it is part of our early learning programs, working with

Health and Social Services and our opportunities to extend
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education from the cradle through to one’s career and to make

lifelong learners. We know the importance, Mr. Chair, of

having students connect early with education in a formal and

informal way.

Learning together, of course, works to do that. It is

primarily aimed at four-year-olds, although there are some

three-year-olds in that program. We know that one of the

barriers that has, in the past, been responsible for some lower

numbers — there is currently a requirement for parents to

attend with children. It’s partly because of that — people have

jobs, and there is a difference, of course, between daycare and

the early learning program. The requirement for parents to

participate may be a bit of a barrier, so we are not seeing the

enrolment numbers that we would like. We hope that, by

moving to a more central location — the program was being

held at Hidden Valley and is now at Elijah Smith school — it

may help us to increase those enrolment numbers.

We will continue to monitor it and work with Health and

Social Services on the focus on early learning, of which

learning together is an important piece. It is not the only piece,

but it is certainly an important piece, and I certainly would

like to see us expand it — or organize it — in a way that

removes barriers for parents.

Ms. White: Earlier, the minister was talking about the

importance of early childhood education — whether it was

care centres — on school grounds. That was a really lovely

pitch for the new Whistle Bend school — to maybe consider

that as part of the campus. There was that model in Watson

Lake until that building had to be closed. There are a whole

bunch of reasons why — I mean, you have access to play

outside and access to the transition and all those things. I am

going to leave that. I am going to let that sit here as my pitch.

Mr. Chair, seeing the time, I move that you report

progress.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Chair: The Member for Kluane, on a point of order.

Mr. Istchenko: On a point of order, I would like to

wish the Leader of the Third Party a happy birthday today.

Applause

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. White that the Chair

report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Chair, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

The following sessional paper was tabled April 8,
2019:

34-2-91
Standing Committee on Appointment to Major

Government Boards and Committees Thirteenth Report
(April 8, 2019) (Adel)

The following legislative return was tabled April 8,
2019:

34-2-205
Response to oral question from Ms. Hanson re: mine

closure security (Pillai)

The following document was filed April 8, 2019:

34-2-68
What We Heard About Aging in Place: A summary of

what we heard during our public engagement on aging in
place and aging well in Yukon (Frost)

Written notice was given of the following motion
April 8, 2019:

Motion No. 463
Re: access to pre-exposure prophylaxis (Ms. White)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Tuesday, April 9, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

Withdrawal of motions
Speaker: The Chair wishes to inform the House of a

change made to the Order Paper. Motion No. 446, standing in

the name of the Member for Copperbelt South, has been

removed from the Order Paper as it is now outdated.

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Mr. Gallina: We have a number of guests who have

joined us here today as we tribute the Ronald McDonald

House charity. I would like members to please join me in

welcoming Keira Kucherean, Gabby Kucherean,

Jeanne Kucherean, Mike and Julie Thorpe, Louise Gentles,

and Michelle Arthurs. Welcome.

Applause

Ms. White: I invite my colleagues to welcome a really

vibrant group of people here today. We have GSA members

from both Porter Creek and F.H. Collins high schools. From

Porter Creek, we have Hannah Cross, Ursula Westfall,

Grey Capot-Blanc, Taiga Troy, and we have, of course, their

teacher, Jason Cook. From F.H. Collins, we have

Aidan Falkenberg, Mercedes Bacon-Traplin, and of course

Annie Pellicano, their teacher.

We have a lot of community support today. We have

Dylan Smoke, Paul Johnson, vice-president of the Yukon

Employees’ Union, and Sue Harding, the YTA president. We

have Chris Hine, Alyssa Carpenter, Shelby Maunder,

Malkolm Boothroyd, Dan Bader, Brandon Murdoch,

Tracy Dart, and Erik and Grace Pinkerton. We have

Lauren Porter and Bodie Birkett, Deborah Turner-Davis, and

Justin Lemphers from the Yukon Federation of Labour.

Thank you so much for being here today.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Silver: I would like to ask all my colleagues

to help welcome to the gallery somebody who has played on

almost every stage in the Yukon — an old friend of mine and

no stranger to the music scene in Yukon — Mr. Rick Sward.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Are there any tributes?

TRIBUTES
In recognition of Ronald McDonald House Charities

Mr. Gallina: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Liberal government to pay tribute to the Ronald MacDonald

House charity. Ronald MacDonald House BC and Yukon

provides accommodations to families who have a child who is

seriously ill and are in Vancouver to receive medical

treatment. This service has helped families for over 30 years,

and for many, it is considered their home away from home.

I recently learned about a very special little girl in our

community named Gabriella — or as she is more

affectionately known by her family, “Gabby”. Gabby has a

brainstem tumour that was discovered at the age of four, and

at four-and-a-half years old, she received a nine-hour

craniotomy at the BC Children’s Hospital. Despite her

diagnosis, Gabby is a joyful, vibrant little girl who brings a lot

of light into the lives of her family and her friends.

As a father of four daughters, it is hard to bring myself to

imagine what it would be like to go through an experience like

this. Aside from the emotional stress the medical situation can

place on a family, the other stressful aspect many families

express is the financial burden of having to travel from Yukon

to Vancouver to receive medical treatment. This is where the

Ronald McDonald House helps. Yukoners pay only $12 a

night to stay at the house, which has spacious suites for

families with private rooms and lots of fun extras — like a

magic room and a Lego lounge — to brighten the spirits of

children and families who are guests.

The Ronald McDonald House has become a home away

from home for Gabby and her mother, Keira. Gabby and her

mom have spent over 500 nights at the Ronald McDonald

House since Gabby received her initial diagnosis. Keira

described being overwhelmed by how touching and positive

their experiences at the house have been. Keira and Gabby

have built strong bonds with the staff and other families who

use the house, and this has helped to build an amazing support

system for them.

In fact, this year, Gabby will be attending Camp

Goodtimes, which is a camp for children and teens with

cancer and their families. Gabby and Keira are attending this

camp with several other families who they have met through

their stay at the Ronald McDonald House. Keira has expressed

how therapeutic it has been for her as a parent to spend time

speaking with other parents who are going through the same

thing as she is.

Even on tough days, the activities and the atmosphere of

the house keeps a smile on the faces of all the children there.

Keira tries to do things in the house with Gabby that would be

normal for them to do back in the Yukon. One of those things

is shovelling snow. One winter, they experienced heavy

snowfall in Vancouver. This was a task they tried to help out

with as much as they could while they were there at the house,

and it made them feel like they were back at home.

All of the services that are provided by the Ronald

McDonald House would not be possible without the support

of the community that has generously contributed to donate to

this worthwhile cause. One of the biggest annual fundraisers
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in Yukon is the McHappy Day event. The owners and

operators of Whitehorse McDonald’s, Mike and Julia Thorpe,

and their dedicated staff have been instrumental in the success

of this event every year and in promoting awareness about the

Ronald McDonald House to Yukoners.

In 2017, McHappy Day in Whitehorse raised $47,179. In

2018, they wanted to beat that number and they set a target of

$50,000. The entire team at McDonald’s should be extremely

proud that because of their hard work, dedication, and

excellent promotion of this event, they far surpassed that

target and ended up raising a total of $61,186.

I’m really looking forward to McHappy Day 2019, which

is scheduled for May 8. Our office always makes a point to

organize a team lunch at McDonald’s on McHappy Day to

show support to this amazing initiative.

I hope that learning about Gabby’s story today helps to

inspire people to contribute to this cause any way that you

can. Gabby and Keira will be returning to Ronald McDonald

House next week for Gabby’s final treatment.

I would like to close by sharing a quote from a speech

that Keira delivered at a Ronald McDonald House event —

and I quote: “For a child whose life is being turned upside-

down dealing with new scary medical treatments and leaving

their home and friends, it has been such a blessing to be able

to have a consistent place where, for the time being, we can

put some roots down.”

Applause

Ms. McLeod: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party

Official Opposition to pay tribute to the Ronald McDonald

House of BC and Yukon. For 36 years, Ronald McDonald

House has been providing accommodations for seriously ill

children and their families from across BC and the Yukon

who travel to Vancouver for major medical treatments.

Of more than 80,000 patients who visit BC Children’s

Hospital each year, 68 percent live outside of Vancouver. To

those families, Ronald McDonald House provides more than

just accommodation — it provides a home where families can

share their stories, their meals, and their support for one

another.

Ronald McDonald House BC and Yukon is one of 14

Ronald McDonald houses across Canada. It began in 1983 as

a 13-bedroom house until June 2014, when the new 73-

bedroom house opened on the grounds of BC Children’s

Hospital providing for the increased demand in services.

Ronald McDonald House BC relies on the amazing

fundraising efforts from its McDonald’s families from north to

south and the generous support of donors. Across the country,

a portion of the proceeds from every Happy Meal goes toward

Ronald McDonald House, and McHappy Day proceeds have

raised over $56 million for Ronald McDonald House in

Canada and communities since 1977.

We would like to give special thinks to Mike and Julie

Thorpe, who are the owners of both Whitehorse McDonald’s

restaurants. They and their staff do a phenomenal job as

ambassadors to a great cause in the run-up to McHappy Day

and throughout the year.

I would like to remind and encourage Yukoners to take

part in McHappy Day this year. Make use of those coin

donation boxes year-round and remember that when you give

in to your kid’s request for Happy Meals, you are helping to

raise money for a great cause.

Applause

Ms. White: It is with a grateful heart that the Yukon

NDP caucus pays tribute and thanks to Ronald McDonald

House.

No one anticipates that their child will be diagnosed with

a life-threatening condition or illness, and when it does

happen, you’re suddenly thrust into an alien world of high-

speed medical technology and of endless waits for testing and

procedures that are frightening for both you and your child. It

is a whole different sphere — far from home, far from what is

familiar and comforting and what can feel like a world away

from our regular support systems.

Having the opportunity to access the Ronald McDonald

House is like being provided a home away from home — one

where you meet others who are going through similar

situations. The experiences of each family and each child are

unique, but the stresses, anxieties, and fears are the same.

During the times between hospital visits and hospital stays,

families and children are able to spend time together, play,

and rest in the company of others who understand what it is

they are experiencing. It is here that deep friendships are

formed. We can only imagine that, for many parents, these are

friendships built around a common experience and they are

bonds that endure.

Proximity to the hospital is key for families who may be

— and often are — called to the hospital to attend to urgent

situations with their child. The Ronald McDonald House

offers a safe and welcoming haven to return to where you

don’t have to explain the stress and fear you feel — it is

understood, and you are supported in your hope for a better

tomorrow.

So we salute the work done by all involved in making

Ronald McDonald Houses across this country the beacons of

comfort and security that they are and for truly making these

houses home.

Applause

In recognition of anniversary of Battle of Vimy Ridge
Hon. Mr. Streicker: I rise in recognition of the

anniversary of Vimy Ridge.

I want to tell you a story about my grandfather, Ed Kivell,

who fought in World War I. My grandfather was born in the

year of the Klondike Gold Rush. Orphaned at age eight and

earning his own living by age 12, when my grandfather turned

17, he and his two brothers walked 45 miles — or 70

kilometres — to enlist with the Canadian Whitehorse cavalry

unit, the 1st Hussars.

During training, grandad was promoted to Second

Lieutenant, but when he learned that might mean that he

would have to stay in Canada to train new troops, he got

himself demoted. In 1915, he went overseas with his two
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brothers. He fought in many of the major battles of World

War I — Passchendaele, Ypres, and the Somme — and my

grandfather fought in the Battle of Vimy Ridge. When he

fought in these battles, my grandfather would have been the

age of someone just out of high school. He was awarded four

medals — two for service and two for bravery, including the

rare and beautiful Croix de Guerre from Belgium, which his

great-grandson has now. He would never describe himself as

brave, but I think he probably was.

Later in life, he was reluctant to tell his own children

about what the war was like, but over the years, my mother

did hear stories. One that I remember was when a buddy came

to him during the war, distraught from a dream. His friend

was set to ride point that day to draw machine gun fire so that

the rest of the cavalry charge knew where to concentrate their

attack. My grandad’s friend had dreamt that he was going to

die in the charge, and he told my grandad. So my grandad

offered to ride point in his place. Grandad, I think, accepted

that death was always a possibility in war. During that charge,

my grandfather came through only grazed, while his friend

was killed late in the charge by a stray bullet.

During the war, grandad was wounded twice and had

three horses shot out from under him. He served for four

years, four months and four days — all this while he was in

his late teens or early 20s.

On the 102nd anniversary of Vimy Ridge, as we fly our

flags at half mast, I think about war. I don’t want to

romanticize those who fought in the war; I want to remember

the incredible price that they paid for all of us.

Today, Prime Minister Justin Trudeau stated that through

the great sacrifice and loss at Vimy Ridge, Canada was born

that day.

I never knew my grandfather, though he got to meet me.

He died when I was one year old. My grandfather taught my

mother lessons that my mother, in turn, taught me — that we

should strive to create a world of peace, love, music, humour,

and respect for all.

Thank you to those who fought to give us all so much.

Lest we forget.

Applause

Mr. Istchenko: I rise on behalf of the Official

Opposition and the Third Party to pay tribute to the Battle of

Vimy Ridge which took place from April 9 to 12, 1917.

That year, there were a number of bandwagons careening

through Yukon society. The long-debated issues such as

women’s right to vote and the prohibition of alcohol gained

new currency from the patriotic rhetoric of war. With the war

came an interest in pursuing the vote for women and federal

changes were made to enfranchise most women by 1919.

Yukoners were less enthusiastic about the national prohibition

of alcohol, which was eventually brought in as a wartime

measure from 1918 to 1920.

As these issues heated up across Canada, men and women

overseas prepared for a different agenda. Attacking together

for the first time on this day, 102 years ago, four Canadian

divisions stormed Vimy Ridge at 5:30 a.m. on April 9, 1917.

More than 1,500 Canadian infantry overran the Germans all

along the front. Incredible bravery and discipline allowed the

infantry to continue moving forward under heavy fire even

when their officers were killed.

There were countless acts of sacrifice and bravery as

Canadians single-handedly charged machine gun nests or

forced the surrender of Germans in protective dugouts. Hill

145, the highest and most important feature of Vimy Ridge

and where the Vimy monument now stands, was captured in a

frontal bayonet charge against machine gun positions. Three

more days of costly battle delivered the final victory. The

Canadian operation was an important success, even if the

larger British and French offensive of which it had been part

of had failed. But it was victory at its heaviest cost: 3,598

Canadians were killed and another 7,000 wounded. Vimy

became a symbol for the sacrifice of our young dominion.

In 1922, the French government ceded to Canada Vimy

Ridge in perpetuity and the land surrounding it. The gleaming

white marble and haunting sculptures of the Vimy memorial,

unveiled in 1936, stand as a sad reminder of the 11,285

Canadian soldiers who were killed in France who have no

known graves.

I can attest, Mr. Speaker, to how impressive this

memorial is, having been in a Remembrance Day parade there

in 1988 as a young Canadian soldier.

Many consider the Canadian victory at Vimy a defining

moment for Canada, when the country emerged from under

the shadow of Britain and felt capable of greatness. Canadian

troops also earned a reputation as formidable and effective

troops because of the stunning success.

So today we remember their bravery and sacrifice and we

remember all those who fought to protect our freedoms that

we have in our great country of Canada today. Lest we forget.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for

tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 8

Ms. Hanson: I have for presentation the following

petition, which reads as follows:

“THAT there is an overwhelming number of community

members interested in having the services offered by Many

Rivers Counselling and Support Services being restored after

months of turmoil, and

“THAT community members have come together to

develop a new Community Counselling & Support Services

Society that would like to open its doors as soon as possible to

fill the need for counselling support to Yukon residents,

“THEREFORE, the undersigned ask the Yukon

Legislative Assembly to urge the Government of Yukon to

work with officials to end this crisis and to immediately

consider allocating funds from the Health and Social Services
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budget to the funding proposal from the Community

Counselling & Support Services Society.”

Mr. Speaker, this petition has 245 signatories.

Petition No. 9
Ms. White: I have the following petition for

presentation. It reads:

“THAT the Government of Yukon is strongly committed

to supporting equality in human rights of the LGBTQ2S+

community and all residents;

“THAT ‘sex’, ‘sexual orientation’ and ‘gender identity or

expression’ are prohibited grounds of discrimination in the

Yukon Human Rights Act and the Criminal Code of Canada;

“THAT the practice of ‘conversion therapy’ or ‘reparative

therapy’, is seriously harmful to individuals and is opposed by

the Canadian Psychological Association, the World Health

Organization, the American Psychiatric Association, the

American Medical Association and others; and

“THAT the United Nations Convention on the Rights of

the Child indicates that children should not be discriminated

against based on what gender they identify with.

“THEREFORE, the undersigned ask the Yukon

Legislative Assembly to:

“1) urge the Government of Yukon to introduce

legislation to ban conversion therapy to minors in Yukon and

prohibit transporting minors outside of Yukon or Canada for

such purposes, and

“2) pass all legislation as required.”

Mr. Speaker, this has 401 signatures.

Speaker: Are there any other petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I rise to give notice of the

following motion:

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 22(3) of the Human Rights Act, does remove
Carmen Gustafson from the Yukon Human Rights Panel of

Adjudicators, effective immediately.

Mr. Speaker, I also give notice of the following motion:

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 22(2) of the Human Rights Act, does appoint Judith
Hartling to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators

for a term of three years, effective immediately; and

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 22(2.01) of the Human Rights Act, does designate
Judith Hartling as deputy chief adjudicator for a term of three

years, effective immediately.

Mr. Speaker, I also give notice of the following motion:

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 17(1) of the Human Rights Act, does appoint Karen
Moir to the Yukon Human Rights Commission for a three-

year term, effective May 24, 2019.

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

update the Yukon Pharmacists Act to modernize and expand
the scope of practice for Yukon’s pharmacists to recognize the

full scope of the pharmacy profession’s contribution for

delivery of patient-centred, integrated health care and to align

the Yukon Pharmacists Act with Canadian best practices.

Mr. Adel: I rise today to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

advance the five-year capital plan and new capital planning

process to:

(1) make government’s plans for construction and

infrastructure projects more timely and transparent; and

(2) ensure that better information is available to help

businesses with decision-making and economic opportunities.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Robert Campbell Highway
maintenance

Mr. Hassard: On a handful of occasions, the Minister

of Highways and Public Works has told this House that he is

going to pave the road between Faro and Ross River. Last

March, the minister told us that they had started design work

to pave the stretch between Faro and Ross River. Later, he

said that he was working on — and I quote: “… paving and

engineering work we’re doing on the Ross River stretch…”

Then later he said, “We are continuing the necessary

engineering work planning for the paving of the Robert

Campbell Highway between Faro and Ross River.”

Mr. Speaker, those are his words.

Yesterday, I asked him about this commitment and he

seems to have walked it back. Now he is talking about

applying BST to this portion of the road. There’s a big

difference between pavement and BST, and it’s pretty

concerning if the Minister of Highways and Public Works

doesn’t know this. Can the minister tell us if he actually

knows the difference between BST and pavement?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker

— yes.

Mr. Hassard: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, because we are

really not too sure if that is in fact the case.

We can only imagine the editorials that he would have

written if he had found out that a minister knew so little about

their own file. The fact of the matter is that he stood in this

House on a handful of occasions and told Yukoners that he

was going to pave the road in between Faro and Ross River.

Will the minister live up to his commitment to pave the

road between Faro and Ross River — yes or no?
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Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am happy to address this issue

again on the floor of the Legislative Assembly this afternoon.

The member opposite is really asking about the road from

Faro to Ross River. He has made that evident in his questions

over the past weeks and months. Anybody driving up to Faro

and on to Ross River sees the striking disparity between Faro

and Ross River. You drive up on a maintained road, then you

hit a gravel road, and then it carries on to Ross River. Quite

frankly, we have expressed on this side of the House that we

want to improve that road from Faro to Ross River, and we

will do so. We have already started the engineering work to do

that upgrade. When we get the budget to do it, we will

proceed with that work.

The member opposite has talked a lot about our capital

plan over the last little while and I do want to talk about that.

The Campbell Highway is in the five-year capital plan. There

is up to $5 million worth of work identified in that capital

plan. I urge the members opposite to read the plan and

familiarize themselves with it because it is an integral

planning tool for the business and contracting community to

make sure that they have an idea of what work is coming in

the near future and help them plan and start to assemble the

gear and crews they need to actually deliver on that work.

It is one of the improvements that we have made in our

budgeting processes in this government keeping —

Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Hassard: I will remind the minister that this is a

commitment that he made on the floor of this Legislature, so it

is concerning when he starts to backtrack.

Last year, the minister told Yukoners that he was going to

spend $500,000 in design work to pave the road between Faro

and Ross River, so the question is very simple: Was the design

work completed? Why is the contract not in the contract

registry? Was the final price tag $500,000?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: What the member opposite is

talking about in broad terms is the seasonally dependent

contract list that we have brought forward. There is already

this year $66 million identified for the coming summer

season. Those contracts were all released before the end of

March. There is an actual additional $19 million in projects to

be tendered before April and May. Among this contract list

will be a number of roadworks throughout the territory — on

the Klondike Highway and the Robert Campbell. They are

being executed to make sure that our contracting community

has work in time for them to plan their coming season.

It is important that we let them do this, Mr. Speaker, and

we have heard very good things from the contracting

community about the way that we are currently tendering our

projects. That is an improvement this government has made in

the way that we procure goods and services, and I look

forward to more questions from the members opposite on this

file.

Question re: Aging-in-place action plan
Ms. McLeod: Yesterday, the government released the

“what we heard” document for aging in place. According to

the document, there were calls coming from across the

territory to do more to support our seniors. With inflation,

carbon taxes, and the already high cost of living, life is

becoming less affordable for Yukon seniors. The

government’s own report identifies the call for increased

financial supports for seniors, such as reducing taxes or

increasing the pioneer utility grant.

Now, as we all know, budgeting is about priorities, and

over the last couple of years we have seen the Liberals give

the Premier a raise while increasing the budget for the Cabinet

Office by $255,000.

Since the government has found ways to increase their

own comforts, will they commit to cutting taxes for seniors or

expanding the pioneer utility grant?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I can say is that the process in

which we undertook to engage with Seniors Action Yukon

was triggered by Seniors Action Yukon. They wanted to have

a comprehensive review around services and programs that

aligns with their needs. Clearly there was a direction to look at

programs and services, but also to look at conducting a series

of public engagements.

We engaged over 1,200 seniors. In these discussions, we

had many conversations around services, programs,

infrastructure, housing, transportation, and living full and

meaningful lives but also looking particularly at four pillars

that will help develop the aging-in-place action plan.

I’m very pleased with the great work. I am also very

pleased with the feedback and the participation of our seniors

in all of our communities.

Ms. McLeod: The government’s report also highlights

calls to improve pharmacare, as there are concerns over the

lack of coverage for certain medications such as diabetic

medication. The report actually provides a quote from one

concerned Yukoner with diabetes who is struggling with the

growing cost of living in the Yukon. She says — and I quote:

“We are lucky that we have what we have, but it needs to be

improved. I pay $65.00 per month out of pocket and that is

because I have benefits from the Yukon Government as a

retired person. The $65.00 is only 20% of the cost that others

have to pay, without benefits you would pay 5 times that

amount.”

Seniors in our territory are struggling and the government

is aware of it, but do they increase these benefits? No, they do

not. They increased the Premier’s paycheque and the budget

for the Cabinet Office instead. Since the Liberals found

money for themselves, are they considering increasing

pharmacare coverage for seniors?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Interesting dialogue leading up to the

question. Of course we’re looking at increasing services and

supports to the seniors. We’ve worked with the chief medical

officer of health. We’ve worked to collaborate on medical

services and supports that our aging population potentially

may require in the future. We’ve done that in good faith.

We’ve worked with the Hospital Corporation. We worked

with the Seniors Action Yukon group.

We’ve worked with many organizations across the Yukon

really to look at efficient, effective services to meet the needs

of our aging population where they choose to reside — be it at
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home, be it in their own communities, be it in the seniors

complex, be it in the re-enablement unit at the Thompson

Centre, be it at the Whistle Bend facility. Whatever means is

chosen, we will certainly look at ensuring that we have the

plans in place to fully meet the needs of that vibrant

population group because clearly they’ve made it quite known

that we need to take some action, and we’re committed to

doing that with their support and with their involvement.

Ms. McLeod: As we’ve highlighted, the government’s

report that was released yesterday — there are major concerns

with the cost of living for Yukoners. With the inflation, the

carbon tax coming in, the GST being charged on top of that,

housing prices, and the rental market skyrocketing, life is

becoming far less affordable. Despite the spin that the Liberals

like to give, many Yukoners already live paycheque to

paycheque, so waiting around for some rebate cheque isn’t an

option. But there are solutions if the government is willing to

listen.

The government’s report that they tabled yesterday says

that one seniors focus group suggested that the government

could change its tax policies for people over 70 years of age

so that they would not pay taxes. Is the government

considering this option — yes or no?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Certainly I would like to acknowledge

the comments with respect to cost of living. We have seen

significant pressures across the board with our aging

population — be it medicare, be it travel, or be it taking care

of their grandchildren, for example, with an extended care

program.

What we have committed to do is to support our seniors

where they reside and we will continue to do that with the

implementation of the plan that we just compiled. I am very

happy and pleased about that. It really highlights a lot of the

major barriers and challenges that we have seen and heard

from our senior population. I want to just acknowledge them

for triggering that because that has never been done before,

Mr. Speaker. Now that we have a growing demographic in

that particular age category, it’s very important and vital that

we take into consideration all that they have to offer and all

that they have done historically for our Yukon and ensure that

we take appropriate care of them as they age and age well and

healthy within their respective communities. We will do that

with their input.

Question re: Conversion therapy
Ms. White: On March 7, when asked by the media

about banning conversion therapy, the Minister responsible

for the Women’s Directorate was quoted as saying, “Up until

the young high school students brought conversion therapy

forward we had not heard this in any of our consultations and

we’ve done several focus groups, many community dialogues,

and it has not come up one time. It’s not happening in our

territory right now.”

By coming out with this statement when there was an

ongoing consultation being conducted by QMUNITY, the

minister has undermined the very process of the consultation

and appears to be attempting to pre-determine the outcome.

Mr. Speaker, will the minister explain why she made

these remarks and whether she still stands by them today?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank the member opposite for the

question.

I want to start by saying that I absolutely applaud the high

school students who are taking action and talking about

concerns that they have. I want to be clear that this

government does not support conversion therapy in any form.

It has been demonstrated to be harmful, discriminatory, and it

absolutely undermines the human rights and mental well-

being of LGBTQ2S+ individuals.

This government is deeply committed to an agenda to

work with the LGBTQ2S+. We have demonstrated this

throughout our mandate. We have made this a major priority

for our government. The member opposite is correct that there

is an ongoing engagement that’s happening. We have put a lot

of time and effort into it. It’s the most extensive consultation

that has been done around the LGBTQ2S+ community. We

are absolutely committed to the results of that.

Right now, we are at the point of finalizing the “what we

heard” document, and I am happy to get up and add more to

the dialogue.

Ms. White: I was more interested in whether the

minister still stood by her comments from March 7.

In the gallery, we have two GSAs and their allies who

have worked hard to gather signatures for a petition calling on

the government to ban conversion therapy in the territory, and

we appreciate that the minister has acknowledged that hard

work.

The federal government has recently indicated that

making the practice of conversion therapy illegal is a

provincial or territorial responsibility. We have heard the

minister state that conversion therapy is not happening in our

territory. She said that in the media, but I don’t know how she

can say that with such confidence. Without legislation, it can

happen here. Without legislation, queer youth and adults can

be subjected to conversion therapy.

Mr. Speaker, can the minister explain how she is able to

assure all Yukoners that conversion therapy isn’t currently

happening and assure Yukoners that it will not happen to any

Yukon resident, in or out of the territory, in the future without

legislation?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thanks for the supplementary

question. I would like to go back to talking about the

engagement that we are just wrapping up. We have the “what

we heard” document now and we are reviewing it. We are

working with the LGBTQ2S+ community to prioritize — to

put some priority around that report. We are committed to

working with the community. What we committed to is not

doing anything for the community without the community,

and we stand by that. There are many priorities that are being

put before us, so we will have to prioritize and work with the

community to determine what first steps we will take.

I am not saying that we will not ban conversion therapy.

That is something we will work together on. The Minister of

Justice and I both have this within our mandate letters and we

will continue to work with the community to determine what
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their priorities are. There is a tremendous amount of work to

be done because — let’s face it, Mr. Speaker — not a lot of

work was done with the LGBTQ2S+ community before this

government took office, and we are committed to it.

Ms. White: In the absence of law, conversion therapy

is a possibility and it is legal here. I would suggest that it has

been a priority and it has been shown to be a priority.

The Member for Copperbelt North tabled a motion on the

first day of the Spring Sitting urging the government to

address concerns regarding conversion therapy. The motion

was tabled three weeks before the minister’s comments about

the topic not being brought up in any community meetings. It

speaks to a clear disconnect between the Liberal back bench

and the minister responsible for consultation on this important

matter.

I trust that the member tabled it knowing the emotional

and permanent harm such pseudo-treatment can cause to queer

individuals. It is well-known that conversion therapy is a non-

starter and that it causes more harm than good.

Mr. Speaker, what assurances can this minister give those

queer youth and their allies who raised the petition presented

in the House today that their concerns regarding conversion

therapy will be taken seriously, that it will form part of the

community consultation, and that it will be banned in the

Yukon?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Again, through this engagement that

we are just wrapping up — we had 12 focus groups and we

had three community dialogues. We heard from a lot of

Yukoners. At that time, by that point, we hadn’t heard

conversion therapy. However, we heard it when young people

from our high schools brought it forward. It is now part of the

“what we heard” document. It is now part of the

considerations going forward.

We will, again, not do anything for the community

without the community, and we will continue to work with all

of our stakeholders to determine what the priorities will be

going forward. We certainly have taken on legislation with

regard to ensuring non-discrimination of LGBTQ2S+

Yukoners. If this is a priority that is determined in the short

term, mid-term or long term, we will work on that as a

government. We are not afraid to open up legislation. We

have proven that over and over — over our mandate — and

we will continue to do so.

I am really proud of the work that this team has done to

do the right thing for Yukoners, to make our laws reflective of

a modern Yukon. I will continue to work in that regard as

minister.

Question re: Aging-in-place action plan
Mr. Istchenko: I have some more questions about the

government’s aging-in-place report. The report makes it very

clear that accessibility and seniors-friendly buildings are huge

barriers for quality of life in the territory. As indicated in the

report, seniors make decisions on whether to stay in their

communities based on things such as housing and public

building options being elderly friendly.

For example, one retiree points out in the report that a lot

of their community lacks something as simple as ramps. The

report highlights that residents of remote communities such as

Haines Junction and Mayo are looking for more age-friendly

buildings, such as having ramps installed in houses and public

venues so that seniors have better accessibility.

Will the minister commit to the creation of an

accessibility infrastructure fund to allow communities such as

Haines Junction to make their town more elderly friendly?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Our government has already taken

action to support successful aging in place. We have resources

in place to provide the necessary supports for our seniors. We

have oftentimes referred to it as the home first initiative.

That’s in collaboration with the Yukon Housing Corporation

and Health and Social Services to ensure that seniors are given

the opportunity to reside in their own home first for as long as

they possibly can.

The resources are there and we will continue to work with

our seniors, so we are very pleased with the additional

investments in home care, which have been increased over the

last year to align with the home first philosophy.

Mr. Istchenko: I don’t think I got an answer to my

question.

So staying in their community as they age is important for

my constituents in Haines Junction. Currently, there is a

shortage of seniors housing in Haines Junction as highlighted

by the report. Haines Junction is asking for an assisted living

facility. This facility would provide a quality of life for elderly

Haines Junction and Kluane area residents so that they could

stay close to their families and the community they grew up

in.

The minister has promised on multiple occasions to meet

with the seniors in Haines Junction to discuss this proposal,

but she still has not. The Liberal platform promised that they

would provide community options to allow for aging in place

in the communities. Will the minister commit on the floor of

the Legislature today to an assisted living facility in Haines

Junction?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I will commit to is to work with

the Yukon seniors and Seniors Action Yukon, as well as many

of the aging population who have come forward to participate

in the “what we heard” document. That is exactly what it is.

There is an opportunity for us to start working with the seniors

on the implementation, and they have clearly identified some

of the key priorities that they put forward as pillars they would

like to work on. We are committed to doing that and we will

continue to work with the aging population — our elders in

our communities.

Certainly we are committed to doing that and working in

collaboration with the Yukon Housing Corporation and, of

course, Health and Social Services and our municipalities as

we look at the demographic groups within each one of the

First Nations so that we can then prioritize service delivery

models within each one of those communities to better align

with service needs. Of course, there are pressures — greater

pressures in some communities that do not have any supports
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whatsoever for seniors and we want to try to look at balancing

that throughout the Yukon.

Mr. Istchenko: I think the residents of Kluane will be

very disappointed in that answer. As you know, budgeting is

about priorities. I will just point out for the minister that,

while she’s refusing to commit new money or even to meet

with the seniors for enhanced services in Haines Junction, the

government did find money to give the Premier a raise, raised

the budget to the Cabinet Office — how about buying a new

logo that nobody really wanted? I’ll make sure to let seniors in

Haines Junction know that the Liberals prioritized those things

for themselves.

The report also highlights that everything is centralized in

Whitehorse, and community members would like to have

some essential services located in the communities. For

example, there are 50 elders in Mayo and they want a nursing

station, a long-term care facility, and more home care workers

to support elders in their community. So is the minister

considering providing these enhanced supports for seniors in

our communities?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Interesting dialogue leading up to — I

don’t know what the question was, but certainly when we talk

about a Whitehorse-centric model, it’s not something that we

consider as a means in which to address service supports for

seniors — nor did they see that as a priority.

Building and putting all your resources into a Whistle

Bend facility without any O&M funding and programming

around that — the point is that everything being centred in

Whitehorse was not a vision of this government. We are

looking at services for all rural Yukon communities, ensuring

that communities — like Mayo, for example — are engaged,

cooperating, and participating in a health facility that better

aligns with their service need.

We are also looking at implementation models when we

look at some of the pressure areas that we’re seeing — say,

for an example, we see aging populations and palliative care

in our communities that we’ve not seen before. Taking our

older populations out of the communities to put them in a

facility is not the answer. We want to be able to align service

needs within the respective communities and bring a

collaborative care model to all Yukoners.

Question re: Education assistants
Mr. Kent: As of October 1, the amount of education

assistants or EAs assigned to Yukon schools was 244.67

FTEs. Can the Minister of Education give us updated

numbers? Have they gone up or down since October? How

does this compare to the previous year?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for the question.

Education assistants are one of the several resources that a

school has to support students. There are a number of other

resources, of course, to support students at schools, including

counsellors, teachers, learning assistant teachers and school

administrators, student support services branch and the student

support services unit at the department.

The Government of Yukon continues to provide

consistent funding for education, as we discussed at some

length yesterday regarding the 2019-20 budget. We continue

to work to ensure that resources like education assistants are

effectively supporting student needs.

I note that the member opposite has a number of figures

that he likes to refer to, and I am happy to support them with

the information that I have. For the 2018-19 school year,

243.677 FTEs for education assistants are currently allocated

to schools.

Mr. Kent: So that appears to be about the same as it

was in October, if those numbers are current for the minister.

The minister informed me and the NDP by a letter

yesterday that there are currently 179 English-language

learners identified by staff for the current school year. She

went on to say in that same letter that there are only 3.855

FTEs identified to support the learning needs of these students

across all of our schools.

Does the minister believe that this is sufficient to assist

English-language learners with their learning needs? Does

every classroom with an ELL have EA support?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Just to be clear, the letter noted by

the member opposite was in response to a number of questions

that were presented during the briefing on the 2019-20

Education portion of the budget. A number of questions were

raised by the members of the opposition. We took the time to

respond to those questions in writing so that they would have

that information. The information was given to them both

verbally at the briefing and then later in the letter that was

noted by the member opposite today in his question.

What my opinion is of English-language learners and the

support is not the critical question here. The critical question

is: Are students getting what they need in our education

system to be the best possible versions of themselves? The

numbers, as noted by the member opposite — I don’t have a

copy of that letter in front of me — are what they said. The

determination has been that it is the appropriate number at the

moment for supporting our English-language learners.

Mr. Kent: I am sure that it is critical for those families

of English-language learners that the support is there and that

it is sufficient to assist them in their learning needs.

One of the questions I asked that didn’t get answered by

the minister is: Does every classroom that has an English-

language learner have EA support for those students? Can the

minister tell us how many EAs she has budgeted for in the

2019-20 school year? Will additional support be given to ELL

students throughout our system?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The Government of Yukon

continues to provide consistent funding for education, and that

works to ensure that the resources like education assistants are

effectively supporting student learning needs. I don’t think we

are disagreeing on that at all.

We use a needs-based model to allocate education

assistant staff in a fair and equitable way across Yukon

schools. These allocations vary and are adjusted from year to

year as school and student needs change and as students move

between schools or to and from the Yukon.

Schools receive an initial allocation of education

assistants each spring based on their projected needs, so that
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work is being done now for the projected need for the next

school year. There are allocations of course that take into

account intensive one-to-one support that might be needed, a

vulnerability index, and overall student enrolment. Once the

school year has begun, the allocations are adjusted to support

any new or changing needs that are identified throughout the

time between the spring planning allocation and what actually

happens when the students get to school in the fall. Those

assessments are ongoing so that their needs can be met at

every turn.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

Notice of opposition private members’ business
Mr. Kent: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(3), I would

like to identify the item standing in the name of the Official

Opposition to be called on Wednesday, April 10, 2019. It is

Motion No. 437, standing in the name of the Member for

Watson Lake.

Ms. White: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(3), I

would like to identify the items standing in the name of the

Third Party to be called on Wednesday, April 10, 2019. They

are Motion No. 462, standing in the name of the Member for

Whitehorse Centre and Motion No. 463, standing in the name

of the Member for Takhini-Kopper King.

Speaker: We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
GOVERNMENT BILLS
Bill No. 31: Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act — Second Reading

Clerk: Second reading, Bill No. 31, standing in the

name of the Hon. Mr. Streicker.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I move that Bill No. 31, entitled

Act to Amend the Employment Standards Act, be now read a
second time.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of

Community Services that Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend
the Employment Standards Act, be now read a second time.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: It’s my privilege and honour to

introduce Bill No. 31, Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act.

The Yukon, as with most other jurisdictions, typically

provides leave periods that align with Canada’s employment

insurance programs. This alignment enables Yukoners to

access various benefits, when necessary, without risk of losing

their jobs.

Mr. Speaker, the amendments to the Employment
Standards Act will support Yukon employees so that they can
easily access federal programs for extended parental benefits,

parental sharing benefits, compassionate care benefits, family

caregiver benefits for children, and family caregiver benefits

for adults.

I would like to thank everyone who participated during

the public engagement that we held last fall on the proposed

changes to the Employment Standards Act for taking the time
and effort to provide feedback. This government is committed

to well-being, to investing in health and education, building

strong communities and growing the economy, and is

committed to supporting Yukoners to lead healthy, happy and

productive lives. These leave benefits uphold the importance

of family and recognize the needs Yukoners have when

welcoming new family members, caring for family, or

supporting a loved one toward the end of their life.

Before I begin to talk about these leaves, I think it is

important to take a moment to explain who falls under the

Employment Standards Act and who is exempt. The

Employment Standards Act governs employment in Yukon.
That being said, there are some exceptions. The act does not

cover the federal government’s relationship with its

employees, nor does it cover other sectors that it regulates.

These sectors include banking and other financial institutions,

telecommunication companies, air transportation, and the

postal service. Leave allotments and benefits for these

industries and groups are set out in the Employment Insurance
Act and the Canada Labour Code, which were recently
amended by the federal government in December of last year.

Yukon government employees, including teachers, are

also exempt, as they fall under the Public Service Labour
Relations Act, where their leaves are established in their
respective collective agreements.

There are additional exemptions to particular provisions

of the Employment Standards Act. If employers and

employees have any questions pertaining to the applicability

of the act, it is best to contact the Employment Standards

office.

The assurance of job protection when accessing various

leaves may help employees to support their families during

life events that are already highly stressful. This is why,

Mr. Speaker, we are amending parental leave to include

extended and parental sharing benefits, expanding

compassionate care leave, amending leave related to critical

illness of a child, and introducing a new leave related to

critical illness of an adult. All of these leaves allow families to

better support one another in ways that best suit their

particular needs — for example, during the birth or arrival of a

child and at critical times when family members need each

other the most.

I would like to take a few moments to provide an

overview of each of these new and amended types of leave.

The birth or arrival of a child is a joyous time for our families.

It is often a time of celebration and significant change as the

birth parent recuperates, parents and siblings bond with their

new family member, and the ensuing caring and feeding takes

place. It is an adjustment for the entire family. We know the

extensive benefits of children being able to spend additional

time with their parents, especially at the earliest stages of life.

As a result, we are expanding parental leave for those

families wanting to access the new federal extended parental

benefits program. Instead of 37 weeks of unpaid leave, the
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employee will be entitled to up to 63 weeks of unpaid leave.

Extending this leave will allow Yukon parents to take

advantage of the choices offered by federal employment

insurance benefits. Parents will be able to choose between the

standard parental benefits at 55 percent of their average

weekly insurable earnings or the extended parental benefits

which allow them to take more time with their family while

receiving 33 percent.

As is now the case with parental leave, parents are

eligible for this unpaid leave if they have been working with

the same employer for 12 months, and the maternity and

parental leave must be taken in one continuous stretch.

The second type of parental leave is the parental sharing

leave. The purpose of this leave is to encourage both parents

to take an active role in family responsibilities. When the two-

parent families, including adoptive and same-sex couples,

agree to share parental leave, and if they choose the standard

parental benefits program, the second parent may take an

additional five weeks of unpaid leave.

When the family is accessing the extended parental

benefit program, the second parent may take an additional

eight weeks of unpaid parental sharing leave. Couples may

divide the parental leave as they wish, as long as one partner

takes a minimum of either the five or eight weeks of parental

sharing leave. In either case, all of the combined maternity

and parental leaves must be taken within 78 weeks. For

instance, if the mother opts to take the standard maternal and

parental leave of 54 weeks, the other parent may take the five

weeks of parental sharing leave at the beginning or decide to

take it later when the mother returns to work.

This new leave encourages both parents to take an active

parenting role during those first exciting and critical stages of

a new child’s development. For first-time parents, this could

be especially important — that extra five or eight weeks will

be invaluable for adjusting to being a new parent.

The new parental sharing leave will not only support

infant health, but family health too. New parents may

experience not only physical and emotional changes after

bringing a new child into the family, but also changes to their

mental health. The new parental sharing leave supports

women who may be experiencing post-partum depression by

providing time for partners to care for both the baby and the

birthing parent. If there are already children in the family,

these changes will also provide time for the partner to help the

siblings adjust to the newest addition.

Overall, Mr. Speaker, enhancing parental leave benefits

will improve supports to families in the long term and will

benefit society by helping to create a healthy family and

providing consistency in care.

Mr. Speaker, these options also help to reduce potential

childcare costs and offer employees more alternatives when

managing their family responsibilities. Most importantly, they

can support their family without worrying about their

employment.

We recognize that, for employers, providing these leaves

will require balancing business priorities. We also know that

Yukon employers value family and community, and they care

about the health and welfare of their employees. In the Yukon,

both employers and employees recognize that they need each

other. To that end, we encourage them to work together to

communicate about this type of leave as early as possible so

that both parties can plan for a smooth transition.

In addition to providing more employment opportunities

for temporary employees, these parental leaves provide

greater opportunities for employers to access prospective

employees and create long-term continuity in a company’s

workforce. Employers whose employees opt for the extended

parental leave may find it easier to attract and train temporary

staff for a longer period, especially if they view the Yukon as

having a modern work environment similar to other

jurisdictions in Canada.

The next group of special leaves that I’m going to speak

about are fortunately not accessed very often. However, they

exist to support families when they need to look after their

loved ones in times of crisis.

One of the fundamental changes for all types of special

leave is a broadening definition of “family member” to reflect

modern social trends and non-traditional families. In addition

to immediate family and other relatives, the definition of

“family member” also includes other individuals considered to

be like family. By providing support for non-traditional

families, the new definition of “family” acknowledges that

some people may not have blood relatives nearby but still

need care and support from a loved one when difficult life

events happen.

Mr. Speaker, we know that Yukoners are generous, kind,

and caring people who often look after each other even when

we are not related. We have a strong sense of community,

coming together during tough and critical times. Expanding

the definition of “family member” is consistent with this

northern trait and allows Yukoners to support one another as

family regardless of marital status, common-law partnership,

or legal parent-child relationships.

Helping when someone is gravely ill and likely to pass on

is also something that Yukoners do for each other.

Compassionate care leave is currently available under the

Employment Standards Act; however, this bill will extend the
allotted unpaid leave from eight to 28 weeks and allow

intermittent use over a 52-week period or until the family

member passes. As I noted earlier, people do not use this type

of leave very often. Within those 28 weeks, though, it does

ensure that when families need it most, they do not have to

choose between their job and supporting or taking care of a

family member or someone who is like family. This leave will

support access to federal caregiving benefits and ease the

burden for employees as they support loved ones with end-of-

life care.

As our population ages, leave for compassionate care will

provide a better quality of personal care for those Yukoners

who are in the end stage of life. Being at home, surrounded by

those you love in the place where you are most comfortable is

the ideal situation. In a time when health care costs are rising,

this leave may also complement government services such as

home care and palliative care.
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There is nothing more difficult for a parent than having a

critically ill child. We heard about that today during our

tributes. The Employment Standards Act currently provides 37
weeks of unpaid leave related to a critically ill child, and this

will not change. This bill will, however, make changes to

allow family members and those considered to be like family

members to use this leave on an intermittent basis over a 52-

week period. This leave ensures, once again, that families can

focus on supporting or taking care of their gravely ill or

critically injured child under 18 years of age. For those family

members who are 18 years of age and older, we’re introducing

a new parallel type of leave called “leave related to critical

illness of an adult”.

For eligible persons, this leave will provide 17 weeks of

unpaid leave that can be used within a 52-week period or until

the passing of the individual to provide care or support for an

adult who is injured or critically ill. In both cases, an eligible

employee must have completed six months of continuous

employment with an employer and they must provide a

medical certificate.

All of these amendments to the Employment Standards
Act will provide support for Yukon employees when they
need it most. Availability of these leaves will provide job

protection to support Yukoners accessing federal employment

benefits and further contribute to their well-being at all stages

of their lives.

I thank the officials from the departments of Community

Services and Justice for their work in preparing this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to hearing from members

opposite and I look forward to further debate.

Ms. Van Bibber: The Employment Standards Act
outlines and regulates all efforts to ensure that employees and

employers can be compatible and there is no infringement on

either’s rights in the workplace. It is necessary for us to be

compliant and treat each other well.

The amendments to this act, as outlined by the minister,

are related to entitlements to leave without pay following the

birth or adoption of a child; to provide end-of-life care or

support to a family member; to care for and support a child

who is critically ill; and adding an entitlement to a new type of

leave to a now-employee to care for or support an adult family

member who is critically ill or injured. These are all supported

by the Yukon Party. Being supportive of this bill in second

reading, we look forward to getting into a more fulsome

discussion in Committee of the Whole.

Ms. White: We are pleased to speak in support of Bill

No. 31. It’s important that Yukon’s legislation matches the

available federal programs and benefits. Anything in law that

can help better the life of Yukoners through such changes as

the birth or adoption of a child or the ability to provide care

and support at the end of life for a family member is important

to us.

I think the minister touched on it, but particularly close to

me is the broadening definition of “family” — to not just

include those who we’re born to, but those who are the family

that we choose.

The changes in Bill No. 31 also extend the time a person

can take away from work to care for or support a child who is

critically ill. Of course, that is something that we don’t wish

for anyone.

We thank the legislative drafters, the department officials,

and all those who made these changes possible. We look

forward to passing this when the time comes.

Speaker: If the member speaks, he will close debate on

second reading of Bill No. 31.

Does any other member wish to be heard?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will take but a moment.

I just want to acknowledge the opposition parties and I

thank them for their compassion and their support for this —

support for Yukoners, I guess is the way I would frame it —

for the bill as it is proposed, but in support of Yukoners and

for acknowledging that this does line up with federal

initiatives — and also to the Third Party for their

acknowledgement of the importance of seeing family in a

broader sense, as I think we all have come to do as people.

I look forward to Committee of the Whole when we will

get into question and answer and then look forward to the bill

coming forward at third reading.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Agree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 17 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for second reading of Bill No. 31 agreed to
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Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that the

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve

into Committee of the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): I now call Committee of the

Whole to order.

The matter before the Committee is general debate on

Vote 2, Executive Council Office, in Bill No. 210, entitled

First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: I will now call Committee of the Whole to

order.

The matter before the Committee is general debate on

Vote 2, Executive Council Office, in Bill No. 210, entitled

First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Executive Council Office
Hon. Mr. Silver: I would like to welcome the officials

here today. I have Jasmina Randhawa, Assistant Deputy

Minister of IGR and Corporate Programs, and also Deputy

Minister Stephen Mills. I welcome them today for our

Committee of the Whole debate.

I am very pleased to be introducing the 2019-20 budget

for the Executive Council Office. The Executive Council

Office supports all of the government departments and the

Cabinet Office. It helps keep the wheels of government

decision-making turning. It helps implement the government’s

commitment to meaningfully involve Yukoners in decision-

making.

A further responsibility is strengthening government-to-

government relations and reconciliation with First Nations.

The department also supports intergovernmental relations with

Canada and internationally, helps the government implement

its environmental and socio-economic assessment

responsibilities, supports positive youth development,

provides objective advisory services, and encourages northern

science.

The Executive Council Office also administers the Water

Board Secretariat and also the Office of the Commissioner.

The 2019-20 Executive Council Office budget estimates

an operation and maintenance budget of $22.1 million, which

represents a net increase of $1.2 million or 5.7 percent from

the previous year. This increase is mainly due to funding for

negotiations and agreements with First Nations and an

increase in the budget for land claims implementation boards

and councils.

Now, Mr. Chair, I would also like to also discuss each of

the Executive Council Office’s three divisions and their work,

starting with Strategic Corporate Services. That particular

division liaises between Cabinet and departments to ensure

that my ministers and I have the information and advice that

we need as decision-makers. It helps ensure that the

government is open, efficient, and coordinated as we develop

programs and policies to improve Yukoners’ lives.

It is leading the ongoing expansion of the yukon.ca

website that we launched in February 2017. This work will

help to fulfill our promise to improve access to government

services for all Yukoners, especially people living in the

communities. The website yukon.ca has received a

400-percent increase in site traffic compared to last year. The

Strategic Corporate Services division is also home to an in-

house public engagement specialist who helps to lead the

government’s approach to inclusive and participatory

decision-making.

We are fulfilling our promise to seek the views of the

public more meaningfully in our discussions and our decision-

making, making it easy for people to get involved and share

and to explain our decisions.

The engageyukon.ca website, which we launched in

2017, has so far hosted more than 50 public engagements. It

provides a single point of access for Yukoners interested in

participating in government decisions. We now, as part of all

of our engagements, ask the public to rate their experience

with us using a scorecard created as part of the Talking

Together project that we did with the City of Whitehorse. We

have been tracking this information to measure our success

and identify areas for improvement.

Now to the numbers — the operation and maintenance

budget for Strategic Corporate Services division is

$4.4 million. This is a net increase of $57,000 over the

previous year’s estimate, primarily because the department

realigned its resources to support the Canadian Index of

Wellbeing for Yukon and electoral reform projects. Electoral

reform is important to our government. We want to strengthen

the fairness, integrity, and accessibility of our democracy.

That is why we asked Yukoners what areas of our electoral

system are most important when it comes to reform. These

priorities will guide the work of an independent commission

on electoral reform that will be appointed later this year.

I also mentioned the Canadian Index of Wellbeing for

Yukon project. Last spring, we published our first

performance plan, detailing our commitments to Yukoners

and reporting on our progress. In the first update to the

performance plan published at the end of last year, we

committed to producing a more comprehensive profile of our

territory’s well-being. We are going to develop Canadian

Index of Wellbeing indicators for Yukon, which will help us

to measure the territory’s social, economic, and environmental
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conditions and provide us with a tool for evidence-based

decision-making. This work is all about asking the questions,

“How are Yukoners really doing?” and “How can we do

better?”

Another initiative that I wish to mention is the lobbyist

registry. Yukoners have the right to know who is lobbying

public officials in an attempt to influence government

decisions. A public registry will provide them with this

information. The division is setting up an online registry, and

the legislation will come into force once the registry is ready.

It will then be mandatory for lobbyists to disclose their

activities.

I would like to now take a second to talk about another of

the Executive Council Office’s three divisions, Aboriginal

Relations — the fundamental importance of reconciliation to

this government. Reconciliation is all about working with

First Nations to overcome the harms caused by this country’s

history of inequality and discrimination. In Yukon, we are

strengthening the relationship with First Nation governments

through collaboration, openness, and respect. We are

collaborating with First Nation governments to bring tangible

benefits to all Yukoners through environmental, economic,

and social projects, both collectively through the Yukon

Forum and individually through accords and agreements.

The Aboriginal Relations division leads the Government

of Yukon’s negotiations, consultations, and discussions with

First Nations. The division builds relationships with First

Nations and the Council of Yukon First Nations, manages

collaborative initiatives that emerge from the Yukon Forum,

and engages in discussions and negotiations with

transboundary First Nations regarding their Yukon interests.

A key part of the role of the Aboriginal Relations division

is to support government-to-government discussions with First

Nations throughout the Yukon Forum. The forum continues to

meet four times a year and there are working groups

advancing vital issues including economic development,

mining, health and social services, justice, and land use

planning. With all this in mind, the operation and maintenance

budget for Aboriginal Relations is estimated at $7.4 million.

This is a $1-million overall increase with additional funding

for negotiations and other agreements with various First

Nations and transfer payments for land claims,

implementation, boards and councils.

Reconciliation with indigenous peoples is one of the most

important matters facing society today, and the ongoing level

of collaboration between the Yukon government and Yukon

First Nation governments is unprecedented.

I will now talk about the third Executive Council Office

division and that is Corporate Programs and

Intergovernmental Relations. This division incorporates the

Office of the Science Advisor, Major Projects Yukon,

Intergovernmental Relations, the Youth Directorate, and also

the Yukon Water Board Secretariat.

The division’s operation and maintenance budget is

estimated at $6.4 million, which is a slight increase of $18,000

from the previous year. To support evidence-based decision-

making within the government, the Office of the Science

Advisor pursues opportunities for advancing scientific

research in the Yukon while increasing the benefits of that

research to the Yukon.

Staff are working collaboratively with First Nation and

transboundary aboriginal groups to develop an approach for

the public service to respect and reflect Yukon First Nation

ways of knowing and doing in government actions and

decisions.

The Office of the Science Advisor also provides $30,000

to support the Arctic Inspiration Prize. The prize is the largest

in Canada dedicated to northern projects and it was an honour

that the award ceremony was held in Yukon this year — the

first time it has been hosted in the north.

Moving into the division’s Major Projects Yukon branch

— this team helps the government fulfill its responsibilities

under the Yukon Environmental and Socio-economic
Assessment Act. The branch supports impact assessment in
Yukon that guides decision-making to meet present as well as

future needs. It supports the government’s commitment to

developing a diverse economy as well as ensuring a

sustainable environment.

The Intergovernmental Relations branch has a budget of a

little over $1 million, with a $27,000 increase in the personnel

budget. On the national front, I continue to invite Yukon First

Nation chiefs to join me and my ministers in Ottawa for

Yukon Days to meet with the federal government. We

recognize the value of speaking for Yukoners with a single

voice and helping the Government of Canada to understand

the unique circumstances and needs of the north. The value of

face-to-face meetings and collaboration with leaders within

the territory, across the north, throughout Canada, and over

our borders can never be underestimated. I’m looking forward

to hosting my fellow territorial premiers in Yukon later this

year for the annual Northern Premiers’ Forum which takes

place every year in a different territory.

Supporting Yukon’s younger generation remains a core

commitment at the Executive Council Office. The Youth

Directorate provides funding to a number of organizations,

programs, and services, with a focus on positive youth

development. Currently, the Youth Directorate is providing

more than $1.5 million in combined funding support to a

variety of organizations. There is $320,000 earmarked for the

youth leadership and activities program. Sixteen Yukon

communities and the Kwanlin Dün First Nation benefit from

funding through this program, which is about supporting

positive youth development in rural Yukon communities.

Over $1 million annually supports three-year operational

funding to a couple of different organizations. We have:

$274,000 for the BYTE — Empowering Youth Society;

$277,000 for the Boys and Girls Club of Yukon; $198,000 for

the Heart of Riverdale Community Centre; and $271,000 for

the Youth of Today Society.

We provide $60,000 annually to support the Yukon First

Nation Chamber of Commerce and the Singletrack to Success

youth mountain-biking trails project. We also provide $25,000

annually to the Association franco-yukonnaise to support

francophone youth programming. We continue to provide
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$102,000 annually to support the youth investment fund,

which focuses on funding programming directed at

marginalized youth who are 18 years and under. Investments

such as these are vital to the well-being of youth in Yukon and

help set them on a path to a promising future.

Before I close, Mr. Chair, I would like to go over some of

the other Executive Council Office functions that do not fall

under these three divisions that I have outlined.

The department’s operation and maintenance budget also

includes over $2 million for the operation of the Yukon Water

Board Secretariat, which is consistent with previous years.

Also the Office of the Commissioner — although the Office

of the Commissioner is independent of the Government of

Yukon, its staff and operating costs are funded through the

Executive Council Office budget. This year’s budget for the

Office of the Commissioner is $297,000, which includes a net

increase of $16,000, mainly due to departmental funding

being reallocated to support the new Order of Yukon program.

The budget for the Cabinet Office is also included in the

Executive Council Office budget. This year, the estimate for

the Cabinet Office is $3.1 million. Also under the Executive

Council Office umbrella is the Government Internal Audit

Services unit. It receives $571,000 in funding in this budget.

This branch provides objective risk-based assurance and

advisory services supporting the government’s commitment to

openness and accountability.

Mr. Chair, in conclusion, I appreciate this opportunity to

provide an overview of the how the Executive Council Office

budget is being carefully managed to maintain services while

reallocating existing funding to support new and emerging

priorities. I hope that I have also conveyed a sense of the

scale, significance, and diversity of this department’s work.

As I said at the start, the function of this department is all

about building relationships and working together, delivering

results that tangibly improve people’s lives. I look forward to

answering any questions that my colleagues may have about

the 2019-20 budget for the Executive Council Office.

Mr. Hassard: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I thank the

officials for being here as well today to assist the Premier as

we work through the Executive Council Office budget.

The first question I have for the Premier would be in

regard to the new website and the logo change. I am

wondering if the Premier can provide us the full cost to date

for the new government logo. In those costs, we are

wondering if we could include all of the new signage, vehicle

decals, letterhead — et cetera — that have piled up because of

this new logo.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I want to start talking a bit here about

the visual identity. A visual identity for the whole government

helps people find and recognize government services,

information, and locations much more easily. Our visual

identity, with its consistent look and feel, is about much more

than just a logo or branding; it’s about an improvement of the

delivery of services and communicating more effectively with

the public.

Yukon.ca, as far as the website itself and costs — in

2018-19, Highways and Public Works spent $106,000 on the

continued development and improvement of yukon.ca. This

builds on the $250,000 investment made in the 2017-18 fiscal

year for planning, design, development, and assessment of the

website. Ongoing maintenance of the website will cost

$75,000 per year — half of what it cost to maintain the

previous site. This does not include staff time, though.

As far as the actual visual identity — again, this embodies

the territory and the people who live here. It highlights our

uniqueness, our culture, and our history and strengthens a

modern and more identified branding. We’re not only

improving services — the visual identity gives us the tools to

save significant time and significant money. The visual

identity helps us to make better use of financial and staff

resources, and we anticipate that it will generate a return on

our investment.

In the past, we had a lot of different departments putting a

lot of human resources toward working per department on

visual identity, on branding, and on logos. By having a whole-

of-government approach to this, those cost-savings will be

abundant. We are making sure that we move through this so

that we keep signs that are still healthy and intact with the old

logo there, and we are actively working every year to update

and upgrade the new logo, knowing full well that we are going

to do this over the long term — again, as a cost-saving

process.

The visual identity itself — the total cost for the project

for the visual identity was just under $124,000. Again, our old

logo was more than 35 years old and was the only element of

the visual identity that we had. Again, we improved that with

new tools and new templates. We did that in a whole-of-

government way. This is going to have cost-savings as we

look at this from a whole-of-government approach.

Mr. Hassard: I was hoping we were just going to have

back-and-forth with questions and answers and not history

lessons. We will try this again.

Can the Premier provide the full cost to date for the

creation of the new government logo?

Hon. Mr. Silver: The member wants a back-and-forth

— I told him that the complete project cost for the visual

identity, which includes the logo, is just under $124,000.

Mr. Hassard: That number includes all new signage,

vehicle decals, letterhead, et cetera?

Hon. Mr. Silver: The operation and maintenance of

each department can be discussed in each department. Each

department has annual budgets for new gear and new vehicles.

They will also have a budget for implementing the new logo.

Again, the plan is to not necessarily just replace everything

right away, but to replace what is necessary, to make sure that

we extend the cost over time.

We are taking it as a phased-in approach. That is the most

cost-effective way of doing this — whether we upgrade the

vehicles with old logos or new logos, they will be getting

upgraded on a phased-in approach, which is a regular cost for

government. We will then use up all of our existing materials

that have the old logos on them, as much as we possibly can,

during the transition as well.
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Mr. Hassard: We have heard a lot about a one-

government approach and whole-of-government and

evidence-based decision-making — the importance of having

all of the information for budgeting.

Does the Premier mean to tell us that he doesn’t know

how much this is going to cost in the end — that we are just

kind of going to go through this and eventually we will get

there? Or does he know how much this is actually going to

cost taxpayers?

Hon. Mr. Silver: As I said before, it is going to cost

less than the old system, where individual departments would

have individual budgets to go over individual logos and

individual approaches. With a whole-of-government

approach, as old logos get worn down and old signs get worn

down — as opposed to replacing them with the old logo, we

are replacing them with the new logo.

We talked about the up-cost of funding as well, and that

was $124,000 for the visual identity exercise. We have heard

from the Yukon Party that they are not happy with the logo. If

there is anybody else — I am not hearing it — I am hearing

that the whole-of-government approach works really well to

showcase our identity, not only locally, but also nationally and

internationally. It has been picked up with a lot of

compliments.

Again, we are doing it in a cost-effective manner that,

over time, reduces the cost of those operation and

maintenance budgets for all those departments as they do the

natural and logical transition from older, worn-out signage to

newer signage. It just so happens that new signage will also be

a new logo that is going to be shared across departments.

Mr. Hassard: In regard to the website, can the Premier

confirm how many pages have been transferred now to the

new website from the old and how many are left to be

transferred?

Hon. Mr. Silver: The yukon.ca website is definitely an

improvement in accessing government information and

services for all Yukoners. By having a website that is

designed for the general public as opposed to being for public

servants, more information becomes readily available. That

mobile-enabled website focuses on the needs of the public,

and it also means that we can continue to expand our online

services for Yukoners. By creating this single website, we are

providing a better experience for the public as well as

decreasing costs and reducing the bureaucracy.

Since we launched yukon.ca in February 2018, we have

added over 3,000 pages, including department repository,

emergency and safety information, campground and

recreation pages, government event listings, and a directory of

government buildings as well. There is a team of dedicated

professionals who are working very hard to add even more

improvements very soon, including topics pages, transitioning

engageyukon.ca into a new website, and adding images to

pages and updates to the news and to campgrounds and places

as well. The new website also benefits users with accessibility

issues, such as Yukoners who are visually impaired. The new

site works with a variety of apps to support an individual’s

needs — for example, being able to magnify or change the

contrast of the content, or even have the content read aloud.

Since the launch, there have been over 330,000 visits to

yukon.ca and over one million page views, and those numbers

keep on growing. We have also gathered more than 900

feedback forms and are continuing to adjust content to meet

the public’s needs.

The website provides us with a platform to deliver on key

government priorities, including the expansion of e-services

right across the territory. We have identified the most popular

tasks that Yukoners want to accomplish online through our

website statistics, feedback from citizens, and user experience.

The Executive Council Office had a contract, as we have

discussed in the past, with Yellow Pencil, and that was valued

at just under $25,000 for the development of that content.

Highways and Public Works spent one quarter-million dollars

in the 2017-18 fiscal year for the planning, design, and

development of the yukon.ca website.

One other number would be that the ongoing maintenance

on the website will cost about $75,000 a year, which is half of

what the previous website used to cost for that ongoing

maintenance. So what we have developed is something that is

more user friendly for the public, more user friendly for those

with disabilities, and more able to expand our e-services and

to work with our e-services across the territory, and we are

doing it with an ongoing operation and maintenance cost that

is half of what the previous website cost. I believe that this is a

benefit for Yukoners, and it’s a cost-savings as well.

I don’t have a number in front of me as far the total

number of pages left to be migrated over, mostly because not

all of the pages will be migrated over. That content — we’re

going to use an evidence-based focus on user needs and make

sure that we prioritize the next pages to move over — but

again, some pages will, for a whole list of different reasons,

not be necessary anymore or not pertinent or not modern. So

not all of the remaining pages are necessarily going to migrate

over. But again, we are prioritizing the content based upon

user engagement and what pages are the most important to the

Yukon public.

With that being said, I would say that there is probably an

estimated 25 percent of that content left to migrate over.

Mr. Hassard: Just to clarify on that — he said that

3,000 pages have been transferred over, and that 3,000 is 75

percent of the content. I just want to clarify that, because I

thought that the last time we had discussed this — and I would

have to look back in Hansard — but my recollection was there

was somewhere in the neighbourhood of 11,000 pages to be

transferred.

Anyway, just to move on with that — I’m curious as to if

the Premier could update us on when he anticipates the new

website to be completed — when he thinks that all of those

pages will be fully migrated over.

Also, when he’s on his feet, if he could just let us know:

Who is the contact person to notify when the public

encounters either inaccurate or broken links to this new

website? It has been a concern that we’ve heard from more

than one person, for sure.



4330 HANSARD April 9, 2019

Hon. Mr. Silver: I’m not able to give a timeline as far

as when the last 25 percent — but yes, the member opposite is

clear in his understanding that 75 percent of the work is done

so far. User needs will determine what pages get migrated

over next. Not all pages will be migrated over. They’re based

upon user need.

Again, we have about 25 percent left and that progress as

we go — it does get quicker and quicker as we develop a

system to get that material migrated over.

Every page does have a feedback section on it, so if

you’re having problems with the page, there is an area on the

page that you’re currently on — if you’re having an issue and

trouble, you can use that feedback form directly on it.

Mr. Hassard: The Premier, in the previous question,

talked a lot about numbers through Highways and Public

Works and different amounts of money that was being spent.

I’m curious as to if he has a number that he could relate to the

House today — how much money is actually budgeted for

work on this new website in this year?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, for Executive Council Office,

we had the 2018-19 contracts that we paid out in that year.

That was just under $25,000 — $24,129 for the development

of that content design guide and also for staff training. That

happened in a previous year. But also, with the transition

being complete, that ongoing maintenance of the website is

going to be $75,000.

I will clarify with the member opposite: Is he asking if

there is some ongoing dollars in this budget in Executive

Council Office for the website and for the visual identity? I

just want to clarify if that is his question.

Mr. Hassard: I am just asking in general how much

money is budgeted throughout government for the website for

this year.

Hon. Mr. Silver: There is no other necessary line item

here in my budget for Executive Council Office. There may

be ongoing costs that are associated with any visual identity or

any website that might come through Highways and Public

Works, so I would ask the member opposite to ask the

Minister of Highways and Public Works.

Again, this process is a cost-savings, not an increase. As

we look at how this money is being spent per department, this

money is being spent as it was always being spent in every

individual department as an individual effort. Now with the

combination of those efforts, as a one-government approach,

this is a cost-savings to those line items.

Again, I don’t have another line item in my budget in

front of me today for the Executive Council Office. If there

was anything else — and we’re guessing at this point as far as

what the member is looking for specifically — there would be

technological monies available through Highways and Public

Works and that department could break down what that

overall overarching budget from the government is dedicated

specifically to new branding. I don’t know if that’s what he’s

asking for or the new visual identity per se, or if he’s asking

about taking a look at how historic costs of keeping up the

visual identity and keeping up the website have increased or

decreased. Again, it is my understanding as we work with

these departments that by having a whole-of-government

approach to the visual identity and to the website being more

user friendly and oriented toward the public as opposed to

toward the public service that this is a cost-savings.

Mr. Hassard: I will move on then. A Liberal platform

commitment was “Examining the current mining assessment

process to find ways to harmonize the Yukon Water Board

processes within the Yukon Environment and Socio-economic
Assessment Act framework”.

Mr. Chair, I’m curious if the Premier could tell us what

role ECO is taking in this work.

Hon. Mr. Silver: As the member opposite knows, the

YESAA reset oversight group is a joint effort between the

governments of Canada, Yukon, and First Nations to

collectively seek efficiencies and other improvements to the

YESAA process. That oversight group and other results of the

YESAA reset memorandum of understanding demonstrates

our genuine commitment and the commitment of all parties to

improve relationships and make progress on long-standing

issues.

That oversight group has jointly drafted a priorities and

work plan document. Action on that work plan will occur

through the YESAA forum and technical working groups as

well. The oversight group’s priorities look at how we can each

interact with and understand the YESAA process in order to

help guide the improvements in those efficiencies as well.

With that being said, Mr. Chair, the YESA board is

responsible for the implementation of much of the YESAA

process. Recognizing its unique role, that oversight group has

engaged constructively with the board and will continue to

work with it on these important priorities.

Mr. Hassard: I am curious if the Premier could give us

any timelines on when this work is anticipated to be complete.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I think I know where the member

opposite is going with the line of questioning and I appreciate

the questions from him.

Industry is expecting immediate and tangible outcomes.

We have had many meetings with many proponents of many

major and minor companies. We are very much committed to

bringing industry into these conversations regarding their

issues and with the goal of delivering practical solutions that

work for all Yukoners, but we are dealing with an issue here

where there wasn’t trust before. Yukon First Nations were

feeling that some of the processes in the past were definitely

not being worked upon or they were not at that table. To

unwind the relations and try to get to the table to come

together government-to-government where the First Nation

governments trust a territorial government is a huge goal. It is

not just a goal of the good people of Aboriginal Relations, but

it is also a goal of all of our departments.

There is definitely a whole-of-government approach

when it comes to working at the Yukon Forum. There is a

myriad of working groups right now that are working on a

whole bunch of topics, including this one specifically. We

understand that the mining groups and mining proponents

want to see this unravelled as soon as possible. My

commitment to them is to make sure that we get it right with
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the First Nation governments first and foremost. There is good

progress here.

The priorities of the mining MOU and also the YESAA

reset MOU are distinct and they don’t have any substantial

overlap at this time. Commitments are being made during the

Geoscience Forum to explore options like section-49.1-like

solutions to challenges on projects that those conversations are

ongoing and there are positive conversations there. Nobody

sees the red tape more so than First Nation governments that

are working placer claims or mining claims where they don’t

have a lot of resources. We’re working with First Nation

governments. We’re sharing in human resources. We’re doing

what we can to make sure that conduits of communication

continue so we find solutions to very complicated issues that

have gone all the way to Ottawa with changes with Bill S-6

and then subsequent changes after that as well — to haul back

that control.

I will say that the one update I can give is that the

government agreed to the priorities and work plan in March of

2019, so within the last month. Canada and Yukon First

Nations previously agreed to the priorities and the work plan,

so the work plan guides the next year of the oversight group

activities. The priorities documented processes that work on a

dozen specific items and there are three specific areas which

we are working forward and considering. First of all, a

revitalized YESAA forum — the last forum met in March

2016. We’re working on certainty and consultation and

processes for clauses of YESAA that have seen little use in

the past and also policy development in targeting technical

working groups which will include amendments and renewal

work.

Again, there is work happening. It’s a huge benefit to this

process to have the Yukon Forum meeting four times a year

and having the oversight of executive committees with First

Nations, CAOs, CEOs, administrators, executive directors,

and our ministers all at tables so that public servants from all

governments are working together to make sure that we not

only get this right as far as the MOUs but also reset a

relationship and reset some trusts among these governments.

Mr. Hassard: So the Premier talked about priorities

and a work plan in regard to the MOU in mining. Would the

Premier be able to provide us with those priorities? Or maybe

he could table them as well as the work plan.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I think the member opposite is now

moving more toward the mining MOU as opposed to the

YESAA reset MOU. The mining MOU, of course, is not

being led by my department but being led by Energy, Mines

and Resources. I’m happy to have the minister responsible for

that mining MOU answer any questions during that debate of

Energy, Mines and Resources. Of course, with the Executive

Council Office and my responsibilities for the YESA act and

for YESAA responsibilities and therefore the reset group, I

can speak at length of the reset oversight group. We can talk

about Major Projects Yukon and Energy, Mines and

Resources. They are examining options for addressing

amendments and renewals that will meet the needs of the

mining sector that can be applied to all project sectors. That

work will remain in the interest and the interpretations of

government and regulatory agents responsible for minor

amendments and renewals.

Again, I am happy to talk about the oversight group as

they present their priorities and work plan to the CYFN lands

and resource managers meetings. That happened in February

of this year. The group is seeking input and further

developments on options and on solutions as well to those

identified priorities. That work is going on. I share the

member opposite’s desire to get to a place where we can

speak more freely with mining proponents on these changes,

but it does take time, and we are taking the time necessary to

make sure that First Nations are at the table when it comes to

resources and the environmental stewardship that comes along

with those resources.

Mr. Hassard: In regard to that MOU, can the Premier

tell us who they are seeking input from? He said that it was

done in February. Would we be able to see that work plan and

see what those priorities are, Mr. Chair?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Yes, we are seeking input with the

oversight group, with Canada, and with the First Nation

governments.

Mr. Hassard: The rest of that question was about the

work plan and the priorities and when they would be out for

the public to see.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I assume that the member opposite

would understand the confidential nature of a lot of the

conversations that feed into the oversight group itself. Suffice

to say, though, that we will have a priorities document that

will become a public document. We will wait for CYFN. That

is where you will see it when it shows up, but again, we are

taking the time to make sure that we work on priorities

together. I can’t speak on behalf of First Nation governments

or the Government of Canada, nor will I. Not necessarily the

oversight group having a draft or any of that — but we are

looking more for a priorities document, and that will become

public as soon as possible.

With that being said, we are very committed to bringing

industry into the conversations regarding their issues with the

goal of delivering practical, made-in-Yukon solutions that

work for Yukoners. Until all three governments are ready to

provide any more public documentation, we will continue

those discussions in earnest.

Mr. Hassard: I would think that it would be important

that industry would be present from the beginning. I am

curious as to why the Premier would feel the need to leave

industry out of it until later. It seems like the governments

could all do a lot of work, but if it’s not the priority of

industry, then maybe the working groups will have missed the

point, Mr. Chair.

Hon. Mr. Silver: We’re not the only government at the

table. I would say that Bill S-6 would have an awful lot to do

with the fact that we’re in the situation that we’re currently in

right now. I don’t want to speak on behalf of other

governments, but there definitely is a perception that the

previous government was working too much with industry and

not enough with the First Nation governments who signed
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modern treaties decades ago which have chapters that

determine their involvement in these industries.

Do I want to reach out right now and talk to the

industries? I would love to. I would love to get to a place

where we can actually have those conversations. This is

something that definitely keeps the Minister of Energy, Mines

and Resources up at night. It keeps me up at night — knowing

that we have put Yukon and these processes back by years in

the past. So to build that trust up again and to get moving

forward — that takes time and we’re going to take that time.

When the member opposite says that certainly the

Premier would want to have those conversations, he is right.

Mr. Hassard: According to the YESAB website, it

says — and I quote: “The Yukon Environmental and Socio-

economic Assessment Board (YESAB) has developed a new

Pre-submission Engagement (PSE) process for Executive

Committee screenings. PSE will support early and meaningful

engagement and provide proponents with better guidance on

project proposals. The process represents a major change to

the screening process.

“The purpose of pre-submission engagement is to bring

interested and affected parties together to review project

requirements well in advance of a detailed proposal being

submitted for assessment. This helps identify gaps and issues

of concern, define values and baseline information

requirements and ensure a timely and certain screening

process.”

On this side of the Legislature, we have heard of

significant concerns from industry about this process and what

it could do to timelines for reassessments. I’m curious,

Mr. Chair, as to if we could hear from the Premier what the

government’s position is on this as they act as both a decision

body and sometimes a proponent on the Executive Committee

screenings.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I do really appreciate the question

from the member opposite on this initiative.

I have had conversations with other jurisdictions. I have

spoken directly to another premier, Premier Horgan, on their

processing in British Columbia. It’s very similar to what the

pre-screening is here.

Of course, we’re actively engaged in the review of

YESAB’s proposed new pre-submission process, and we’ll be

providing our views. We’re doing that very soon, if not

already today. YESAB is also seeking input from First

Nations, from industry and stakeholders and we encourage

active engagement and input from all parties.

We support timely, efficient, and effective processing.

That’s a big goal for the Executive Council Office. We do

have concerns about the pre-submission process. We have

spoken to some proponents out there. There are two ways of

going about YESAA processing for the Executive Committee.

There are lots of great anecdotal stories of companies that

come in — major companies that have a lot of experience in

these processes — and do their due diligence. They speak

with the First Nation governments first and foremost, they get

a sense of the land, and they show themselves as corporate

citizens and also do the research of our Water Board process

and our YESAA process as well.

There are some concerns from those types of companies

that do their work properly: that pre-screening does not

necessarily help them in the process and if you are setting up a

pre-screening to help industry that doesn’t need the help, how

is that helpful?

I can see as well that if there are other companies that

come in and don’t know the processes, where a pre-screening

may help to make sure that the material given down the line is

more succinct and proper.

Again, we do have some serious concerns from the

process and we will be making those concerns known in a

very short time.

Mr. Hassard: I am hoping that when the minister

makes those concerns known, he can table them here for us so

that we do, in fact, know what his concerns are as well —

because the point of the question was that we were hoping to

find out.

Mr. Chair, the Premier has also promised industry a

collaborative framework on timelines and reassessment. It has

been over two years now since this commitment was made, so

I’m curious as to if the Premier could tell us when industry

will see this promise delivered on.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Sorry, Mr. Chair — I didn’t hear the

question. Can the member opposite repeat the question,

please?

Mr. Hassard: In regard to the collaborative framework

on timelines and reassessment for industry — there was a

promise made by the government over two years ago. We’re

just wondering when industry will see that promise delivered

on.

Hon. Mr. Silver: As I mentioned earlier, that YESAA

reset oversight group is where those conversations are

happening as we speak. Again, commitment was made during

the Geoscience Forum to explore options for a section-49.1-

like solution to challenges on project amendments and

renewals, so a policy or regulatory solution to that problem —

or to the problem of even other minor amendments or

renewals — is definitely a stated priority of the oversight

working group. Again, Major Projects Yukon and EMR are

working on examining different options within that, but that is

where that work is happening.

If the member opposite wants to know some of the topics

of concern from our government’s perspective on the pre-

submission engagement process, we are concerned about the

complexity of the pre-submission engagement process.

Currently, there are eight steps that are part of a pre-

submission engagement process and they each have different

names for each of those steps. At its current level of

complexity, it will be very challenging for participants to

understand this new process and the roles of each party as

well — particularly for those in the public who typically do

not interact with the assessment process regularly.

We have a concern there. We have a concern about the

legislative context for the pre-submission engagement
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process. We have concerns about timelines with the pre-

submission engagement process as well.

Again, we will be providing our letter to the Yukon

Environmental and Socio-economic Assessment Board

outlining these concerns and expanding upon them.

Mr. Hassard: If I could move on — we know that this

past weekend, the Premier was in Skagway to meet with the

municipality and the Alaska Industrial Development and

Export Authority to discuss, according to the news release, the

future of the Skagway port.

Can the Premier tell us what the objectives of the trip

were — the agenda, maybe what was accomplished — that

sort of thing?

Hon. Mr. Silver: We had a tour of the ore terminal

with representatives of AIDEA and also representatives of the

mining industry here in Canada. We also met with mayor and

council and members of the community, with industry at the

table and AIDEA at the table as well, to discuss the future of

the ore terminal.

Mr. Hassard: Would the Premier be able to give us a

little bit of an update on what the future of the ore terminal in

Skagway looks like?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I thank the member opposite for the

question. This ore terminal is extremely important to

Yukoners. It is extremely important to the mining industry.

The good news is that it is extremely important to the borough

of Skagway as well. There is huge consideration that has to

happen before 2023, when the ownership changes hands and

the borough of Skagway has some huge decisions to make —

huge decisions around clean-up, huge decisions around the

open nature of the conveyor belt right now, huge

considerations about modernizing the facility for

environmental considerations, and also speed of use.

But the good news is that the Borough of Skagway

understands that while tourism is a huge boon to the economy

in Skagway, it is limited to certain seasons of the year;

whereas, the mining industry and the jobs that come from that

and the money that can be made on that ore terminal is a year-

round endeavour. Looking at the historic numbers at that ore

terminal, it is amazing how modern-day transportation of ores

from Minto, for example, are dwarfed from previous years,

and the ability to fill these ships up in under 72 hours — it is

astounding how older, antiquated technology was so effective

and efficient.

But as we move forward and as the community wraps its

head around a sustainable mining industry moving forward

and the benefits from that, they want to make sure the clean-

up happens. They want to make sure that the transition of that

ownership comes with responsibilities — a conversation about

responsibilities. I think we had a very productive

conversation. It was great to have industry there. There were

representatives of two major mining projects in the Yukon

who were at these conversations as well and it was good

conversation. For a late-afternoon meeting on a Friday, I was

impressed to see a whole bunch of Skagway folks in the

gallery, listening in to the conversation. I think we went

overtime by about an hour or so because the dialogue was

good.

It was positive, but those were the concerns.

Environmental clean-up needs to happen. The city has a big

decision to make on that ore terminal. The conversation never

went into necessarily whether or not — some of the fears

would be that they might turn away from the ore terminal. The

good news to bring back is that it doesn’t seem to be on the

plate. One of the councillors talked about how we have to

make decisions now because mining is an important part of

the economy of the north, and it’s not going away. We need to

make these decisions because of the timeliness of the

transition of the authority for that port. If those decisions

aren’t made now, they are just going to be punted off to future

generations.

Mr. Hassard: I appreciate that update from the

Premier.

We know that the Premier recently went to Juneau to

meet with the governor of Alaska. According to the press

release — and I will quote: “This was the first time that

Premier Silver and Governor Dunleavy have met since the

Governor’s election to office in November 2018. The meeting

included a discussion of topics of shared interest such as

infrastructure, economic development and the growing

northern tourism industry.”

We are hoping that the Premier can expand for us a bit on

the topics of conversation and that we can find out what was

covered with respect to infrastructure besides the Shakwak

funding.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I appreciate the question from the

member opposite. We and Alaska share many common

interests. It was a privilege to go over and meet with

commissioners, state senators — the senator and also the

lieutenant governor and the governor. There were great

conversations, about many of our common interests and

outlooks and many of our common challenges.

Our government has engaged with the US and with

Alaskan governments for a long time now. These have been

long-standing partnerships, and we are more than willing and

able to continue — and capable of continuing — those

conversations. We have had many mutually beneficial

agreements, such as the fishing licence fees for residents,

coordination on highway and transportation issues, and also

emergency management. We are continuing to develop that

strong relationship with Alaska on the basis of economic

development.

We did meet with Mike Dunleavy in February, and we

did discuss resource development. There was a conversation

about mining, about growing tourism, and about maintaining

and improving critical infrastructure that supports resource

development and tourism.

We also met with the lieutenant governor, the

commissioner of transportation, the commissioner of the

environment, and the Senate majority leader.

We are going to continue to engage with the US on

federal issues such as border security and trade through the
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Council of the Federation and also through the Canadian

federal government.

As you can imagine, when we were over there, it was in

every paper and on every radio as well that they were in the

midst of their budget and lots of cuts. There were lots of

concerns over there right now with the ferry system and how

that transportation system needs to continue and how that will

do so, or concerns as well on education. We would finish our

conversations and we would go back to the hotel and watch on

C-SPAN the presentations there in education as well. So there

were lots of conversations there. They’re in a unique situation.

We’re pleased, though, that both the governor and all of the

other officials had ample time to talk with us about a whole

bunch of different issues that are of importance to both

ourselves and to the Alaskans.

One of the most profound meetings, I believe, was with

the commissioner responsible for transportation,

Mr. McKinnon. This is an individual who understands this

history and the connection between us and his state and is

working actively with a senator and our Minister of Highways

and Public Works on some solutions and some places where

we can move to try to find some relief for the Shakwak

funding.

We had some great conversations with the commissioner

for the environment on pretty interesting considerations of the

environment. Obviously, they’re taking a different approach

when it comes to ANWR, but we also had conversations —

you know, we have concerns about calving grounds; they have

concerns about downstream issues when it comes to some of

the BC mining that’s happening that is just right outside of

Juneau and how that impacts their fisheries industry.

The more that we can sit down and have these

conversations and showcase that both jurisdictions are

concerned about the environment and maybe taking different

tacks and different approaches but continuing those

conversations definitely helps not only our economy but also

our environment.

Mr. Hassard: The Alaska governor has recently asked

the US president to issue permits to extend the Alaska railroad

to Alberta. We all know that railcars could carry passengers

and freight including bitumen from the oil sands in the Fort

McMurray area. We’re curious if the Premier has talked to

leaders in Alaska, Alberta, and BC about the possibility of this

as it is quite obvious that the rail link would pass through a

fair portion of Yukon. Could he just update us on that and let

us know what the government’s position is on that as well?

Hon. Mr. Silver: There is no current position on that.

We have had conversations with the A2A group,

Mr. Treadwell, and others — again, it’s a good reason to have

a lobbyist registration to allow everybody to know the

conversations that are being had. We’ve had very preliminary

conversations on this from the proponent and also anecdotal

conversations in our meet-and-greet in Alaska. I believe there

were some representatives at that meeting as well who were

asking about this. At this moment in time, we don’t have an

opinion or anything else to share on those conversations.

Mr. Hassard: I have a question regarding the USMCA.

Can the Premier provide an update on the free trade agreement

between Canada, the US, and Mexico?

Hon. Mr. Silver: As the member opposite knows,

NAFTA is not being negotiated by the regions. As far as any

update on the progress on NAFTA, that would definitely be a

federal question. I am ready, willing, and able to help out the

federal government whenever there is a need to explain, per

region, the importance of getting rid of tariffs, especially

when they are a consideration of national security — which,

in my opinion, is interesting, if not bordering on ridiculous.

Canada does not pose any threat to the United States, but

again, those conversations and negotiations happen on a

federal basis.

We have spoken in the Legislative Assembly about our

work with the Council of the Federation. As we were working

with the federal government, the federal government wanted

every jurisdiction to get out there and explain to every trading

neighbour and partner in all states at the state level how

important Canada is to trade. This is always an educational

experience when you can sit down with the Premiers and hear

these things. Who would have thought that the number one

export in Prince Edward Island is aerospace technology?

Again, it was important work that was met by the Prime

Minister thanking every region for coming together — non-

partisan — to talk about a really important issue that only the

specific regions could speak to, which is how important our

trade is with the United States.

Mr. Hassard: I guess I was also hoping for a little bit

of an update on how the tariffs are impacting us now. In the

same breath, I wonder if the Premier could give us an update

on the steel and aluminum tariffs and the retaliatory tariffs —

if there is any news on when they may be removed. Also, I am

curious if the Premier himself has written to Canada to

express concerns over the negative impact that these tariffs are

having on local businesses here in the Yukon.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, I have provided anecdotal

information here about Highways and Public Works and other

departments speaking about how, overnight, just the concept

of tariffs increased the cost of steel and aluminum. This was

anecdotal from a lot of the private sector companies that do

work with our government.

I wish I had an update on the retaliatory tariffs and how

this is going to ease. There has been language from the federal

government to immediately get rid of these upon signing for

the USMCA — or whatever we are calling it today. As to a

letter per se, no, I had the benefit of sitting down at the First

Ministers’ meetings and had debates with my counterparts

across Canada where we have expressed our interest in the

removal of these tariffs. They don’t help anyone.

We have a massive trade agreement with the United

States, and you know, as we described it at the time — going

into Washington and talking to the federal representatives —

this trade agreement that has happened for decades — it is like

the insulation in your attic. You don’t really know it’s there,

but when it’s gone, you sure do notice it.



April 9, 2019 HANSARD 4335

Again, we are urging the federal government to continue

the conversations, to encourage Minister Freeland to continue

her good work internationally to add recognition of the

ridiculousness of these tariffs.

Mr. Hassard: I don’t have any further questions, so I

would just like to thank the Premier for the responses that he

was able to provide us today. Again, I thank the officials for

the good work that they do.

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Chair, I thank officials for being here

and for their briefings that they did provide when we were

doing the mains.

I would like to go through each of the areas as they are

presented in the budget documents, and I want to try — and

this is the challenge — to link those then to the government’s

website for Executive Council Office, because that is where

the challenge comes.

I don’t want to belabour the point. The Premier spoke

about yukon.ca and I want to come back to that because it is a

critically important piece here in terms of our role as Members

of the Legislative Assembly — our role in terms of

accountability.

The minister spoke quite a lot about the work that has

been done and the money that has been spent. I guess, quite

frankly, what we see reflected in yukon.ca is front of the

house and the minister quite accurately described this as a way

for citizens as a portal to get information about if you want to

get a driver’s licence. If it works, you can get linked to how

you get a driver’s licence. If you want to find out information

about a health care card, if it works, you can find out how to

get your health care card and where you can go. What is

missing, Mr. Chair, is the information that we, as Members of

the Legislative Assembly, require to determine — basically,

when I look at Strategic Corporate Services and it is

$4.377 million — who, what, when, where and how? How is

the government spending that $4.377 million? How are they

measuring? What are the indicators that they are using?

The fun of it is — we get a line that says we are doing

these kinds of activities, but the effectiveness, the

performance indicators are what are missing. This is why I

keep coming back to: Where does this back into information

for members of this Legislative Assembly that are commonly

reflected in strategic plans, business plans that say, “This is

what we are going to do and this is how we are going to assess

whether or not we have actually achieved anything against

that for the monies that we are being asked to vote in support

of in this Legislative Assembly.”

The minister looks sceptical as to whether or not we

would vote for it, but I can tell you that if I had information, I

might be inclined to do so. I can’t vote for a pig in a poke and

that is what I am being asked to do here, Mr. Chair.

My question is to the minister: When will we see that

kind of information that allows an informed discussion in this

Legislative Assembly against clear performance measures that

can allow us to assess — and where the activities will be

rolled out by department and by branch within those

departments?

So for the Executive Council Office, when I see “To

provide management, personnel, financial and operational

support for the department, Cabinet and ministers.

“To support the Cabinet decision-making process…”

How? “To provide effective government communications

to the Yukon… by developing and implementing strategic

communications, online communications, and public

engagement planning.”

Let’s just look at the last one: public engagement

planning. We say that we have X number of those that have

gone on. How has that informed? Where do we see it tracking

back into informing the decision-making of government?

When I see that we have a score card, what do you do with the

score card?

Mr. Chair, I am looking for that back-of-the-house

information that Members of the Legislative Assembly require

in order to make informed decisions.

I can tell you quite frankly: It’s not in the so-called

“performance plan”. That does not say. It’s a litany of

activities and every once in a while, a little flash of an

indicator — and I will come back to the indicators issue

because, quite frankly, what we found so far in this

Legislative Assembly is, when you ask a detailed question

about one of the highlighted indicators, there is no backup

information. That’s why it’s so critical. We should be able to

know — when we say that 61 percent of visits to the

emergency ward are unnecessary, we should be able to say

why, how much that costs, and what are we doing to remedy

it.

That’s why I am asking these questions, Mr. Chair.

Hon. Mr. Silver: That’s a lot. I will try my best to

provide some information for the member opposite. I do

appreciate the question. I do appreciate her lack of patience, I

guess, with the other foot dropping on the performance plans

and where we are going to go moving forward from those

other updates that we provided in the Legislative Assembly in

the past.

I will touch a bit on emergency room visits. Mr. Chair,

when we had the Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety

Board in here talking about the presumptive legislation for

post-traumatic stress, it was noted in dialogue at that time that,

when you bring awareness to mental health issues, you will

see increased visits to the emergency room. That will happen.

When you increase your mental wellness campaign so that

you are talking more about mental wellness, the good news is

you will have more pressure initially because of that dialogue.

I will give congratulations out to the private sector, like

Bell Canada. These types of initiatives make it so that more

people are more likely to work on mental wellness, and so

these things do add to pressures as well.

Are we statistically analyzing that? Absolutely. Do the

performance plans help us to see if our actions actually come

to fruition — if our actions work? That’s where these

performance plans will help. Are they done? No, they are not

done, Mr. Chair, so I could see, if we are looking at these as

performance plans as 100 percent of what we’re doing as far

as indices of well-being, yes, that wouldn’t be enough,
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because what’s missing is Yukon-specific indicators of well-

being, and we’re working on that.

I’m not saying that every single new increase to the ER is

based upon these two initiatives that I spoke about, but when

you change from acute care to collaborative care, when you

put more emphasis on healthy lives, on healthy individuals,

you will see more people taking their health into the hospitals

and having those conversations.

I’m not saying that is 100 percent the reason — but again,

I can speak to that on the floor today — that our performance

plan isn’t to see how shiny and amazing the Yukon is; it is to

identify exactly these things that the member opposite is now

using as information in the Legislative Assembly to help in

her pursuit of being a critic for these departments. So I

commend her work, and I tell her that more will come when it

comes to our performance plans. There will be more

indicators. We are working toward incorporating performance

measures and targets into our planning that will help us to

make those informed decisions. We are going to be focusing

in on those outcomes and those results, and that is the best

way forward.

We are going to be continuing to build that capacity with

these performance plans. A number of Canadian jurisdictions

are working to integrate planning and budgeting with

performance measures. We are not inventing this on our own.

We are going out to other jurisdictions that are using exactly

this particular index of well-being and using it, integrated with

their budgeting plan, to say where we actually fit in the

context of other jurisdictions. We are making these

improvements, and it does take time. We are taking that time,

and we are going to get it right and use that time to get it right.

I understand that the member opposite wants that done now.

Well, it’s not done now. It is coming.

We do have more information on that.

Just for context, Mr. Chair, that Canadian Index of

Wellbeing offers 64 indicators of well-being, 27 of which

have comparable data for Yukon. This tool is helping us to

adapt from the Organization for Economic Cooperation and

Development’s Better Life Index and has been used in a

number of Canadian municipalities, sub-provincial agencies,

and non-profit support.

This is a process that works, especially when you couple

it with a budgetary system, and so we are going to continue

down this pathway. I do share the member opposite’s desire to

have this completed now so that we can have a fulsome look

and can move forward on using the statistically relevant

information that a performance plan gives us to help us make

sure that we are effectively maximizing the programs and

services that Yukoners have come to know and rely on.

When it comes to Strategic Corporate Services — the

member opposite listed some of the bullet points of what they

do. There are 9.1 positions in that particular division which

these topics would be related to. There is a director, two

senior communication advisors, a public engagement senior

advisor, two communications analysts, 1.1 FTE of a

communications information officer, one online

communications manager, and one manager of citizen

communications. These folks have been working very well

and putting a lot of effort into both the new public

engagement approach and also the visual identity and the

website.

I won’t go over the numbers of the visual identity

website. We have already had those numbers for debate with

the Leader of the Official Opposition.

I hope I helped the member opposite a bit in

understanding where we are today and where we are going.

There is more to come and there will be a public engagement

process to the next level — the next step — and that will

happen very soon this spring.

Ms. Hanson: I surely hope we are not talking about

getting into a protracted public engagement process with

respect to how the business of government is done — how this

government will develop its performance plans so that it can

come to this Legislative Assembly and say, “This is

strategically what we plan to do over the next three years. This

is the business plan for this year and these are the measurable

outcomes that we have set — the targets we have set — by

performance indicators.” Surely to goodness this is not

something that we’re going to be waiting another one year or

two or three years for. I’m looking for that kind of information

in this Legislative Assembly. I have been asking this question

for many years.

I understand and I appreciate that the minister opposite is

willing to say that this is something that they are moving

toward, but it has to have a finite target date. We can’t simply

say that we’re going to go there. We have to say that we’re

going to be held to account that by the end of the 2019-20

fiscal year — that when the budget is tabled for the next fiscal

year, it will have this information in it and it will have those

performance indicators.

Mr. Chair, the minister also talked about — I appreciate

that we have seen the application of the Canadian Index of

Wellbeing over the course of many years in various projects

that have been done in various sectors of this territory,

particularly in the health field. It is an important counter-

assessment to simply the economic or GDP assessment of

whether or not and how well we are performing as a society

and as a territory, but what we need to be assuring in those

eight major domains that are in the Canadian Index of

Wellbeing is how that is being incorporated into the

performance plans — the business plans — for each of these

government departments and how those ministers and deputy

ministers are going to be held to account. It is not simply

saying that there is this big long list of things that is kind of

amorphous.

Accountability is being able to say, “This is what we said

we were going to do and this is what we achieved” or “This is

why we didn’t achieve it.” Sometimes that is quite reasonable.

Not all things can be achieved within the timelines that we set,

but we have to be able to say what the impediments were.

Otherwise, we get into partisan bickering. We don’t need that.

What I’m looking for is when the minister opposite

anticipates the incorporation of the Canadian Index of

Wellbeing into all departmental planning exercises — so those
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eight major domains that he’s outlined and the eight that go

with each of those — whether it’s the environment or the

economy or any of the sectors, such as education, which is a

big one — and where it will be reflected. Will it be reflected

in the business plans for each of the departments — and

when?

The second or third part of that is: What are the attendant

costs of incorporating the Canadian Index of Wellbeing? He

mentioned that this was something that they are adapting to

the Yukon’s context. There is going to be a requirement for

adaptation because the parameters — and certainly some of

the statistical parameters — when you look at it, some people

might wonder whether or not we have the scale on some of

those parameters to make it work well. I am interested in

knowing how much is being invested in adapting the

Canadian Index of Wellbeing to the Yukon context and when

and how we shall see it reflected in the ongoing performance

planning and reporting — actual performance planning and

reporting — by government departments and agencies and the

accountability mechanisms that feed back through the deputy

to the minister, and the minister to this House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I really do appreciate the question

from the Leader of the Third Party. This is something that I

believe we need to do as we come of age as a government

under the context of openness and accountability. What I can

say — there are things of course that I can’t say, because I

would be breaking Cabinet confidence. If we haven’t made

the announcements yet, there’s probably a reason why we

haven’t made those announcements yet. I will say that

decisions are being made as we speak.

I can say that the strategy is to align strategic plans with

the budget cycle and integrate risk management, performance

measures — all to ensure value for money. That’s the desire

through these. We have had different internal reviews, and

that’s where we’re being recommended — to present budget

information in a way that reports on results achieved under the

spending objectives.

From that, Finance and ECO are partnering and aligning

those future strategic and operational plans with budget

cycles, subject to the final approval of Cabinet and

Management Board. Strategic plans already incorporate risk

management; they incorporate the performance measures —

all to extend as much as they possibly can in supports to

improve and mature the quality of these measures. That will

continue.

I think that’s where we are right now — those supports

and making sure that we improve and mature the quality of

those measures. That’s what the member opposite speaks of.

The budgetary information aligned with the strategic

objectives — and also the core mandate, particularly of

business units — this is the concept that will then be grafted

onto other departments, and they will then — through a

coordinated effort — work with these performance measures,

work on reporting on results against milestones along the way,

looking for specific outcomes identified for the strategic

initiatives and also the costs for reaching those milestones.

All that work, once we go past this next phase of rolling

out the performance plans, will absolutely happen in earnest

within those departments. We are committed to moving

forward on that evidence-oriented governance, including the

use of those performance indicators. In doing so, my

department is leading the implementation of that resource-

based strategic planning.

I wish I could share more right now — I really do — but

this work is not stalled, by any means. We’re working on this

project quite expeditiously, really. At our last bilateral

conversation for the Executive Council Office, we had the

representatives in from the department who were working on

this. I have yet to see a more engaged group of individuals,

passionate about what they’re doing.

This goes past budgetary highlights of naming out the

good things from the budget and this goes to the real meat and

potatoes of where we stand as a society here in Yukon, here in

Canada, and here in North America.

I do know that the Leader of the Third Party has been

raising questions regarding our communications or how the

government is communicating strategic objectives — we’re

hearing it again here today — and those performance

measures as well. We had this conversation, I believe, the last

time at Committee of Whole in general debate.

The model for integrating, budgeting, and strategic

planning varies across jurisdiction. However, we believe the

research is there to indicate as well that integrated plans,

including performance measures, is a multi-year process and it

does require significant shifts in organizational culture — I

know that for a fact — and operations for that successful

implementation.

As we move forward, the Executive Council Office is

aiming for a collaborative approach to that strategic planning

that the member opposite is asking for per department and

making sure that those departments interact with the

budgetary process, measuring progress toward those goals that

are established through those performance indicators.

I would say that work to date by Executive Council

Office suggests that an incremental approach may be needed

as we get to the other departments. Some planning that occurs

within YG includes performance measures, but there are also

some inconsistencies within departments and across

government as to how these measures link to departmental

priorities and outcomes. Those are being worked out as we

move into this next phase. That’s not to say that other

departments aren’t working through different tables with my

deputy minister so that each of these departments are filled in

to what the long-term plan is. Again, this process does take

time. I wish I could tell the member opposite when

specifically the departments are going to be able to have the

information accessible, ready, and available, but again, I don’t

have anything else to update the member opposite on as far as

those timelines, other than to say this particular topic is

definitely not one that is being left on a shelf. It’s one that I’m

extremely passionate about and interested in. That work is

ongoing.
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I can add that, in our budget, there is a line item for, I

believe it is, $78,000 that does support this index of well-

being for this year, and so that money is definitely going to

get spent.

Chair: Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is Vote 2, Executive

Council Office, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation
Act 2019-20.

Is there any further general debate?

Ms. Hanson: When we left off, I was getting quite

pleasantly enthused about what I was hearing from the

minister and it was one of those “hope springs eternal” kind of

moments. The last part of his comments, I just want to clarify.

I don’t want to be dashed, but the reality of this job is you

have to ask the question that may dash your hopes.

When I was asking the questions with respect to the

process he just outlined and the timelines he outlined with

respect to planning that will have some indicators and

performance measurement tools that will be made available

that aren’t the sort of marketing piece for government but are

the internal tools that will assist Members of the Legislative

Assembly, as well as departments, in terms of accountability

of ministers and senior officials — my question was premised

on this being a rollout across government, that this is

absolutely critical. And so I am hoping that I didn’t hear the

minister say that this was something that ECO was working

on because that would be dashing — “dashing” as not a good

thing, not flash, not wonderful — but dashing of hopes.

Can the minister confirm that this is intended as a rollout

across government and that we will see this kind of — to

quote him — sort of steps toward modernizing the

accountability of government?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I will be very brief. Yes, this is a

whole-of-government approach.

Ms. Hanson: I am very thankful to have that affirmed. I

have one last question, because I have to — because it drives

the Yukon NDP crazy: When will the Yukon font become sort

of universally available? It is one thing to say that we have

this new look, we have this new font, it’s great and it looks

beautiful, and then when you send documents to us and they

come out looking like “What? Where did that come from?”

How and when do ordinary citizens — maybe the NDP; I

don’t know about the Official Opposition — have access to

the government’s “new look” font?

Hon. Mr. Silver: The goal of consistency is applied to

fonts as well. I’m not necessarily sure specifically which

document the member opposite is quoting, but ultimately, the

desire is to make sure that those fonts are all uniform among

all the publications. I don’t have a timeline for that

specifically, but I will endeavour to look into that further to

see if there are any specific timelines.

Ms. Hanson: It’s just one of those things. Any job

that’s worth doing is worth doing well. So when you get

ministerial statements or anything else that looked like they

have the whole-of-government look and then come out for us

looking like a 1982 typewriter, you go, “Hmm, cute — not

quite that professional looking.”

I’m not going to belabour the fact that, when I go to

Aboriginal Relations and I look at the link that says we’re

migrating our content, when I actually look at the content

there, I can tell you from a legislator’s point of view that this

is useless information. When I look at the old information that

says “Yukon Forum”, I can actually see the links to the

activities. I don’t have to go through a big, long, convoluted

page that tells me that maybe I can find, if I’m fishing, what

I’m looking for there.

I’m asking, in terms of the kinds of accessibility to

information, for assurances that, when we see these

performance indicators and the new business plans that are

being developed and the process, there will be some means for

members of this Legislative Assembly to not have to go

through the front of the house, the marketing piece, to

ascertain where we’re going to find those.

If we look across the country, you’ll see different

governments have different ways of putting out — these are

business plans; this is how we’re going to do it; this is how

you measure us; these are our performance indicators — and

they’re separate from the nice look about: as citizens, this is

where you go to get your health care card.

I’m looking for assurances that this kind of information is

going to be made available to all of us, not just the opposition.

Members opposite should want to be able to do that for their

own departments quickly and easily.

Hon. Mr. Silver: A couple of different things: Two

times ago when the member opposite got up and spoke about

the consistency of fonts and was talking about the ministerial

briefings — I believe that comes from our caucus, not

necessarily the government, so that would be a little bit

different of a consideration, I guess, compared to looking per

department at the font.

So I am clear, I believe that is what she was holding up

— a ministerial statement — so that would have come from

our caucus office. That is just for clarification and is good to

know. I will talk with the communications team about that —

to take a look at the font and see if there is an issue there.

As far as the design on the website and how we are

moving forward, our focus is on the people of the Yukon, not

necessarily on legislative members of the Assembly.

However, with that being said, if there are specific pieces that

cannot be found and are not readily available, I would be

happy to take those particular suggestions and those particular

documentations that she is looking for — and again, because

this is a process where we are prioritizing based on need, we

will definitely look into how we make that readily available.

As the member opposite knows right now, the two

different website — the old government website, and we have
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yukon.ca being the newer website. We also have the older

www.gov.yk.ca site that does have a lot of those pages

designed more for someone who is doing research and that

sort of thing.

If there is anything particular as we move forward, I will

work with the member opposite to prioritize that. I do agree

that it is frustrating if you are trying to get some information

that you were able to get from a modus operandi that is no

longer there. What percentage of this is user error — which is

me, usually — and when is it just a matter of not looking in

the right places? If it has just absolutely disappeared and is not

available, that would be a concern for sure.

We are gathering feedback on the website. As users —

not just necessarily as Legislative Assembly users, but as

users, we start to get more and more familiar with the website;

we are gathering those feedback forms. That has been

completely successful. As I mentioned before, there were over

900 feedback forms, and they are continuing. We are using

that to continue to adjust how we orientate our content to meet

the public’s needs.

Ms. Hanson: I just want to clarify: Does the minister

agree that there are distinct needs and distinct differences

between me as a citizen going to look to find out how I get

XYZ government service and me as a Legislative Assembly

member who is looking to get a clear understanding of what

the Department of Tourism and Culture, for example, has as

key activities — what it is going to be doing, how it’s going to

be doing that business plan, how it is laying it out, what its

expenditures are against each of the line items, and how it is

measuring that? That is a different kind of information than

me asking how I get the Tourism Yukon information about

travelling in the Yukon. I want to know if the minister and I

are on the same page here at all.

I am asking as a Member of the Legislative Assembly,

asking for a site — because we don’t have it in the budget

documents; there is nothing that lays out what the

government’s plans are. There is nothing except the rollup of

the large numbers.

I can’t even find in the Executive Council Office the

detail that he gave today with respect to the Youth Directorate

and the funding transfer payments that are being made there.

It’s not even in this budget document. That’s what I’m talking

about in terms of transparency and accountability. I go to

yukon.ca and I can say, “Oh yes, youth — these are the things

that are going on with youth.” That’s great, but it doesn’t tell

me why government is funding that or how they’re

determining how much they are giving them. That’s what I’m

looking for in terms of information. I think all of us should be

looking for that as members of this Legislative Assembly —

whether you’re a minister, a back-bencher or a member of the

opposition parties.

There are two different things here. We have the

customer service front end that yukon.ca is quite readily

morphing into, but on the back end, that’s where the

accountability is and that is the business of this Legislative

Assembly. I’m not seeing it reflected, so I’m asking the

minister if he does see that these are different products — I

guess that is the question I have.

Hon. Mr. Silver: There are a couple of things there, I

guess. I don’t think the member opposite is implying that we

are decreasing the amount of content, because we are not.

Pages being transferred over — there are going to be pages

that are not going to be shared because of relevancy, but not

because of content. It’s not like the new website is going to be

the old website lite. That is not the intent. We will have a

modern website that allows us to coordinate modern technical

resources per department through a website that allows for

greater access to the general public.

That is not to say that this means that the information the

member opposite is looking for is no longer there. That is not

the way it is designed; however, the focus is different because

we know that Members of the Legislative Assembly do have

briefings. They have information line by line, they have the

ability to meet and discuss these things on the floor of the

Legislative Assembly, and they have other resources. So

maybe some of the content that the member opposite is

looking for is still part of that 25 percent as we migrate over.

Again, just for the record — so that we are still on the

same page — the new website isn’t less content. It might be

harder to circumnavigate for the member opposite because it

might be a different way of looking at it — or for the users

who are used to a process that is more driven by a lens toward

those public servants — but I would be happy to look at what

specific pages of content the member opposite is looking for.

She talked about the numbers for the Youth Directorate.

Again, we provided that information to the member opposite

as far as what funding obligations are there. I will take a look

on the website to see if there’s a lack of information —

compared to the years as we went from an old website to a

new website — but again, our priority is to design this website

for usability by the general public — for people who need to

quickly find the things that statistically have been accessed the

most on our website, and that’s our intent — to start with

those processes.

Maybe the way that we look to the website and our needs

for gathering information are different. I’m happy with the

website, as far as how it’s designed. I’m slowly figuring out

how it thinks and how antiquated I think at times, that’s for

sure — or even how I’ve been kind of programmed to look at

the website a certain way as far as — I used to want to get the

departments right up front and take a look specifically at those

departments and the subcategories. That’s not necessarily how

the site works. But again, I just want to make clear that there’s

not a lack of — as we transition from the old website to the

new website, we’re not getting less material there. We’re

getting rid of pages that are irrelevant or that actions have

already been done or they’re just not necessary now.

I don’t know what else to say on this particular topic. If

the member opposite would like to sit down with the officials

who are working on this page, we could take a look at

specifically what content is missing comparatively, but I do

believe that we need a website that is accessible to the public

and also to the public officials, as well as the Members of the
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Legislative Assembly. I believe that the content is there. It’s

just there in a different format.

Ms. Hanson: At the risk — one more time — of

belabouring the point, I was asking the minister — I’m not

criticizing or suggesting that information is being denied or

whatever in terms of the current information. We have been

talking all afternoon — for the last hour — about the issues

with respect to accountability, performance measurement, and

performance planning — all that kind of stuff.

My question was: Did the minister agree with me that

those are two different kinds of information? The front of the

house for the citizens with respect to how you access services

— and then I guess, to be very clear: Will the new

performance plans — strategic business plans and

performance indicators that will be completed and that will be

the means for both the ministerial accountability within

government — will those be published as they are in other

jurisdictions? Will the strategic plans and the business plans

for the Department of Tourism and Culture, for the

Department of Justice, for the Department of Community

Services — will they be accessible online? Not necessarily

through this portal — but will they be available so that we can

have one place to get that detailed level of information that is

not contained in the rollups of the budget?

I have made it clear in budget briefings when I walk into

a room and I have officials sitting across from me with a

binder that is five inches thick which is the detailed budget

briefing and I say to them, “Well, that’s clearly very useful

information. That would be helpful for us to have. Clearly

those are not Cabinet confidences. That’s just basically the

line items that make the cumulative total that make up the

branches, which make up the departmental budget.” We don’t

have access to that. I don’t necessarily want it, but I would

like the summary that gives me the performance indicators

that they’ll be using to assess whether or not they’ve achieved

the cumulative total of those line items.

My question really is: Does the minister accept that there

is a difference in functionality of those two kinds of data sets

that would be built into two different websites or sources for

information?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I think the member opposite lumped a

few different things into that concept of — “What are we

going to make available that, in the past, has not been

available?” is the question — whether it be the performance

plans specifically or other things that the member opposite

asked about — moving forward in our desire to make things

more accessible to the public. When it comes to the

performance plans specifically and the index of well-being,

decisions have not been made yet, as we get into this next

phase, of how accessible these are or where they are going to

be accessed. I wish I could have that information for the

member opposite.

However, if you look to other jurisdictions that have used

this index of well-being — that all becomes public

information. Have we had the conversation of how each

department is going to use that information and how they are

going to make it readily available? We haven’t had that

conversation yet. But, again, the whole point of having an

index of well-being is to make this information publicly

available. I don’t have the specifics as to how that works,

because that information is still being debated through the

regular processes as we move toward a couple of initial steps

of public engagement that will be coming up soon.

Ms. Hanson: I note that when I looked at the website

for the Executive Council Office, the branches don’t

correspond to the branches that are in the budget document

here. We have Aboriginal Relations, Government Internal

Audit Services, Intergovernmental Relations, Major Projects

Yukon, Science Advisor, Statistics, Youth Directorate, and the

Yukon Water Board — we don’t have Strategic Corporate

Services in the website, which is interesting.

On the Science Advisor, one of the things that is quite

notable is that the science advisor’s website has an amazing

array of information and I commend the folks in the science

advisor’s office — “folk” perhaps — maybe there is more

than one because there is no clear indication of FTEs assigned

to any of these either.

The question I have is that: The Office of the Science

Advisor has a very wide scope, and one of the questions I

have — again, going back to the whole-of-government

approach and how information is integrated. There is, as I

said, an amazing wealth of data and various initiatives that the

Office of the Science Advisor is engaged in. My question is:

What is the process for getting advice from the science

advisor? Is their advice solicited based simply on the

judgment of the minister, or do they comment at their

discretion? How is the expertise of the Office of the Science

Advisor rolled into the work of the Minister of Community

Services, the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources — for

sure the Minister of Highways and Public Works — and

Health and Social Services? When I look at their website,

there is work they have been doing that crosses all of those

sectors.

Can the minister provide any examples from the last few

years that were received from the science advisor and then

incorporated into the actual work being conducted by a

department?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Core to this particular branch of the

department is the active pursuit, the gathering and the storage

of scientific knowledge so that it can be easily transferred

among all departments, shared and used to support that

evidence-based decision-making that we speak of.

Recognizing the equal importance of incorporating the

traditional knowledge of the Yukon indigenous people in

decision-making, this branch does an awful lot of work with

Yukon First Nations to develop government-wide policies for

our government as well to support the respectful use of

traditional knowledge in our government’s actions and in our

decisions.

The main aim of the science strategy would be to

establish that long-term approach to that development of

science capacity in the Yukon and to maximize those social,

economic, and environmental benefits of that research. Recent

work that is under the science strategy would include anything
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from initiating work on corporate guidelines for evidence-

based decision-making — Yukon-specific — and ongoing

coordination of the Scientific Community of Practice. The

Scientific Community of Practice is called SCOPe. It has over

300 members who host luncheons and talks. The fall 2018

series provided northern and indigenous-led research projects

and partnerships. In the past — going back to 2017, there was

the launch of the compendium on the current research and

monitoring website, which lists over 90 current research

projects being conducted by or in partnership with the Yukon

government. It does a lot of collaboration with the University

of Alberta — or with Yukon College specifically — the Arctic

Institute of Community-Based Research and also others across

Canada and the Yukon. That is kind of an outline of how the

particular department works.

We do have some line items on the science advisor

positions that we can go through. Operation and maintenance

of the Office of the Science Advisor is at $477,000. We have a

breakdown in costs there specific to operations, support, and

personnel costs. All of the work under the science strategy

engages interdepartmental committees to share this

information across departments. So it’s not necessarily a

public engagement per se, but more making sure that our

evidence-based decision-making has the scientific strategy

developed inside of those internal committees to be shared as

information for all those departments.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister, though that wasn’t

quite what I was asking.

With respect to the Youth Directorate, when I look at —

again, there is no information, but the minister did break down

the recipients of the funding from the Youth Directorate. Can

the minister confirm whether or not the monies allocated to

the essentially five entities that received or will receive

funding this year is the same amount that they received the

year prior and the year prior to that? I thought I heard him say

that this is three-year funding, so has he asked these NGOs to

accept three-year funding at a flat rate going forward?

Hon. Mr. Silver: 2017-18 saw a bump in those funding

agreements on a three-year basis. So 2016-17 and 2015-2016,

under the previous government, BYTE — Empowering Youth

Society received $220,000. We are now giving that NGO

$274,000, which is a substantial increase. It’s the same with

the Boys and Girls Club of Yukon. The previous government

was giving out $220,000 to that organization. We bumped that

up for the three-year agreement each year from 2017-18

forward to 2019-20 to $277,000 — so again, an increase from

the previous government.

Also the Youth of Today Society — again, this represents

a substantial increase to that budget. The previous government

was giving $220,000 per year. Our three-year commitment as

of 2017-18 was $271,000 as well. Those numbers do stay the

same for those three years right across, but there was a

substantial boost from those 2015-16 years.

Ms. Hanson: So if I understand this correctly, the

government rebased when they got elected in 2016 and has

held it static for the three-year funding agreements that these

NGOs have.

Can the minister clarify — the Youth of Today Society,

from observation, has morphed from what its original function

and objectives were. Can the minister indicate what the

funding being provided to the Youth of Today Society in

2019-20 is versus what it was in 2016, when they took over?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I really do appreciate the question

from the member opposite. I completely agree that the Youth

of Today Society has really done a tremendous job of

expanding their presence and working with our youth,

providing a safe and nurturing environment and programming

for high-risk youth ages 15 to 24 in Whitehorse. We have

increased their funding from previous governments. The

Youth of Today Society signed a three-year contract — so

every year for three years, starting in 2017-18 — they were

receiving $271,000 for each year.

We were approached also by the folks who run the

society, asking for contributions to ������ specifically — the

journal that they’ve resurrected in fine form. As this is a

media presentation, we’re not at liberty to be putting money

toward that. However, the Department of Economic

Development did provide funding for a business case for that

journal — so not only through our department of Executive

Council Office increasing the operation and maintenance

money that goes to the society itself, but to speak to some of

these extra initiatives that are happening because of the

society — whether it be the journal or the millennial town

hall, which is an excellent opportunity for youth to ask

questions of political figures like me and others, and then

subsequently after that, six months later or — I think it was a

little bit more from that — the tables get turned and we get to

ask those questions of the youth — extremely important

endeavours that this particular society is completing for our

at-risk youth.

Ms. Hanson: That gives me heart because then I think

that if I see the government’s engagement and willingness to

fund a radically different Youth of Today Society from what it

was, say, eight, six or four years ago, then I would see an

openness and a willingness for this government to look at a

radically transformed Many Rivers society when they do

come back to the government or the community counselling

services entity because they do provide and perform those

essential services — or will be.

Mr. Chair, when we look at the Executive Council

Office’s website, there’s a page on it that details the cost,

destination and the purpose of ministerial travel. When we

look at the travel statements — keep in mind, Mr. Chair, that

I’m not questioning the merits of any one of the trips that are

detailed there — but it does raise some interesting questions

about the processes associated with ministerial travel.

For example, some trips are attended by the minister

responsible alone, while others can include the minister’s EA

or chief of staff, et cetera. My question is: Is there a policy

related to ministerial travel — for example, something that

says when it is appropriate to take an aide? Also, I am

assuming that this government receives more invitations to

conferences and events than they can actually attend — by

that I mean that there are likely events that are turned down. I
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am wondering if there is a rationale or policy that is referred

to in trying to decide which offers to take up and which to turn

down. Is assessment based on a potential return-on-

investment-type metric — like what Yukon is going to get out

of that?

My office also noted that on one occasion last July, the

Member for Porter Creek Centre took the place of the Minister

of Energy, Mines and Resources on a trip to the Pacific

NorthWest Economic Region forum.

Can the Minister responsible for Executive Council

Office explain how this works? Can anyone be deputized to

attend a conference in the place of a government minister?

Does it have to be a Member of the Legislative Assembly or

does it have to be a member of the Liberal caucus? These are

all questions we’re interested in, in terms of government and

ministerial travel.

Hon. Mr. Silver: I will work backward. I apologize —

I was talking with my deputy minister, so if I miss anything

on the question, I would ask the member opposite to get up

and ask that question again.

As far as ministerial travel, or non-ministerial travel —

we are talking specifically about PNWER. We have changed

the representation so that it is no longer the minister who is

the representative at PNWER, but the member who travelled

is now the member for PNWER and will continue down that

path as our representative. Great conversations with our

Alaskan counterparts — re-solidifying how important those

conversations are with our partners in the United States.

Again, it is great to see a continued effort here from our

government to make sure that there is representation on that

forum.

When it comes to ministerial travel and expenses, I do

want to take some time to talk about why that budget

increased. If we take a look over the years, this budget hasn’t

moved since 2007-08. Back then, and up until this year, the

total budget for travel for ministers, Cabinet, and staff was

$175,000.

The Yukon Party, in 2012-13, went over that by $81,000.

They went over it every year for five years to the tune of —

over five years, they spent an extra quarter-million dollars in

travelling. When we looked at these numbers, we realized that

this number is too low for historical travel. In the year of

2015-16, the Yukon Party went over that budget to the tune of

$95,000.

If you take a look at all of these overages every year, it

tells us that this line item being so low — $175,000 — is not a

good indicator of the actual cost of doing business, and so we

did increase that. The Yukon Party has used that as a meme

for the whole session, but it is interesting to know that they

went over that budget every single year of the last five years

that they were in government. The only difference with this

government is that we are accounting for those overages by

putting a number that actually makes more sense in that line

item.

I will ask the member opposite if there was more to her

question. I apologize — as I said, we were having a

conversation as she spoke and I apologize.

Ms. Hanson: The difficulty is that, as a member of the

opposition, I don’t have access to that line item so I don’t

know what the line item is. What I do know is what is

available on the website. When you add it up, you see the

cumulative total. If the minister could state what the line item

per year is — because we do know that in the first two years

of their mandate, this government spent over a half-million

dollars on ministerial travel. That includes the cost of every

trip that is so far posted, including the cost of bringing along

caucus aides.

What I had said to the minister was that — the website

does have a page that details the costs, destinations, and

purpose of ministerial travel. I had said that I didn’t question

the merit of any of the trips, but it did raise questions that I

was asking with respect to who makes the decision. We see

that some trips are attended by the minister responsible alone;

others include the minister’s executive assistant or chief of

staff, et cetera — so we wanted to know: Is there is a policy

related to ministerial travel — something that says when it’s

appropriate to take an aide?

We also wanted to know what process of assessment, if

any — were there any guidelines that would indicate that there

was a return on investment? Clearly it is not a return on

investment to attend PNWER. We are going to send a back-

bencher. That’s great. We have a face and ears there —

perfect. But a judgment call was made that it wasn’t worth a

minister attending. So is there a rationale or some way of

determining that?

Absent that information, I would appreciate knowing

what the line item forecast for this year for ministerial travel

is. Based on the website, it says that they spent a half-million

dollars in the first two years. That compares to what was

posted by the previous government from April 2014 to March

2016 of $230,000 for that travel period.

I’m just curious as to the structure of what I was asking

there.

Hon. Mr. Silver: The member opposite is only quoting

that out-of-territory expense for both the Yukon Party

government and our government. If you take a look in that

year — she mentioned the number of $231,000 for the

previous government — that was just out-of-territory travel. If

you add to that almost $40,000 for in-territory travel as well,

that number would then come up to $270,000 — again,

$95,000 overbudgeted from the amount that was budgeted

year after year, which was $175,000.

So our estimates for this year — we believe that in-

territory, we will be spending $65,000 and out-of-territory, we

will be spending $210,000, for a total of $275,000. Again, if

you take a look at the historic averages over the years, that is a

more realistic amount.

What we are doing that the previous government didn’t

do is that we are posting expenses online like they did, but we

enhanced that service in 2017 in three different ways: by

including Cabinet staff expenses; by providing information

about the purpose of the trip; and by organizing the

information by trip. Ministerial and Cabinet expenses are

posted online once all invoices and expense claims are
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submitted and reviewed by the Executive Council Office. This

does take some time. It takes about three months to get that

information readily available.

As far as policy — policy is changing. In our first year of

government, of course to get a new vision and mandate out

there, we did spend more than the budgeted amounts. Since

then, working to make sure that we streamline those trips is

definitely important to us. We have internal policies. I

wouldn’t say that they are government policies; they are more

caucuses trying to spend their money most efficiently.

Ministers now know what the total is. We believe that, for the

first time, this line item of $275,000 is the sufficient amount

that actually does reflect the travel.

As I said, in the past — since 2012 forward — no

government hit that number that was budgeted for since 2007;

therefore, we need to change that number. We have changed it

to an amount. We have told all ministers that they have their

quantum from that and are expected to spend within those

means. That would mean that if you want to go to more

events, you have to go with less people. Again, it is making

sure that we go to the places where we need to go. The

Department of Energy, Mines and Resources needs to do

promotion and there are particular trips that we have to go on,

but it’s a matter of how we make sure that we’re doing that —

in partnership with the Yukon Mining Alliance and in

partnership with other stakeholders — to make sure that we

are then able to go to other places as well.

My trips to Ottawa, again, are extremely important. I am

happy to see the fruits of that labour in the last budget from

this government as they go into election mode. We have done

an awful lot of travelling with the other premiers as well from

the Northwest Territories and Nunavut to discuss a joint

vision for Canada’s north. We also met with the Prime

Minister and federal ministers jointly to advance those

territorial interests — infrastructure funding flexibility, the

carbon pricing, and the Arctic and northern policy framework.

Again, as I mentioned, I have had the honour and

privilege to attend with the Minister of Energy, Mines and

Resources as we opened the Toronto Stock Exchange with

representatives of the Yukon’s mineral exploration industry. I

delivered a keynote speech at the Empire Club on topics of

reconciliation in the 21st century and the economy. I wasn’t

going to go to the Canadian Mining Hall of Fame dinner for

the induction of Kate Carmack, but it was actually industry

that said, “You should be there” and it was the representatives

of Victoria Gold who gave up their seat at the head table so

that I was there, because it is important for industry to have

the political representation there for this community. We

agreed, and I really appreciate Mr. McConnell giving up his

chair for me at an extremely important and historic dinner and

engagement.

Suffice to say again — we believe that we have the

number right this year. We have instructed all the ministers

that this is the number, and so we are all engaged in each

department to make sure that we take a look at the table, take

a look at the year and decide, “What are those important

engagements?” Of course, FPTs are extremely important

because they come with agreements with the federal

government. Yukon Days are extremely important as we work

on reconciliation files with the First Nation governments — to

have everybody in Ottawa. Those are extremely important

trips. Finally, we have a number that reflects the importance

of these travels.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for that clarification

with respect to the line item from the ministerial travel at

275,000. The last question on that, before I turn it to my

colleague from Porter Creek: What is the budget for Yukon

Days, all in?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Just to clarify, I was looking at

2018-19 estimates — sorry — when I was giving the numbers

for ministerial travel. To clarify and to correct the record,

travel in the Yukon is $83,400 and travel outside of Yukon for

this year — 2019-20 mains — is $210,000. I apologize. I was

looking at the wrong line of all those line items.

I assume the member opposite is asking for Roundup

2019 numbers. So the ministerial travel for 2019 Roundup

was $2,039.01 and Cabinet support staff was $10,372, for a

total cost of $12,411.01.

Ms. Hanson: I was asking for the all-in cost for Yukon

costs with respect to Yukon Days. So it was $12,000 — there

were no other costs associated with that — no hospitality and

no other costs that would have been incurred by the Yukon

government in relation to Yukon’s presence in Ottawa over a

number of days with respect to Yukon Days?

Hon. Mr. Silver: So again, for Yukon Days — which

was December 2018 — ministerial travel and Cabinet support

staff costs a total of $20,224.71.

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Chair, I’m clarifying — does that

include all hospitality costs for those events?

Hon. Mr. Silver: That covers all ministerial travel and

staff accommodations. Again, the member opposite knows

that we do work with the Yukon Mining Alliance, so they will

have expenses and a budget there. We also do provide some

financial support for First Nation chiefs. I don’t have that

number in front of me right now. That is not budgeted here

through Executive Council Office.

Ms. Hanson: In the interest of a whole-of-government

approach, could we have the minister ask his colleagues to

table that information on behalf of the whole of government

for members of the opposition?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, to clarify: Which number?

Ms. Hanson: My question was simply about the all-in

cost associated with these travels to Ottawa — so Yukon

Days, whatever the big do is in February — associated with

hospitality, travel for all costs that Yukon pays out of Yukon

government sources to facilitate the participation, presence

and whatever engagement goes on around those activities — a

simple exercise. It’s a simple exercise of knowing — it is

Yukon revenue and Yukon expenditure. I’m asking for the

government, which talks about a whole-of-government

approach, to tell this Legislative Assembly — or table it in a

legislative return — what the expenditures are.

If it’s coming from EMR, if it’s coming from Economic

Development, if it’s coming from ECO, if it’s coming from
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Tourism — it doesn’t really matter. At the end of the day, it’s

coming from the same source — the consolidated revenue

fund. I want to know. I would like to have that tabled by

legislative return. If the minister could do so — not

necessarily the Minister responsible for the Executive Council

Office, in this case — perhaps the Minister of Finance has an

interest in this.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, I didn’t mean to offend the

member opposite. When she says an all-in number, does that

include the Yukon Mining Alliance? Does that include other

organizations? Because those costs would be based upon the

agreements for those, and I don’t have those numbers

available.

What I can endeavour to do is get the costs number

through Aboriginal Relations and the money that we spend on

getting chiefs to Yukon Days. We can work with EMR to see

what their complete costs are outside of the travel — which is

what we were talking about — travel. I guess I apologize to

the member opposite that I didn’t veer from the travel

numbers, because I think that’s what we were talking about —

but yes, we can endeavour to get that information to the

member opposite.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for his responses and

to the officials for their support for the minister today. I

believe my colleague has a number of other questions.

Ms. Van Bibber: I also extend my welcome to the

officials from the department at this late hour. I have just a

few questions on aboriginal affairs.

During the briefing, we were told about — and I believe

the minister called it a reset group. Can you tell the House

who makes up the reset group and how often they meet —

those who are doing the collaborative framework between

YESAA and the First Nations?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Chair, I assume the member

opposite is asking about the YESAA reset oversight group.

I’m getting a verbal cue that is what she’s asking about. So we

did go over this earlier — that reset oversight group is a joint

effort between the Government of Canada, Yukon, and First

Nations to collaboratively seek efficiencies and other

improvements to the YESAA process. To answer your

question, the membership is tripartite.

As far as regular meetings — I wouldn’t say that they

necessarily have regular meetings, but they do coordinate

regular meetings based upon topics. With the agreement to

priorities and the work plan in March 2019, with Canada and

the First Nations already previously agreeing, that now sets

the stage for regular meetings for these priorities and for that

work plan. That work plan will guide the next year of the

oversight group’s activities, and meetings will be regularized

based upon the priorities of that work plan.

Ms. Van Bibber: I had asked: Who makes up the

group? I would also like to ask: Who chooses the members

and how many are in this reset group?

Hon. Mr. Silver: So again, this oversight group and

others — this is all the result of the YESAA reset

memorandum of understanding to demonstrate that genuine

commitment from all of these parties. Just a little bit more of

that background information as far as the regular nature of

these meetings — commitments were made and so we

prioritized. We spoke about that earlier — about the

section-49.1-like solutions to challenges on the project

amendments and on those renewals. The priority document

proposed work on over a dozen specific items — we went

over that as well — put into three different categorizations of

a revitalized YESAA forum and again certainty in that

consultation and processes for clauses of YESAA that have

been little-used in the past and also that piece of the policy

development and targeted technical working committees.

That oversight group met with YESAB on August 9,

2018 to initiate that conversation about its participants and

their roles. This meeting was extremely positive and

productive. YESAB then sent a letter to the oversight group

chair in September 2018, and that input was incorporated into

the priorities document.

Industry spoke of a collaborative framework in 2017 and

definitely is there waiting for that response — including how

they would have an opportunity to represent their interests at

the reset MOU table.

The oversight group’s engagement with industry did take

place in April 2018. Officials from the Yukon government and

the Council of Yukon First Nations updated the Yukon

Chamber of Mines in August 2018 and also in December

2018. There is engagement with the industry proponents with

the oversight group.

We do have four members who are on this tripartite

group: We have a regional director general, which is

Ms. Dionne Savill from Canada; from the Yukon government,

we have Mr. MacDonald from Aboriginal Relations; and we

also have two First Nation representatives. Each party picked

their own representatives.

Ms. Van Bibber: Who does this group respond to with

their final deductions on the framework? How long does

Aboriginal Affairs expect this group to continue?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Chair, I guess the best way of

describing who they report to is that each of these particular

members then report back to the governments that appointed

them.

As far as moving forward, the next steps would be — this

is ongoing work. It is not like they are just going to finalize a

document. It is ongoing work. The next step is going to be

doing that engagement with industry, and those conversations

are ongoing. We are getting closer to that stage where we will

be able to have that engagement and go past some of these

preliminary meetings that were had with industry back in

August 2018 and in December 2018.

Ms. Van Bibber: Another group called the Yukon

Forum secretariat has a senior committee comprised of senior

government officials and EAs of First Nations. If I understood

correctly from the briefing, the objective of the secretariat is

to better align government-to-government relationships and

ideas.

Can the minister tell us how many times this group

meets? Is it similar to the Yukon Forum — four times a year?
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Hon. Mr. Silver: The secretariat that the member

opposite is speaking of usually has monthly meetings. Of

course, the member opposite knows that we have committed

to revitalizing the Yukon Forum as a place to collaboratively

work with Yukon First Nations and I’m very proud to say that

we have continued to fulfill that commitment. The next Yukon

Forum, which is the work of the secretariat coordinating all

the efforts of governments together, will take place May 30

and will be the tenth Yukon Forum since 2017.

That ongoing level of collaboration between the

government, the secretariat, and Yukon First Nation

governments is unprecedented. I want to give a shout-out to

all the good people of the department for all the work they do

— and Aboriginal Relations in general, as well. We are

achieving meaningful change and real results that we can

continue to build on. We are continuing to strengthen the

government-to-government relationships through those frank

and solutions-focused conversations with our First Nation

partners regarding issues and shared priorities. We have said

this a few times — the Grand Chief and I started with some

items that we could work on together that were the next

obvious steps to get reconciliation moving forward. By

allowing those conversations to start with some easier wins,

by the time we got to the forum in May, we really had

solidified many conduits of communication that are working

on some files that have lain dormant for way too long.

Those conversations are very, very difficult. Do we agree

all the time? No, we do not agree all the time. But the ability

to have so many working groups and the Executive

Committee working together — we believe that this pathway

forward is moving more quickly than in other jurisdictions in

Canada when it comes to relations with our First Nation

governments in Yukon.

Through that action plan, we have signed an agreement to

clarify how resource royalties will be shared under chapter 23

of the final agreements. We have advanced the mining MOU

and supported the development of the implementation of the

YESAA reset MOU. We have started a review of the Yukon

Fish and Wildlife Management Board to assess the

effectiveness of current mechanisms. We have created the

new Joint Senior Executive Committee that I have mentioned

a few times on my feet today in the Legislative Assembly.

This supports a whole-of-government approach to

collaboration with the First Nation governments as well. We

have engaged with the federal government in a more unified

and strategic way when we go to Ottawa.

Basically most of the work — the secretariat does an

awful lot of organization of this work that I’m talking about

— again, the Yukon Forum being established in 2004 under

the memorandum of understanding. In 2005, the Cooperation
in Governance Act was passed to formalize that relationship.

Under that act, a senior officials committee is responsible

for recommending a shared agenda for those meetings, and the

secretariat works alongside the government officials from all

these governments in accomplishing that shared agenda. As I

mentioned, they meet monthly.

Since we revitalized the forum in 2017, through the

signing of the Working Together declaration, Yukon Forum
members have approved a list of joint priorities and also an

action plan. The list of joint priorities was May 2017 and the

action plan was September 2017. That action plan outlines

those next steps that need to be taken on a number of topics

that are very important to Yukoners. It was last updated in

September 2018 to add fish and wildlife into that as well.

Again, all these activities — the secretariat works hand in

hand in their role to coordinate a lot of these efforts that I have

mentioned here on the floor of the Legislative Assembly

today.

Mr. Chair, seeing the time, I move that you report

progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Silver that the Chair

report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Wednesday, April 10, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Chair: We will now proceed with the Order Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Speaker: I have the pleasure of introducing to the

Assembly the grade 5/6 class from Selkirk Elementary

School. I just had an opportunity to meet with them briefly in

the lobby, and I certainly urge them to return to the Assembly

when they can have a longer chat with me or with other

members.

I have a list here to welcome — and I apologize in

advance if I mispronounce any names or if I miss anybody.

The students with us today are: Sophia-Jan Asp,

Harmony Bain, Yvett Beke, Vivian Blanchard,

Sheldon Bob, Dylan Edrei Garcia, Ryu Gray, Sanjana Jaman,

Harmony Kendi, Myra Kendi, Prab Khtta, Piper Miller,

Lance Jared Rogero, Rylie Rosychuk, Morgan Sharp,

Alexis Smith, and Lawrence Wu.

I would also like to introduce their teacher,

Lucy Morrison, and grandmother of one of the children,

Laura Davidson. Please welcome them to the House today.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Silver: I would like to ask all of my

colleagues in the Legislative Assembly to help me in

welcoming to the gallery today some people who are here for

the Global Youth Service Day tribute. We have: Hana Val,

community outreach coordinator; Tayo Adamek, also a

community outreach coordinator; Alyssa Carpenter — who

has, two days in a row, been here in the Legislative Assembly

— is here as a community manager; and Bruno Bourdache

from the Volunteer Bénévoles Yukon. I apologize if I messed

up the pronunciation of those names. Welcome.

Applause

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to take this opportunity

to recognize my great-niece, Sophia-Jan Asp, who is here with

the class from Selkirk Elementary. I welcome you here today

and ask my colleagues to help me in welcoming her as well.

She is very, very special. Also, Alexis Smith, who is one of

my constituents — I’m glad that you are here today.

Applause

Ms. White: I ask my colleagues to join me in

welcoming the voice of the Legislative Assembly. Anytime

we are not on-air, there is a soothing tone that repeats over

and over in both French and English: “We are currently on

break and we will be back.” Of course, RP Singh is in the

back row looking quite uncomfortable about that — but he is

the voice of the Legislative Assembly and he has made that

radio station so much more pleasant in the off-time — and of

course Sally Wright, who is no stranger to this Assembly.

Thank you both for coming.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This afternoon, I would like the

House to be introduced to Mr. Richard Gorczyca and

Mr. Michael Zuccarini. Richard is a director of transportation

planning and Michael is the program manager with

transportation planning. They are the masterminds behind

some of the improvements that we are going to be talking

about this afternoon. I am certainly not qualified to judge such

things, but I have been told that Mr. Gorczyca is one of the

sharpest-dressed civil servants we have.

So please join me in welcoming them to the House this

afternoon.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of Global Youth Service Day

Hon. Mr. Silver: I rise today on behalf of all my

colleagues here in the Legislative Assembly to pay tribute to

Global Youth Service Day, celebrated from April 12 to 14.

Global Youth Service Day recognizes the contributions of

children and youth ages five to 25 and encourages them to be

active in our communities for the common good.

We have one of the youngest populations in Canada, and

our youth actively contribute to shaping the current and future

vitality of our territory. They are active in our communities as

volunteer firefighters, hospital volunteers, sports and

academic coaches and mentors. They are engaged in social

justice activities, environmental activism, and fundraising for

worthwhile causes.

Our schools, our homes, our neighbourhoods — they’re

all better places thanks to their dedication, leadership, and

passion for the issues that matter most to them.

Last October, our outstanding youth achievement awards

highlighted some of the ways that young people are helping

their communities thrive. We recognized Yukoners like

Sebastian Cuenza, who dedicated his time to supporting

young immigrants at the Multicultural Centre of the Yukon,

and Grace-Anne Janssen for volunteering as a junior camp

counsellor at Marsh Lake Bible Camp and as a games

coordinator at Camp Klondike. We recognized Isabel

Magsucang for her hard work supporting her school’s social

justice club as well. We have also celebrated Lizzy Sparling

and her dedication in volunteering with the young women’s

transition home, the AIDS walk, and Little Footprints, Big

Steps.



4348 HANSARD April 10, 2019

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud of these individuals and all

of our youth. Thanks to their energy and ideas, youth across

the territory are helping to build a stronger, healthier Yukon.

In recognition of Global Youth Service Day, I ask the

honourable members to join me in recognizing and celebrating

young Yukoners for making a positive difference in all of our

communities. Thank you.

Applause

In recognition of International Day of Pink
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Today I rise in the House on behalf

of the Yukon Liberal government to pay tribute to the

International Day of Pink.

This year, today — April 10, 2019 — people across

Canada and around the world join together to celebrate

diversity and raise awareness around homophobic,

transphobic, and other forms of bullying. The symbolic pink

shirt movement began in 2007 in Nova Scotia when a male

student was bullied for wearing a pink shirt to school,

breaking the perceived or unspoken gender rule that boys

don’t wear pink. His schoolmates rallied in support of him to

denounce bullying by all wearing pink shirts to school the

next day.

So you see, Mr. Speaker, from the very beginning, this

movement has been led by students. Just yesterday, we had

students visit us in the Legislative Assembly and a petition

was presented that showed leadership and great initiative to

achieve equality. In Yukon schools, bullying awareness and

discussions about gender and diversity are integrated into

activities, classroom lessons, and events throughout the school

year.

It is also inspiring that a lot of awareness is being raised

by youth leadership in clubs. With innovation and courage,

the Porter Creek Secondary School gay-straight alliance is

working every day to shift school culture to be more inclusive

and to no longer tolerate bullying.

To celebrate the International Day of Pink, I understand

the Porter Creek Secondary School social justice club has

hung a giant poster in the cafeteria with anti-bullying

messages. Students are invited to put pink handprints on the

poster, sign their names, and take a stand in support of

diversity. A group photo will be taken of everyone wearing

pink alongside the completed poster. The school’s gay-straight

alliance is also supporting this event.

On April 18, the Porter Creek Secondary School gay-

straight alliance will hold an opening ceremony for the first

Rainbow Room in the Yukon, which opened its doors in the

school in February. This is a dedicated safe space for students,

where they know they are protected from intimidation and

bullying. Teachers and school staff are involved by

volunteering to be present in the Rainbow Room on all breaks,

as well as before and after school.

The Porter Creek Secondary School and F.H. Collins

Secondary School gay-straight alliances are holding their first

three-day retreat in May to connect students, build

relationships, and show support for one another. Gay-straight

alliances and students from any high school in the Yukon are

also welcome to attend.

It is this kind of leadership and courage to stand for

change that captures the spirit of the International Day of

Pink. Since 2007, the pink shirt symbol has been used during

Bullying Awareness Week in November, Pink Shirt Day in

February, and the International Day of Pink in April. A lot of

bullying is homophobic and transphobic in nature and is

reinforced by gender stereotyping.

We are actively working to improve inclusion for

LGBTQ2S+ individuals and to ensure that our communities

are safe for everyone. We have committed and focused on

modernizing legislation to ensure it speaks inclusively of all

sexual orientations and gender identities. Broad public

engagement is happening this spring that will inform the way

forward.

Wearing pink today is a small action that speaks volumes

about celebrating diversity and standing up against bullying.

Creating a Yukon where we can all feel safe and supported to

attend school, pursue our livelihoods, build healthy

relationships, and connect to and with our community is our

goal.

Applause

Ms. McLeod: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party

Official Opposition to recognize today as the International

Day of Pink. This global day of awareness began right here in

Canada, and it is a testament to how small actions can have

big results, as it is the result of actions of two students in Nova

Scotia who witnessed the bullying and discrimination of

another student.

When a 9th grade student was bullied for wearing a pink

polo shirt on the first day of school in 2007, two of his

classmates not only stood up for him, but they bought and

distributed 50 pink shirts and tank tops to protest the

discrimination that he faced. They went on to e-mail

classmates to get them on board with their anti-bullying cause,

inspiring a sea of pink throughout the school. It is said that

some students even showed up to school in pink from head to

toe.

This small gesture not only caught the attention of the

students, but it caught the attention of the youth at Jer’s

Vision, a grassroots organization that has since evolved into

the Canadian Centre for Gender and Sexual Diversity. Jer’s

Vision founded the International Day of Pink in an effort to

bring awareness to the issues of bullying and discrimination

faced around the world. April 10 has evolved as a celebration

of diversity, with workplaces, schools, and organizations

standing up against bullying, discrimination, homophobia, and

transphobia in their communities. It is great to see today

people all over dressed in their best shades of pink.

I urge Yukoners to take a stand against bullying and

discrimination each and every day. It is true that kindness has

a ripple effect, and every small action and kind word makes a

difference.

Applause
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Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus

to celebrate the International Day of Pink. Today, like us in

Yukon, millions of people worldwide are standing together

against bullying, discrimination, homophobia, transphobia,

and trans-misogyny. Today, we celebrate our rich human

diversity, our differences, and our commonalities by wearing

pink.

It is often a small act of resistance that starts a revolution,

and this movement is no different. All it takes is one person to

stand up for what they think is right to create a tidal wave of

support.

Last week, I had the privilege to speak to Ms. Morrison’s

grade 5/6 split class at Selkirk Elementary School. Although I

was invited to speak about politics, these curious and

intelligent young people had all sorts of questions about all

sorts of things across the political spectrum. We ended up

speaking about bias — what it means and what that would

look like. Mr. Speaker, these kids get it. They have all faced

situations that made them uncomfortable, whether it was

being called a boy because of short hair, watching their dad

deal with assumptions or being called names because of where

you come from. They have all felt or seen bullying and the

wide spectrum of discrimination.

We talked about how sometimes, when someone is

making us feel bad, we can try to deal with it ourselves, but

sometimes we need our friends to step in and help us out. We

talked about how important it is to step in and stand up when

you know that something isn’t right. So we decided as a group

that boys could wear dresses, that everyone could paint their

nails and that there aren’t “boy colours” or “girl colours” and

that it is important to call a person by their chosen name —

and especially by their chosen pronoun.

Things that you and I may take for granted are the rights

that others struggle to achieve, like being addressed by the

correct pronouns. If someone asks you to address them by

“them” and “they”, “she” and “her”, or “he” and “him”, it’s

not up for discussion — honour that request. You might make

a mistake or two along the way, but mistakes are forgivable;

willful ignorance is not.

Organizations and activists across Canada are working to

stop bullying, discrimination, and homophobia in schools and

communities worldwide by offering and facilitating

workshops. Today and every day, we are reminded that the

words we use both in person and online can be harmful. If you

wouldn’t say something to someone standing right in front of

you, then don’t post them online and certainly don’t send it

out into the Twitterverse.

In this day and age when we hear politicians fuelling the

fires of hate, this beautiful class was a breath of fresh air. With

the understanding that these kids have of being fair and of

being kind and considerate to those around them, our future

gets brighter each and every day. I thank Ms. Morrison’s

class.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further tributes?

Are there any returns or documents for tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Mr. Istchenko: Mr. Speaker, I have two photos that

were taken this morning of the pretty much high-and-dry

Destruction Bay boat launch and marina.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 8 — received

Clerk: Mr. Speaker and honourable members of the

Assembly: I have had the honour to review a petition, being

Petition No. 8 of the Second Session of the 34th Legislative

Assembly, as presented by the Leader of the Third Party on

April 9, 2019.

The petition presented by the Leader of the Third Party

meets the requirements as to form of the Standing Orders of

the Yukon Legislative Assembly.

Petition No. 9 — received
Clerk: Mr. Speaker and honourable members of the

Assembly: I have had the honour to review a petition, being

Petition No. 9 of the Second Session of the 34th Legislative

Assembly, as presented by the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King on April 9, 2019.

The petition presented by the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King meets the requirements as to form of the

Standing Orders of the Yukon Legislative Assembly.

Speaker: Accordingly, I declare Petition No. 8 and

Petition No. 9 are deemed to be read and received. Pursuant to

Standing Order 67, the Executive Council shall provide a

response to a petition which has been read and received within

eight sitting days of its presentation.

Therefore, the Executive Council responses to Petition

No. 8 and Petition No. 9 shall be provided on or before

April 24, 2019.

Are there any further petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Gallina: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

launch an open data repository to put more government

information in citizens’ hands, to support openness,

transparency, and economic diversification in the innovation,

knowledge, and IT sectors.

Mr. Istchenko: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

explain to the residents of Destruction Bay and Burwash, the

Kluane First Nation and Yukoners:
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(1) why it was possible for maintenance to be done last

summer at the Sheep Mountain boat launch on Kluane Lake;

and

(2) why the Liberal government claims similar

maintenance can’t be done at the Destruction Bay boat launch

and marina to restore the use of this important access to the

lake.

Mr. Cathers: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Premier to explain why he

departed from the past practice of taking an all-party approach

to considering changes to our elections laws, and instead

chose to unilaterally announce his plans for an electoral

reform commission whose members will be picked by him,

following terms of reference set by him and will make a report

to him.

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

recognize that the practices of conversion therapy or

reparative therapy are seriously harmful and are opposed by

the Canadian Psychological Association, the World Health

Organization, the American Psychiatric Association and the

American Medical Association; and

THAT this government introduce legislation to ban

conversion therapy of minors in Yukon and prohibit

transporting minors outside of Yukon or Canada for such

purposes, and pass all such legislation as required.

I also give notice of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Minister of Environment to

ban the use or sale of neonicotinoids in Yukon in order to

protect the populations of pollinating species.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Roadway maintenance improvement program

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I rise today to discuss the

government’s new and modern roadway maintenance

improvement program. We are implementing a major shift in

terms of the way we manage our territory’s highway network.

This new program will make Yukon roads safer for all who

use them — safer for drivers, cyclists, pedestrians,

equestrians, mushers, and visitors.

It will allow governments to plan more effectively,

manage better and be more strategic in how we execute

necessary work to our roadway network — working smarter,

not harder. The new program uses modern management —

better management, Mr. Speaker. It represents a system-wide

overhaul of our approach to work both on and along the

roadway. We are now looking at the maintenance of Yukon’s

road network as an exercise in asset management. It is about

putting the right dollars in the right place at the right time to

maximize the life of our assets.

For example, the new program will see a total distance of

6,700 kilometres of roadway right-of-way brushed in six

years. For reference, 4,200 kilometres were cleared in the past

six years. In terms of line painting, that is 6,150 kilometres of

road lines painted over the next three years. In the past three

years, 4,830 kilometres of road lines were painted. This

program includes the implementation of a new highway

classification system that allows us to categorize Yukon

highways based on how they are used and what they are used

for. Mr. Speaker, this is the first time such a system has been

used in the territory. It is long overdue.

We are using research data and condition assessments to

help us allocate funding resources and determine priorities

based on each roadway’s specific needs. We are looking at

things like trade corridors, community links, tourism and

traffic volume data to determine the categories of our

roadways. In addition to the new classification system, the

program covers five major aspects of roadway safety and

upkeep, including roadside barriers, lane delineation devices

like rumble strips and raised pavement markers, line painting,

removal of roadside obstructions, and increased vegetation

control.

Individually, each one of these tasks adds to the

protection and safety of our roadway users. Bundled together

in this way, they provide more than just protection and safety.

We are moving away from being a “paper and filing cabinet”

department, and we are on course to become a modern,

efficient, and effective department of the Yukon government.

Mr. Kent: I am pleased to rise on behalf of the Official

Opposition to respond to this initiative. I would like to thank

the departmental officials for their work that they have

accomplished in bringing this forward.

While we applaud any efforts to make our roadways

safer, we do have some questions for the minister. We are left

to wonder about the budgetary aspects of this new program.

When you look at the highway maintenance budget, it is

estimated to be $41.7 million in this current fiscal year, which

is a cut from $44.2 million last year. On top of this, the branch

will be asked to eat the carbon tax costs on all the fuel they

buy, so dollars will be stretched even further.

I think the minister told this House earlier this Sitting that

the carbon tax impacts on government will be $750,000 in

increased costs for just part of the year, and we know that is

going to increase even further in future years. So it seems that

the minister is asking his maintenance branch to do more with

less.

When it comes to the brushing aspects, what are the

budget projections going to be for the next six years of the

brushing program, and what kind of standards will be used for

brushing in the territory?

Mr. Speaker, hopefully Yukon citizens and all MLAs can

be afforded a better avenue of registering safety concerns with

this new initiative. The minister talked about safety issues, but

again, we hope he is open to ideas from all MLAs and our
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constituents on these requests for simple things like line

painting, which have fallen on deaf ears over the past number

of years.

The other aspect we’re interested in is the Shakwak

portion of the Alaska Highway. If safety is the priority, the

minister’s remarks about allowing this portion of the highway

to revert to gravel probably isn’t the best choice. It reminds

me of the minister’s comments from November 2017 when he

famously told Yukoners that they had better get used to lower

standards for highway safety under this government.

Mr. Speaker, the Alaska Highway is part of the national

highway system and it’s one of the most, if not the most,

important trade corridors we have. It is unfortunate that the

minister hasn’t asked Canada for assistance on this portion of

the highway. We are also hoping the minister will provide us

with the traffic study that confirms that 85 percent of Shakwak

traffic is American, and also the functional plan that gives the

cost estimate the minister has used publicly.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity to respond

today. I’m sure that we will have many more questions as this

initiative rolls out.

Ms. White: We are always happy to see roadway safety

brought up in the Legislature, and while the ministerial

statement was interesting, it raised more questions for us than

it answered.

I will just list them: How will the Department of

Highways and Public Works work with local contractors and

community members to ensure that they are able to be

awarded as much of these contracts as possible? Many

communities rely on these contracts for employment,

particularly the brushing contracts.

While we understand that brushing can be mostly

mechanical, we would like some assurances that no pesticides

that contain neonicotinoids — a substance that is harmful to

important bee populations — will be used for vegetation

control.

In 2008, the Department of Environment released a report

that found — and I quote: “… large cleared right-of-ways that

are frequently mowed are prime sites for Sweetclover

infestations…” and that “… brush-cutting and mowing

equipment that is not cleaned frequently can act as a seed-

dispersal mechanism… It appeared likely that the mechanical

cutters would not only act to cast the seed in the immediate

area in which they were working, but could also carry the seed

in the machinery to new areas.”

Did the minister consult with his counterpart in

Environment to ensure that the provisions are included in this

new program to reduce the potential spread of sweet clover or

other invasive species as a result of this work?

The minister stated that this is an exercise in asset

management and that this will improve the life of our assets.

What specific assets will this program manage? How will they

extend the life of those assets and how much longer will those

assets last under this program than they would have under the

former program?

The minister’s statement on this program seems to imply

that asset management and modernization alone have found

the efficiencies that will see a 59-percent increase in

kilometres of right-of-way being brushed and a 27-percent

increase in kilometres of highway lines being painted. Is it

accurate to say that these improvements are simply as a result

of better planning, or is there additional money being

allocated to these efforts? If so, how much?

The minister mentioned that this new program includes

the implementation of a new highway classification system

that allows us to categorize highways based on how and what

they’re used for and then determining what the priorities are

based on need. I take it to mean that highway maintenance

will not maintain each kilometre of highway equally, but

rather that areas with more traffic will receive more attention.

But I would be curious as to if the minister could explain all

the factors that go into this equation.

As many rural Yukoners can attest to, certain sections of

roadways in their parts of the Yukon can get pretty hairy. Will

this program incorporate Yukon residents’ concerns into the

prioritization of this work? If so, where should Yukoners go to

raise those concerns? How will the Government of Yukon

respond and weigh these concerns?

Toward the end of his statement, the minister said that the

Department of Highways and Public Works is moving away

from being a “paper and filing cabinet” department. We’re

wondering: Is this just a euphemism for modernization or is it

actually a reference to ongoing efforts to digitize the work of

Highways and Public Works?

Finally, the minister referred to this as the modern

roadway maintenance and improvement program, yet we have

not seen the actual substance of the program. Typically when

these are announced and a press release is posted on yukon.ca,

there’s a link with the detailed plan or program attached so

that interested parties can review it. Perhaps the minister could

table that program in the House and some of these questions

could be answered.

I look forward to the answers to these questions — if not

in his response today, we would be happy with a written

response in the near future. Thanks again to the minister for

bringing this forward, and we look forward to fewer accidents

on our beautiful highways this summer.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the members opposite for

their approval of this project. It has been a long time coming,

and it is one of those things where the very simplest ideas are

often overlooked and don’t get the recognition that they

deserve. We have a process now that we are putting in place

that will actually put functional classes on our highways. You

would think that a territory in 2019 would have their highways

ranked, but we haven’t until today. This is a major

improvement. It seems simple, but it took a lot of doing on

behalf of the departmental staff, and I think it will lead to

tremendous improvements to the way that we manage our

highways and to the safety along our roads.

There will six functional classes of highways in the

territory now, based on volume of traffic but also whether
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they link large communities, major trade routes, or significant

tourist routes. All those factors have been incorporated into

the new plan, which then assesses our highways. There will be

six categories, and they will be maintained on the basis of the

category that they are assigned.

Brush-clearing and line painting will all be done more

regularly and to a greater extent on the most populated,

highest usage roads — the ones that are of the most strategic

importance to the territory — and then as you move away, off

the beaten path as it were; a little bit farther off the track —

the roads will be maintained on a regular schedule, where you

can actually see what the schedule is — but it will be to a

lesser standard.

When the members opposite go online and see the

functional classes, they will see how the Alaska Highway is

ranked. It has a couple of rankings depending on where it is.

They can then see the standard to which the road will be

maintained going forward.

These are all really fundamental changes to the way we

manage highways. When I first came in, we asked, “Well,

how often does it — what is the brush-clearing schedule?”

There really wasn’t one that they could point to. It was just

done sort of on a worst-case basis, with no concrete standards.

This is a bit of a change. Within the next six years, every

kilometre of road is scheduled to be maintained and cleared to

a standard. Once that’s done, we will continue to maintain it

— ongoing. You won’t see huge trees in the right-of-way, if

this is followed through on. It will be done to a standard that

keeps our roads safe and visibility up — lines on the roads,

barriers in place.

These are huge changes in the way we manage it, and

over time, once it’s done, we will see operational savings —

an anticipated about $1.2 million in savings in maintenance of

roads going forward. When you clear the brush away from the

asset — and the asset that we are talking about is our road

system. It’s now being maintained as an asset and considered

an asset of this government. As you maintain it, you will keep

the water away from the road surface, and it should last

longer. The experts in the department have determined that

this is a good way to go to save money.

One very quick thing to say — I fundamentally disagree

with the Official Opposition calling on our federal

government to fund a stretch of road for Alaska and

Washington. I think that goes above and beyond. Ottawa

contributes a lot of money to the territory and we should —

Speaker: Order. The member’s time has elapsed.

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Electoral reform

Mr. Cathers: At the heart of our democracy is the

expectation that no party should be allowed to stack the deck

or gerrymander the system. Past governments of every stripe

have respected the importance of ensuring any changes to

election laws are fair and unbiased and done through an all-

party process. The last two times the Elections Act was

changed, the all-party Members’ Services Board reached

agreement on it.

In 2015, MSB met multiple times and reached unanimous

agreement on changes. The leaders of the Liberal Party and

the NDP were even quoted in the government’s press release,

and act changes passed with unanimous support of the

Legislature.

The Premier is abandoning this collaborative approach

and going with a one-party-decides-all approach that allows

the Liberals to appoint the electoral reform commission and

set their terms of reference. Why did the Premier choose not

to present a proposal for an electoral reform commission to

Members’ Services Board and attempt to reach agreement?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Members’ Services Board has its

processes. What we’re doing is making good on a campaign

promise to Yukoners. Electoral reform is extremely important

to our government and we want to strengthen the fairness,

integrity, and accessibility of our democracy, and that’s why

we’re asking Yukoners what areas of our electoral system are

most important when it comes to reform.

Members’ Services Board will continue to do their good

work after every second election. This is different,

Mr. Speaker, and the member opposite is confusing oranges

and apples.

We have heard that the system we are using to turn votes

into seats in the Legislative Assembly is a priority for many

Yukoners, but that the rules of political parties and elected

officials and the way that Yukoners voices are being heard are

also important. These priorities — not the will of the Yukon

Party, but these priorities — will guide the work of an

independent commission on electoral reform, and those

appointments will be made this month and into next month.

Mr. Cathers: Yukoners didn’t vote for the Liberal

Party to impose its will on the democratic process. The fact is

that the two long-standing processes for considering changes

to the Elections Act and the Electoral District Boundaries Act
involve all parties so that no party can stack the deck in its

own favour.

The Premier chose to depart from a principled all-party

approach and is undemocratically using a model that lets him

set the terms of reference and hand pick members. The

Premier had the terms of reference on his iPad when he met

with the Leader of the Official Opposition but refused to share

them. We finally got a copy just moments before he

announced them publicly.

It’s ridiculous to suggest that an approach that gives one

party all the power and all the cards is non-partisan. He has

the option of working with other parties, but he in fact just

told us how it’s going to be. The Premier’s actions are

aggressive and blatantly partisan.

Why did the Premier refuse to share the terms of

reference with the all-party Members’ Services Board or with

the leaders and make a sincere attempt at reaching an

agreement?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I really do appreciate the opportunity

to correct the record for the public here. I did not have the

terms of reference on an iPad when I met with the leaders of
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the other parties. I went in with my suggestions. We presented

a draft terms of reference — not a complete terms of

reference. There is now a draft terms of reference that is out

for the public to look at. It’s there for more comments from

the two opposition leaders, which I committed to — and I will

still commit to that — but again, we are using existing

processes to establish the committee — the boards and

committees process. We are choosing this process because it

is non-partisan and it is about the qualifications of the

commission members as opposed to partisan credentials.

We will be judged by the members who will be on this

committee — absolutely — and then Yukoners can go to the

polls if they believe we’re acting in a partisan way.

I believe that the Yukon Party is acting in a partisan way

in this particular case by confusing the Members’ Services

Board process and what we committed to Yukoners. We are

going to continue on that commitment and we will not be

deterred by the comments from the member opposite.

Mr. Cathers: The fact remains that the two existing

processes provide for an all-party approach. The Premier has

chosen to do something different. If he wanted to form a

commission, he has had 2.5 years to work with the Official

Opposition and Third Party in coming up with a model that

we can all agree on. Instead, he has strolled downstairs to

check the box to make it seem like he consulted, then made an

announcement on his electoral reform approach where he

writes the rule, he picks the members, and he can even tell his

deputy minister to issue instructions to the supposedly

independent committee.

The Premier’s one-party-decides-all approach to change

our democratic system is aggressive and fundamentally

undemocratic. The Yukon Party has proposed a solution:

Allow all parties equal say in appointing commission

members, work with us and the Third Party to develop the

terms of reference and commit that, if changes to our electoral

system are recommended, Yukoners will have the final say in

a referendum.

Will the Premier agree to abandon his one-party-decides-

all approach and commit to holding a referendum before

making any changes to our democracy?

Hon. Mr. Silver: With all due respect to the member

opposite, they had 14 years to do electoral reform. They chose

not to. Now that we are doing it, they want to determine the

process and I absolutely and fundamentally refuse to allow

that to happen. What I will do is I will commit to an existing

process to establish a commission — an existing process of

boards and committees. That is an existing process — not to

be misled by what the member opposite is saying about us

picking something out of a hat or out of the blue.

Again, Mr. Speaker, to correct the record: A draft terms

of reference was shared publicly. It is already out there as a

draft. The member opposite is saying that I had the final terms

of reference on an iPad. That is categorically untrue. That is

not true, Mr. Speaker. There are draft terms of reference out

right now.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, on a point of

order.

Mr. Cathers: I believe the Premier just twice

contravened Standing Order 19(h) in responding to me and I

would ask you to call him to order and have him retract the

remarks.

Speaker: The Honourable Premier, on a point of order.

Hon. Mr. Silver: The point of order that the member

opposite is making is about actually determining whether or

not somebody is lying. I did not say that. I am saying that the

member opposite has an opportunity to correct the record

because what he is saying is false information.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I heard “categorically untrue”. I can review

accepted terms of legislatures and return to the House as

required. In my view, it is a modifier, but it is not alleging a

deliberate mens rea — but I will review it.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again, we

will follow a public call for members. I will speak again with

the opposition leaders about membership on that commission.

That is a commitment that I made to the leaders, and I will

follow through on that with a view to ensure that membership

is in keeping with the intent of a non-partisan commission. In

the course of this work, the commission will make

recommendations as they feel necessary. The draft terms of

reference that I mentioned include provisions with respect to

the commissioner being able to ensure informed choice as

they move forward through those recommendations.

Question re: Infrastructure funding
Ms. Van Bibber: Yesterday, the Parliamentary Budget

Officer released a report examining the impacts of federal

infrastructure funding on the territorial government’s capital

spending. The result of this study was a finding that the

federal infrastructure programming has meant that the Yukon

government has actually lowered the amount of capital

spending that it has been planning. In fact, comparing the

2017-18 fiscal year to the 2015-16 fiscal year, the

Parliamentary Budget Officer found that once you exclude

federal transfers, infrastructure spending has increased in

Nunavut and Northwest Territories; however, when you look

at Yukon, there was actually a net decrease of $34 million in

capital spending from the territorial government.

Can the Minister of Highways and Public Works tell us

why they are cutting back on their capital spending plans?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Within our departments, it has

been me who signed the infrastructure agreements with the

federal government.

What I can say is that, overall, we are spending more on

infrastructure. I have stood in this Legislature and have said,

for example, that the Department of Community Services —

when it comes to both infrastructure across all of our

communities and land development — over the past two years

has spent more than the previous four years combined. What I
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will say is that maybe the point that the Parliamentary Budget

Officer is making is that it has been less of our own money,

and it may be correct — I will have to look that up, try to

compare it and take a look. What I can say is correct is that

there is more money going into infrastructure in the territory

than previously. We are really happy to invest in the Yukon

and to see those dollars go across all of our First Nation

governments and our municipal governments across the

territory, because there has been a deficit in infrastructure. It is

a good point. We really have needed to reinvest in the

Yukon’s infrastructure.

Ms. Van Bibber: According to the Parliamentary

Budget Officer, who is an independent and non-partisan

officer of Parliament, between 2015-16 and 2017-18, federal

transfers for infrastructure grew faster than new capital

spending in the territories. Even though more cash was

coming from Ottawa, the territorial government was cutting

back.

For example, federal transfers for infrastructure to Yukon

increased by $39 million between that time period, but despite

this influx of cash, net capital spending in the territory

declined by $34 million. This means that Yukoners are getting

shortchanged on important capital investments in buildings

and roads.

During the elections, the Liberals promised that they

wouldn’t leave a dollar of infrastructure money on the table,

but as shown by the independent Parliamentary Budget

Officer, why would the government hold back these

infrastructure dollars when a road like the Shakwak portion of

the north Alaska Highway is desperately in need of work?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: There seems to be some

fundamental misunderstanding. What I am saying is that we

are spending more money on infrastructure, and we are happy

that the federal government is giving us additional dollars

toward this. That’s great. In fact, we try to maximize those

federal dollars and we work to ensure that the investment

across the Yukon is territory-wide, fair, and serving all

Yukoners.

It doesn’t mean that every project that ever existed has

happened, because there is a large infrastructure deficit. What

it does mean is that there is more money being spent on

infrastructure right now. I’m happy to say that the federal

government has increased their contributions to us as a

territory. I thank them for that investment, and we will work

to maximize that investment in partnership with our First

Nation and municipal governments as they set priorities for

what infrastructure is critical within each community.

Somehow, Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a

misunderstanding. I will work directly with the member

opposite to make sure that I’m not misunderstanding her

question later on — but I just want to say for all Yukoners that

we are increasing the spending overall in infrastructure.

Ms. Van Bibber: Budgeting is about priorities. The

independent Parliamentary Budget Officer who posted this

online has found that while transfers to Yukon were

increasing from the feds, capital spending from the territory

was decreasing. For the period of the 2017-18 fiscal year

compared to the 2015-16 fiscal year, they also found that

Yukon has lapsed $201 million in unspent capital funding in

that same time frame.

Will the minister commit to not leaving any infrastructure

money on the table this coming fiscal year and reallocating

lapsed funding to the Shakwak portion of the north Alaska

Highway?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for

the question. I know of no lapsed funding. I know that within

each of the funding envelopes that we get, we have

reallocated. In fact, my very first meeting with the federal

minister of infrastructure — which also, by the way, included

two chiefs of First Nations — because as we went to the

Yukon Forum, we brought our partners with us. We sat down

and talked, and the number one issue was to identify

flexibility and allow for the fact that we have a short building

season here, to allow for changing priorities that come from

our municipalities and to allow for the ability to leverage as

many funds as possible.

I don’t know of any lapsed funding. What I can say with

certainty in the Legislature today is that we have increased the

spending in infrastructure overall and that is critical, because

we know that we have to invest in infrastructure for the

territory. That is critical for our communities, our

municipalities, and our First Nations. We are seeking to

balance our economic investments with environmental

stewardship. We are looking to continue to be fair and

transparent for the whole of the Yukon.

Each time the member opposite has stood and asked for a

list of all the infrastructure projects, I have provided them. I

did that again earlier through the budget debate and I would

be happy to do it again.

Question re: Yukon nominee program
Ms. White: Recently, Canada’s immigration minister

promised new legislation to punish businesses that are taking

advantage of foreign workers. For many years, the Yukon

nominee program was operated with insufficient oversight and

was structured in a way that allowed businesses to abuse the

nominees of the program. We brought those issues to light and

changes were made. While we hope that the program may

now be operating better and more fairly, it is impossible to

know, as the government does not provided any statistics on

program participation.

The nominee handbook tells workers who are

experiencing employment issues to contact the Department of

Economic Development. Mr. Speaker, can the minister tell

this House: How many Yukon nominee participants are there

currently in the Yukon? How many nominating businesses are

there? How many, if any, complaints has this government

received from participants since the program was moved to

Economic Development?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Just a bit of background on the Yukon

business nominee program — first of all, entrepreneurs and

investors arrive in Yukon for the opportunity to inject new

talent and innovative ideas and increase job opportunities and

enhance economic diversification through these programs.



April 10, 2019 HANSARD 4355

What we have tried to do on the nominee program — we

have an allotment of potentially, I think, 260 spots on an

annual basis. Not all were used last year. What the department

has tried to do with it is to be very proactive on visitation to

the actual employers, to ensure that the workplace atmosphere

is respectful and that we are ensuring that we uphold the

protocols that are in place for these individuals.

I also know that our department has reached out, I

believe, to the Yukon Federation of Labour and has had

discussions about a cooperative approach to looking at

ensuring that these types of protocols are in place and that we

have respectful workplaces.

Ms. White: I believe that, for the most part, we were

speaking about two different programs there — the business

and then the Yukon nominee program. The reason I ask about

the numbers related to the Yukon nominee program and the

number of participants or nominees is that, in the past, the

program has seen some participants being exploited by some

employers. There is a significant power imbalance between

nominees and the businesses in which they are employed.

If a worker loses or quits their job before the nomination

process has finished, their permanent residency application is

cancelled. Granted, there is a short window to look for new

employment, but this arrangement still puts the balance of

power in the employer’s hands. Even if they feel they’re being

taken advantage of, many of these workers don’t want to

jeopardize their permanent residency application by restarting

the nomination process.

Does the minister recognize the power imbalance inherent

in the Yukon nominee program, and does he believe the

program policy, as it currently stands, is sufficient to ensure

that participants are being treated fairly?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Yes — for the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King, I apologize. When I started, I was talking about

the business program, but I quickly switched over and

explained our process, which was accurate as to how we deal

with the nominee program. I will get her the current numbers

for this year. I can bring that to the House.

But just a bit of background as well — the Department of

Economic Development administers the critical impact

worker, skilled worker, and express entry streams of the

Yukon nominee program. The Yukon nominee program helps

employers fill positions critical to the viability of their

businesses with foreign nationals who intend to become

permanent residents of Canada. Since 2007, the Yukon

nominee program has assisted 385 employers to address

labour shortages, with over 1,250 nominees. Most nominees

are in food service, tourism, and hospitality.

I believe that I will have an opportunity during budget

debate to discuss these programs, but I think our department

has really tried to focus on ensuring — in Economic

Development — that we really focus on the ability to follow

up on the situation for each employee. That is really key — to

ensure that the visitations are in place and that you ensure that

those individuals do not have to experience things that they

would have experienced in the past.

Ms. White: I do look forward to having this

conversation later today during general debate on Economic

Development.

The Yukon nominee program policy is clearly geared

toward economic development and the Yukon NDP

recognizes the positive effect that is has on business growth in

Yukon. Yet, while it is an economic program for Yukon

businesses, it should also be viewed as an immigration

program for participants. These two purposes of the program

are not incompatible, but they can sometimes clash at the

expense of the nominee.

For many nominee participants who are working in

Yukon, their number one goal is to pass through the

probationary period and receive permanent residency in

Canada. Is the minister open to reviewing the Yukon nominee

program to ensure that it is fair to nominee candidates and that

their unique situation as immigrants is reflected in the policy?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think it’s just not as simple as taking

a review of our current nominee program. I think also what we

are seeing is, based on some of the work that has been done

already in Canada — the pilot program that was executed in

Atlantic Canada — a number of urban areas and some rural

areas have really requested that these programs not just be a

pathway to support economic growth or to ensure economic

sustainability — which we have seen here, especially in the

retail and hospitality sectors — but that there is a pure

pathway that even potentially gives each jurisdiction the

opportunity to have a greater role in the decision-making

process.

Those are some of the things that were discussed when

the federal minister was here. We of course had the business

community, the Yukon First Nation Chamber of Commerce,

the Yukon Chamber of Commerce, the Yukon College, and

others all come together, as well as people who have been a

part of this program, to give them an opportunity to reflect on

their experiences, places where the federal government can

improve and places where we can all collaborate to ensure that

we have respectful programs that give opportunities for new

Canadians and ensure that our business community has a

strong future.

Question re: Internet connectivity
Mr. Istchenko: Last week, the Minister of Highways

and Public Works announced that a $1.5-million contract had

been awarded for design and engineering work for the

Dempster fibre line. However, if you look at the tender

management system, the actual bid by the company was for

$2.6 million. This suggests that between the time of bidding

and awarding of the contract, there may have been changes to

the scope of work.

Is the minister able to explain why the contract is

$1.1 million less than what the actual bid was?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am happy to talk about the fibre

redundancy project that we are currently moving ahead with.

It’s a long-needed piece of infrastructure for the territory. It is

going to provide some stability for our local high-tech and

business community, and it is important for us to do this.
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I know that the Minister of Economic Development and I

have worked very closely to make sure that we get this project

delivered and off the ground. We’ve worked very closely with

our partners in Ottawa. Last week, the member noted that we

have tendered the contract for the Dempster fibre line. We are

also consulting right now with all the First Nations along the

line to make sure that they are up to speed. I recently spoke to

my colleague in the NWT about the project and made sure

that they were aware of our progress on this file, because it is

also essential and important to our neighbours in the

Northwest Territories.

We have every confidence that we’re going to be able to

continue and finish this line within the next couple of years.

It’s a very major piece of infrastructure; it’s very important to

this territory, and we’re very happy to be delivering on this

promise.

Mr. Istchenko: I notice that the minister didn’t really

want to answer when I asked about the discrepancy in the

$1.1 million. The news release also says that the government

has hired a permanent consultant for the Dempster fibre

project. There is already a lot of expertise within the

government to do permitting, as the Government of Yukon

does large capital projects on a regular basis. I did find this

interesting.

Looking through the tender management system, it

doesn’t say the total cost of the permitting consultant contract.

My question for the minister is: How much has been spent on

the permitting consultant contract for the Dempster fibre

project to this date?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I will continue to talk about this

fibre line that we have committed to build, and we are actually

following through on that commitment and delivering on our

commitment to build that fibre line. Reliable

telecommunications is a vital part of diversifying our

economy and will help Yukoners and northern residents

participate fully in the digital economy, which is why this is

such an important project for the territory.

The project will benefit more than 70 communities,

including 63 indigenous communities in Yukon, Nunavut, the

Northwest Territories, and northern BC, and the northern

route will create more employment opportunities for Yukon

contractors and residents.

We are talking about a line that goes 800 kilometres, from

Dawson to Inuvik in the NWT. It’s going through several

mountain ranges; it’s going across rivers and creeks. It is

facilitated a little bit by being along a roadway, but it’s also a

very complicated project, which is why we are bringing in

expertise. We have seen our colleagues in the NWT — that

project proved to be a little bit more difficult than initially

expected, and we want to make sure that, when we’re building

this line, we have considered everything and are working very

closely to deliver it within a reasonable time and on budget.

That’s very important to us, so we will employ the experts we

need to get that job done.

Mr. Istchenko: I don’t think I got an answer on the

awarding of the contract to the consultant. It didn’t sound like

the minister really wants to answer these questions.

Regarding the Dempster fibre project, again, I have

another couple of questions. I do have some questions, like I

said, about the actual regulatory submission now. Specifically,

when will the regulatory submission for this project be

submitted? We have seen this government tender projects

before they get approval on the regulatory process; they have

done that in the past. So I’m wondering: Will the government

be tendering any of the construction work for this project prior

to the approval from any of the regulatory bodies?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I want to note that Yukoners have

been waiting for a very long time for fibre optic redundancy in

this territory. I want to note that the Yukon Party talked a lot

about the need for a second fibre optic connection, but they

never did any of the work necessary and they never followed

through — never followed through.

We are following through. We are delivering on the

commitments. We have actually tendered the contract. We

actually have people in place to help us deliver this line. We

are talking with Northwestel. We are talking with First Nation

communities. We are actually following through with a fibre

optic redundant line that links the north — Inuvik with the rest

of the country, with the territory, to provide stable and

dependable telecommunication in the Yukon and the north.

That’s something we have committed to, Mr. Speaker, and we

are following through on that.

I do recall that it was several years ago that a group of

people went and started a sod-turning event for a school in

Riverdale that still hadn’t gone through the regulatory process.

We had pictures of guys in hardhats with shovels doing the

sod-turning to launch a project that had not yet been fully

funded or gone through the proper regulatory processes.

We don’t do that here, Mr. Speaker. We go through the

processes and that’s what we’re doing on this file. I am very

pleased with the way we are proceeding with this and I look

forward to having redundant fibre in the territory in the next

couple of years.

Question re: Liberal platform commitments re
schools

Mr. Kent: I have some follow-up questions about the

2016 Liberal election platform.

The Liberals promised Yukoners that they would — and I

quote: “… ensure that schools have the necessary resources

(e.g. in-school social workers, psychologists) to facilitate

health services work within all Yukon schools.”

We talked about this in debate on Monday but never got

specific answers. Has the minister expanded the amount of in-

school social workers or the amount of school psychologists,

or has she abandoned this campaign promise?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am surprised a bit to hear this

question because we did discuss it recently in the budget

debate. I believe that what I said at the time was that Student

Support Services — where the social workers and school

psychologists are generally employed — is undergoing a

consideration by the Department of Education because we are

very keen to make sure that the individuals who have those

skills are in fact spending their time in schools and assessing
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students and helping students and supporting families so that

they are in fact receiving the services they need at the place

that they need it — which is in the school — and on a more

regular basis.

I believe I also said the other day that we would provide

numbers with respect to the social worker employees or the

people with those credentials employed at the department as

well as psychologists employed at the department. I have not

yet filed the response by way of a legislative return.

Mr. Kent: Another Liberal election platform

commitment was — and I quote: “A Yukon Liberal

Government will: enhance education governance, in

consultation with partners in education, by exploring the

establishment of an additional school board(s).”

On Monday, the minister told us that the government

would not be pursuing this election promise any further and

they are not planning on creating a new school board.

As I noted, the platform indicated that this would be done

in consultation with partners in education. Can the minister

tell us which partners were consulted before the government

decided they would abandon this promise? Why is there no

reference to this consultation on engageyukon.ca?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question. This is

actually the third time I have had it, and I am happy to say

what I said at that time again.

Consideration has been given with respect to that

commitment going forward and we have worked very, very

closely in collaboration with Yukon First Nations and

determined that the current governance with respect to the

school councils is an important method for individual families

and members of school communities to have input into

projects going forward involving their school community and

that it was appropriate for us to work with each individual

First Nation government in a commitment to work toward

appropriate, better consultation and reconciliation with respect

to school programs and our education support of Yukon First

Nations and their students.

Yukon First Nations are essential partners in supporting

First Nation students, in teaching all Yukon students about

First Nation ways of knowing and doing, about cultural

inclusion, about success in whatever path they choose. The

focus, as I have said on more than one occasion in this House,

is on reconciliation and working with our partners in First

Nation education to improve that process.

Mr. Kent: So I am going to read that specific Liberal

election platform commitment again for the minister: “A

Yukon Liberal Government will: enhance education

governance, in consultation with partners in education, by

exploring the establishment of an additional school board(s).”

Of course, we agree that First Nations are critical partners in

education, but there are other partners in education as well.

Can the minister tell us which other partners were

consulted before the government decided that they would

abandon this election promise?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: As my friends across the way are

wont to say on a regular basis now, this is about prioritizing. It

is about working closely with the partners in education,

including First Nations and First Nation governments, the

Advisory Committee for Yukon Education, in an attempt to

work and share perspectives and to collaborate and support

learners from cradle to career.

One way the Government of Yukon works with its

partners in education is through the Advisory Committee for

Yukon Education. This committee has met three times in this

school year. It is a topic that the member opposite asked me

about quite a bit last year, but hasn’t asked me about this year,

even though I would be happy to explain that it has been

reinvigorated and that it is an opportunity for all of the

education questions, including the ones he has asked me

several times, to be dealt with in a way in which the

partnerships are made a priority. This year, the committee and

our work with Yukon First Nations will be continuing to set

priorities for the Department of Education, our student

learners, and our school communities.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
OPPOSITION PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

MOTIONS OTHER THAN GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
Motion No. 437 — adjourned debate
Clerk: Motion No. 437, standing in the name of

Ms. McLeod; adjourned debate, the Hon. Mr. Streicker.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I am disappointed

that the class left.

I am very happy to rise again to speak to this motion. I

appreciate that the Official Opposition brought this motion

back. I want to begin again by thanking the Member for

Watson Lake for bringing forward this motion. I agree with

her that counselling services are very important for Yukoners,

so I am very happy that we have the motion back in front of

us. I want to just begin by briefly recapping a little bit, and

then I will move on to the debate.

The Member for Watson Lake had spoken about concerns

that were happening with Many Rivers — and I quote

“… problems that were in place before employees of the

organization entered into this labour dispute and strike,

followed by a return to work and almost immediately a layoff

of the employees.”

In part of her presentation to this Chamber, she talked

about wanting to see additional leadership. She used as one of

her examples that the Minister of Health and Social Services

or we as a government should have taken a leadership role in

the labour dispute. I again will say that I disagree with that

position. I have said it a few times in this Legislature and I

have said it as well to the Third Party and past members of the

Third Party who wrote publicly to say that we should have

been involved in that labour dispute. That would have been

incorrect. That is not a sign of leadership; it would have been

a sign of working beyond our jurisdiction, inappropriately.
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There are many ways in which we can and should show

leadership. As I said, I believe that the Minister of Health and

Social Services has shown leadership. That is about making

sure that there are services for counselling here in the

territory. In fact, I am aware and I know that she has stated

that she has, in the interim, found ways to increase services

for counselling services. Another way in which she is showing

leadership is by reviewing how the money that went to Many

Rivers has been spent, because of course we have a

responsibility to all Yukoners to show accountability around

that funding and to make sure that we are focusing on well-

being, investing in health, building strong communities as a

result — that there is a responsible government that is

accountable for the monies that it transfers and that is showing

that it is serving all Yukoners and is fair.

Overall, moving forward from that recap, Mr. Speaker,

what I want to say is that I — and we on this side of the

Legislature — support the spirit of the motion, if not the

specifics. I will move an amendment.

Amendment proposed
Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I move:

THAT Motion No. 437 be amended by removing all the

words after the words “Social Services” and replacing them

with the following: “to continue to work with organizations to

ensure the future of effective counselling services in Yukon.”

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the

proposed amendment to Motion No. 437 with Mr. Clerk and

can advise that it is procedurally in order.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Speaker: If the Member for Watson Lake has another

opinion, she can share it by standing.

It has been moved by the Minister of Community

Services:

THAT Motion No. 437 be amended by removing all the

words after the words “Social Services” and replacing them

with the following: “to continue to work with organizations to

ensure the future of effective counselling services in Yukon.”

The motion as amended would then read:

THAT this House urges the Minister of Health and Social

Services to continue to work with organizations to ensure the

future of effective counselling services in Yukon.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Let me begin by talking about

Many Rivers just slightly — which was in the original

wording of the motion and why I am proposing this

amendment.

Since we last stood to speak, they have now announced

an annual general meeting. I believe it’s for Friday, April 26. I

am happy that is going forward, and they have stated that they

are accepting memberships for those people who, as per their

bylaws, respect the principles of support for counselling for

individual Yukoners and families. That is great.

But I have also noted that there is some uncertainty

around Many Rivers. For example, they are not yet in

compliance. They haven’t yet had an annual general meeting.

They haven’t yet submitted their financials to get back into

compliance. Beyond that, there is also work that Health and

Social Services necessarily has to undertake to look at the

spending of the contribution agreement with Many Rivers to

make sure that those dollars are accounted for.

In the meantime, there is also another group — we have

seen here in this Legislature just this week; they provided a

petition for us here in the Legislature — called the

Community Counselling and Support Services Society, a

newly formed society that has been working with the Minister

of Health and Social Services and her department to propose

an alternate perspective about how to achieve counselling

services here in the territory. They have put forward their

ideas. There is some overlap, I think, between the two groups.

The point I am trying to make is that they are the second

group that is looking to provide the services — a second not-

for-profit.

Also, as I mentioned earlier, the minister has — in

showing leadership on the file — worked to increase interim

supports around counselling services. I’m not suggesting that

this is where things will ultimately land, but in the meantime,

she has worked to increase the services for Yukoners so there

is more counselling available. One of the ways in which that

has happened is through the Yukon division of the Canadian

Mental Health Association. So that’s another group that is a

not-for-profit and is engaged on this issue.

It’s my opinion that all of these groups want to help. They

want to help see the services delivered in the territory; they

want to assist the minister in achieving those counselling

services. So the landscape is not just Many Rivers as was in

the original motion, which is why I am proposing the

amendment that I am. It is to acknowledge that there are

organizations that all want to ensure the future of effective

counselling services here in the Yukon. I think that, through

this motion, we should be directing the minister to work with

all those organizations to make sure those services are

delivered.

Mr. Speaker, I will say again that non-governmental

organizations are critical to the delivery of services here in the

territory — whether that’s counselling services or other

services — and we work with many of them across the

territory. All parties in this Legislature have talked about how

it’s important to support our non-governmental organizations.

I think the role of Health and Social Services — and by

extension, the minister — is to ensure, in this case, that

counselling services are available for Yukoners across the

territory. I don’t think it’s a good role for us as MLAs in this

Legislature to say, “It will be this group and here’s the way to

go.”

I just think the wording of the motion, unfortunately,

made it out that it would be Many Rivers, and I think it’s

important that we consider that there are several

organizations. That’s the reason why I proposed the

amendment coming forward.

I look forward to the debate on the amendment and to see

where we land. Again, I wish to thank the Member for Watson
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Lake, because I think we all agree that counselling services

are important for Yukoners.

Mr. Cathers: In rising to speak to the amendment, I do

thank the Minister of Community Services for providing more

clarity than the government has to date on how the

government is approaching this situation through some of his

remarks, although we’re still waiting for full clarity.

This is an area where we have seen, for almost half a

year, an interruption to important mental health services and a

real lack of leadership on the part of the Minister of Health

and Social Services in this area. There were options and steps

the government could have taken to provide clarity to Many

Rivers on what steps were required. The government has

taken a hands-off approach to this issue while they did have

options for assisting in this matter. This would be far from the

first time that government has assisted an NGO in

understanding what the rules are, what steps need to be taken,

and to ensure that they provide services while they come into

compliance with the Societies Act, if they are temporarily out
of compliance with that act.

In speaking to the amendment brought forward by the

government, I would point out that it does, to some extent, gut

the motion proposed by my colleague the Member for Watson

Lake.

I have to point out that the wording the government has a

problem supporting — by bringing forward this amendment,

the Liberals have made it clear that they don’t expect the

Minister of Health and Social Services to show leadership.

They have a problem with that part of the wording. They are

not supporting government ending the uncertainty, and they

are not comfortable with wording that says the government

should make clear what steps will be taken to ensure that

those important services resume.

I would note that, to the minister’s point, he seems to be

indicating now — and I would appreciate and I know that

Yukoners who are interested in this issue would sincerely

appreciate the government elaborating on what lies ahead in

this situation.

I have heard and I know that some of my colleagues —

including the Member for Watson Lake, our critic for Health

and Social Services — have been hearing from people who

are interested in this. For people who are involved in groups

that are interested in this matter — both Many Rivers and the

new group whose name escapes me at the moment and the one

that has formed out of the Friends of Many Rivers

organization — in this case, the Community Counselling and

Support Services Society, of course, is the name of the new

group. I thank my colleague from Watson Lake for providing

me with that reminder.

Whether the path forward is with Many Rivers, the

Community Counselling and Support Services Society, or the

mental health society that the minister made reference to —

all of those options — if the government is considering that —

we recognize that there may be more than one approach to

resuming mental health services.

The point that the government seems to have been

missing is that, through the Minister of Health and Social

Services’ repeated failure to work with NGOs and the

damaged relationship that this Liberal government has with

the NGO community — they have provided a lack of clarity

to everyone involved in the situation about what options the

government is considering, whether it is resuming the

relationship with Many Rivers — who, I would note, have

been providing those services for some 50 years — or entering

into a relationship with the Community Counselling and

Support Services Society or continuing some of the temporary

services with the mental health society that have been put in

place.

What we are looking for from the government — and

what concerned Yukoners are looking for from the

government — is clarity about what they can do, clarity about

what the government is prepared to entertain, and clarity about

whether or not government is looking at a potential

relationship involving a mix of these groups — what the

process is for determining that — whether they should be

working directly with the government or whether there is a

competitive process of some sort, or just exactly how

government envisions this proceeding. They are looking for

answers.

The fact that, almost half a year after this situation and

interruption in service came into play, these groups are

reaching out to the Official Opposition for answers because

they are not getting any answers from the government is

concerning and is an example of how this Liberal government

talks a good line but is not very forthcoming with information

to the public and is not providing clarity to NGOs about what

options government is prepared to entertain and how they

could potentially take steps to enter a relationship with the

government or to compete through a competitive process —

because government has simply not provided that clarity.

I do have to point out that the Liberal government’s

repeated failure to work with NGOs includes the freeze on

funding for many NGOs, which did affect Many Rivers and

helped contribute to the problem.

We have seen as well their failure to work with groups

that have gone to the point of having to go public with their

funding problems — such as the Yukon Women’s Transition

Home Society — and we know that there have been issues as

well with others — such as the Child Development Centre —

having a funding shortfall and with the government taking

quite some time to actually wake up and listen to calls from

the Official Opposition and from the organization itself to

address their needs.

We have seen as well, in the case of the Salvation Army

takeover, a demonstration that the Liberal government would

literally rather add 40 government employees and grow

government — despite their commitments to the contrary —

rather than entering into an effective relationship and assisting

that NGO in addressing their problems in services.

Again, in concluding my remarks on this proposed

amendment, we recognize that government has a majority. We

assume they intend to force this amendment through, but
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again, it should be noted that it’s quite reasonable to expect

the Minister of Health and Social Services to show leadership

and end the uncertainty by making clear what steps the

Government of Yukon will take to ensure that these important

services resume and continue to be provided. It is unfortunate

that the government is not willing to support that wording and

is insisting on watering it down.

I do have to point out that, in the proposal brought

forward by the Minister of Community Services, the

suggestion that the phrase “continue to work with

organizations to ensure the future of effective counselling

services in Yukon” — to continue working with

organizations, one must first actually start working with them.

That is what we have seen lacking on the part of this Liberal

government and the Minister of Health and Social Services in

this area.

The government has taken a “look ma, no hands”

approach to dealing with this situation affecting Many Rivers

and the clients who were affected by the gap in services. It’s

unfortunate that, though we have a tiny bit more information

here today, we still see a lack of clarity about what the path

forward is —a lack of leadership on the part of this Liberal

government.

Ms. White: Just in quickly speaking to the proposed

amendment right now — understanding that other groups in

the community have been working hard to try to fill in the

voids left by Many Rivers’ absence — I think that it is

important to acknowledge, which the minister has. I will have

questions, when we get to the other side of voting, about what

kind of safeguards will be put in place.

What I find that this motion does — it actually removes

the name of any organization. I find that hopeful because it’s

not saying that advancements will have to be made with one

organization over another — especially knowing that the

Community Counselling and Support Services did put forward

a proposal to government last Friday which they have been

actively working on, with some directional help from

department officials.

I am happy to see the changes. I appreciate that we are

not naming one organization at this point, but we are talking

about working with organizations to ensure that counselling

services happen. I do appreciate the amendment.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the proposed

amendment?

Are you prepared for the question on the amendment?

Some Hon. Members: Disagreed.

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: In my opinion, the yeas have it. I declare the

amendment carried.

Amendment to Motion No. 437 agreed to

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the main

motion as amended?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am pleased to rise to speak Motion

No. 437 as amended: “THAT this government urges the

Minister of Health and Social Services to continue to work

with organizations to ensure future effective counselling

services in Yukon.”

I am just reflecting a little bit on some of the comments

about what we are doing. It is not a watered-down process,

Mr. Speaker, or a lack of leadership. I believe that is

absolutely not the case. I do want to put some clarity on the

record with regard to what we are doing and how we are

working through a transparent process to allow for

participation of interest groups who have come forward. We

are aware that there are other interested parties that are

interested in looking at supported services in the territory.

Our government strongly supports mental health services

for Yukoners. We know that healthy living and happiness are

lifelong pursuits of Yukoners. As a government, we are

committed to the wellness and lifelong journey of Yukoners.

We are committed to ensuring that our policies and services

coordinate for the betterment of Yukoners.

The Department of Health and Social Services has done

and continues to do tremendous work with our communities

and partners, advancing us all toward a healthier Yukon.

Mental health supports are a major part of that. In partnership

with the Department of Justice, we have increased access to

mental health and substance use counselling services for

Justice clients. We are continuing to support land-based

healing initiatives with 14 Yukon First Nations.

In May, we launched the Mental Wellness and Substance

Use Services branch. This service integrates Alcohol and

Drug Services, Child and Adolescent Therapeutic Services,

and mental health services into a single point of contact as a

branch to serve Yukoners better. That is alignment and that is

efficiency.

We have opened Mental Wellness and Substance Use

Services hubs in Carmacks and Haines Junction and provide

services to Ross River, Faro, Pelly Crossing, Burwash

Landing, and Beaver Creek, which we have not seen in history

past. We have also done tremendous work to increase the

number of mental health support workers that we have in

Yukon communities. Community-based wellness and

substance use staff include clinical counsellors, child and

youth counsellors, nurses and support workers. We now have

social workers in all of our communities. We have taken a

one-government approach to provide support to all families.

As well, we have worked with the Department of

Education to ensure that we have clinical counsellors and

youth counsellors within all of our communities so that we

can better align a one-government approach to the services.

As of January, we have 27 staff in mental health and

substance use positions across rural Yukon. We are working

to recruit nine more. All of these increased services help to

support the overall intent of this motion, which is to ensure

that Yukoners have access to mental health services.

I think it bears outlining for Yukoners — what all this

means in terms of actual support workers in our communities

and why that is relevant to today’s motion.
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Mental wellness and substance use counsellors are

responsible for providing ongoing support to Yukoners. They

work with individuals with mental health complaints as well

as those with substance use concerns. Our clinical counsellors

provide a high level of care for more chronic mental illness

complaints, trauma, and chronic disorders or concurrent

disorders. Child and youth counsellors in Yukon support

children and youth who are impacted by mental health

concerns and/or substance use.

In Dawson, we have two mental wellness and substance

use counsellors, one clinical counsellor, one support worker,

and one child, youth and family counsellor. We are in the

process of recruiting a mental health nurse there. In Old Crow,

we have one mental wellness and substance use counsellor. In

Mayo, we also have a full-time mental wellness and substance

use counsellor. In Haines Junction, we have two mental

wellness and substance use counsellors, one clinical

counsellor, one mental health nurse, and one child and youth

counsellor, and we are currently recruiting one mental health

nurse. In Carcross, we have a mental wellness and substance

use counsellor and support worker. In Carmacks, we have a

clinical counsellor, a mental wellness and substance use

counsellor and a support worker, and we are recruiting

additional positions. In Watson Lake, we have two mental

wellness and substance use counsellors, two support workers,

one mental health nurse, and one child, youth and family

counsellor, and we are recruiting one more clinical counsellor.

In Teslin, we have one mental wellness and substance

counsellor.

We are working hard to recruit additional supports to

provide services to Faro, Ross River, and Pelly Crossing.

While we are in that process, people in these communities

have access to the interim services from Whitehorse and to

one of the mental wellness hubs. These services were not

available previously, Mr. Speaker. Our objective and our job

in Health and Social Services — with our partners — is to

look to provide the services that are needed in time for

Yukoners who need the support. This increase in available

supports has changed the landscape of how Yukoners in

communities access mental health supports. The health and

well-being of Yukoners is a priority for our government.

We know that the strike and layoffs at Many Rivers has

affected many Yukoners. We have made a significant effort to

meet Yukoners’ mental wellness needs during this disruption

in service. That is something that we are committed to

continue doing. In order to do so, we have experienced of

course some pressures as a result of the disruption of services

through Many Rivers. We have expanded our services to meet

the needs of Yukoners during the recent disruption. We have

increased the availability of drop-in counselling and we will

increase it again, if needed.

Mental Wellness and Substance Use Services at 609

Steele Street has expanded its drop-in counselling hours and is

working with individuals to determine how they can best be

supported during this time. Previously only available on

Wednesdays, the mental wellness and substance use drop-in

counselling sessions in Whitehorse are now available Monday

through Friday, and we will continue that expanded scope of

practice. Outside of Whitehorse, drop-in counselling can be

accessed through the community wellness hubs.

There are more supports available in the communities

now than ever before, thanks to the opening of these four

mental wellness and substance use hubs in 2018.

While there is one drop-in session with a counsellor to

talk about difficult thoughts or feelings or for an urgent and

acute mental health issue, Mental Wellness and Substance Use

Services offers a range of programs and supports to meet

people’s different levels of need. In addition to drop-in

counselling, Mental Wellness and Substance Use Services

offers long-term counselling services, drop-in group sessions,

and in-patient nursing services.

I am extremely proud of the work we have done to ensure

Yukoners are supported through access to the Mental

Wellness and Substance Use hubs we now have across the

Yukon. As today’s motion specifically identifies a need to

work with organizations, I will also note that we have taken

action through an expanded partnership with the Canadian

Mental Health Association Yukon Division.

The Canadian Mental Health Association Yukon Division

is an organization dedicated to supporting Canadians living

with mental health problems. Following the strike of Many

Rivers, the Department of Health and Social Services

contracted the Canadian Mental Health Association Yukon

Division to offer drop-in counselling services. This is a

partnership that we have continued since November. They are

offering drop-in counselling sessions on Tuesdays and

Saturdays. In addition to drop-in sessions, appointments can

be booked Monday to Friday from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. The

Canadian Mental Health Association Yukon Division is

location in the Horwoods Mall at 1114 Front Street in

Whitehorse, and they can be reached at 668-6429. Between

the services we offer at Mental Wellness and Substance Use

Services and those available through the Yukon division of

the Canadian Mental Health Association, drop-in counselling

services are available to meet Yukoners’ needs throughout the

week. For the French community, we fund the Tel-Aide

listening line. This service is available 24 hours a day, seven

days a week. A French language counsellor is also available at

Mental Wellness and Substance Use Services.

While I, as the Minister of Health and Social Services,

have been working hard to ensure that Yukoners have access

to essential mental health services in Yukon, my colleague the

Minister of Community Services has been working on the

Many Rivers file with the registrar through the requirements

outlined in the Societies Act.
Let me state again for the record that Many Rivers is not

in compliance. The organization failed to submit the required

annual reporting documents to the registrar of societies by the

July 31, 2018, deadline. There are outstanding questions

pertaining to their AGM. That has affected our ability to fund

the society. Many Rivers has historically received an annual

revenue in excess of $2 million a year. The action of the

society means that we are not currently continuing that

agreement. Our government supports open and transparent
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government processes, and we are committed to being a

government for the people — one that acts at all times in an

ethical, responsible, and accountable way. We have a

responsibility to Yukoners to move forward on this issue in a

way that respects a transparent process. The registrar of

societies has released their decision and has found the

complaints made against Many Rivers to be valid. The society

has indicated a willingness to return to compliance. We look

forward to seeing the work that needs to be done on that front.

In the meantime, we have been taking steps to address

clients’ needs and working with other organizations to ensure

Yukoners have access to services. We have paid Many Rivers’

rent up to the end of this month — which is two months that

they were not in compliance — directly to the landlord of

their Whitehorse office to give them a bit of flexibility.

Providing this rental support will allow Many Rivers to

appropriately process and manage their confidential client

records and bring confidential client records into Whitehorse

from the communities. The department will be sending Many

Rivers a letter outlining their obligations under HIPMA for

managing confidential client records. We recognize that there

are other organizations interested in providing counselling

services in the territories and we are reviewing all of our

options as we go forward. We will be in a better position to

outline the next steps after Many Rivers has made a decision

about their future as a society.

I want to acknowledge Many Rivers support workers and

all of those Yukoners who have supported them through what

has been an incredibly hard time for not just the workers, but

their clients as well. It is important that we acknowledge that

and we recognize the supports that are needed and provide

them in a timely fashion.

From the beginning of the dispute, we have been

transparent and accountable about what we have jurisdiction

over and what we can and cannot do. My priority is ensuring

that Yukoners have access to mental health support services.

We are grateful to all of our partner groups that have worked

with the Department of Health and Social Services to step in

and provide additional mental health supports for Yukoners

during this time.

I am more than willing to agree to today’s amendment

and to continue to working with organizations to ensure the

future of effective counselling services in the Yukon.

Ms. White: In speaking to the amended motion today, I

just want to highlight some concerns that I have, basically, in

what steps come next.

Understanding that Many Rivers is not currently in

compliance but that they are holding an AGM on April 26, I

know that the group that has been referenced and has put

forward a proposal to government is at this hard junction right

now to decide if they should go ahead on the route that they

have chosen or if they should look at taking over the Many

Rivers board for a whole bunch of reasons. There is an

existing building in the client files that are already within that

society.

I would like to point out some of the safeguards that I

have concerns about. One is making sure that, if a new board

were to take over or be elected on April 26, there would be

protections in place to protect them from the actions that

happened prior. I say that because I know we have mentioned

or have heard of a forensic audit happening — that

government is looking at what happened to the money that has

been transferred. I think it is very important to know what has

happened up to this point, but I very much understand the

intention and the passion of the people who have formed the

new board. It was out of desperation, and it was about really

making sure that counselling services were available — and

not government counselling services. That is super important.

I appreciate that the minister spoke at length about what

government has done and what they have put in place, but that

doesn’t answer the call or check the boxes for a lot of people.

A non-governmental organization is important, including

understanding as well that the work that was done in the

communities was in conjunction with the mental wellness

hubs — that there was enough for two to be there.

I just wanted to highlight that my hope is that protections

will be put in place that would protect, if the new organization

decided to go to that board meeting and made overtures to be

elected to that board, that the new board at Many Rivers, and

whatever it might be called in the future, would not be

affected by decisions of the past.

I was happy to hear the minister talk about the client

record transfer because that has been a concern. It has been a

concern because the counsellors who worked with Many

Rivers sometimes worked for a long period of time with

clients and the information that they had documented was to

help them in treatment plans and those things. There has been

a question as to how that would work. I know that the

counsellors themselves have said that they are prepared to

take notes on paper and that they could forward without but

those are really important. That client information is really

important.

Those are just some of the questions that I have. Also,

knowing that the work that has been done and the intention

right now has been to make sure that the steps have been taken

with the advice of the ADM and the officials from the

departments when the CCSS met with them — that the

community members did that with the full intention of putting

in a serious proposal as a serious option.

I hope that is regarded because one of the concerns that

has been brought forward is if the government decided to go

in a completely different route than anything that exists right

now — that if an RFP was to be put out, that it could take too

long, that it would make people wait longer. I just wanted to

say that my hope is that a community organization is able to

continue forward, whoever it is — I don’t pretend to prejudge

that — but just to make sure that there is protection in place if

a new board is elected at Many Rivers.

Mr. Speaker, those are just the points for now. Like many

in this Chamber and many in the community, I look forward

to a community organization being able to support community
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members. I think that is ultimately what we’re talking about

today— community supporting community.

Speaker: If the member now speaks, she will close

debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard on Motion

No. 437 as amended?

Ms. McLeod: Some of the members who have spoken

to this motion — both the last time we talked about it and

again today — have tried to state that the original motion

favoured one group over another. I certainly would have

preferred that those members read the motion.

The fact that the minister has not shown leadership during

this service shortfall continues to be valid. We and the public

have struggled to get the government’s attention on this.

Today, finally, we hear something from the government.

Today we hear that there is an audit being performed on

Many Rivers’ contribution agreements and I think this is

warranted. We are talking about public dollars and certainly

groups that are recipients of these public dollars do need to be

accountable.

I don’t know what the government’s path forward is in

this regard. I did hear, I think, the minister speak today about

waiting to move forward until Many Rivers makes a decision

on their way forward, but of course, we don’t know exactly

what the government’s thought process is going to be on this.

What I do know is that Yukoners deserve some consideration

by the government to have these services put in place as soon

as possible. I hope that once an audit is done Yukoners are

afforded an opportunity to be advised by government in their

open and accountable way, telling them what the results were

and to fully share with Yukoners what the findings of an audit

were.

With that, I want to thank the members of the House, and

good day.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Agree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 15 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion as

amended carried.

Motion No. 437, as amended, agreed to

Motion No. 463
Clerk: Motion No. 463, standing in the name of

Ms. White.

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

remove barriers for qualified individuals to have access to

pre-exposure prophylaxis which significantly reduces the risk

of human immunodeficiency virus infection by:

(1) educating at-risk individuals of this preventive option;

(2) ensuring the best access and availability to this drug

option; and

(3) providing this preventive option for free.

Ms. White: Today, I hope to lay out the case of why

Yukon should join seven provinces across the country in

making HIV pre-exposure prophylaxis medication available

free to qualified individuals. From this point forward, I am

mostly going to refer to it as “PrEP” because it is much easier

to say.

Right now, the provinces that already cover PrEP under

their health plan include British Columbia, Saskatchewan,

Ontario, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Quebec. Alberta

was the last to join on October 1, 2018.

PrEP is the use of an anti-HIV medication to keep HIV-

negative people from becoming infected. In layperson terms,

PrEP is an HIV blocker. When taken consistently, PrEP has

been shown to reduce the risk of HIV infection in people who

are at high risk by up to 92 percent. Mr. Speaker, that number

is astronomical. The fact that there is a drug that exists that is

able to reduce the new cases of infection by 92 percent is

impressive. It is a powerful HIV-prevention tool and it can be

combined with condoms and other prevention methods to

provide even greater protection than when used alone.

I spoke to a program coordinator at the British Columbia

Centre for Excellence in HIV/AIDS and I was told that a

major benefit of being prescribed PrEP was that it encourages

linkages to care, and that regular visits with the health care

system encourages better sexual health. One of the issues that

have been identified is that high-risk individuals are often not

connected to the health care system and not in a way that is

regularly prescribed to a PrEP user. It requires regular visits

every three months and you are then monitored by a doctor.

In British Columbia, PrEP is available through the British

Columbia Centre for Excellence in HIV/AIDS drug treatment

program at no cost to qualifying patients who are deemed

clinically at risk of HIV infection. This is an important point

to make, Mr. Speaker. I am suggesting that we only make the
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drug available to those who would qualify as high risk for

HIV infection, not just to anybody. I have read through the

application documents from BC, Alberta, and Ontario, and if

anyone feels that the questions asked at No. 4 Hospital Road

are deeply personal, then I would suggest that the qualification

process to access PrEP may make them blush. This is not an

easy process to apply. I mean, it is an easy process, but it is

deeply personal — the questions that are asked to rank a

person as to whether or not they are at high risk.

People need to meet the clinical criteria for being at high

risk of acquiring an HIV infection as per the fairly universal

guidelines. They need to have had a negative fourth-

generation HIV test within the previous 15 days of

application, be residents of the respective province whose

health care plan they fall under, and have the prescription

completed by a licensed physician. So you have to be able to

approach your doctor first before you can even access the

drug.

I think it’s worth mentioning that non-insured health

benefits for First Nations and Inuit already cover the cost of

PrEP. That is universal across the country. In Yukon, it would

mean that it is two-tiered, because it’s not available yet for the

other Yukoners who would like to access it.

I have an article from February 26, 2018, from The Globe
and Mail. The title of it is “HIV Pre-exposure drug approved
for funding in BC, but barriers remain.” I am going to read

selections of this article, and I think that it’s important to note

that it talks about the barriers — it talks about cost being a

barrier, it talks about having to educate your physician, and it

talks about rural residents in BC sometimes not even being out

to their physicians — so having to have that conversation.

I’m quoting: “Health Canada approved PrEP in the form

of the drug Truvada last year, but it has remained too

expensive for many patients at $1,000 a month. It’s

considerably cheaper — $70 — in the United States,

prompting Mr. Adamson to drive from his home in Vancouver

across the border every three months to a rented mailbox to

pick up his prescription.

“That changed in late December when the B.C.

government announced it would become the first province, as

of Jan. 1, to fully fund the generic form of the drug to patients

at risk of contracting HIV — a policy that has seen 600

patients enrol in the program, but, patients and doctors say,

hasn’t completely removed the barriers to getting the drug.

“In Mr. Adamson’s case, even with a Vancouver-based

physician who was supportive and open to prescribing PrEP,

he had to educate his doctor about the funding decision.

“‘I was a little surprised. It seems like the word isn’t

really out as much as I thought it was,’ said Mr. Adamson.

‘I see it on my Facebook, in my social group it’s talked about

and it’s a thing, but I guess it’s not everywhere.’

“The funding program, which is overseen by the

Vancouver-based BC Centre for Excellence in HIV/AIDS…

provides the drug for free to people at high risk of infection.

As of Feb. 15, there were 601 people enrolled in the program,

with 32 requests still being processed. Of those, 60 percent are

completely new to PrEP. So far, 120 physicians in B.C. have

prescribed the treatment.”

The reason I bring that up, Mr. Speaker, is how quickly it

took off in British Columbia. When I was talking to the BC

centre of excellence, one of the reasons they said was that they

did targeted education campaigns. For example, one weekend

they invited residents from across British Columbia to

Vancouver and they did a PrEP education weekend. The

reason I would say that this was so important — and the

reason why PrEP became something on my radar — is that the

education was shared quite widely in Vancouver on media

such as Tinder or any Internet dating application.

The trainees or the men in British Columbia who are

educated actually send out information to online users to say

that this drug is available, is free of charge, and this is how

you go about applying. One of the program coordinators I

talked to said that what they realized is that by educating

people in their communities who can then reach out within

their communities, they were going to get a further grasp than,

for example, a website that members are free to look at.

I’m going to go back to the article, which says, “In order

to get on PrEP, a patient first needs a doctor to approve their

request and submit a form to the BC-CfE on their behalf; the

patient is also sent for blood tests.

“Not every person at high risk of contracting HIV has a

family physician, let alone a physician with whom they feel

comfortable sharing details of their sexual activities or their

history of drug use. For people in rural parts of B.C., where

more conservative attitudes prevail, this can be an even bigger

challenge.”

The reason why I think this is really important to note is

that we are often even more rural than rural British Columbia.

What they have noticed in BC is that you need a family doctor

or someone you are having that conversation with, and that it

is up to them to prescribe the medication. Part of the challenge

has been that, in some cases in rural communities, if you are

going to go see your auntie or a family member at the health

centre, you may be outing yourself in a way that you are not

prepared to do.

Part of the reason why I wanted to read part of the article

is the fact that it has been ongoing now for a number of years

in British Columbia. They have seen some changes.

Information is now being more freely shared, which I think is

super important, and doctors are now becoming more

educated about it. I know anecdotally in the territory that

often, when a person approaches their doctor about the

prescription, they have to be the one to say why it is important

and why it is a thing that they would like to do. Although the

drug is partially covered by, for example, the government

health care plan, it is not entirely covered. The cost is still a

barrier.

When I was talking to the British Columbia Centre for

Excellence in HIV/AIDS, they actually talked about Blood

Ties Four Directions. They talked about Blood Ties Four

Directions as being a community partner in Yukon. They

already knew of the work that Blood Ties has done. They said

it would be a perfect fit as far as educating about PrEP.
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When I talk about high-risk individuals, Mr. Speaker —

this typically would affect gay men, and it would affect

intravenous drug users or anyone in the sex work trade. Even

talking about that alone — there are biases that exist. It is

interesting, because we could go back to the conversation

about why having free condoms in bathrooms is important. It

doesn’t increase sexual activity; it just increases safe sexual

activity. I think that is an important thing to note.

On aidsmap.com, it just talks about debates on PrEP

provision. I think that part of why it is important is that it talks

about the stigma. It says: “The authors acknowledge that HIV-

related stigma poses particular challenges, since this can affect

decision making. For example, one argument against

provision of PrEP for groups such as sex workers, drug users

and men who have sex with men ‘is based on the idea that

providing prophylaxis expresses approval for high-risk

behaviours’…” It is no different from the conservation that

used to be around the argument against needle exchanges or

condoms and making those available. This is just one more

tool.

It goes on to say: “Another issue is the perception that

people choosing risky behaviours should be at a lower priority

for prevention than those whose risk is not affected by their

behaviour…” So that is an issue — the fact that a system

could judge whether someone is deserving or not, based on

their decision-making. I have advocated over and over again

in this Chamber that this is not actually our business. It is not

our business to say what is morally right and what is morally

wrong — but to treat people as such.

One of the reasons why I wanted to start having this

conversation about PrEP is that it is important. The BC centre

for excellence had really great ideas. They said things like, “It

would be good; the Yukon government could partner with us,

and we could help them with their bulk buying and we could

bring down the cost of the drugs. They don’t have to do it

alone. They can contact us.”

With the other provinces that I listed — I went through

some of their documentation and their statistics, and it is

really positive. I don’t think that this should be a barrier.

There shouldn’t be a barrier to have access to this drug in

Yukon for people who would qualify. The reason why I keep

on saying “people who would qualify” is that, just like in

British Columbia, you go through a process to make sure that

you qualify. I think that if someone is willing to go through

that process, then they should be given the opportunity to

access what is really an HIV blocker. That is astounding.

The centre for excellence — I believe their goal is to

eradicate new cases of HIV in British Columbia by 2024. That

is how quick and how effective this is.

Education is easy. We have partners like Blood Ties. Part

of the education process would be making sure that Yukon

physicians understood what PrEP was. There is an entire

education process out there that exists already; we don’t need

to rewrite it.

When I talk about best access and availability to this drug

option, it just means making it available. Whether you go to

No. 4 Hospital Road and you see the nurse there, whether you

go to your family physician, or however you access health

now — this would be a continuation.

The really important point is point 3, which is providing

this preventive option for free. That would have us on par with

those in the Yukon who are already covered the NIHB

program. That would make us on par with that. When I was

talking to the centre of health in British Columbia, they were

excited about the prospect of getting it into the territory in a

similar fashion.

What I would really like to know is: What does the

government think? Is this a possibility? Is this something we

can discuss? Is this something that can be consulted on with

the community? Right now, what I am really looking for is

where government is in this process — understanding that the

first time I mentioned it was during response to a budget. I

have tabled a motion, so I was highlighting that this was an

issue I was going to talk about.

There is lots of information available online. I think really

of interest — or maybe of concern — is that financial access

is a barrier. The drug is expensive; it’s true. It was $1,000.

They now have a non-name brand that is more affordable. But

it is still something that I think should be made available to

Yukoners who qualify.

With that, I look forward to hearing from the minister and

from other government members.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I appreciate the opportunity to rise in

the House to speak to Motion No. 463:

“THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

remove barriers for qualified individuals to have access to pre-

exposure prophylaxis which significantly reduces the risk of

human immunodeficiency virus by:

(1) educating at-risk individuals of this preventive option;

(2) ensuring the best access and availability to this drug

option; and

(3) providing this preventive option for free.”

I would like to thank the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King for bringing this important opportunity forward for

discussion.

We strive to provide accessible collaborative care to

Yukoners every day through our health care system. Our

pharmacare program ensures access to drugs and treatment

needed by Yukoners to keep them well. The Department of

Health and Social Services is committed to improving its

extended benefit program to improve efficiencies and access.

In fact, this morning, I met with members of the Yukon

Pharmacists Association and the Yukon Medical Association

to discuss pharmaceutical coverages in the Yukon and to talk

a lot about the national pharmacare program and, of course, to

talk a lot about their structures and some of their challenges in

terms of how they govern themselves and how they navigate

our complex system.

Reforming our pharmacare program is one of the key

things to be addressed by the comprehensive health review

and its independent expert panel.

Motion No. 463, in its current iteration reads that the

government will remove barriers for qualified individuals to
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have access to pre-exposure prophylaxis which significantly

reduces the risk of human immunodeficiency virus infection.

Before we remove these barriers, we need to better

understand what the barriers are. Exposure to PrEP is

currently covered for qualified individuals, as noted by the

member opposite, in British Columbia and Quebec.

PrEP is not covered by our current health insurance;

however, it is currently covered by all private drug plans. If

there are financial barriers associated with accessing PrEP, we

want to know what those barriers are and how best to support

individuals at risk of human immunodeficiency virus

infection. The administration of PrEP requires a prescription

from a physician or NP. Individuals must be HIV negative and

go to their health care provider every three months for HIV

testing. Ensuring that at-risk individuals have access to

physicians and nurse practitioners are part of this equation.

Our referred care clinic is one of the ways this

government is ensuring street-involved or at-risk individuals

who need increased supports can have access to nurse

practitioners who would be able to prescribe PrEP. The use of

the oral PrEP involves regular medical appointments for

monitoring and support. The patient takes the medication

themselves but it would require ongoing follow-up

bloodwork. The follow-up would be through the ordering

medical provider.

Ensuring Yukoners have access to primary health care is

another factor we need to consider here. Improving Yukoners’

access to primary health care physicians is a foundation of our

health care system. We recognize the importance of family

physicians and understand that many Yukoners, particularly in

Whitehorse, cannot find a family doctor, and we are working

with our partners, the Yukon Medical Association, on

strategies to ensure better access to family physicians. This

includes recruitment and matching patients with family

physicians who have room in their practices.

We are also working with our partners on exploring new

delivery models that focus on collaborative care.

Collaborative care is interdisciplinary, team based, and

provides improved access continually to patients. In order to

successfully ensure Yukoners have access to PrEP, we need to

continue our work to ensure Yukoners have access to regular

medical providers.

Motion No. 463 was brought forward by the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King. In its current version, it suggests that

we provide this prevention option for free.

Mr. Speaker, whether or not we would decide to provide

a drug like PrEP in Yukon for free depends on a number of

factors. First, how much does this drug cost? The preliminary

scan shows us that the oral PrEP can cost between $250 and

$500 a month. Second, how many Yukoners not currently

covered under private health care benefits would be eligible

for PrEP?

We heard some comments around the disparities and

some comments around private versus public health coverage.

I want to just make note that there are some discrepancies that

we need to certainly consider, but we also need to get accurate

data in terms of how many Yukoners are currently not

covered. This is important information to consider prior to

making a decision to cover the cost of this drug. PrEP is 93- to

99-percent effective in stopping the human immunodeficiency

virus, and the target for PrEP is gay, bisexual and other men

who have sex with men, sex trade workers, and injection drug

users.

The daily use of oral PrEP has been approved by Health

Canada to reduce the risk of sexual health transmission of

HIV, in combination with safe sex practices for people who

are at risk of HIV infection. PrEP has actually been found to

be more effective than condoms in stopping HIV infection.

Oral PrEP is a highly effective HIV prevention strategy when

used consistently and correctly. It is generally safe and well-

tolerated. For people who have trouble negotiating the use of

condoms, PrEP may be especially beneficial because it is a

prevention strategy that a person can control without their

sexual partner knowing that they are using it.

Another advantage is that oral PrEP use can be started

during periods of higher risk and stopped during periods of

low risk. Although research suggests that the use of oral PrEP

is generally safe and well-tolerated, the long-term effects of

using PrEP are less known.

Health Canada PrEP approval does not include

transmission through drug use; however, Canadian PrEP

guidelines recommend that PrEP may also be considered for

use by people who inject drugs if they are at high risk of HIV.

The motion, as proposed, talks about qualified individuals

having access to PrEP. I would like to take a moment to talk

about who those individuals are and what access to services

Yukon government has available to support them. Recent

cases of HIV are immigration-related and have been reported

by Yukon. Although the transmission occurred in another

country, Yukon’s rate of locally acquired HIV is low in

comparison to other jurisdictions. It is imperative that we get

the data and we start doing the analysis and working with our

partners — the pharmaceutical association and the medical

association — to better align service needs with them with

drugs like this. When we talk about disparities and essential

services, it is really, I think, a critical component of the

discussion.

Health and Social Services community health programs,

through a funding agreement with Blood Ties Four Directions,

provides supports for persons living with HIV and hepatitis C.

This includes education and linkages to Yukon infectious

disease specialists. We’re very pleased with the relationship

and very pleased with the work that Blood Ties Four

Directions is doing and continues to do.

Testing for HIV is available in all Yukon communities.

As well, Yukon Communicable Disease Control Unit provides

outreach support and services at Blood Ties Four Directions

and the Whitehorse Correctional Centre. Yukon

communicable disease recently engaged the community

nursing sexual health clinic. The sexual health clinic and

Dr. Hanley engage some of Yukon’s medical providers to get

a sense of how many people they may be seeing who either

ask or may benefit from PrEP. So we are starting that process

and we are starting that engagement.
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As I understand it, the number is very low. Yukon’s

communicable disease assessment indicated they are aware

that the criteria for PrEP is through the context that we have

through the medical professions — looking at lifestyles and

trying to look at preventive measures. So a lot of great work

has happened already in terms of education and our

partnership with Blood Ties.

Both through our extended health benefits and through

referral back to primary care providers, we are covering some

individuals through these programs. The government is

supportive of closing the gaps in health care coverage facing

Yukoners, especially those who do not have access to private

health care insurance plans. This government also supports a

proactive, preventive approach when it comes to health.

Ensuring Yukoners have access to PrEP qualifies in that

respect. However, for the reasons I have outlined, I have

concerns about the way the motion is currently written.

Amendment proposed
Hon. Ms. Frost: I would therefore move:

THAT Motion No. 463 be amended by:

(1) removing the word “remove” and replacing it with the

words “review the”; and

(2) deleting all the words after the word “prophylaxis”.

I have the amending documents here.

Speaker: If the copies of the proposed amendment

could be distributed to all members for their review.

I have had an opportunity to review the proposed

amendment to Motion No. 463 with Mr. Clerk and can advise

that it is procedurally in order.

Therefore, it is moved by the Minister of Health and

Social Services:

THAT Motion No. 463 be amended by:

(1) removing the word “remove” and replacing it with the

words “review the”; and

(2) deleting all the words after the word “prophylaxis”.

The proposed amended motion would then read:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

review the barriers for qualified individuals to have access to

pre-exposure prophylaxis.

The Minister of Health and Social Services, on the

amendment.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I think the amendment is pretty self-

explanatory. Before we commit to funding PrEP, we require a

more fulsome understanding of the barriers Yukoners trying to

access this medication face. We are committed to supporting

Yukoners and taking precautionary and preventive steps when

it comes to risk of HIV infection. However, before making a

decision like this, we need to have a stronger understanding of

local need and what the associated cost of making this drug

available is. I look forward to hearing from other members on

this important subject.

Ms. White: It’s fascinating, because the opposition

always gets told that we should bring our proposed

amendments to the members opposite — the government —

ahead of time before debate. If that was the case, then I would

have suggested that the minister responsible remove the word

“have” so it would flow better.

But as I am on the floor right now and sending notes to

my office, I’m not sure that I will have the ability to propose

an amendment to the proposed amendment prior to that

amendment going forward. I know that we often hear from the

Minister of Community Services that we should have the

discussion prior to bringing amendments to the floor, and I

think that this is an example of where that would have been

helpful. I do understand why we would have this amendment;

I don’t disagree. I would have questions about how the

government is going to go about reviewing, but I can have all

that in my closing argument. I would have appreciated the

ability to see how it was going to be worded prior to right

now, but I understand that what we ask for some is not what

we expect of all. So here I am hoping that my office can bring

forward the paperwork. I don’t see any problem with it except

that I have questions about what the review process will look

like.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the point brought forward by

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King and note that we had

noticed as well this afternoon with both this amendment to the

motion brought forward by the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King regarding an issue important to her and with the motion

that my colleague the Member for Watson Lake had proposed

earlier — that in both cases, the government did not share

copies of the proposed amendments with the Official

Opposition or the Third Party.

While, of course, in the case of both those motions —

including this current amendment to Motion No. 463 proposed

by the Minister of Health and Social Services — for those

who are listening and unfamiliar with the rules, there is

nothing procedurally out of order with the government

choosing not to share an amendment with the opposition or

vice versa, but the point is that we have often been treated to

members of the Liberal caucus standing here — on

government private members’ day especially — and extolling

the virtues of the Official Opposition or the Third Party

sharing our proposed amendments with them prior to making

them and chiding members of the Official Opposition or the

Third Party for not doing so. It is just important emphasize —

and my colleague the Member for Takhini-Kopper King is

quite correct in pointing out — that there appears to be a

double standard at play here.

Mr. Speaker, in this area, I do appreciate the concern that

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King brought forward about

the flow of the motion. It does seem that the government, in

proposing the amendment, did not come up with a very

smooth way of making that amendment. Though technically

procedurally in order, I recognize it does create a bit of an odd

flow in the language. I note that the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King expressed her frustration that she would have

liked an opportunity to bring forward an amendment to it to

smooth out that section.
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In the government bringing forward this amendment, I

recognize a point raised by the Minister of Health and Social

Services about the need to look into matters further. I am not

personally familiar in-depth with the treatment that is

referenced in this as a preventive option. I did a bit of research

after the Member for Takhini-Kopper King brought forward

this motion, largely relying on what is in the public domain. I

don’t have a detailed understanding, from a health policy

perspective, of the effectiveness of this or what department

officials would think of the proposal. At face value and based

on the information presented by the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King, if this is an option that can reduce harm and

improve health outcomes for Yukon citizens, then certainly

anything that falls into that area is worth exploring.

I would just note in connection to this general area, as

well as the specific amendment that we are discussing here at

the moment, that it is unfortunate that in most areas related to

the Department of Health and Social Services and the

pressures that are placed on it — emerging needs of Yukoners

and so on — the stock response from the government to all of

these requests has been, “Well, we need to review it.” Usually,

they punt it off to the health review and tell Yukoners to wait

until the end of 2019 or whenever that review actually ends up

being completed.

It is not clear what the amendment to the motion brought

forward by the Minister of Health and Social Services — it

wasn’t clear to me from her comments both in speaking to the

main motion and in speaking to her amendment to it whether

it is their intention to punt off this review until the end of 2019

when the health review is done. Perhaps that review will not

be completed on time, since we have already seen the

timelines for it shift several times.

I just note that specifically on the topic at hand and the

drug being referenced by the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King in her motion — whether it is new medication or new

pressures on the health system that are seen here in the

territory, one of the benefits the Yukon has by being a

relatively small jurisdiction is that we can often respond in a

more timely manner than other jurisdictions can to new and

emerging pressures.

Mr. Speaker, this provides an opportunity to respond to

the needs of Yukoners. The fact that the government both in

this particular area and as a general policy seems to be looking

at health from a cost-cutting perspective — which they

euphemistically term “efficiencies” — while not recognizing

that investing in new medication that can improve health

outcomes, investing in new technology that can lead to earlier

diagnoses and earlier interventions that improve the health

outcomes and investing in reducing wait-times for surgical

procedures and other matters — all of those matters require

financial investment. They do require an increase to the

budget, but ultimately, if the government is focused — as they

should be but so far have not seemed to be, into the third year

of their mandate — on the needs of Yukon citizens and their

health care outcomes, we would hope that — both with regard

to the specific request made by the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King and as a general matter — emerging health care

needs of Yukoners would be dealt with in a more timely

manner based on their merits, rather than simply punted off

and pushed down the road until the end of 2019 — or perhaps

for the next government to deal with after this government

falls in the next election.

Mr. Speaker, with that, in the interest of cooperation with

the Third Party, I am pleased to move a subamendment to

Motion No. 463.

Subamendment proposed
Mr. Cathers: I move:

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 463 be further

amended by adding a third clause, as follows:

removing the phrase “have access to” and replacing it

with the word “access”.

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the

subamendment proposed by the Member for Lake Laberge

with Mr. Clerk. I think we have the wording, and it is

procedurally in order.

It is moved by the Member for Lake Laberge:

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 463 be further

amended by adding a third clause, as follows:

removing the phrase “have access to” and replacing it

with the word “access”.

For greater certainty, it would be:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

review the barriers for qualified individuals to access pre-

exposure prophylaxis.

Mr. Cathers: I would just note, as I mentioned earlier,

that I’m proposing this amendment to facilitate the request of

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King in the interest of

collaboration on this and making the motion more

grammatically correct. I would just like to thank Mr. Clerk for

his assistance, as the subamendment was hurriedly prepared,

as well as the Member for Takhini-Kopper King and the

Member for Watson Lake.

I think the rest of it is self-evident.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This afternoon, I don’t have much

to add to this debate. It’s a fairly simple amendment. I just

wanted to thank the Member for Lake Laberge for clarifying

and strengthening the motion that lends support and potential

access to a drug that helps gay men, intravenous drug users,

and sex workers avoid HIV. I thank the member opposite.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the proposed

subamendment?

Subamendment to Motion No. 463 agreed to

Speaker: Is there further debate on the amendment as

amended?

Amendment to Motion No. 463, as amended, agreed to

Speaker: Is there further debate on the main motion as

amended?
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Hon. Ms. Dendys: I am happy to rise today to speak to

the amended motion. I would like to thank the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King for bringing the original motion

forward, thank my colleague the Minister for Health and

Social Services for her amendment, and then further, thank the

Member for Lake Laberge for the subamendment, which I

believe is clearer and appropriately focused on the barriers

that exist for qualified individuals to have access to pre-

exposure prophylaxis, also known as PrEP.

We agree with the members opposite that this is a very

important matter worthy of investigation. The safety and

health of our citizens and how we as a government can help

them live healthier and happier lives are priorities. Oral PrEP

is a highly effective HIV-prevention strategy when used

consistently and correctly — and with significant support, I

might add. It is usually prescribed for people at high risk of

HIV infection and involves regular medical appointments for

monitoring and support.

I too reviewed the assessment forms that were provided

through the BC website, and they are extensive. There is a lot

of very personal and in-depth information that those

assessment forms go into. It is not an easy process to access,

according to the BC website.

I would like to just point out — because it came up in the

member opposite’s opening to this debate — that we have

information and the member opposite has a different set of

information around which jurisdictions cover the cost of this

particular medication. BC and Quebec fully cover the cost. In

the other jurisdictions, it’s partial — that’s our understanding,

but we’re going to go back and verify that. That will be part of

our investigation into the use of this medication in Yukon.

In daily use, oral PrEP is approved by Health Canada to

reduce the risk of sexual transmission of HIV in combination

with safer sex practices for people at high risk of HIV

infection. Health and Social Services reported Yukon’s rates

of locally acquired HIV are low in comparison to other

jurisdictions. By no means am I saying that this isn’t an

important question for us in Yukon; we need to remain

vigilant and continue to promote harm prevention.

We as Yukoners are all concerned about the health and

safety of our peers. Transmission of HIV is something that

can impact our lives and the lives of our loved ones, friends,

family, and coworkers.

I would like to just reflect a little bit in terms of how

fantastic it is to see how far we have come over the past

decades in that we are able to have these debates and discuss

HIV in the way that we do now. We have come a long way in

our country, and particularly in Yukon. I remember when

there were tremendous fears about the transmission of HIV

and ultimately AIDS. We now have these amazing treatments

and we have preventive measures that we can take to prevent

this from happening.

As my colleague the Minister of Health and Social

Services outlined, Yukon Communicable Disease Control

recently engaged Community Nursing, the Yukon Sexual

Health Clinic, and Dr. Hanley with some of Yukon’s medical

providers to try to get some sense of how many people they

may be seeing who either ask for or may benefit from PrEP.

Health and Social Services, through a funding agreement

with Blood Ties Four Directions, provides support for persons

living with HIV and hepatitis C. This includes education and

linkages to Yukon’s infectious disease specialists. As you can

see, Mr. Speaker, there are services already in place to help

Yukoners access education and treatment relative to their

needs. Nevertheless, it is important to look into whether more

needs to be done to ensure that we are serving all Yukoners as

best we can.

Mr. Speaker, as the Minister responsible for the Workers’

Compensation Health and Safety Board and as the Minister

responsible for the Women’s Directorate, I would like to take

a minute to speak about post-exposure prophylaxis. Post-

exposure prophylaxis is a way to help prevent the

transmission of HIV in persons who may have been recently

exposed to HIV. The Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health

and Safety Board policies are clear for when a worker has

been exposed to a high risk of HIV infection. While this

worker does not currently have work-related injury,

preventive measures such as post-exposure prophylaxis may

be considered to be covered by the Yukon Workers’

Compensation Health and Safety Board.

The Occupational Health and Safety Act expresses
requirements around health and safety in the workplace,

distributing a full range of personal protective equipment

designed to prevent workers and other people from being

infected or directly exposed to biological or medical risks,

which would support employers’ efforts to satisfy these

workplace safety and health requirements.

Another important aspect of this issue concerns victims of

sexual assault. When someone is a victim of sexualized

assault and has a risk of contracting HIV — for instance, in

cases where the assailant is known to have HIV, or the victim

was exposed to a needle — they are offered prophylaxis

antibiotics, the morning-after pill, and post-exposure

prophylaxis.

Mr. Speaker, I mention this to make sure that Yukoners

are aware of various services that our government currently

provides along with community partners to protect our

citizens and workers and give them access to this medication.

Barriers certainly do still exist, and I agree that it is important

to review them, with an eye toward eliminating them.

With these thoughts in mind, I encourage all members to

support the amended motion that we are debating.

Ms. McLeod: I want to thank the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King for bringing forward Motion No. 463. I agree

that it would be beneficial for the government to take a look at

this drug option, if only to provide further education to those

who might benefit from its availability. It appears that it is

provided at no cost to qualified individuals through the British

Columbia Centre for Excellence in HIV/AIDS.

While I am not aware of the financial capacity of that

organization, it is no doubt at the forefront of information

research on HIV and AIDS in British Columbia. At the very
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least, I think the Yukon government should look to explore

what funding or supporting this medication would mean. It

does seem as though conversations between government and

organizations in other jurisdictions such as the centre in BC

might be a good starting point.

I have of course done some reading on pre-exposure

prophylaxis, and it has been a learning session for me because

I actually was not familiar with it. I am going to shorten that

up a little bit because it is a mouthful, and I am just going to

call it PrEP. It’s said to lower the risk of an individual getting

HIV from certain activities by more than 90 percent and by

more than 70 percent for those who also inject drugs. I can see

it being a benefit in the prevention of this devastating disease.

I also think that there is something to be said about what

having this drug available would mean in terms of cost-

savings to Yukon’s health system. By preventing the spread of

this disease, perhaps we will actually save money in the health

system, which would allow the government to reinvest it into

other health priorities such as medical travel or home care.

Finding savings through mitigation and prevention is an area

that the government can explore.

There are a number of questions I think should be

addressed before any government could readily agree to fund

this drug option at no cost. The government would have to

know how many people are likely to be considered to be

qualified individuals and what the cost to government would

be per person, per year, per month. Is this a costly drug option

for the government? What exactly are the cost implications?

Who is to determine whether an individual meets all

requirements? What is the cost of treating an individual with

HIV/AIDS in the Yukon presently? I’m sure Yukoners are not

aware.

What percentage of qualified individuals are at risk

because of drug use, and are there alternatives to this drug

option that could be offered for substance abuse treatment to

these individuals? Has a cost-benefit analysis been done on

this drug from a government standpoint? I think today we

heard that it has not, to date.

I am fully supportive of educating at-risk individuals

about this and other preventive options. I believe that

education is key in many situations, and the only way for an

individual to make an informed decision is to have all the

information — options available to them.

I am aware that there are proponents of this drug

advocating for free access across the country, and I see it as an

issue that is very important to a number of people. I encourage

the government to take this motion seriously and to ensure

proper research so we can make an informed and evidence-

based decision on this.

We have spoken at length in the House and through

correspondence with the minister’s office about the

importance of funding medication such as the shingles vaccine

for seniors and those with compromised immune systems.

This is a single vaccination, a one-time cost for a portion of

the population.

We have spoken in the House and with the minister’s

office about funding such things as constant glucose

monitoring for children living with type 1 diabetes. This is an

ongoing cost, but it’s very important — life-saving, in fact —

to these children and their families.

Of course, there are benefits to be argued for any type of

medication, and it would be a nice thing indeed if we could

fund them all. I do not think any medication should be

publicly funded in full without full scrutiny of the government

to ensure that it would be feasible and effective.

I would like to reiterate our support for the spirit and

intent of this motion. We absolutely need to promote

education of high-risk individuals around PrEP and lifestyle.

Individuals need to have all the information when

deciding if it’s right for them. I agree that PrEP could be a

life-altering drug option for a number of people. I encourage

the government to look into the financial implications and

potential savings for the health care system and to make a

decision that respects the rights of these individuals and

promotes the best results for Yukon’s health care system.

Once the government does this work, I assume that it

should present this information to the House and to Yukoners

at large.

Speaker: If the member now speaks, she will close

debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard on Motion

No. 463 as amended?

Ms. White: I just want to thank my colleagues. Like the

Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate said, we

have come a long way to be able to have this conversation on

the floor of the Legislative Assembly. I feel that is like a

congratulations on its own, because who knew, when I first

mentioned it in a budget response, that we would be here, in

the middle of April, talking about how important it is to have

PrEP coverage in the Yukon.

I appreciate the amendment made by the minister and I

look forward to knowing how the review will be done and

how we are going to contact the affected community. There

were really good points brought forward by the Member for

Watson Lake in that there are other drugs that are really

important to be covered and how many people this would

affect.

In response to one of the questions from the Minister

responsible for the Women’s Directorate about different

information, I am but one person with two possible

researchers, if they have the time to give me, and I can say

that I got the information from a website called “Narcity”.The

title of the article says, “These 7 Canadian provinces provide

coverage for expensive $250 HIV prevention drug”, and it

goes on to talk about it. At the bottom of the article, it does

very much say, “The provinces that already cover PreEP

under their health plans include British Columbia,

Saskatchewan, Ontario, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and

Quebec. Alberta will be the seventh province to join

beginning October 1st, 2018.”

That is where I got my information, but I am not the

Department of Health and Social Services. I am but one
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person using Google as my main search. I am not sure if it is

accurate or not, but I do know British Columbia very much

has this covered right now with zero barriers for qualified

individuals.

I would really like to thank my colleagues for having this

conversation with me today. I can let the minister know that

even with current coverage under the Great-West Life health

plan in Yukon right now, it costs $200 every three months for

a person in Yukon to access PrEP. So, yes, it is subsidized. I

agree that it’s not $1,000 a month, but $200 every three

months is going to be a barrier for some people. That is just

one of the things I wanted to bring forward.

Mr. Speaker, I am really happy that we had this

conversation today. I am really happy. I look forward to

having this conversation with my new friend at the BC centre

of excellence — to talk about how we did have this

conversation. I am looking forward to seeing how this moves

forward.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for this

conversation and the points of view that were brought

forward. If anyone in the Chamber would like to support me

in standing to call division on this, I would be very grateful.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I look forward to a vote.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Agree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 15 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion as

amended carried.

Motion No. 463, as amended, agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of

the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —

continued
Chair (Mr. Hutton): Committee of the Whole will

now come to order.

The matter now before the Committee is Vote 7,

Department of Economic Development, in Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will take a 10-minute

recess.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is Vote 7, Department

of Economic Development, in Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Is there any general debate?

Department of Economic Development
Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would just like to start by welcoming

the officials here this afternoon. Deputy Minister

Justin Ferbey is here, and also our director of Finance,

Ms. Catherine Marangu, who is going to be here to support

me this afternoon through opposition questions.

Mr. Speaker, honourable members, and visitors, I am

pleased to rise today to table the Department of Economic

Development’s operation and maintenance and capital budgets

for the 2019-20 fiscal year. These budgets aim to support a

diverse growing economy that provides good jobs for

Yukoners in an environmentally responsible way. The funds

are intended to be responsive resources for targeted

opportunities that have measurable impacts on Yukon’s

economy. Over the fiscal year, the department will fund

programs that attract new investments to Yukon business,

develop innovation in the knowledge economy, enhance trade

opportunities in manufacturing, strengthen entrepreneurial

opportunities for First Nation development corporations, and

encourage local purchase programs that complement

government procurement practices and reduce red tape. Each

of these actions will contribute to the development of a robust

northern economic ecosystem.

The department has been committed to these efforts since

the beginning of this mandate, but there is more work to be

done. Our operation and maintenance budget for the 2019-20

fiscal year is $16,750,000, with a capital budget of

$1,060,000.
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The budgets aim to provide comprehensive support to all

levels of the economy, whether this means advancing the

territory’s economic interests on the global and national stage

or investing in local place-making opportunities, small

businesses and individual entrepreneurs. Through the

allocation of the targeted funds, we can be a nimble partner

for businesses, First Nation development corporations,

communities, and the overall Yukon economy.

The department represents the Yukon in a number of

trade pacts. This year, Canada signed the Canada, United

States and Mexico agreement. Parties will now undertake their

domestic process toward ratification and the implementation

of this agreement. Economic Development will continue to

support all Government of Yukon departments throughout this

process. In doing so, the department can ensure that Yukoners

and local businesses can make the most of the opportunities

that the Canada, United States and Mexico agreement brings.

The Department of Economic Development participates

in a number of working groups to represent the Government

of Yukon on the national stage and contribute to the

successful implementation of the Canadian Free Trade
Agreement. In an effort to reduce red tape, the working group
on regulatory reconciliation in cooperation identifies barriers

to trade and negotiates specific agreements between provinces

and territories to address those barriers.

The working group on the development of the food sector

in the territories identifies economic development

opportunities in Yukon, Northwest Territories, and Nunavut.

In the fall of 2018, the Government of Yukon submitted two

funding proposals to this working group: a proposal for an

agri-food innovation centre designed to meet the Canadian

Food Inspection Agency grade for exports and review of

Yukon’s agricultural industry to create a supportive legislative

environment for the expansion of this sector, from livestock to

production and processing.

Through these proposals, the government aims to drive

economic growth and diversification. Trade files are overseen

by the Policy, Planning and Communications branch, which

will benefit from a $2-million budget to support this work

among other activities this fiscal year.

The Department of Economic Development also helps

companies to capitalize on trade and export opportunities in

several sectors. In the last fiscal year, the Business and

Industry Development branch convened an export workshop

that brought together Yukon businesses and federal

government agencies. The workshop provided a productive

environment for capacity building, networking, and

information sharing. It equipped participating businesses with

the skills they need to identify and seize export opportunities

as they arise.

Alongside this workshop, Business and Industry

Development has been raising Yukon’s profile in

strengthening the territory’s trade ties with Alaska. The aim is

to open up export possibilities that will benefit Yukon

businesses. Export and trade promotion, investment attraction

and capacity building are four key areas where government

can support businesses and help them achieve the critical mass

they need to prosper. The department is making close to

$7.4 million available to the Business and Industry

Development branch this fiscal year in order to continue work

on these focus points.

In 2018-19, the branch supported a number of Yukon-

based entrepreneurs in promoting their technology-driven

products through the enterprise trade fund. For example, we

provided to start-up Proskida to help attract investment and

market their digitally enhanced pole grips for cross-country

skiing, and we helped Kryotek Arctic Innovation travel to

Alaska in order to market their climate-adaptive drills and

sensors and strengthen their commercial relationships in the

technology sector. Of the $7.4 million available to the

Business and Industry Development branch, we are

committing $360,000 to the enterprise trade fund. This will

continue the program’s work and help businesses as they

strive to build up trade links in search for export opportunities.

Attracting investment is critical to maintaining a diverse

and sustainable economy. It is also a full-time pursuit for

businesses. It can be a real challenge to stay ahead of the

competition, particularly in the mineral sector. In order to

develop Yukon businesses in this effort, Economic

Development has budgeted $934,000 toward investor relations

for 2019-20. These funds come from the $7.4 million

allocated to the Business and Industry Development branch.

Every year, the Business and Industry Development branch

promotes the territory as a top mineral investment jurisdiction

at the Vancouver Resource Investment Conference and the

Prospectors and Developers Association of Canada. The

events are attended by major investors from countries

worldwide, looking for new economic opportunities. I am

pleased to say that the branch will continue to support the

Yukon Property Tours and Investment Conference which will

be taking place this summer in Dawson City. The event is a

chance for Yukon to showcase some of our top-tiered mine

properties to investors and international media. Initiatives

such as this allow the territory to raise its profile in the face of

unrelenting competition from investment-ready jurisdictions

across the globe.

I have covered how the Business and Industry

Development branch supports trade, export promotion, and

investment attraction. The final key component I mention,

business and industry capacity building, is served by a number

of targeted funds. While I will not cover all of these funds in

my speech today, I would like to briefly mention the strategic

industries development fund as an example of the good work

the department does in this area.

In the last fiscal year, the fund assisted: the Na Cho Nyäk

Dun Development Corporation in setting up its own

indigenous mineral exploration services company; the Yukon

Chamber of Commerce in highlighting investment

opportunities in the territory and showcasing the capabilities

of Yukon businesses at Opportunities North; the Chief Isaac

Group of Companies with branding and marketing to attract

new business from the mineral sector; and the Carcross/Tagish

First Nation with pre-feasibility planning to explore tourism

opportunities in the hospitality sector.
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This is a good moment to also mention the collaboration

with First Nations — of course, it has been a major focus of

our government. We are eager to work with First Nation

governments and businesses to build a strong, sustainable

future for our economy. The projects that I mentioned are just

a few examples, among the many, that the fund has benefitted.

In 2019-2020, the strategic industries development fund

will make $800,000 available for projects with the potential to

grow Yukon businesses and produce positive economic

impacts. This fund, through the branch’s portfolio of other

business incentives, tax credits, and investment funding

programs allow the department to be a dynamic partner to

Yukon businesses.

When we support Yukon businesses, we are helping

talented, dedicated and ambitious individuals to thrive. These

individuals drive our economy and grow it in innovative ways,

and attracting new talent to the territory can help Yukon to

maintain a sustainable economy.

The department’s Yukon nominee program helps

employers to fill positions that are crucial to the viability of

their businesses. The program brings in foreign nationals who

intend to become permanent residents of Canada. Since 2007,

the Yukon nominee program has assisted 385 employers in

addressing labour shortages, with over 1,250 nominees.

Alongside this, the Yukon business nominee program has

successfully attracted businesses and entrepreneurs to the

hospitality, service, tourism, arts, and agricultural sectors.

Their businesses and investments span Dawson, Mayo, Faro,

Haines Junction, and Whitehorse.

A budget allocation of $476,000 will allow our

departments to continue this work, as well as other programs.

Technology and telecommunications are the pillars of our

competitive and resilient economy. Both help workers far

from home to connect with friends and family and both help

businesses to run efficiently and to reach new customers. In

the past fiscal year, the Department of Economic

Development made two announcements that will positively

impact the territory’s technology and telecommunications

landscape for years to come.

First, Economic Development made a significant

investment in reliable Internet, together with the Government

of Canada and Northwestel. We announced the Dempster

fibre loop which, once completed, will close the gap of a

continuous 4,000-kilometre-long fibre loop. The project will

ensure that the communities currently being served by the

network, including those in Yukon, the Northwest Territories,

and British Columbia will have access to a secondary network

path in the event of a service disruption. It will also provide a

more reliable connection for other northern communities that

tie in through earth stations such as those in Nunavut. This is

good news for Yukon businesses and communities.

The Department of Highways and Public Works has

taken over the project, and my esteemed colleague will be

able to provide more information about the Dempster fibre

loop.

Secondly, we announced funding support for construction

of the NorthLight Innovation Hub and shared workspace for

entrepreneurs. NorthLight Innovation opened its doors this

past summer and has attracted an impressive amount of

activity and interest. It has already become an ecosystem

where technology innovators work, participate in events, and

share ideas. It also brings existing business support programs,

such as the Canada-Yukon Business Service Centre, together

in one location. Building on the success of these two flagship

projects and other programs in the last fiscal year, the

department has committed close to $1.92 million to

technology and telecommunication programs for the 2019-20

budget year.

The funding will ensure further support for technology-

focused companies, such as TechYukon, YuKonstruct, and

initiatives such as the Yukon Innovation Prize. This year, the

Yukon Innvovation Prize competition will offer Yukoners a

chance to win prize money for ideas that improve

sustainability through the use of clean technologies. The

theme is both relevant and timely as clean tech covers a broad

range of activities from recycling to renewables.

In total, $100,000 will be awarded to innovators, helping

to support our local talent and bring green products and

services to the market. I am also pleased to announce that we

will continue to finance the Cold Climate Innovation and

technology innovation program managed by Yukon College.

The program managed by Yukon College grants seed money

to help entrepreneurs and businesses develop innovative cold

climate technology products and applications. It also helps

companies such as Icefield Tools, a borehole survey

technology company, to develop products that are being

exported outside of Yukon.

The budget for the Technology and Telecommunications

Development Directorate will also support angel investing by

helping start-ups to access capital. To kick off this process, the

directorate provided funding for community engagement

workshops, bringing together angel investors, First Nation

development corporations, local businesses, investors, and

entrepreneurs. Through initiatives such as these, we aim to

foster a network that helps early-stage Yukon companies

grow. By promoting growth in targeted industries such as

technology, telecommunications and media, the department

can lay the foundation for a more diverse and prosperous

economy.

This fiscal year, Economic Development has identified an

$819,000 transfer payment budget for the media development

unit. The unit works with a wide range of stakeholders to

ensure local and visiting film productions and Yukon

musicians are successful while maximizing the economic

benefits for the territory. Media development is supporting

several important initiatives this fiscal year in an effort to

foster sustained growth in the territory’s media industries.

I am delighted to say that the department is working with

Music Yukon and the Western Canadian Music Alliance to

host BreakOut West in Yukon this October. This is an event

that everyone will be able to benefit from — Yukon

musicians, industry professionals, Yukoners, visitors, and

businesses. The music festival offers Yukon musicians a

chance to perform for visiting music buyers who have
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travelled to the territory looking for the next breakout act. The

conference, which takes place alongside the festival, will help

Yukon musicians gain industry knowledge and build

connections with the Canadian and international music

industries without having to travel far. This event is expected

to bring 70 of western Canada’s top musical acts to Yukon,

performing at up to 12 separate venues. It represents a boost

for our economy as well as for our talented musicians.

Media development provides support services to Yukon

musicians and production companies. The unit aims to be a

responsive partner to Yukon’s market-driven content creators.

It also assists production companies from outside the territory

who want to film on location in Yukon and hire locals.

In order to ensure that the programs continue to meet

client needs, Economic Development is currently undertaking

a film fund review. Ideas for change are being developed,

following a first round of public engagement, and the

department will seek further feedback from the public on the

recommendations. We want to make sure that all voices are

heard.

We also want to make ensure that the Yukon productions

are appreciated beyond our borders. As part of our export

marketing strategy, media development is providing funding

for the Screen Production Yukon Association along with up to

six of its members to attend Hot Docs. Hot Docs is North

America’s largest documentary festival and provides delegates

with an opportunity to meet with industry professionals,

funders, co-producers, and investors. The aim is to help

Yukon producers to increase investment for their content,

thereby growing the territory’s media sector.

I have talked at length about how the department hopes to

help Yukon’s economy fulfill its potential in different sectors

and stay competitive at the national and international levels.

However, the projects, initiatives and businesses that can be

found in communities and regions are just as important for a

thriving economy.

For the fiscal year 2019-20, the Regional Economic

Development branch will benefit from a $3.75-million transfer

payment budget in order to champion regional, community

and First Nation economic development, and of the transfer

payment funds available, $2.95 million will be directed

toward the community development fund. The fund policy

was recently updated to improve its delivery and to be more

responsive to the needs of Yukoners. Deadlines have shifted

in order to better accommodate seasonally dependent projects.

In addition, First Nation development corporations are now

eligible to apply for funding to support their community-level

initiatives. Expanding eligibility allows for a more diverse

range of projects that are aligned with program objectives to

qualify and support community well-being. Beyond this fund,

the Regional Economic Development branch will undertake

projects to support Yukon’s communities in reaching their

economic goals.

Mr. Chair, in closing, I think I will just touch on two

pieces — because I know that we are pretty much ready to go

to questions. The corporate services as well will benefit from

about $2 million to keep our programs running successfully.

That is really to provide clients with advice, to dynamically

respond to their needs and champion their projects, and to

drive projects promoting Yukon as an advantageous

jurisdiction to invest, live in and work.

Also, just in closing, in my mandate letter, I was tasked

with supporting and developing a thriving and prosperous

economy. One of the balances is economic diversification

with environmental stewardship. Our operation and

maintenance budget for $16.75 million and our capital budget

for $1,060,000 reflect this task. The work that the department

undertakes using these funds will responsibly and measurably

deliver well-defined benefits for First Nations, communities,

and Yukon as a whole.

I look forward to the questions from the opposition.

Mr. Istchenko: I want to welcome the staff here today

and thank them for coming. I will also thank the staff at

Economic Development who do the good work. I am sure that

there are some listening to debate right now, ready to provide

what is needed. I want to thank them very much.

I want to talk about an upcoming conference. The St.

Elias Corridor Economic Development Conference is coming

��� ��� ���� 	�� 
�� ������� ������� ��� ����� ��� ���� ��� ���
beautiful Dakwakada. One of the conference highlights

includes “Investing in Place: Communities and Regions

Building for Success”, and they have Dr. Greg Halseth and

Marleen Morris from the University of Northern British

Columbia coming up. I know that the Department of

Economic Development has been doing a lot of work with this

and has probably helped in picking who would come as guest

speakers. I know that a friend of mine, and a friend of the

minister’s, who is organizing the conference has been setting

it up.

As the minister will know — I think it has been

highlighted by him, but I tabled some documents in the past

from the past 25 years of different conferences in the Village

of Haines Junction, tourism conferences — I tabled them in

the House, so they are on the record. I am just wondering if

the minister or the department had a chance to share those

documents. I will use a famous saying from a famous

politician by way of background on this — it would probably

be really good for both Dr. Halseth and Marlene Morris to get

a little bit of history of the community. I am just wondering if

the department had an opportunity to share some of those

documents.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think that is a great piece of advice. I

want to commend the Member for Kluane. Within the start of

this mandate, because of his passion for his home, he had

collected — he has worked around this sector, in the private

sector. He contributed of course to this sector as well and

provided us with sort of all the documentation and work that

had been done. It was just a conversation really about — you

know, sometimes we see work duplicated, and it is important

— especially when you are lucky enough to have somebody

who can go through the whole chronology of what had

happened to provide you with that. I think it’s a great idea.

I also want to point out for the record — although it gets a

little steamy in here at times, I would say that we also look
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forward to the remarks from the Member for Kluane, who is

going to be taking part in that event — I think some of the

opening remarks. A lot of it is focused on tourism, but of

course that is a big economic driver. I will commit that we

will make sure that those resources are shared so that people

can properly prepare. I think it’s a great idea. I also think that

we can maybe put some of those documents out for the public

who are there in the back to read — because I think people

have come into communities and they don’t have the same

history as others. Just to see — before they come up with new

good ideas — that those good ideas might have been there

before. So I commit to that, and thank you for that good

advice.

Mr. Istchenko: I do thank the minister for that. He is

exactly right — sometimes we are just reinventing new ideas,

but I think it’s good to look back and then see, moving

forward, what can be done for the community.

I also shared this information and all of these documents

with the Champagne and Aishihik First Nation and the Kluane

First Nation. I shared it up the highway, but I also shared it

with the Village of Haines Junction.

I am just wondering if — this is more of a request than a

question to answer — those documents are there, and I know

how busy the chiefs and the mayor can be. They have a lot on

their plate. But when the minister is having conversations

about Economic Development, it would good — now that he

has a bit of a working knowledge of that stuff that I tabled in

the House — to have a conversation with them and see some

of the thoughts on there. I think it would be really helpful

moving forward.

I want to move now to question with respect to CDF

funding. I actually have a few questions about the eligibility

for funding. Can the minister provide a definition of “for-

profit social enterprises at the community level”? This was

referenced in the December 6, 2018, news release.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I really do appreciate that

question and I was hoping that I was going to be asked that.

Really, a lot of this centres around our changes to the

community development fund and the fact that we have

opened up the eligibility criteria for Yukon First Nation

development corporations.

I received a letter from the Leader of the Official

Opposition just asking for clarity — it was a very polite letter

about changes to the community development fund. I don’t

know if I will exactly answer the question as stated, but I

think I can get to the heart of where we are going here — I

hope I can, and if not, I will try to do better in my

supplementary, if there is a supplementary.

What this stems from — and I am just going to go

through the letter. Basically, there was a lot of concern that we

are providing opportunity for First Nation development

corporations to compete with community groups when you

have a finite amount of funding. I think that is a valid concern

and that is something where I want to ensure that we are not

taking away from our community organizations that have

always used that fund, but that we are also ensuring that

across the Yukon — that the small communities all have a

chance to do community-level programs.

Just quickly — in reviewing the original policy for the

CDF, it makes reference to economic investments. Over time,

funding has been focused on social initiatives driven by not-

for-profit organizations. Broadening the eligibility list allows

the CDF to become more responsive to Yukon organizations

that have undertaken projects to create social and economic

benefit for Yukon communities and Yukoners. This change is

more aligned with the original intent of the fund, which is to

fund projects that create sustainable economic opportunities in

communities.

First Nation development corporations have become

important drivers of community-level development initiatives

— not in every community, but in some communities. The

broadening of the eligible recipients list allows First Nation

development corporations to access the CDF program when

they are undertaking community-level projects for which

profit is not the objective, but rather the objective is creating

sustainable social benefits. This ensures that opportunities for

investment in social enterprises within communities are not

missed.

Social enterprises have both business and social goals.

Whether operated by a non-profit organization or a for-profit

company or development corporation, a social enterprise has

two goals: to achieve social, cultural, or community economic

or environmental outcomes; and to earn revenue that is

reinvested into the community. I provided the policy. That

gives a little background.

We are going through the process and the criteria with the

CDF. I think the staff are keenly attuned to this. It is not just

about First Nation development corporations. We have

organizations in our community that provide a recreational

activity, but yet there might be — or there is an organization

in one of our communities that provides a recreational

opportunity and then we have somebody who does the exact

same service in our communities, but they do it for profit. We

always have to balance that to ensure — if we’re providing

some level of support for a capital expenditure for a piece of

equipment, in many cases — that we go back and have that

discussion with the for-profit entity.

Another example that people might not think of would be

if you’re going to go out and buy a tent. Well, if you’re going

to go out and buy a tent that could be used for a summer

festival, we always have to respect organizations like Marsh

Lake Tents & Events, which does this as their main revenue

source. Organizations would then go and have a discussion

with them and then provide us with a letter stating that the for-

profit organization supports that initiative.

That’s the same on this one. Whether it’s somebody

going to get a greenhouse, or somewhere in the member

opposite’s riding, such as Beaver Creek, where it may be the

development corporation — it might be the First Nation or

there might be only one or two entities that are willing to do

this work — to put an application in — or it could be a

skateboard park in Carcross — that sort of thing. That’s where

we want to see — making sure we have entities that do it, but
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all the while ensuring that we are not having development

corporations do something where they’re getting some sort of

unfair competitive advantage in a community or within the

Yukon because they are leveraging money from the CDF.

Mr. Istchenko: I was going to ask about the direction

the minister had given to officials to guide this discussion

about eligibility, but I think the minister answered that already

for me.

The minister, in his letter in response to the question we

asked about CDF changes, said that the department would —

and I will quote from the letter: “… monitor and evaluate the

impact of First Nation development corporations on the CDF

program after a full cycle of funding intakes has been

completed.”

Will the minister commit to providing results of any of

this evaluation when it’s done, or if it’s done?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Yes, I think that’s the appropriate and

transparent thing to do. Some of the things we will look at are:

We will go through the full cycle as stated there and that we

also consider any comments that may arise. There is a

complaint system that is in place for the CDF if a private

sector organization feels there has been inappropriate funding.

I believe there is a system, and we put together our annual

report.

I’m just going to get a bit of further information on this

particular point — I just wanted to clarify that we do have that

mechanism in place, and part of what we would owe to the

public and to organizations is to identify if we have seen an

increase in those challenges because of decisions that have

been made. Also, the department consistently does a

phenomenal job — the individuals at CDF — of risk-

managing this and ensuring that the amount of work that goes

into the analysis of these proposals is immense.

These are not light decisions, as people may think. They

are a very talented group of people who take all of this into

consideration. I do commit to that after the year is over.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that also and

we look forward to that.

It appears that the fund was fully subscribed to last year.

This leads to the question — because the size of the pie

remained the same, but the minister is giving more groups

access to the pie — will this have the real effect of resulting in

less funding or more difficulty for organizations to receive

funding? Could the minister just expand on this and tell the

House if maybe he would be willing to increase the funding

allocation if this proves to be the case?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, in our initial intake since

the policy has been switched, we have not seen the increased

pressures. I just want to state that I do not have at my

fingertips the history over the last decade, but I know that this

is something that has occurred before. There were

development corporations that were funded through the CDF,

but I would have to go back and take a look at the chronology

of that.

I know it certainly happened previously — or what would

happen is that a First Nation government would apply. They

would then, for administrative reasons, hand off the tasks to

the development corporation to do the work. So you have one

organization and whoever inside — usually with many of the

First Nation governments, they may or may not have an

economic development officer. Now you have someone

potentially in the finance department writing an application

and then potentially it will be successful. Then it gets shifted

over to the person who is doing the financial oversight at the

community corporation. I think the member opposite would

know that the community corporation in his riding — there

are two of them. The one in Kluane is very active. They are

successful in what they have undertaken.

This is a great example — it’s not that you’re cutting up

the pie, it’s just that what you are doing is essentially — it’s

the same piece of pie, and what you’re doing is trying to

reduce the red tape on it. So it’s not going back and then go

extra steps. You are just trying to make sure that you’re

streamlining the financial reporting and the project

management to ensure that the best use is made of the dollars.

I think that’s our perspective on this. I think that we have

all taken into consideration all the different aspects of it.

Maybe I could have done a better job of communicating this,

because I really don’t want anybody in the Yukon to feel that

there aren’t the same opportunities. I also want people in the

Yukon to understand that in their communities, if there are

only one or two people who can champion these grassroots

activities, they now have a more streamlined approach to be

able to do these community greenhouses or the small

recreational infrastructure that they may need.

Mr. Istchenko: I am also hoping to receive a

breakdown of funding over the last five years for the regional

economic development fund, the community development

fund, and the enterprise trade fund. I realize that the

information will not be available to the minister immediately,

so I’m hoping he can provide it in a legislative return.

Specifically, I’m looking for which communities and

organizations successfully access these funds. Will the

minister commit to doing that?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think that’s a great idea. We were

actually discussing this today. I know that this is some

preparation work that is important. We’ll make sure both the

Official Opposition and the Third Party have access to this. I

know that we wanted to take a look at significant investments

that have gone into communities — whether it be Faro or

Dawson or Watson Lake. We want to make sure that we can

provide that.

The CDF does a great job of a meticulous breakdown in

those communities, but we can also take a look at the regional

economic development fund and the other funds the member

opposite has mentioned — no problem.

Mr. Istchenko: I’m sure both the Third Party and the

Official Opposition look forward to that — thank you.

Another question: Is the government looking at making

changes to the immigration policy in the Yukon?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I’m just taking a look to

see if I have any — I always like to — our public servants all

work so hard to prepare, and if I ever get an opportunity to
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touch on some of the information around their departments, I

like to take that opportunity.

I’ll get into the question, but Yukon — Immigration,

Refugees and Citizenship Canada — IRCC — is preparing to

negotiate a new five-year joint agreement for Canada and

Yukon in cooperation on immigration. The agreement defines

the respective roles and responsibilities of Canada and Yukon

relating to foreign temporary and permanent residents coming

to Yukon through its nominee program. I touched on

statistical information earlier.

I’m just looking for the dates of the previous strategy. I

may have to get back to the member opposite on when the

conclusion date is, but we are coming to a point where I

believe that we only have a year or two left — and I could be

wrong — within our current immigration strategy that was in

place for the Yukon.

We have an obligation to Yukoners in the near future to

undertake some strategy work and to then have an

immigration strategy and plan in place that will then

complement the work that has already been done — also

giving us a bit of a vision of what that will look like moving

into the future.

Mr. Istchenko: I’m not sure if — I’ll ask it again. Is

the government looking at making changes? I’m not sure if

the government has made changes. I know there’s a working

relationship with that, but I’m just wondering if they’re in the

process of making changes and what some of the proposals for

change would be.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: We have not made any changes to our

immigration strategy. We have an obligation to prepare an

immigration strategy before the current one sunsets. Whatever

that would look like, we would need to go and consult with

Yukoners before that work would be tabled.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that. I guess

that begs the question: When the government moves forward

with this, will they be meeting with municipalities to discuss

any changes on the policy? Will those proposals, or whatever,

be shared with the municipalities?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would have to look and see what a

broad range consultation would look like or what our

consultation process would look like. Normally, on

government consultations, we would speak with the

municipalities — as the member opposite has asked — First

Nation governments and usually key organizations in our

community. For something like this, you would be speaking

with the Yukon First Nation Chamber of Commerce, the

Yukon Chamber of Commerce, all of the chambers out in the

communities of Yukon, as well as the Whitehorse Chamber of

Commerce and a number of other organizations — sort of

your standard list of organizations that you need to speak

with.

I touched on it earlier today — we had a visit from the

federal minister a few months back. During that, it was a very

broad range of individuals who we brought together. The

department had reached out — both First Nation chambers as

well as our local and Yukon chambers were there, and we also

brought together Yukon College and different organizations

— the multicultural organizations and many of the

organizations that represent certain groups of people who have

now come to Canada to live their life here, to grow their

families here, and to take advantage of the amazing quality of

life that we all have.

Mr. Istchenko: I am just kind of wondering if this

government, to date, has met or will meet in the future with

some of the actual stakeholder groups here in the Yukon with

respect to maybe some of the immigration policy changes — I

will just use an example such as the Canadian Filipino

Association — if the minister can answer that.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Yes, this is the type of consultation

that is undertaken when you have a conversation about

renewing your strategies around immigration. I would say that

we will be speaking with the organizations I have mentioned,

but also if the member opposite has any direct advice for us —

I am thinking of some of these other organizations that are

really important to this — I would urge him to reach out to

me. These are important conversations, and you want to make

sure that you can get as much advice and feedback from local

organizations as you can, to ensure that you have the most

comprehensive strategy as you go forward.

Of course we will go back and I will take a look at what

was done in the past as well on some of this immigration work

to get us to where we are today.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that, and I think

that is about all the questions I had on some of the

immigration stuff.

I want to ask my final question here before I turn it over

to the Third Party. When the minister was updating us at the

very beginning on his department, I think he mentioned trade

and investment a few times, which is really important to the

north. We have seen it — we all watch the media — the

southern jurisdictions are having a bit of a tough time getting

pipelines going, and there have been issues with tariffs when

it comes to aluminum and steel. We are looking at the canola

industry — having a bit of a tough time too in the south. I

know the Yukon has always been quite active in PNWER, the

Pacific NorthWest Economic Region, and I am just wondering

if the minister has had conversations through Economic

Development because this would be a file for Economic

Development — with the southern jurisdictions needing

assistance or having conversations about concerns and issues

— or maybe the Yukon might be open to bypassing a certain

jurisdiction for a pipeline or a railroad. I am just wondering if

the minister could comment on that a little bit.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think I will first of all touch on the

PNWER part of the question. I think PNWER can be a very

effective table, depending on what you’re putting into that

membership and making sure that all of the different

jurisdictions are represented. In my first year attending, it was

hosted in Portland — of course leading up to some of these

very significant negotiations in North America. There was a

very robust contingent of Canadian parliamentarians of all

stripes, as well as individuals from many US states. At that

point, Alaska did not have representatives, and the model was

that it would have to be through the Alaska House of
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Representatives, I believe — that there was a decision that

would have to be made, and they would appoint individuals

that would then sit at the table so that — the Arctic caucus at

that point really consisted of just the Yukon and Northwest

Territories as sort of the key members in our area. Since then,

of course, there has been representation from Alaska. We

touched on it in the Legislative Assembly just the other day.

Of course, leading up to PNWER being hosted here, the

Member for Porter Creek Centre had spent some time working

on that. Really, the reason is — I think this is a good

opportunity in the Assembly to talk about that — the Leader

of the Third Party had asked that question — there is a

tremendous amount of activity that comes with being a

member of PNWER. There are quarterly meetings that you

have the opportunity to attend, depending on your workload in

your Assembly or House. It is very continuous.

The decision, at least in my case — I looked at the level

of participation. I looked at the other individuals from Alberta,

British Columbia, Saskatchewan, and Manitoba who were

doing some of this discussion and work and felt that, although

that key conference is a great time to talk about trade, it was a

great collaborative effort that we put together, consistently

working as one group to ensure that we had open trade

between the United States and Canada. I think it was really

effective and, moving forward — there has been a letter sent

to PNWER and it essentially identifies the fact that I would be

stepping back and the Member for Porter Creek Centre would

be taking more of a lead role. He attended PNWER last year,

and I believe he is going to do it this year.

We use every opportunity that we can to move ahead on

trade files. Just a month ago, in March, we were at PDAC in

Toronto, which is of course really focused on promoting our

jurisdiction as a great place to invest in the mineral sector.

You also have chances to meet with individuals who are

representing international entities. For the second year in a

row, we had a meeting with the public servants who were

there from India and had them meet up with some of our

companies. Icefield Tools had one of their lead team members

come in who has immigrated to Whitehorse from the same

jurisdiction as many of the senior public officials. This is a

very significant — I think it is an industry worth over $100

billion there — and looking for the technology and the

training that we have. Icefield Tools has already had success

in procuring contracts there — more on geological-survey-

type work — but they have a keen interest, and we are

supporting the work that they are doing. GroundTruth

Exploration out of Dawson — how do you ensure that nobody

does it better? Going into these communities — Archer

Cathro — where you can get community-level individuals

trained and involved in that early exploration, and much of

that exploration is done in a way that takes into account

environmental impact concerns. Then of course there are

companies like Kluane Drilling, which are quietly doing work

across the Americas, based out of the Porter Creek North

riding but with multiple offices from Canada right to the tip of

South America — so making sure that companies such as that

have opportunities to get contracts.

Just through our tables — we have a great team at

Economic Development that has done a lot of work, including

on the trans-Pacific partnership — making sure that local

individuals know what that means to them. We touched on

that in our opening comments. There was a great workshop —

I thought it was very well done — where we brought local

companies. We are constantly trying to increase market

access.

Just in closing, I would say that I was very impressed, and

I think that all of the ministers were impressed by the way that

Minister Freeland handled the negotiation piece.

I will say for Hansard and the record, it did not matter —

the political view of the minister. You had an individual who

worked absolutely tirelessly, and at the end of those

negotiation sessions, he was always available for us to call in.

We’re a very small jurisdiction comparatively — when you

think about the GDP of Ontario or Alberta — but he was

always open for us to advise or to talk about things that were

of concern to Yukon — whether it be our concern about

making sure that we still had the same framework around

softwood lumber or what we thought might be something that

— depending on how negotiations went around agriculture

and other things.

When it came to some of these big infrastructure projects

that the member opposite has touched on — on the railway, on

at least two occasions, we have had organizations — I think

they have been in the news lately — competing. Organizations

have come and they have sort of done a tour where they have

met with Yukon government, they have met with the Council

of Yukon First Nations — sometimes specific First Nations.

All those conversations were focused on rail, and that was rail

under this idea and concept of running bitumen from northern

Alberta into Alaska — different approaches to both of them.

There have been some comments — I’ll leave it there. I

think there have been some Alaskans who have made some

comments after the news last week, but that has been it when

it comes to conversations around big infrastructure projects.

The only people who have come to sit and meet with us have

been from that sector.

I’ll conclude with that and I hope I have answered the

questions from the member opposite.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister and staff for their

time, and I’ll turn it over to the Third Party.

Ms. White: I welcome the officials here and I’m

excited to see them and have this opportunity today. I’ll just

put a couple of questions on record, because I imagine that

we’re close to the end of the time today.

I’m quite familiar with the nominee program or the

immigration file, as it used to be in Advanced Education.

That’s where I’m going to ask my questions today. I was just

going through the tripartite agreement that is between the

employer, the immigration unit, and the employee. One of the

questions I have is: What is the current base salary for a

nominee? I would like to know how many nominees were in

Yukon, let’s say, for 2018. How many separate employers are

there? Without singling anyone out, could I get an idea if
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we’re talking every community in the Yukon or specific

communities?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Just to be respectful for the member

opposite, I’m going to touch quickly on a couple of pieces that

are not as statistical, and then we’ll make sure we have a

legislative return. We discussed this earlier today — really

talking about — I think the term that was used by the member

opposite — sort of a power imbalance when it comes to the

relationship within our nominee program — or if there was

one.

I just wanted to add that Yukon’s immigration programs

have safeguards built into them to protect the integrity of the

program, the employer, and the nominee. Mandatory

orientation sessions are provided for recent Yukon nominees

and their employers. Immigration unit staff are open for

weekly drop-ins, and Yukon nominee program participants

sign a tripartite agreement that sets out the rights and

responsibilities of the nominee, their employer, and the Yukon

government.

The Yukon government monitors the agreement with site

visits as well as meetings with the nominee and their employer

— not to say that the remarks today weren’t good advisement,

because of course this is always ongoing and it is quite active.

You have to continuously talk to different people and different

employers. You always have that obligation to be very

diligent in how we ensure that people stick to these tripartite

agreements that are signed.

Ms. White: That is a good start. The reason why the

nominee program is so near and dear to my heart is that it was

through the advocacy of the Yukon NDP that the program did

change, because previously, there were some fairly awful

things happening to people who came over to do the work. In

this not-ideal world, there is an imbalance between the

employer and the employee.

In the tripartite agreement, it refers to the base salary.

Could the minister tell me what the base salary is for a

nominee?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I am going to provide some of the

information on the base salary — I will have to go back and

take a look in my other notes and make sure that it comes

back in a legislative return. I can also provide the other steps

on what those salaries are — also the numbers that were

requested — just on how many people and how many

nominees we have.

I do appreciate the work that was touched on by the Third

Party — to ensure that people are treated appropriately. I can

just imagine the sacrifice that many people make. There is an

opportunity, but also a sacrifice — to be somewhere trying to

build your home and making sure that people are treated

appropriately.

I know that we are getting late in the afternoon,

Mr. Chair. I just want to sincerely thank staff. A lot of people

put in a tremendous amount of effort over the last year in

preparing — we’ve asked a lot of the team. There have been

lots of things to work through in the department. I just want to

thank people from the bottom of my heart for the work that

has been accomplished and the work that they continue to do.

With that, Mr. Chair, I move that you report progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Pillai that the Chair

report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the House do now

adjourn.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the House do now adjourn.

Motion agreed to

Speaker: This House now stands adjourned until

1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:28 p.m.
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Thursday, April 11, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

In recognition of Youth Parliament
Speaker: Prior to proceeding with the Order Paper, the

Chair will make a statement regarding the Yukon Youth

Parliament program which the Legislative Assembly has

reintroduced after an eight-year hiatus.

We are fortunate to live in a territory and a country with

well-established and stable political institutions. The health

and prosperity of our society depends to a great extent on the

health of our political system.

The Youth Parliament is one initiative that this Assembly

has undertaken to reach out to some of our younger citizens

and give them a hands-on experience that will give them

valuable insights into our democratic and legislative

processes.

We are extremely fortunate that we have this year over 20

bright and enthusiastic youth parliamentarians who are eager

to learn more about the political system of our territory. I

would also suggest that we, the Members of this Legislative

Assembly, also stand to learn from them as they engage in a

simulation of what we do.

The program involves youth parliamentarians meeting

with current Members of the Legislative Assembly, attending

educational sessions on the procedures of the Assembly, and

participating in a model parliament session tomorrow.

Students will have the opportunity to, in the same manner

as Members of the Legislative Assembly, vigorously debate

motions that are of interest to them and topical in their lives,

while at the same time allowing them to hear opposing

viewpoints argued just as passionately.

The schedule for this year’s Youth Parliament coincides

with this 2019 Spring Sitting. This provides participants with

the opportunity to, on this day — that would be today —

observe the Legislative Assembly in action as well as to watch

Oral Question Period and Orders of the Day. Later in the day,

there will also be presentations and discussions with others

who are involved in the political process, including local

media and the Commissioner of Yukon.

To replicate the Westminster model of Parliament

followed in the Yukon, participants will be organized into

political party caucuses. The political parties will be fictitious

creations for the purposes of this simulation, but students will

learn how real caucuses operate.

The Youth Parliament session will occur tomorrow in this

Chamber starting at 10:30 a.m. and will be recorded for

broadcast on community television channels and over the

Legislative Assembly’s radio station. No pressure, youth

parliamentarians — no pressure at all; no pressure.

The session will run using a similar order to a motion day

in the House and will include an Oral Question Period and

debate on two motions. Members of the media at that time

have also been invited to assist with a mock media scrum.

Everyone wishing to observe the proceedings, including

school groups, is welcome to watch from the public galleries.

This undertaking has involved a number of people who I

would like to acknowledge — first of all, the youth

parliamentarians. Members may recognize some of them as

current or former pages. We have with us Emma Boyd,

Sheridan Curteanu, Liam Russell, Bella-Sol Roy-Gelinas,

Kassua Dreyer, Ralph Hermosa, Brianna Heal, and

Elliot Etches from F.H. Collins Secondary School. They have,

I believe, named themselves the Progressive Aurora Party.

Welcome to the F.H. Collins students.

Their community members are: Sylas Itsi from the

Ross River School and John Ethel-McLeod from St. Elias

Community School in Haines Junction.

Next, we have the vigorous Official Opposition from

Vanier Catholic Secondary School: Phoebe Qiu, Jordan Keats,

Joshua Lauer, Heather Mislang, David Cowx,

Amelia Wallace, Simon Lauer, and Judy Russell. They have

named themselves the United Vanier Party. Where did you

come up with that name?

As well, we have the powerful Third Party from Porter

Creek Secondary School: Grey Capot-Blanc, Annie Li — who

is doing dual duty beside me — and Donald Halliday. They

have named themselves ADG, which apparently stands for

whatever you wish it to mean. It might have something to do

with their names.

The following teachers were also involved and provided

invaluable support: Jason Cook from Porter Creek Secondary

School; Sylvie Hamel and Janet Clarke from Vanier Catholic

Secondary School; and Michel Emery from F.H. Collins

Secondary School.

I would also like to thank Danielle Mager, the manager of

public affairs and communications from the Legislative

Assembly of the Northwest Territories, who has come from

Yellowknife to assist us. She has been involved in multiple

Youth Parliaments in Yellowknife. We certainly are very

appreciative to have her expertise here today. Thank you for

coming.

I would also like to thank all of the members of the

Assembly and their caucus staff who were involved in last

night’s reception and who will be involved today and

tomorrow. I would briefly say that I think all members — and

the Commissioner, I’m sure, as well — were very impressed

with the speed and the cohesion of the groups — that all

parties came up with their provisional party platforms within

about one hour and presented them in a very polished manner.

I think the current MLAs who were present last night were

extremely impressed — well done with that.

Sittings of the Legislative Assembly are very busy for all

of us, so I especially appreciate the effort of all of the

currently sitting MLAs for their participation at this busy time.

Last but not least, I would also like to thank Allison

Lloyd, the Legislative Assembly’s Clerk of Committees, who
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has devoted countless hours to the organization of the Youth

Parliament since we decided in January 2018 to revive this

event. Thank you so much. The 2019 Youth Parliament truly

would not be happening without your efforts.

Thank you very much, and I wish all youth

parliamentarians a wonderful ongoing experience and a

fantastic model Parliament session tomorrow.

Applause

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Are there any additional introductions of visitors?

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Mr. Istchenko: I want to welcome Mr. John McLeod

here, from the great riding of Kluane. This seat right here can

soon be yours.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any tributes?

TRIBUTES
In recognition of National Volunteer Week

Mr. Hutton: It gives me great pleasure to rise today on

behalf of the Yukon Liberal government to pay tribute to

Yukon’s many dedicated volunteers as we celebrate National

Volunteer Week this April 7 to 13. The theme of this year’s

celebration is “The Volunteer Factor — Lifting

Communities”, with a focus on communities becoming better

prepared to respond to the unexpected and better positioned

for a more sustainable future.

Volunteers are a special kind of people — compassionate,

caring, selfless individuals who enrich our lives on a daily

basis. Volunteers bring life to our communities through all the

great programs and services they provide. In Yukon, we are

fortunate to have hundreds of volunteers dedicating

themselves to responding to the unexpected. They do that

while contributing to community safety. They include 141

EMS volunteers who are active in 15 rural communities, 150

volunteer firefighters, 36 Whitehorse-based volunteer

responders for the special operations medical extraction team,

more than 100 volunteers who support ground and inland

water search and rescue, 50 Yukon Amateur Radio

Association volunteers, and 12 new heavy operations team

volunteers.

These are incredibly important activities and we

appreciate the selfless efforts of these dedicated Yukoners.

Each and every one of us has had our life or the life of a friend

or family member impacted in a positive way because

someone chose to volunteer. They sacrifice their time to make

our communities, our territory, and our country such a great

place to live.

Our communities and our territory host many fantastic

events that promote community engagement and make us all

proud to call Yukon home. From arts and cultural events to

bonspiels, to the amazing First Nation hockey tournament that

just wrapped up in Whitehorse, large or small, what makes

each of these events possible is the participation of volunteers

and their willingness to work hard to ensure that everyone gets

to enjoy these events year after year.

I want to give special recognition to a group I mentioned

moments ago, and that is our emergency medical service

volunteers. These folks rise above and beyond the call of duty

all too frequently to help Yukoners during some of the most

difficult and challenging times in their lives. When we’re

dealing with oftentimes very stressful and traumatic illness or

injury, these good folks are there like a warm fire on a cold

day, providing light, heat, and comfort in a time of cold, dark,

worry, and fear.

This willingness to accept the burden of providing solace

and comfort at a most uncomfortable time is part of what

makes these folks so special. I want to take this opportunity to

mention a few who I have had the privilege to know for many

years.

From EMS in Whitehorse, I would like to give

recognition to Devin Bailey and Michael Swainson. In my

hometown of Mayo — an incredible group of EMS

volunteers, some with 15 years of service, most of them with

10, and some with five-plus. I would like to give a shout-out

to Ian Spencer, Trevor Ellis, my sister Darlene Hutton, my

daughter Nicole Hutton, Steve Therriault, my niece Chelsea

Dolan, and William Hummel.

In Pelly Crossing, the heart and soul of EMS —

David Bennett and Graham Swainson. In Carmacks — we had

them as visitors in the House the other day —

Lorraine Graham and Mike Waslyk. These folks contribute to

making our communities great places to live and I thank them

for that.

Organizations that provide volunteer opportunities in the

Yukon include Canadian Parks and Wilderness Society,

Yukon Conservation Society, Environmental Education

Association of the Yukon, the social justice club and Yukon

Anti-Poverty Coalition. All of these organizations and many

others are leading the way to a more sustainable future.

The Government of Yukon and government services also

offer opportunities to contribute. For example, almost 80

volunteers work at the Correctional Centre providing

Alcoholics Anonymous support and cultural and spiritual

support to inmates.

Yukoners also offer their ideas and expertise by

participating in public engagement activities and by serving

on government boards. Thousands of volunteers are providing

a lift to our communities every year. In fact, according to

Volunteer Bénévoles Yukon, 50 percent of Yukoners are

actively engaged in volunteering activities. That is an

incredible number, Mr. Speaker — that means 20,000 people.

This statistic is a testament to the community spirit of our

territory.

Thank you to all those volunteers for preparing our

communities to respond and for helping to position our

communities for a more sustainable future. We owe all

volunteers a debt of gratitude and our more sincere and

heartfelt thanks.



April 11, 2019 HANSARD 4383

I want to take this opportunity to recognize a very special

volunteer from my community. In 1953, a group of people

donated $200 each to establish a curling club in Mayo. United

Keno Hill Mines donated their old warehouse on the bank of

the river. It was a corrugated tin building, but it was only

sided on one side, so there was a donation from a local

sawmill that provided the tin, and with the help of volunteers

in Mayo, they closed in the side of the curling club. This

woman was part of the executive for the curling club for 55

years in Mayo — from 1953 until 2008, when she passed

away. Last week, we celebrated the 11th Annual Irene Hutton

Memorial Bonspiel . A role model for all volunteers,

Mr. Speaker, she made our community and our territory a

better place to live.

For all the volunteers out there, I want to say these words:

Because of you, someone will have enough to eat tonight,

someone will have decent clothes to wear, someone will have

shelter, someone will receive medical care, and someone will

learn the skills they need to survive and succeed. Someone

knows that there is at least one person who cares. The world is

a better place because you volunteered, and we thank you for

it.

Thank you, mahsi’ cho, merci, günilschish, and sógá

sénlá’.

Applause

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thanks

to the member for that wonderful tribute. I remember his

mother very well and all those hours she put into the Mayo

curling club.

I rise today on behalf of the Yukon Party Official

Opposition to pay tribute to National Volunteer Week with

this year’s theme: “The Volunteer Factor — Lifting

Communities”.

“Volunteers don’t get paid, not because they’re worthless,

but because they’re priceless” — a quote from Sherry

Anderson.

Volunteers are the backbone of every community, big or

small. They give of their time, their energy, and their

knowledge without looking for monetary gain or for glory.

Each volunteer who I know finds something that interests

them and then jumps in to assist where they can — usually

with a smile. Some start out helping their children raise funds

for school, selling raffle tickets, selling chocolates, or helping

at a bingo.

Then there are the organized groups outside of school —

Guides, Scouts, judo, swim club, and the list goes on. All of

these rely on parent participation and volunteers to ensure that

it all moves along smoothly and to assist the coaches and the

leaders.

Recently, a Yukon junior soccer event was held at the

Canada Games Centre and I recognized many single people

who were helping these children have a great learning

weekend.

There is so much to do for so many organizations and

groups, such as the Legion, the hospital volunteer program, or

sporting events such as the Klondike Road Relay — to name

only a few. These folks promote good deeds and improve the

quality of life within their community.

Of the millions of volunteers in Canada, I specifically

want to thank all Yukon volunteers. By recognizing all those

who give freely to their community, we show that we value

their contribution and help. We appreciate the time given and

the impact their efforts make on others. A simple thank you

note or letter, a small gift card, flowers, or simple recognition

and applause is usually all the reward needed.

So thank you and we applaud all our Yukon volunteers,

past and present. Our communities are better because of what

you give. Well done.

Applause

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus

to pay tribute to National Volunteer Week and the thousands

of Yukoners who regularly donate their time and energy to

causes that move them.

Volunteers make things happen. They lift the community

and make where we live that much better. You can see and

feel the effects of volunteers every single day. Volunteering

isn’t only important for supporting the things we care about in

the community; volunteering feels good. When we volunteer

and we have the opportunity to work with others, our spirits

are lifted. Our sense of purpose is lifted when we see how our

efforts have helped those around us.

Anthropologist Johnnetta B. Cole said, “The ultimate

expression of generosity is not in giving of what you have, but

in giving of who you are.” Mr. Speaker, we couldn’t agree

more.

On behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus, I want to thank all

the volunteers for sharing yourself and your energy with those

around you.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for

tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling the Yukon

Judicial Council annual report for 2018, which is tabled

pursuant to section 37(1) of the Territorial Court Act.
I also have for tabling the workers’ advocate annual

report for 2018.

Mr. Cathers: I have today for tabling a press release

dated October 29, 2015, entitled “Proposed Elections Act

amendments tabled”, including quotes from the Leader of the

Liberal Party and the Leader of the NDP.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Today I have a legislative return for

tabling.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Are there any petitions?



4384 HANSARD April 11, 2019

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Gallina: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with the City of Whitehorse to improve trail

connectivity between Porter Creek and Whistle Bend.

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada, in

partnership with the provinces and territories and in

collaboration with stakeholders such as Diabetes Canada, to

plan and implement an approach to the prevention and

management of diabetes in Canada through a national diabetes

strategy, as outlined in Diabetes Canada’s Diabetes 360°: A
Framework for a Diabetes Strategy for Canada.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Whitehorse General Hospital improvements

Hon. Ms. Frost: Our Liberal government is committed

to a people-centred approach to wellness that helps Yukoners

thrive and to making strategic investments that contribute to

healthy, vibrant, and sustainable communities across the

territory. Earlier in this Sitting, I announced that our

government will be replacing the aging health centre in Old

Crow with the new health and wellness centre that will have

increased capacity to support the community’s health-

programming needs.

Today I am pleased to confirm two other major

improvements that are in the works at the Whitehorse General

Hospital: upgrades to the Meditech health information system

and further planning and design for a new secure medical unit.

Our government is pleased to support the Yukon Hospital

Corporation and the replacement of its current hospital

information system, Meditech, through the allocation of

$7.2 million from the territorial health investment fund. The

Yukon Hospital Corporation has been using Meditech as its

hospital information system for almost 20 years, and it is a

critical component in the delivery of many hospital services.

A contractor has been selected by the corporation to

provide professional services for the planning and

implementation phases of Meditech. They bring a team of

information technology, project management, and clinical

experts who are very experienced in Meditech implementation

in a variety of Canadian health care settings.

Most client records in Health and Social Services are

maintained in paper form at the point of care or in electronic

systems that are not well-integrated. My department will

collaborate with the cooperation and implementation of an

integrated electronic health record. This is an exciting

opportunity to establish a collaborative and connected health

system for Yukoners through an integrated system for

electronic health and wellness records.

An integrated electronic health record provides

authorized clinicians with a complete and comprehensive

near-real-time view of a client’s journey through the Yukon

health system. In addition to enhancements for clinicians,

implementation of an enhanced medical system will include a

patient portal that enables clients to easily and securely access

their health records online. Meditech is in use in seven

provinces and two territories, and there are more than 50

successful regional installations across the country.

Yukon Hospital Corporation is also planning for the

development of an improved secure medical unit at the

Whitehorse General Hospital to replace the existing secure

medical unit, which does not meet current client and patient

safety standards. We provided Yukon Hospital Corporation

with $1 million this year to set out a detailed plan and design

of the size, scope, services, and number of beds required for

this new program.

There will also be a budget allocation in future years.

This planning and design work has begun and will provide the

government with information on a detailed program plan for

beds, program areas, patients areas, a staffing plan, projections

for operation and maintenance and equipment costs.

The improved space will also accommodate patient

dining, a lounge, and a medication room. The hospital is

considering the empty space above the emergency department

for this new unit. With this information, the government can

work with the hospital and other key stakeholders on the final

scope and cost of the re-development of their second floor,

which includes a secure medical unit.

I’m very pleased to be working with the corporation on

these two initiatives.

Ms. McLeod: I’m pleased to have this opportunity to

rise today in response to this ministerial statement.

Mr. Speaker, the Official Opposition has been calling on the

government to replace the Meditech information system at the

hospital since 2017. Although we wish the minister would

have listened sooner, it’s better late than never.

We’re thankful the minister has finally listened to calls

coming from us and from the Hospital Corporation on this.

On the topic of the secure medical unit — the Official

Opposition has again been raising this issue with the

government since last year. Once again, we thank the minister

for listening to us on this important topic and we look forward

to seeing both the new Meditech system come in at the

hospital and the new secure medical unit as well.

With regard to the secure medical unit — obviously the

budget tabled on March 7 highlights $1 million for this

project. The Yukon News did write a story about this very
topic on March 25. Based on some questions in that article, I

asked the minister questions in the House on March 26.

Unfortunately, at the time, the minister was not able to

answer, but since she has had some time to go back and get a

bit more information, I am hoping she can provide an answer

today.
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On October 18 of last year, the Yukon Hospital

Corporation, in response to questions about the open space at

the hospital, told this House that “… we have done some

extensive planning through the development of that as an

improved secure medical unit.” They went on to say — and I

quote: “At this point, we have done detailed functional

planning. We have created schematic designs and options

associated, as well as high-level costing.”

So my question for the minister on March 26 — which I

didn’t get an answer to — was: Since the Hospital

Corporation told us last year that extensive planning and even

designs had already taken place, we are wondering what is

different about the $1 million this year. I am hoping that the

minister can answer that today.

On October 30 last year, the minister said that the secure

medical unit was going to cost in excess of $7 million. When I

asked last month, she was not able to confirm whether that

was still the projected cost, so I am hoping she can tell us if

$7 million is still the projected cost of the secure medical unit.

Finally, the five-year capital concept says that the project

is to be completed by the 2021-22 fiscal year. The minister

was not able to answer this question on March 26, so can she

tell us today what the increased O&M estimates for the secure

medical unit are? Do the future budget projections include the

O&M estimates? If the minister does not have them today,

when will they be available?

Thank you again. We think that these are important and

worthy initiatives.

Ms. White: We are happy to be told about these two

investments in the Hospital Corporation again. As we

understand it, the current secure medical unit at the hospital is

insufficient in meeting the needs of patients and this

investment seeks to remedy that.

I would like to point out that while we are investing in the

physical infrastructure at the hospital, too many people are

slipping through the cracks and not receiving the support

needed to not end up there in the first place. All too often,

Yukon residents with mental health illnesses only receive help

or support once they have hit rock bottom, and they end up

seeking support or solutions from our legislative offices rather

than from medical professionals. Worse, they end up slipping

through the cracks and being taken to the jail or the police

station. I am not disparaging those places; I just don’t think

that the criminal justice system is the best social safety net to

catch the most vulnerable Yukoners.

I think that it is a bit pre-emptive to pat ourselves on the

back when we’re being told about a whole-of-government

approach while the government is also overseeing a nearly 50-

year-old mental health counselling and support services

organization collapse in the Yukon.

As for the Meditech investment — I think this is really a

promising investment for the Hospital Corporation. We

appreciate that Yukon’s medical professionals are always

working hard to deliver the best patient care possible, and we

are supportive of investments in technology that improves

their ability to do so.

We are also excited about the possibility of better patient

tracking. I noticed the data referred to in the Yukon Hospital

Corporation needs assessment was delivered by Meditech-

collected programs, so we are hopeful that this new

investment will allow the Yukon government to answer basic

questions about hospital operations and costs in a timelier

manner.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thank you to the members opposite

for their feedback and comments. They are very interesting

with regard to the mental wellness support unit. Historically,

the program was eliminated and cut from the budget, so we’re

speaking about restoring something that was completely

obliterated and removed from our program service delivery

model.

It will take a little effort to get it back on track. I believe

we have done a very good job in doing that by establishing

our mental wellness support units in our communities,

working with the Hospital Corporation to ensure that we have

necessary supports for the clients who have fallen through the

cracks. I absolutely agree with the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King — we have clients who come forward that need

specialized supports and we certainly don’t want them to end

up in a position where they are not supported. Our Liberal

government will continue to make strategic investments that

contribute to healthy, vibrant, and sustainable communities

across the territory.

The two improvements that we are discussing today will

ensure that the Whitehorse General Hospital can contribute to

top-quality health care services to Yukoners in the future. The

enhanced Meditech system will enable organizations, health

care providers, and others in the health system to realize new

ways to provide care and extend their reach to connect patient

services across the continuum of care. The platform will also

support increased communications between providers to

support greater collaboration when working with patients. As

noted, Meditech is in seven provinces and two territories, and

there are more than 50 successful regional installations across

the country. This initiative has been identified as a critical

proposal through the comprehensive health review. The expert

panel to the comprehensive review supports the development

of an integrated health record system.

I am glad to hear the Official Opposition support the

investment today. They certainly didn’t during their

government, when they repeatedly turned down requests from

the Hospital Corporation to fund the medical systems.

The creation of an improved secure medical unit at

Whitehorse General Hospital will also enhance the hospital’s

ability to provide quality health care to patients with mental

health disorders. The current staff at the secure medical unit

include registered psychiatric nurses, social workers, and

licensed practical nurses who will work closely with the

hospital’s First Nations health program. The new unit will

provide opportunities to improve the physical space and

introduce aspects of a healing environment which will

promote better outcomes. It will also provide an opportunity
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to improve recognition and respect of First Nation needs and

cultures.

There are two important projects to improve client care at

the Whitehorse General Hospital. In the not-too-distant future,

we will also be turning our attention to the operating room

expansion. Our Liberal government believes that all Yukoners

deserve quality health care that meets their needs, and we are

very proud of making investments to make that happen. Thank

you.

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Electoral reform

Mr. Cathers: At the heart of our democracy is the

expectation that no party should be allowed to stack the deck

or gerrymander the system. Past governments of every stripe

have respected the importance of ensuring that any changes to

election laws are fair and unbiased and are done through an

all-party process.

The last two times the Elections Act was changed, the all-
party Members’ Services Board reached unanimous

agreement on the changes. If the Premier wants to actually

work with other parties and protect the integrity of his

electoral reform commission, he can agree to an all-party

process to appoint the commission and set their terms of

reference. There is absolutely no legitimate reason for him to

go with his one-party-decides-all approach.

We are asking the Premier: If he cares about our

democracy and ensuring that the game isn’t rigged in favour

of one party, will he agree to an all-party and collaborative

process? If not, why not?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I will answer this question again, two

days in a row. There are current processes — absolutely —

that deal with the current system. Yes, the member opposite is

correct that the Members’ Services Board is the agency that

would be dealing with that.

This is different, Mr. Speaker. We went to the polls last

year and two parties committed to a process for electoral

reform — two out of three; not the Yukon Party — and we’re

keeping good with that commitment.

On November 22, 2017, we passed a motion to work in

cooperation with all political parties on the appointment of a

non-partisan commission, and we’re going to follow through

on that commitment. We believe that a non-partisan

commitment is the way to go, and the committee will be a

non-partisan committee.

Mr. Cathers: The Premier made mention that the

motion was passed, but in fact he is not following through on

that because he’s not working in cooperation. The fact is there

are long-standing processes for considering changes to the

Elections Act and the electoral boundaries that involve all
parties so no party can stack the deck in its own favour. The

approaches exist, the models exist, and there’s absolutely no

reason the Premier cannot use these models or a similar

model.

Instead, he is departing from a principled all-party

approach and is undemocratically using a model that stacks

the deck in favour of the Liberals. The Premier knows what he

is doing is wrong. Barely 24 hours after announcing the

electoral reform commission, he was already facing pressure

from Yukoners concerned with his one-party-decides-all

approach. So what did he do? He delayed the deadline for the

commission from April 26 to May 3, a few days after the

Legislature rises. It appears he’s trying to hide from the

scrutiny of the Legislature.

Will the Premier agree to abandon his one-party-decides-

all approach, which stacks the deck in favour of the Liberals,

and actually work with other parties?

Hon. Mr. Silver: This is the reason why we want to go

to a non-partisan committee. The Yukon Party has either zero

interest in something, or it’s overly partisan and overly

political each and every time. I reached out to the two

opposition leaders to talk about a draft terms of reference.

What does the Yukon Party say? That I have already decided;

that I already have terms of reference, which is just not the

case. Now they’re trying to say that I somehow am stacking

the deck, when we have already committed that, once that

ECO process goes through and shortlists a list of people, we

will work with the opposition leaders. We will take input from

them.

Again, I’m just so disappointed with the Yukon Party’s

tack on this. Do they want to work together on this, or do they

not? It seems that, at every turn, it has to be political; it has to

be partisan with them. We’re trying to get away from that.

There will be a three-party committee and that committee,

those names, will be public, and the people will decide if the

three people who are picked for this committee through an

open process are political in nature or not. It is our desire to

make sure we have people who believe in democracy and can

get together and work, go into the communities, listen, and

educate the Yukon population on different models and

different opportunities, and that’s what we’re going to do.

We’re going to direct our attention to Yukoners through

the feedback they gave us through engageyukon.ca, not the

Yukon Party, on this one.

Mr. Cathers: I have to give the Premier kudos for his

attempts at spin, but it’s ridiculous to suggest that a non-

partisan committee can be appointed only by the Liberals. The

Premier has had two and a half years to work with the Official

Opposition and Third Party on coming up with a model we

can all agree on. His own “what we heard” document on

electoral reform says that the very large number of

respondents want elected officials to work together more

collaboratively and cooperatively for the good of all

Yukoners. This is a perfect opportunity to do that, but instead,

the Premier strolled downstairs to check the box and make it

seem he consulted when, in reality, he was just telling

opposition parties how it’s going to be.

Instead of working with everyone, he has gone with a

partisan approach where he writes the rules, he picks the

members of the commission, and his deputy minister, who

reports to him and carries out his instructions, can literally
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give direction to the commission. This is a one-party-decides-

all approach that appears to stack the deck in favour of the

Liberals.

Will the Premier commit to at least hold a referendum

before making any changes to our democracy?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Checking the box on consultation —

I think we went through that on the Peel, Mr. Speaker.

Again, we have told the opposition that we would work

with them. We do that. We work with them and then we get

accused of not working with them. We have said that after a

shortlist comes back from the Executive Council Office, we

again will work with the opposition parties. Again, we are

being told by the opposition that we are stacking the deck in

our favour.

So, Mr. Speaker, again, it is really difficult to work with

the Yukon Party on this. I want to give credit to the NDP and

to the Leader of the Third Party for her thorough analysis of

the conversations that we have had and her thorough

conversations and questions as we work on that draft terms of

reference, which was put out on Tuesday for everybody to see.

Again, it’s a draft and we are willing to take into consideration

options based upon that.

To somehow say that extending the timeline for

applications is somehow stacking the deck in our favour is

absolutely ludicrous. Again, what we will do is continue to

commit to work with the opposition parties — as difficult as

that can be sometimes — and we will absolutely be working

forward on a non-partisan commission.

Question re: Electoral reform
Ms. McLeod: The Liberals are stacking the deck in

their favour on electoral reform and it is because they want to

control the outcome. You need only look to the recent

electoral boundaries commission for proof. As you know, the

boundaries commission is a well-established all-party process

to examine and make recommendations about our democratic

system and the weight of our votes. The problem for the

Liberals is that this independent commission came back last

year and made recommendations that would have weakened

the Liberals’ chances in the next election. So, what did they

do? They voted against this independent commission — all

because the commission made a recommendation that would

hurt the Liberal Party election chances. Once bitten, twice shy.

This time around, the Liberals wanted a process only they

controlled.

Will the Premier abandon his partisan one-party-decides-

all plans and commit to true collaboration?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Just repeating the same false

information over and over again doesn’t make it true. We

have answered the question on the electoral system before and

we will answer it again. We will continue to answer and

defend the actual reasons why we do what we do. The Yukon

Party can continue to use their spin and they can continue to

make — if they say it, it all of a sudden is true — that type of

narrative. I think Yukoners are smarter than that. I think, with

the whole system, when you consider a 20th riding at the very

last inning and all the way through that process, it is not even

in the draft report — it is not even in there. And then we hear

all summer long that Yukoners are not in favour of an extra

riding. I think it is pretty clear as to why we decided that we

had to make that move. It was a carefully considered move for

sure, Mr. Speaker. It was something that took us an awful lot

of time and deliberation — something we took very seriously.

Again, when it comes to electoral reform, I have

answered the questions on the legislative floor here. The

Yukon Party can continue to make this partisan; they can

continue to make this political. What we want to do — our

intent — is to do the exact opposite.

Ms. McLeod: The problem with the Liberals is that

they often confuse the interest of Yukoners with the interest of

the Liberal Party. What is in the interest of Yukoners is a true

collaborative all-party approach to electoral reform that

doesn’t stack the deck in favour of one party.

The Premier knows that there is nothing preventing him

from going with a process that allows all parties equal say on

the commission and their terms of reference, but the problem

is that the Premier has seen what happens when an

independent commission starts looking at our election system.

In the case of the boundaries commission, they came back

with a recommendation that was bad for the Liberals, but

good for Yukoners because it gave better representation to

rural Yukon. Now the Premier wants to avoid a similar

situation, so he is rigging the game so he can get his favourite

outcome.

Will the Premier admit that he is going with this one-

party-decides-all approach for purely partisan reasons?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, in a bizarre way, the

opposition is making it sound like I am lying to the people,

and I believe that is out of the rules of the parliamentary

procedures here in the Legislative Assembly.

I have been told my intent. My intent is to make sure that

we have a committee that is non-partisan. Just because the

Yukon Party wants a specific way of doing things — that is

good to know, but what is stopping me from going in their

direction is the people of Yukon have asked for a non-partisan

committee. That is what we are going to do.

Again, this is all about who the three people on that

committee are going to be. It is not as if the names of these

three individuals are going to be hidden from Yukoners. They

will be out there, and we will be judged based upon who those

individuals are. Do they have their minds set up already like

the Yukon Party and like the Yukon Party did with the Peel

plan, for example? Or are these people who actually want to

see a democratic process that takes a look at the engagement

process and at all of the different considerations of what

electoral reform means to Yukoners and who will have a great

conversation with Yukoners, with educational consideration

there as well, and all in a non-partisan area?

I know that a non-partisan committee is a strange thing

for the Yukon Party, but over here in the Yukon Liberal Party,

we want to make sure that the decisions made on this

committee are free of the political spin that we are hearing

right now from the Yukon Party here in the Legislative

Assembly today.
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Ms. McLeod: The Electoral District Boundaries

Commission wanted to give rural Yukoners more of a voice in

this Legislature, and the Liberals were worried that this would

hurt their chances. They also wanted to make Whistle Bend its

own riding and give them equitable representation. The

Liberals shut down this independent panel’s recommendations

for partisan reasons, but they have learned, Mr. Speaker.

The Premier said to himself, “Never again”, and so next

time the Premier would make sure that there was no

independent commission that he couldn’t control the outcome

of. His plan — the Liberals set the terms of reference for the

electoral reform commission; the Liberals appoint the

members of the commission.

Does the Premier understand that his political

manipulation of the electoral reform process will undermine

Yukoners’ confidence in the system?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I understand that personal attacks in

the Legislative Assembly do definitely undermine the sanctity

of these hallowed halls, but at the same time, Mr. Speaker, we

made a commitment to the legislative process, we made a

commitments to Yukoners, and we are going to stick to that

commitment.

We also made a commitment to work in partnership with

the opposition leaders, and we have done that and are going to

continue to do that.

We will continue. Once we get a short list, we will work

with the opposition parties. Again, Mr. Speaker, if you were to

listen to the spin machine of the Yukon Party, you would

think that we are doing this in a silo and that is completely

untrue. All of the preamble to that question, although fun to

listen to, is not the case and not true. We made a commitment

to Yukoners, and we are going to stick to that commitment.

Question re: Diabetes treatment
Ms. White: For individuals with type 1 diabetes, the

usual treatment option has been the monitoring of blood

glucose levels throughout the day with finger pokes and

insulin injections at every meal and snack.

Over the years, new technology and research have

provided individuals with diabetes access to continuous

glucose monitoring systems that provide the individual with

ongoing blood glucose levels throughout the day and night at

five-minute intervals. Individuals can now see how their

bodies are reacting to food and insulin activity right on their

phone. By seeing these in real time, it allows them to make

more informed decisions throughout the day about how to

balance their food, physical activity, and insulin, avoiding

hypo- and hyperglycemic events that have huge negative

impacts on their health.

Mr. Speaker, can the minister please provide a description

of the pilot project that is now being run by the department?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member

opposite for the question. It’s a great question because really

when we looked at the concerns that have been brought to our

attention — I have sat down with the families of children who

are impacted by type 1 diabetes and we discussed quite

thoroughly the constant glucose monitoring tools that are

available. Of course, we discussed the services that have never

been provided historically to these individuals and we really

wanted to ensure that we bridge that gap. We did that very

effectively with their input. We looked at the type 1 diabetes

continuous glucose monitoring pilot project which began on

January 1, 2018, and is running until March 31, 2020. We

provided some funding — $10,000 per family — which is

pro-rated for families who joined the program after January

2018.

There are two groups eligible for the pilot project:

children 18 years of age and under and young adults, ages 19

to 25, who receive funding through type 1 diabetes support.

Currently there are nine children and six adults enroled in the

trial program. Certainly we are open to further feedback, and

of course as we look at pharmaceuticals and the costs

associated, we want to be able to be as open and transparent as

possible to services.

Ms. White: Unfortunately for some individuals with

type 1 diabetes, they are ineligible to be part of the pilot

program simply because of their age and are being denied

access to this improved technology. There are individuals,

Mr. Speaker, who, through no fault of their own, are diligently

monitoring their glucose levels through finger poking and are

still having high or low blood glucose readings and, in some

instances, are in hypoglycemia unawareness.

These symptoms are life-threatening and can involve

frequent ambulance calls and emergency room visits,

extended hospital stays, and negative health impacts. We

don’t know the base cost of a visit to the emergency

department, but we do know that an ambulance callout alone

is tagged at $600.

One individual I have been speaking to has had to use

ambulance services numerous times a month through no fault

of their own. Not once or twice, Mr. Speaker, but nine times

in a month.

Why would a person be denied access to a continuous

glucose monitor and have to rely on the more expensive

ambulance calls?

Hon. Ms. Frost: A great question. Certainly, those are

things that we are looking at when we look at gathering data

from the trial and exploring options for the future.

Health and Social Services is open to collaboration with

the Yukon Medical Association, the pharmaceutical

association, and of course our partners to look at finding

solutions. Clearly, the rising cost of insulin and the impact of

the increased costs for diabetes patients have recently of

course received a lot of coverage and we have heard this same

question in the Legislative Assembly previously. We will

continue to work with the clients in ensuring that all Yukoners

are given the services and supports that they require. We will

certainly take that under advisement as we look at the

collaborative health care model and we look at efficiencies

around supports for all clients and, in particular, those who

suffer from type 1 diabetes and other chronic illnesses that

have come to our attention.

Ms. White: Pilot projects are a great way to test new

technology. When a pilot such as this one is used as a reason
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to deny other people access and coverage for life-saving

health care through modern technology, something is wrong.

Five ambulance calls cost $3,000. Put on top of that the

unknown emergency costs, and I’m guessing we’re talking

close to $5,000 a month in unnecessary health care costs. A

one-time $4,000 purchase of a CGM that an individual can

use with their smartphone, plus the $120-per-month cost of

the strips needed, brings these costs well under ambulance

calls and treatment at the emergency department.

Mr. Speaker, when will the Department of Health and

Social Services look at the research already available and

make this proven, more reliable method of glucose monitoring

available to all individuals with type 1 diabetes?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I believe that one of the things I have

said in this Legislative Assembly is to look at the access to the

drug that has not been readily available in the past. We want

to make sure that this happens. It is not about denying clients

the services that they need; it’s about making sure that we

look at all chronic illnesses and how we provide services

efficiently to all of our clients. We really want to use this as an

opportunity to look at all of the pressures that we’re seeing.

We certainly don’t want to have clients continually coming to

the hospital in an ambulance. We want to try to look at

preventive measures and what services we can provide.

We will certainly link that back into the comprehensive

health review when we look at the cost-drivers, like

pharmaceutical costs. We look at the drug costs and

efficiencies in client service supports throughout the Yukon

— not just for those under 25. We want to make sure that we

provide supports for everyone. We certainly want to

acknowledge the parents who have come forward and are

participating in the program, giving us the necessary

information to help better align service needs for all children

and all adults who suffer from type 1 diabetes.

Question re: Electoral reform
Ms. White: We have got to give it to the Premier that

he has us and the Yukon Party on the same side of an issue.

When this House debated a motion on appointing a

committee on electoral reform in November 2017, the Premier

said that he would cooperate with all Members of the

Legislative Assembly when appointing that commission. We

don’t believe that a short conversation in our office with the

Premier is him adequately reaching out. He did not seek our

input prior to his announcement, nor has he responded to our

correspondence on the matter since.

In a letter sent to the Premier, we requested that the

appointment of the committee members be done in a non-

partisan, collaborative manner, that we should be consulted on

the terms of reference, and that we have some input on the

scope of the mandate. We have yet to hear from the Premier

on these matters, Mr. Speaker, and we want to work together.

Will the Premier commit to pausing the electoral reform

process and engaging with the opposition parties in an open,

transparent, and meaningful manner to ensure that the creation

of the electoral reform committee can receive all-party

support?

Hon. Mr. Silver: We committed to working with the

opposition members. We had one engagement conversation

and received one letter back. We have responded to those

letters and those concerns in that. The draft terms of reference

are exactly that — draft terms of reference. We are happy to

hear the comments from the opposition members as far as

what their commitments are.

We have already taken a look at shortening some of the

timelines that we thought we were going on because of the

input from the NDP. They wanted a shorter time frame — we

said that’s good. We also heard that they wanted to extend the

period for applications. We then accommodated that as well.

When it comes to the short list — we will be happy to

work with the opposition when it comes to that short list. As I

explained to both members already, any names that they want

to put forward — or any names that they have exceptions too

— of course we will work with them on that as well.

Again, we have committed to doing these things. We are

doing those things. We asked Yukoners about their priorities

for electoral reform, and now we are looking for Yukoners to

work on those priorities by becoming part of an independent

commission on electoral reform.

Ms. White: In order for this committee to be successful

and to be considered legitimate, the terms of reference and the

principles guiding its mandate need to be agreed upon by all

political parties in the Legislative Assembly. The Premier says

he wants this process to be non-partisan, but when one party is

calling all the shots and shortlisting the candidates, that is the

textbook definition of partisanship.

If the Premier really is committed to this process — and I

believe that he is — he needs to work with the opposition in a

meaningful way. We can and we should work to do this the

right way. We aren’t looking for some hollow commitment

from the Premier to include our input on this matter after the

fact. We want him to actually listen to what we have to say

ahead of time and then work to include our input into this

process.

Will the Premier commit to a process that allows the two

opposition parties to provide meaningful input on the terms of

reference, the appointment process, and the requirements and

desired qualifications of committee members?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I believe I answered exactly that

question in my first answer. I will again commit to working

with the opposition leaders and the opposition parties.

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, I don’t feel like my questions

were answered. It is really unfortunate that this government is

unwilling to commit to working with the opposition parties to

ensure that this process is perceived as legitimate. As it stands,

a party that received 39 percent of the vote is making 100

percent of the decisions on the processes of change in our

electoral system.

The Premier said that this process would be conducted in

cooperation with all political parties in the Yukon Legislative

Assembly, and I don’t feel like that is happening right now.

The Premier said that he would seek out our input, and I don’t

feel like that is happening now. He said that the appointment

process would be done in a non-partisan manner — a
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cooperative manner — yet he alone will be shortlisting those

candidates — his party alone will be shortlisting them — and

bringing them to the opposition parties. Mr. Speaker, it feels

like this is a case of promises made and promises broken.

If the Premier will not commit to a reset on electoral

reform, will he at least stop pretending that this process is

being done in a collaborative and non-partisan manner with

the opposition parties?

Hon. Mr. Silver: With all due respect to the member

opposite, I still haven’t heard a particular reason why we

would have to slow down a process when the Leader of the

Third Party asked me to speed up this process. So again, I am

left a little bit confused with the two members of the NDP

because I am hearing two different things.

Mr. Speaker, again: We will work with the opposition.

We already are. We went down with a concept — not even a

draft terms of reference designed. We went down there

specifically to the two opposition leaders to have this

conversation — to actually talk to the opposition parties

before a draft terms of reference, and now we are being

accused of something else. We listened to the input. We put

out a draft terms of reference so that we could get more input

because the Leader of the Third Party said, “I need more time

to talk to the folks on our team.” “No problem,” I said.

Again, I don’t know how this isn’t considered working

with the opposition. We know, based upon the comments in

this particular debate, that the opposition is mentioning

proportional representation. We know where the NDP stands

on where electoral reform should go. That is why we want to

have a non-partisan approach to this. Three people will be

picked for this committee. My desire — and hopefully the

desire of the other two opposition parties — is to make sure

that those three people don’t already have their minds made

up.

I believe that, if you leave it to political parties, the

process will be considered flawed. That’s why this is non-

partisan.

Question re: Aviation advisory committee
Mr. Istchenko: Sixteen months ago, the government

passed the Public Airports Act. In it, they committed to set up
an aviation advisory committee. The aviation advisory

committee is still not set up, so can the minister tell us why,

16 months after the airports act was passed, the aviation

advisory committee is still not set?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m happy to discuss the

groundbreaking airports act again. As members recall — just

as a recap — this piece of legislation was 25 years in the

making, and this government is the first one to actually deliver

on a piece of legislation that will actually lay down some rules

as to how we govern and manage our airport facilities

throughout the territory. For 25 years, this integral — an

economic driver for the territory — was run without any rules,

with no legislation, with fees schedules beside library fines in

our administration manual. It’s ridiculous, and we fixed that.

We have this legislation.

We will be engaging with the aviation industry

stakeholders on developing the Yukon aviation advisory

committee’s terms of reference in the next few weeks. The

advisory committee will provide their feedback and

recommendations on the draft terms of reference to me, as

minister, and I will review and approve the final terms of

reference once they are developed this year.

That’s what industry asked me for; that’s what I’m doing.

Mr. Istchenko: The contract to develop the terms of

reference for the aviation advisory committee was only issued

four days ago. That means it took this minister 500 days to

even start thinking about developing the terms of reference.

Can the minister explain why it has taken him so long to

start something he had promised that he would get done right

away?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Where I come from, they call that

leading with your chin. Mr. Speaker, the fact is that the Yukon

Party had 14 years to pass aviation legislation — an airports

act — and they did nothing. That’s more than 3,000 days of

inaction. We took action. We passed the act. It was one of the

very first actions I took as Minister of Highways and Public

Works. We got that through the Legislature, and we had a

very robust debate on that bill, which then became legislation.

I’m very proud of the passage of that act.

Now we’re looking forward to implementing it, getting

the regulations, and having an aviation advisory committee in

place. Again, that committee was something the industry

wanted, because they felt they hadn’t been heard in the past.

They wanted an avenue to have interactions with the Minister

of Highways and Public Works, the individual who looks after

airports. They didn’t have that in the past; they asked for that;

we acceded that request. We said yes. We put the airport

advisory committee in place. We are very excited about

getting this committee started and rolling. We’ll take the time

necessary to get it done right.

As I said, this piece of legislation was a quarter-century in

the making, and we have taken a little bit of time to get the

committee in place, and we’ll do it right.

Mr. Istchenko: I believe the minister just said the

committee is in place. He might want to correct the record for

those who are listening throughout the Yukon.

The contract to develop the terms of reference for the

aviation advisory committee was only issued four days ago —

some 500 days after he committed to doing it. I don’t know

what the minister is trying to explain with his Liberal math,

but the one thing I did notice is that I thought it was very

interesting that government is issuing a $45,000 contract to go

with an Outside company to develop these terms of reference

for the aviation advisory committee.

Why doesn’t the minister think that the department is

capable of developing these terms of reference using existing

resources?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I don’t really know where to go

with that preamble or that question. I don’t agree with it,

Mr. Speaker.

We will be engaging with the aviation and industry

stakeholders on developing the Yukon aviation advisory
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committee’s terms of reference this spring. We said we would

do that and we are going to do that. That process is beginning.

I am very happy to say that it is beginning. It is going to be a

targeted consultation with industry to find out where they

want to see this go. The advisory committee will provide their

feedback and recommendations on the draft terms of reference

to me as minister, I will review and approve the final terms of

reference once they are developed this year, and I will then

form a committee.

Mr. Speaker, for more than 5,000 days, there was no

action on this file under previous governments. We are taking

action to bring in legislation that has been long needed. We

are the only jurisdiction in the country, for a quarter-century,

with no legislation governing our airports. I don’t know why

that was the case, but we fixed that. We did it because it was

necessary. It was hard work and we debated it here on the

floor of the House — I am proud of it — and we will now

have legislation that will govern these important economic

engines for the territory.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
Motion No. 464

Clerk: Motion No. 464, standing in the name of the

Hon. Ms. McPhee.

Speaker: It is moved by the Government House

Leader:

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 22(3) of the Human Rights Act, does remove
Carmen Gustafson from the Yukon Human Rights Panel of

Adjudicators, effective immediately.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Since being appointed to the Yukon

Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators, Ms. Gustafson has

accepted a job that puts her in a conflict with respect to her

appointment. Ms. Gustafson has consequently resigned from

the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators. Although her

term was brief, I would like to thank Ms. Gustafson for her

contribution to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of

Adjudicators, and wish her all the best in her new job.

I take pride in being able to bring this and a couple of

other motions here this afternoon to the Legislative Assembly

for the purposes of providing personnel and individuals to the

Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators and the Human Rights

Commission itself with respect to the process that is set out in

the Legislative Assembly for the opportunity to do that and

empanel this board here. Those are my comments for this

motion.

Mr. Cathers: The Official Opposition will be

supporting this motion. We note that this is the result of —

this appointment and appointments to the Human Rights

Commission and the panel of adjudicators do go to the

Standing Committee on Appointments to Major Government

Boards and Committees. I would also note at this time that

this is an area — first of all, the all-party committee on

appointments to major government boards and committees is

something that every party in this Legislative Assembly had

committed to. It was not until I tabled a motion as then-

Government House Leader that the committee was actually

created. It was created by the Yukon Party and continued —

we are pleased to see — under the Liberals.

But I would note as well, Mr. Speaker, in this area that

the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators’

appointments were referred to the committee outside of the

list specified in the Standing Orders. We have, as the Official

Opposition, and through processes including both the

Standing Committee on Rules, Elections and Privileges and

the all-party Standing Committee on Appointments made to

Major Government Boards and Committees — we have

recommended that the Yukon Human Rights Panel of

Adjudicators be added to that list specified under Standing

Order 45(3.2)(a).

We have also suggested a list of several other government

boards now that this committee has proven to be successful

for the course of over a decade in operations — that we

believe it would be benefited by providing for an all-party

process for reviewing those appointments. Those include

appointments to the Hospital Corporation as well as other

bodies that we suggested. Unfortunately, the government is in

year 3 and has still committed to — has left it at, shall we say,

committing to maybe review and possibly added it some point

— maybe — but they haven’t given us a real yes-or-no

answer.

Again, that’s an area that we would like to see added to

the Standing Orders. With this specific appointment that is

being dealt with here — the specific matter, I should say —

again, we support that. We recognize that, in the case of a

resignation from the panel, the government needs to take the

action in the Legislative Assembly to achieve that. But we are

disappointed that the Liberal Party has not been supportive to

date of expanding this all-party collaborative approach.

Ms. White: In speaking directly to the motion, what I

would like to say is that I would like to thank Ms. Gustafson

for the work that she has done. It was her second appointment.

I imagine that she brought a lot of who she is outside of the

Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators to her job —

which is enthusiasm, empathy, and her ability to see outside of

herself.

We thank her for the time she was on the board. We wish

her well in her new endeavours and we look forward to

making the next appointment.

With that, Mr. Speaker, we support this motion.

Speaker: If the member now speaks, she will close

debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard on Motion No.

464?
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Hon. Ms. McPhee: I would like to echo the comments

regarding the work of Ms. Gustafson on behalf of the Yukon

Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators.

It is unfortunate, in my view, that the member opposite is

keen to take any opportunity to criticize the government —

even a motion for someone to be resigned from a board that is

an important part of our Yukon community. I look forward to

the full support of this motion.

Motion No. 464 agreed to

Motion No. 465
Clerk: Motion No. 465, standing in the name of the

Hon. Ms. McPhee.

Speaker: It is moved by the Government House

Leader:

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 22(2) of the Human Rights Act, does appoint Judith
Hartling to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators

for a term of three years, effective immediately; and

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 22(2.01) of the Human Rights Act, does designate
Judith Hartling as deputy chief adjudicator for a term of three

years, effective immediately.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: As you have just heard, the position

of deputy chief adjudicator of the Yukon Human Rights Panel

of Adjudicators became vacant when the current member who

held that position resigned. The position was advertised

through the boards and committees advertising process. The

all-party Standing Committee on Appointments to Major

Government Boards and Committees has reviewed all of the

applications and put forward their recommendation for the

appointments to the Yukon Human Rights Panel of

Adjudicators. It was tabled on April 8, 2019.

I would like to take the opportunity to thank all of those

individuals who put their names forward, as there were many

qualified and outstanding applicants. We thank them for their

willingness to serve on behalf of all Yukoners, Mr. Speaker.

By way of a brief introduction, I would like to highlight

the recommended applicant, Ms. Judith Hartling. Ms. Hartling

is a professional lawyer and has over 40 years of experience

practising law, both in private practice and as a Crown

prosecutor. She is retired from that practice. She has been a

member of both the Yukon and Canadian bar associations.

Ms. Hartling has given lectures on many areas of law,

including criminal law at a variety of conferences and venues.

She is also a major contributor to the Yukon cross-country

skiing and biathlon communities, having coached and

mentored athletes of a variety of ages.

Thank you to the standing committee for taking the time

to make this recommendation, and I urge all members of the

House to support this motion and the appointment of

Ms. Hartling to the Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators as a

member of that panel and as the deputy chief adjudicator.

Mr. Cathers: Again, with this motion — we will be

supporting it. We do thank Ms. Hartling for putting her name

forward as well as for the contributions that she has already

made to the Yukon.

I do just need to correct the Minister of Justice and

remind her of the fact that the referral of appointments to the

Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators to the Standing

Committee on Appointments to Major Government Boards

and Committees was not done through the Standing Orders. It

was only temporarily done via letter, and that letter needs to

be renewed when there is a changeover in ministers.

So although the minister chose to try to characterize it in

another manner, I am pointing out the fact that this is an area

where adding this committee formally and permanently in the

Standing Orders would strengthen the all-party collaboration

around appointments to major government boards and

committees.

I think that it is fair to say that since that process has been

implemented for the boards to which it applies, it has provided

Yukoners who are putting their names forward with the

comfort that they are less likely to be seen as partisan

appointments by the government in power, and it provides an

opportunity for Yukoners who want to contribute to their

community and to their territory on boards and committees to

put their name forward and to recognize that collaborative all-

party approach that reviews them, based on qualifications, has

been set up through this process.

Again, I do have to remind the minister that the request

we made to add this committee formally in the Standing

Orders was made early in this government’s term. We have

not received a yes-or-no answer in the third year the

government is in office. It’s disappointing to see the lack of

interest in collaboration coming from the Liberal government

on this.

In concluding my comments, I would like to thank all the

members of the panel of adjudicators for their work in this

area, and I wish Ms. Hartling luck on her appointment and

thank her for putting her name forward.

Ms. White: I’m keeping my comments focused on

Ms. Judith Hartling or, as I would like to refer to her, Judy. I

am incredibly enthusiastic about this appointment. I know that

she will bring her lawyer mind with her; she will bring her

enthusiasm and empathy and the work and volunteerism that

she has done in the territory so far.

I also thank the other members of the community who put

their names forward to be on this. We wish Ms. Hartling

success in her endeavours and we look forward to maybe not

hearing about them here.

Speaker: If the member now speaks, she will close

debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard on debate with

respect to Motion No. 465?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am very pleased to bring these

motions forward today on a day when we recognize
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volunteerism here in our community. I agree with some of the

comments made. This is a stellar appointment to the panel of

adjudicators with respect to the Yukon human rights panel,

and I expect full support by all members for this appointment,

which has been recommended to the Legislative Assembly by

an all-party committee.

Motion No. 465 agreed to

Motion No. 466
Clerk: Motion No. 466, standing in the name of the

Hon. Ms. McPhee.

Speaker: It is moved by the Government House

Leader:

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to

subsection 17(1) of the Human Rights Act, does appoint
Karen Moir to the Yukon Human Rights Commission for a

three-year term, effective May 24, 2019.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Ms. Karen Moir currently sits as a

member and deputy chair of the Yukon Human Rights

Commission. Her term is set to expire on May 23, 2019.

Ms. Moir is a thoughtful, intelligent, well-spoken, and

dedicated volunteer. Again, I’m happy to bring this on a day

that we recognize volunteerism.

She brings a wealth of experience to the commission, as

she holds a master of laws in international human rights law

from the University of Essex. In addition, Ms. Moir has

completed substantial additional continuing education and

training in Yukon human rights law during her time with the

commission. Ms. Moir has been an immense asset to the work

of the commission in the promotion and protection of human

rights for all Yukoners.

The all-party Standing Committee on Appointments to

Major Government Boards and Committees reviewed all

applications that were received and recommended that Karen

Moir be reappointed to the Yukon Human Rights

Commission.

Thank you to all those who put their names forward to

serve on the commission. I would also like to thank the

Standing Committee on Appointments to Major Government

Boards and Committees for their recommendation. I urge all

members of this House to support this motion and the

appointment of Karen Moir to the Yukon Human Rights

Commission.

Mr. Cathers: The Official Opposition is pleased to

support the reappointment of Karen Moir. We do recognize

that this reappointment was recommended by the all-party

committee. We thank her for her service to date and wish her

well during her next term.

Ms. White: It is particularly rewarding when someone

who has already sat on a government board or committee asks

to be reappointed, so we are grateful that Ms. Moir has put her

name forward a second time. We wish her continued success

in that position.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Motion No. 466 agreed to

Speaker: Government bills.

GOVERNMENT BILLS
Bill No. 32 — Act to Amend the Securities Act —
Second Reading

Clerk: Second reading, Bill No. 32, standing in the

name of the Hon. Mr. Streicker.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I move that Bill No. 32, entitled

Act to Amend the Securities Act, be now read a second time.
Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of

Community Services that Bill No. 32, entitled Act to Amend
the Securities Act, be now read a second time.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: It is my privilege and honour to

speak to Bill No. 32, Act to Amend the Securities Act. I realize
that not everyone is so interested in securities. I am not sure

how riveting securities will be for, say, youth

parliamentarians, but I am going to work to try to interject a

few adjectives here, such as keen, peppy, zippy — energetic

adjectives, Mr. Speaker — because regardless of your

excitement level, it is of course a very important issue and an

important piece of legislation.

Before I outline the bountiful benefits of bringing forward

these amendments to the Securities Act, I would like to
provide some riveting background on how we regulate the

securities industry and how we protect investors in the Yukon.

Mr. Speaker, the Yukon and all of the other territories and

provinces are members of the Canadian Securities

Administrators — CSA for short. The purpose of the

Canadian Securities Administrators is to foster fair and

efficient capital markets and protect Canadian investors from

unfair, improper, or fraudulent practices. Among the tools that

the CSA provides is a national registry system, the system for

electronic document analysis and retrieval — also known,

excitingly, as SEDAR. SEDAR helps stakeholders,

professionals, and investors alike to be diligent by enabling

them to look up important information about securities issuers

— for example, corporations that offer to sell shares to the

public.

Additionally, the CSA provides a “discipline list”. This

list also assists with due diligence. It contains the names of

individuals and companies who have been disciplined by

principal securities regulators across the country — sort of

like a “naughty list”.

Principal securities regulators are the eight provinces

other than Prince Edward Island and Newfoundland and

Labrador. None of the territories are principal regulators.

Since the Yukon is not a principal regulator, when we need

that kind of advice, we will consult one of the larger

jurisdictions.

The CSA reviews securities legislation on an ongoing

basis. Its overall aim is to strengthen protection for investors

in all Canadian jurisdictions and to deter fraudulent and illegal

trading. The CSA has identified five specific legislative areas
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of potential weakness affecting investor protection. The

recommended changes to the Securities Act will strengthen
protection for all stakeholders, including Yukon investors.

These changes will also help ensure that the Yukon is part of

and consistent with a cooperative national system of securities

regulation.

Our ongoing membership in the CSA and a memorandum

of understanding that we signed back in 2004 commit us to

make these changes to our legislation to ensure that our

legislation is consistent with that of other jurisdictions. We

would want to make these changes in any event. If we did not,

we would put Yukon’s stakeholders, including investors, at a

disadvantage compared to stakeholders elsewhere in the

country, as Yukoners would not have the same rules and

protections and we would become the weak link in the

national regulatory chain. Every jurisdiction has made, or is

currently in the process of making, these changes to their

securities legislation. I look forward to us debating this in the

House.

As part of this process, all the principal regulators posted

information regarding several of the changes on their

websites. The CSA has also published the changes on its

website, which all stakeholders — including those in the

Yukon — regularly access. Most Yukon stakeholders are

likely already aware of these proposed amendments from

materials posted on regulator and CSA websites. They may

still be holding their breath as I give this speech, but they may

already be aware. However, in order to ensure that Yukon

industry stakeholders are aware of these upcoming

amendments, we sent letters to the investment community to

inform them of these coming changes. We also invited them

to note any concerns. Since they were already aware through

dealings with other jurisdictions, we were not surprised that

we received no responses. In this case, I count no news as

good news from the investment community.

I would like to take the next few minutes to present each

of the changes and explain why they are important and

exciting. As already noted, these amendments aim to provide

regulatory consistency and strengthen investor protection in a

number of ways.

First, they will confirm that an order in any jurisdiction

that sanctions or restricts a person, such as an investment

dealer, will also apply here in the Yukon. As an example, the

Ontario Securities Commission may find that an individual

has been fraudulently trading or selling securities. If the

Ontario Securities Commission issues an order that terminates

the status of this person as a broker or a dealer and bans them

from trading or selling securities in Ontario, all other

jurisdictions will enforce that order in their territory or

province.

As a result, if that individual decided to come to the

Yukon with the intent of setting up shop here, the Yukon

would recognize Ontario’s order and ban that person from

selling or trading securities here. This effect is automatic and

would not require any further steps by the Yukon’s

superintendent of securities — which is a rather exciting

position in Community Services, Mr. Speaker: the

superintendent of securities.

Another amendment gives the superintendent the power

to make orders based on sanctions against a person in other

jurisdictions. This confirms that sanctions issued against

investment dealers outside of the Yukon can be recognized

and acted upon here. For instance, if the Alberta Securities

Commission finds that an investment dealer has done

something illegal in Alberta, they may, for example, suspend

the dealer from selling securities for a certain period of time in

Alberta. The Yukon superintendent, under our amended

Securities Act, may, with or without a hearing, be able to
make an order that restricts the dealer’s activities in the Yukon

as well. This means that when one jurisdiction issues certain

sanctions against an investment industry stakeholder, the

Yukon superintendent has discretion to issue an appropriate

order that will apply in the Yukon without receiving a

complaint or conducting a hearing.

A third amendment will introduce the option of requiring

additional disclosure requirements for financial instruments

such as exchange-traded funds. An example of this is mutual

funds traded on the Toronto Stock Exchange. Disclosure is

where someone who sells an investment product such as a

share in a corporation provides the potential investor with

mandated information regarding the investment. With this

new provision, as investment products change and as new

products are created, the Yukon can establish requirements to

ensure that Yukon investors are appropriately informed about

the investment products they are buying. Just as a corporation

selling its stock must provide prospectus documents in

advance to prospective buyers, this amendment will require

that purchasers of other investments such as exchange-traded

funds receive additional relevant information on which to base

their investment decisions in a timely manner.

A fourth amendment will clarify that, while civil actions

regarding alleged securities law violations are in court, any

limitation periods will be paused until the court matter is

finished. A limitation period is a specific window of time after

the occurrence of an event, after which legal action cannot be

taken regardless of the allegations. For example, investment

clients who believe they have been damaged by

misrepresentation regarding an investment product will be

able to pause or stop the clock on the limitation period while

the matter is before the courts. The relevant limitation periods

for the Securities Act vary, depending upon the circumstances,
from six months to three years.

I was going to just comment on the suspense,

Mr. Speaker, but I will leave it there. I recognize that

securities regulation is not an everyday subject for most of us.

This is why having the clock on limitation periods stop ticking

until the issue is resolved in court will provide additional time

and security for Yukoners to navigate these issues. A final

amendment in the Securities Act will standardize how

financial benchmarks are set and administered. Who knew

benchmarks could be so exciting?

Benchmarks are standard interest rates and other financial

reference points that can be used to set other rates or to set the
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value of specific financial instruments. For example, the Bank

of Canada has a critical interest rate known as the “overnight

rate”. The bank announces eight times a year whether there

will be a change in this rate. Retail banks use this rate as a

benchmark when they set their consumer rates, such as prime

rates and mortgage rates. The prime rates and mortgage rates,

which are higher, will increase and decrease with the Bank of

Canada rate. A benchmark could also be used to value a

specific investment. For example, the value of an option to

purchase shares in a road construction company could be tied

to a benchmark, such as the value of Ontario’s 10-year

municipal bonds.

To be clear, the Yukon would not set benchmarks on its

own. They would be set by an agreement among all the

members of the CSA. The objective with these amendments is

to provide the authority in our legislation to allow for the

appointment and oversight of a benchmark administrator to

ensure good governance and to maintain trust in the financial

contracts on which our economy is built. I just want to say,

Mr. Speaker, that the role of the benchmark administrator has

me on the edge of my seat.

Altogether, the amendments to the Securities Act will
strengthen protection for Yukon investors. Equally important,

the changes will strengthen protections for all Canadian

investors, because no matter where they are located, they can

be assured that, once these amendments are made across the

country, they will receive the same level of protection no

matter where they live.

In closing, I would just like to thank both the Department

of Community Services and our very talented securities

specialist from the department as well as the amazing work of

the Department of Justice in preparing this bill. We had a very

talented legislative drafter involved in this, and I just want to

acknowledge the tremendous work of both on this project.

I look forward to further debate at second reading and in

Committee of the Whole on Bill No. 32. I know my

colleagues across the way will be very excited to stand and

speak to it.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the note of levity in the

minister’s introductory speech. The Securities Act is an area
that is quite dry for the average reader and highly technical.

It’s also critically important in terms of our economic system,

and I would like to join the minister in thanking the staff of

the Department of Community Services as well as Justice and

our technical experts in this area for their work on this.

Without them, the Yukon government would have a great deal

of difficulty grappling with the changes in this highly

technical area.

I would also just ask the minister — during the clause-by-

clause review of this legislation, we would look forward to

some additional information. I have read through the

legislation and it appears to be largely a technical and likely

appropriately structured bill, but in the fine print, we will be

asking some questions during Committee review.

I would also ask the minister if he could provide an

update when he rises to conclude his remarks at second

reading as to the status of the CCMR initiative — that being

the Cooperative Capital Markets Regulatory System. As the

minister will know, the commitment was made a number of

years ago by the Yukon to participate in this. According to a

press release from yesterday, I understand that Nova Scotia

has agreed to join the Cooperative Capital Markets Regulatory

System. The Council of Ministers of the Cooperative Capital

Markets Regulatory System welcomed Nova Scotia with the

signing of an MOU just yesterday. Nova Scotia joins British

Columbia, New Brunswick, Ontario, Prince Edward Island,

Saskatchewan, and Yukon as well as the federal government

in the participation of it.

We don’t really have a lot of detail either on the status of

that work. It does go back awhile. I will join the minister in

attempting to spice up the debate by just adding a personal

note that the commitment to join the CCMR process was a

commitment that I made verbally while on a phone call with

the federal minister’s office on the front porch of the Eldorado

Hotel in Dawson City. That began the work that has gone on

since that time. I know this is very technical and that the work

that is being done by all jurisdictions involved takes a lot of

work by their respective experts in coming up with a model

that works, because securities is a relatively boring topic for

many people. It is also one that we depend on when people’s

— everything from investments to purchases — are dependent

on a properly functioning regulatory system and, indeed, our

economy here and across the country is directly affected by

the operation of this system.

In concluding my remarks, I would just ask the minister if

he could please provide us with an update now about the

progress of the work toward the CCMR system and its

expected launch and implementation date. If he is not able to

provide that information here today, I would just ask him to

get back to this House when he is able to with more

information on that.

Ms. White: I would like to thank my colleagues for

their educated responses. I am going to keep this extremely

brief.

I would like to thank the officials for their work on this

legislation for it takes a special kind of mind to work on and

fully understand all aspects of legislation like the Securities
Act. Most importantly, it takes a special kind of person to be
able to explain it to laypersons, so we thank them for that.

This isn’t necessarily the most gripping legislation for

MLAs and I would suggest that is possibly because it’s so

confusing, but we do understand it’s an important bill to

ensure harmony between the Yukon and other jurisdictions.

Again, I thank the officials and the minister and of course

the Member for Lake Laberge for their comments. The Yukon

NDP will be supporting this legislation.

Speaker: If the member now speaks, he will close

debate on second reading of Bill No. 32.

Does any other member wish to be heard on second

reading?
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Hon. Mr. Streicker: I agree with both members

opposite that, in trying to find a way to keep it entertaining, it

in no way takes away from how critically important this work

is to ensure that our financial systems for Yukoners are stable

and secure. It is incredibly important, even despite its

complexity for someone like me.

It is highly technical work, and I again thank them for

their acknowledgement of the officials who did all of the work

on this, because that is definitely where the praise needs to go.

I don’t have a specific update at my fingertips for the

Member for Lake Laberge. What I can say is that I will get

one and have it ready either for clause-by-clause debate or to

pass across directly. I look forward to our discussion and the

technical questions during clause-by-clause debate when

department officials are here.

I can say that, overall, the approach was for multiple

small jurisdictions to come together to make sure that we were

protecting ourselves and working efficiently across all

jurisdictions. What I will say about that is that, again, it is

about being smart with our resources here in the Yukon to

ensure that we are protected, while not having to burden the

overall systems with a replication of securities and protection

measures that are similar across many jurisdictions. I thank

the members opposite for having initiated that work.

There have been some delays over time because some of

it has taken much longer than we anticipated, but my

understanding is that it is still coming forward in time. I don’t

have a timeline. I know that it is still in progress, and I will get

a further update for the members opposite.

Again, thank you to all of the members of the Legislature

for their support on this piece of legislation, and I look

forward to Committee of the Whole.

Motion for second reading of Bill No. 32 agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of

the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): I will now call Committee of the

Whole to order. The matter before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 18, Yukon Housing Corporation, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 18, Yukon Housing Corporation, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Yukon Housing Corporation
Hon. Ms. Frost: As the Minister responsible for the

Yukon Housing Corporation, I rise today to present the

2019-20 capital and operation and maintenance budgets for

the Yukon Housing Corporation. Before I begin my address, I

would like to introduce the officials who will assist me today:

Pamela Hine, president of Yukon Housing Corporation, and

Val MacMillan, manager of finance at Yukon Housing

Corporation.

I would also like to take this opportunity to say thank you

to the staff and the board of the Yukon Housing Corporation

for their continuous hard work and dedication to making more

affordable housing options available to Yukoners and going

above and beyond on a daily basis.

Healthy, vibrant, and sustainable communities are a

priority for this government. To have healthy, vibrant, and

sustainable communities, Yukoners need to have homes that

fit their needs and that they can afford. This budget will

continue to work toward that goal. We are bringing the future

into focus with the three goals of the Yukon Housing

Corporation’s strategic plan.

We are a trusted housing partner. We are renewing and

rebalancing community housing, and we are strengthening our

corporate stewardship. We are not working by ourselves. Our

partners in our communities are helping us to deliver housing

that meets their needs.

As a trusted housing partner, we support housing

stakeholders by continuing our investment in housing

programs that Yukoners rely on and launching a new program

to fulfill our commitment to energy efficiencies.

We are receiving federal funding under the 10-year

national housing strategy that will rebalance and support our

existing programs as well as renew and expand our

community and social housing. Our grants and loans programs

have established that we are a trusted housing partner, we are

here to work with our communities, and we strive to achieve

local housing results. Our new housing initiative fund is a

partnership program that supports increased affordable

housing options to Yukoners across the housing continuum.

We have had two successful intakes: June 2018 and

February 2019. From the 2018 intake, we were able to fund 10

projects that will result in the creation of 110 new affordable

homes for Yukoners. We will announce the 2019 successful

proponents as the projects are approved. After the first intake

and the proven success of the housing initiative fund, we are

excited to continue to support this program through the

$3.6 million that we have made available for 2019-20.
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There is $1.5 million allocated to continuing to offer the

municipal matching rental construction program again this

year. This grant contributed to 40 new rental units across the

territory in 2018-19. This has become a very popular grant

and, as such, we have increased the annual allocation to reflect

the maximum uptake of this program. We have allocated

$1.75 million for the developer build loan program, which

was launched in 2018. It provides construction financing to

developers even when it is difficult to get support from a

traditional lender and will allow for new builds throughout

Yukon.

Our home ownership loans program helps Yukoners who

need support to buy or build their own homes but are unable

to get a loan from a traditional lender. We have committed

$2.5 million to our first mortgage loan program, $750,000 for

our owner build program, and $100,000 to our down payment

assistance loan program. We also support Yukoners who own

their own homes and need help to make sure that their homes

are safe, healthy, and accessible. We have $1.7 million

available for our home repair loan program. This is broken

down into $1.1 million for a partial subsidy and $600,000 for

forgivable home repair loan programs, depending on the

client’s income. The $200,000 committed to for the rental and

secondary suite loan program will help Yukoners to maximize

the use of their property.

We are designing our loan programs based on the needs

of Yukoners. Our loans need to be relevant, effective, and

designed for maximum benefit. We have reduced the amounts

allocated for our loan programs in the budget to better align

with program uptake by Yukoners over the past several years.

If we receive greater than expected uptake, we will make

more funding available.

First Nation governments are huge providers of housing

in the Yukon. Together, we are working to make sure that

Yukoners in all of our communities have access to safe,

adequate housing. We are renewing our First Nation

partnership program by making $1.5 million available this

year.

Additionally, we are making sure that First Nation

housing is energy efficient by investing just over $1.5 million

in our new First Nation energy retrofit program. This program

will support energy upgrades in First Nation housing, which in

turn will contribute to housing sustainability, create jobs, and

support a greener economy.

We know it is important to build new housing, but it is

also important to invest in repairs and upgrades. We are

renewing and rebalancing the Yukon Housing Corporation’s

housing stock. We own over 800 housing units Yukon-wide

that are home to low-income Yukoners, seniors, and Yukon

government employees.

This year we have budgeted $800,000 to begin the design

of a new multi-use 10-plex in Old Crow that will help address

the social, seniors, and staff housing concerns in that

community. This will also support the new health and

wellness centre being planned for Old Crow.

To make sure that existing homes are safe and healthy for

years to come, we are investing $2 million in repairs and

upgrades to social, seniors, and staff housing across the

Yukon.

We have committed $1.4 million to converting single

family homes into duplexes in both our staff and social

housing to increase the number of homes we can offer in our

communities.

We are working toward building resilient communities

under the Pan-Canadian Framework on Clean Growth and
Climate Change. We have committed $2.1 million to make
energy-efficiency upgrades to social, seniors, and staff

housing.

We know that there needs to be more affordable housing

available in Whitehorse. Recently, the Bureau of Statistics

reported that the vacancy rate in Whitehorse remains below

three percent. That is why we have committed $300,000 for

the design of a mixed-income housing project in Whitehorse

to address the housing needs of a variety of Yukoners.

We are also supporting the Challenge Cornerstone

Affordable and Supportive Housing Development with

$4 million this year. This major project will provide

affordable housing in Whitehorse and supportive housing for

Yukoners who need help gaining and maintaining housing.

This is just some of the good work being done by many

of the dedicated officials and staff at the Yukon Housing

Corporation. Canada’s Top 100 Employers project is a

national competition to determine which employers lead their

industries in offering exceptional workplaces for employees.

Yukon government has been recognized, since 2016, as a top

employer for Canadians over 40 — as a top family friendly

employer. As an employer, we are proud of this recognition.

More importantly, we are proud of our employees and the

work that they do for Yukoners.

Through our training budget of $50,000, our staff are

learning new skills and increasing their client service delivery.

Our staff takes pride in working to find solutions to affordable

housing as the Yukon population and economy continue to

grow.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, with our partners, we are

implementing the housing action plan for Yukon. We are

increasing affordable housing options across the territory by

making effective use of federal funding and we have extended

the life of the municipal matching rental construction

program.

We are taking a new approach to staff and social housing

through collaboration with the private sector on models that

promote economic growth in our communities. This budget

continues to work on the housing action plan and puts the

Yukon Housing Corporation in a position to maximize

existing housing and to incentivize and support new housing

projects.

With our partners, we will work to make sure that we

provide the housing solutions that Yukoners need. Together,

we will build healthy, vibrant, sustainable communities in the

Yukon.

Ms. Van Bibber: I thank the department officials who

are present here today and the staff back at the office.
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With respect to the review last year of the Yukon

Housing Corporation’s loan programs, I am wondering if the

minister can provide the results and an explanation of how the

budgeting process was carried out this year, as it seems that

the funds allocated to the home ownership programs have

decreased. This includes the down payment assistance

program, the first mortgage program, and the owner-build

program. Because budget documents don’t give any indication

that these loan programs were undersubscribed as the full

amounts allocated look to have been used, can the minister

please outline what the subscription to these programs was in

2018-19 and whether this was lower than in previous years?

Also, was there any funding unused or lapsed that we may not

be aware of during this time period?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Our loan programs aim to help

Yukoners who have trouble getting a traditional loan or a

mortgage through a bank to buy, build, or fix their homes. As

the member opposite highlighted, there are a few of those

within the Yukon Housing Corporation. We are in the process

of modernizing the programs to be relevant to the changing

housing needs of Yukoners. We have reduced the amounts

available for loan programs in this budget. These budget

amounts better align with program uptake by Yukoners over

the past several years. Last year, for example, the uptake on

our down payment assistance program was $26,000. This

program had $500,000 budgeted. Obviously there was much

more money than was needed, so we reduced this amount to

$100,000. We believe that this will sufficiently address the

needs of programs, and future budget allocations will be

considered based on the uptake of these programs by

Yukoners.

Our government is really clear that we are striving for

efficiencies in how we deliver programs and services, and we

will continue to work across all of our departments to improve

our budgeting processes. If we see changes in this coming

year and in future years, certainly we would look at the

necessary amendments as required to better align with

services to ensure that the Yukon Housing Corporation is

providing programs and services in a fiscally responsible way

and that we are making the resources left over at the end of

the year readily available up front at the beginning of the year

and not turning them over as unspent resources. We are really

trying to be responsible, but more importantly, it’s looking at

addressing housing needs throughout the Yukon without

really reducing amounts of program funding, but doing it in a

way that makes sense. If we see any decline, then we will

make adjustments and we will bump up our supports

elsewhere. That’s what the corporation has done very

effectively.

Ms. Van Bibber: We have recently seen record high

prices for average homes and lot prices released. It’s getting

harder for families and individuals to move from rental into

home ownership, so these decreases appear to be

counterintuitive to helping people access mortgages and build

homes.

Can the minister confirm whether funding for these

programs will be expanded to meet demand should the need

arise? I know you said more funding will be made available.

I’m wondering where that money would come from.

Hon. Ms. Frost: In my opening comments, I did say

that we believe that the efficiencies around programs and

services for this particular line item, based on what we’ve

seen historically in the decline of uptake, really resulted in

some of the changes. If in the future there are future pressures

and we’re seeing more interest, then certainly we can align

that accordingly. As noted, we have a number of line items

here that the corporation has some flexibility in moving

around if we’re seeing some uptake perhaps in some areas and

not in others. We want to be as flexible as possible to align

with the demand of Yukoners’ requests.

Ms. Van Bibber: Can the minister please provide a

breakdown by community of applicants to each of these

housing loan programs — those ones that we have listed —

and also the municipal matching program? I would also be

happy to receive this information by a legislative return.

Hon. Ms. Frost: With regard to the loan distribution by

location, we have in Carcross one loan for $7,000; Carmacks,

we have one loan for $134,000; Dawson City, there were

seven loans to the tune of $1,339,000; Haines Junction, there

were three loans for $241,000; Marsh Lake, there were four

loans for $606,000; Mayo, we had one uptake for $208,000;

Teslin, there were two for $69,000; Watson Lake, two for

$20,000; Whitehorse, 36 for $4,118,000. The total: 21

community projects for $2,634,000. The total combined for all

of it is 57.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you for that, minister.

Further to the home ownership programs seeing a

decrease in funding, there also appears to be a decrease to the

rental and secondary suite loan program. Will there also be

extra funding made available should there be a rise in uptake

on these particular programs?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thanks for your patience. The

secondary suites or the rental suites — the applicants can

apply under the housing initiative fund or the municipal

matching grant. So there are opportunities to look at accessing

resources through those two programs as well.

Ms. Van Bibber: Can the minister please provide an

update on the government’s plans to increase seniors housing

capacity in Whitehorse? Can she confirm whether assessments

have been done in the communities to see what changes need

to be made toward seniors housing?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What we have with the seniors — the

question around access to seniors housing in the city and then

of course in the Yukon communities — we have, right now, a

very innovative and exciting project that we are embarking on.

It is the Whitehorse mixed-use housing project. We are proud

to invest in a mixed-use housing project in Whitehorse, and

we have budgeted a total of $18.3 million toward this project.

That is really to look at a number of different client groups

and incorporate it into that as more seniors housing units for

the City of Whitehorse. We are looking at working with our

communities as well as we look at future opportunities in rural

Yukon communities. Our goal is to ensure that we better align

with the needs of seniors in the Yukon.
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I am really happy to say that the Housing Corporation

participated in the aging-in-place consultation and

engagement throughout the Yukon — some really great

feedback on what they would like to see in their respective

communities. As we go ahead and look at working with our

partners in our communities — whether it is through the

municipal matching grant or through the housing initiative

fund or this partnership build loan program — it is really to

try to highlight some of the key priority areas. One is, of

course, seniors, and the other is affordable housing for our

communities.

When we look at the project in my community, for

example — we don’t have a seniors unit in Old Crow, nor do

we have anything in Pelly Crossing. There are some

communities where we really need to start looking at seniors

units. Carcross is another community.

As we go ahead and look at where the priorities lie, we

want to make sure that we better align with client service

needs and try to put our energy into those communities,

working with the municipality or the First Nations. I am really

looking forward to that.

Just for the record, we do not have a lot of seniors on the

waiting list right now. We have our housing stock in our

communities. I just recently announced that we opened up the

four units in Carmacks. The vision is to really ensure that we

have that throughout the Yukon and have opportunities to

expand that. Currently, we are looking at Wye Lake Manor in

Watson Lake and are trying to upgrade that to provide more

units there as well.

We are certainly taking that into consideration. Currently,

the total for seniors on our wait-list is 114 throughout the

Yukon. The vision and goal is really to have zero, and the

means by which to do that is using the new initiatives and the

new projects that we have announced recently.

Ms. Van Bibber: You must have read my mind. That

was my next question: What was the wait-list for seniors?

Perhaps if I could just get a breakdown by community — and

again, she can do that with a legislative return.

If seniors want to transition out of their own homes or

rentals into social housing due to any number of reasons —

whether it be health or financial reasons — I just have a

question on the process. If a person wants to apply for seniors

social housing in a community but owns their own home, is it

a requirement to sell that home before they actually make an

application?

Hon. Ms. Frost: So I can note for the record the

previous question around seniors in the communities — we

have two in Carcross, five in Dawson City, one in Faro, two in

Haines Junction, one in Pelly Crossing, and 103 in

Whitehorse. That is the list that we have, and the rest are at

zero.

With regard to whether or not a senior can apply for

Yukon housing while they own their own homes, there are no

parameters around that. They can apply and get on the wait-

list for the Housing Corporation’s seniors housing units and,

after that time, they will be required to take the necessary

steps to ensure the disbursement of their assets to move into a

seniors unit.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you for that answer.

You mentioned the new project that is going to be

happening on Jeckell Street. I am not sure if it was mixed use

or mixed income. I got a bit confused. Are there specific units

allocated for seniors either in the Housing First complex or in

the new mixed-use complex?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am very proud to be investing in a

new mixed-use housing project in Whitehorse on the 4th

Avenue and Jeckell Street property that is owned by the

Yukon Housing Corporation. “Mixed use” means that it is

intended for multi-generational groups of individuals — so

not prescribing specific categories at this point. I think it will

really be determined by our community engagement and

looking at supporting a combination of priorities. We certainly

want to make sure that we have seniors units in there. Part of

the mandate or direction for that came from the engagement

with our aging population and through the aging-in-place

summits that we have had. The seniors made it quite clear that

they wanted to look at a multi-generational integrated model

that puts them in a facility where there are other folks who

they can better interact with. I am very excited about that.

Ms. Van Bibber: A touchy-feely question — some

seniors or residents have pets. I know if I had to leave my pet,

it would be very unsettling because they become your

companions and best friends. Pets can ensure that a resident

stays active and it wards off loneliness as well. Are there any

situations where a pet is allowed in a Yukon Housing unit? Is

it possible that policy could be developed to allow pets in

certain situations?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I absolutely appreciate the question

because I know that oftentimes what we are hearing through

our aging-in-place summit is that seniors need the

companionship, whether it is through a mixed-use facility or

allowance of their pets in our facilities. I do know that the

Housing Corporation and the housing navigators really work

hard with the seniors to accommodate their requests, ensuring

that they have access to a unit that accommodates their pets. It

would be difficult for us — I think it is really trying to balance

and to accommodate those seniors who have medical

challenges like asthma or some breathing allergies. We have

to take into consideration all of that with our limited units and

try to accommodate direct access to the outdoors without the

senior having to bring the pet through the facility to get to the

outside. What I understand is that accommodations are made

and the department does the best it can to accommodate their

requests in a timely fashion. Sometimes it takes a little while

to find the right unit that suits the needs of the tenant.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you for that clarification. I had

picked that out of the aging-in-place document, so it is

obviously somebody who is in a unit that does not allow pets.

Blood Ties Four Directions’ tiny house project has

garnered a lot of attention in this last little while. Has the

Housing Corporation considered doing something similar for

seniors or social housing needs?
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Hon. Ms. Frost: Great suggestions — certainly the

project with Blood Ties Four Directions really sets, I think,

the standard that we want to look at in terms of meeting the

client needs. Tiny houses — is that the way of the future? I

don’t know, but I do know that we will continue to have that

dialogue. We just recently partnered with Champagne and

Aishihik First Nations for 10 tiny units in Haines Junction.

With regard specifically to seniors, we certainly have to

have that conversation with the seniors as we continue to have

our dialogue on the aging-in-place discussions to see if that is

a vision of theirs — I think in terms of resources available and

of course priorities in trying to build according to the

parameters that they describe as wanting and needing.

Ms. Van Bibber: Through the series of meetings on

aging-in-place which eventually ended up in the report, it was

very nice to see the topics from people and the little comments

— all very easy to read. I was wondering if the minister could

confirm whether any housing-related issues that were brought

up at the Whitehorse meeting specifically were also inserted

into this report.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I want to just acknowledge that it

would be some 18 months ago when I had the first meeting

with Seniors Action Yukon, when they came forward and

said, “We need to have a voice and a process going forward

that better aligns with our needs.” At that point, it was very

enlightening, because I have seniors directly in my circle who

I care dearly about, and I want to make sure that we align with

their needs. We looked at housing and housing issues.

Right away, as soon as we had discussion — not focusing

so much on social programs or service supports around

seniors — we integrated Yukon Housing Corporation into that

mix in the planning discussions, so we always had staff

readily available at the aging-in-place summits and

engagement sessions so that we can better align and capture

what the seniors are saying with regard to housing and really

trying hard to bump up the Housing First Initiative — so

trying to keep the seniors at home longer and with better

accommodations through the Housing Corporation profile and

their budgets and then working with Health and Social

Services so that we can have home care supports.

The re-enablement unit at the Hospital Corporation

allows for that nice transition into their own homes out of the

hospital — lots of great debate and discussions around

housing needs and redesigning of the criteria for seniors

housing.

Ms. Van Bibber: On to a few questions on social

housing: We are wondering about the current number for the

wait-list on social housing and whether there are any

additional social housing units to be built, other than the one

at Jeckell Street. If so, which communities and when?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thank you to the member opposite for

the question.

Currently on our wait-list — the number is continuously

dropping and we want to continue to work toward eliminating

that list. Interestingly enough, we don’t have a huge wait-list

for non-seniors within our communities.

Currently, in Carcross, we have three on the wait-list;

Dawson City, there are 13. I just want to note that through the

Klondike Development Organization and this partnership

build and the municipal matching grant, we have worked very

closely with the Klondike Development Organization to better

align with the needs there to try to provide services.

In Ross River, we have 11 non-seniors on the wait-list.

We are continuously working with Ross River Dena Council,

and we have done that in the last two years. We have met with

them and participated in in-depth discussions with the federal

government to try to get some resources into the community.

We currently have our housing units that are ready and

available for the Ross River Dena Council’s access. In

Whitehorse, we currently have 140 on the wait-list, and we

have six in Watson Lake.

There was a second part to that question. If the member

can just ask me again, I can respond.

Ms. Van Bibber: The second part was: Were there any

plans to build additional housing units in any of those

communities?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to talk a little about the

housing initiative fund and the partnership build program,

because I think that really highlights a lot of really good work

in the communities and with our partners. I know that last

year, we put $3.6 million in the budget. Out of that, we were

able to partner on $26 million worth of projects to align with

new initiatives.

The same thing is happening this year. We have

$3.6 million in a partnership program to increase affordable

housing options for Yukon. As part of that, we have 10 new

projects that will total an approximate combined value of

$31.4 million. That is throughout the Yukon. We are working

really hard with our partners to bring new units into the

market.

We also made the announcement of the Challenge

initiative project. That will bring 40-some units into the

market. The Jeckell and 4th Avenue project will bring 48 units

on to the market. The project in Carcross in the year following

will see additional units there as well. We just announced the

mixed-use facility in the community of Old Crow. Part of it is

for staff housing because we don’t have staff housing in our

communities — or in that particular community.

We want to make sure that we align with the community

needs. Currently, what I can gather from the housing initiative

fund that is currently going through the review process — we

have in excess of 70 units, I believe, coming into the market

this year. That is really great, and it plays out throughout the

communities. We will see new initiatives coming out. Until

we finalize that process, I can’t really reveal that. I am happy

about the process, and I look forward to future partnerships.

Ms. Van Bibber: Not being able to reveal where the

houses are going — is that what she just said? Sorry, it’s just

to clarify. I might have missed it.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Because we are just concluding the

project process, it wouldn’t be advisable for us to make that

announcement, but I just want to reflect that we are moving

forward with the same project as last year — summarizing, in
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general terms, what I can publicly state, but not specific

enough to jeopardize the process.

Ms. Van Bibber: I have a few more questions on

housing policy. At times, when people are renting from

Yukon Housing and, for whatever reason, are not able to work

or they have to stay home with their children, are there rules

around home-based businesses — for example, a business like

selling Avon or Tupperware, et cetera? This brings in a small

amount of money for a proponent. I understand it causes the

renter to report that as income and then that causes the rent to

go up. Is that true?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would suggest that this is not

encouraged — having home businesses. We provide

opportunities for social supports and social housing. That is

really based on the policies that are established — so 25

percent of the gross income as defined in the tax assessment

from the previous year determines what the rent is for the

clients — the household income — on a monthly basis. That

is the parameter we use to set the rules. The policy is pretty

clear on that.

Home businesses are clearly something that we do not

encourage. It is not something that is supported.

Ms. Van Bibber: It was a question asked of me. I am

just a conduit to say that it kind of defeats the purpose of

trying to get someone off social assistance. It gives them

incentive to be a little more active in the community, gives

them some pocket money, and improves their lives. Perhaps

we should review that policy at some point.

Can the minister tell us how the income of a household is

calculated and what is included in that income? For example,

if a husband and wife are both working and two teenage kids

start working part-time while they’re in school — is all of that

lumped together to be included in the calculations?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am just seeking a little clarification

around the policies. It is the gross household income, and it is

defined under the tax ruling — I don’t know which section it

is, but it is specific to when we have a student who is in

school full-time and is over the age of 18; clearly that is not

something that is taken into consideration. But if that young

adult is working full-time and lives in the home and if the

house is assigned to the parent, it is something that is taken

into consideration.

So the total income, as allotted for the 25 percent,

incorporates all of the members who live in the household —

with a few exceptions to accommodate those students who are

in full-time post-secondary education.

Ms. Van Bibber: To clarify, if I have a 15-year-old

who is working at McDonald’s, his income wouldn’t be

included. It is just if somebody is working full-time.

Hon. Ms. Frost: For clarity, no — if a child is 14 or 15

and working at McDonald’s, that’s not incorporated into the

total income. It’s if the child exceeds the age of 18 and is now

an adult who is living in a social housing unit and if there are

a number of individuals in that house all working full-time,

then you would take into consideration the total income.

We are looking right now at the policy around social

housing and around staff housing to better align with

incentives. As the member opposite highlighted, we really

don’t want to encourage individuals to live in social housing

forever. We want them to seek employment; we want them to

find their own homes, and the alignment of that is ensuring

that we give them the support that they need. Part of that is

case management and of course ensuring that we provide

services — not to de-incentivize but to incentivize and

encourage them to seek the supports that they require to move

into their own homes.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thanks for that clarification.

Using the median rate as provided by the Yukon Bureau

of Statistics, Yukon Housing Corporation told us during the

briefing that it currently sits at $950 for a one-bedroom unit. I

think this is really unfortunate, as I certainly haven’t seen

many rental advertisements with anything resembling this

number. Usually it is well over the $1,000 mark — plus, plus,

plus.

Would the minister consider raising the median rent rate

to be comparable to what is in the market to allow families

and individuals a better chance to find adequate housing?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thank you for the question. That is

certainly something that we will take under advisement as we

look at our policies within the Housing Corporation.

Ms. Van Bibber: That sounds good to me. Is there a

possible review of the policy to perhaps have rent control for

our social assistant applicants in social housing? Is that a

doable thing?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member

opposite for the question because it is certainly something that

we want to look at in terms of balancing how we govern

ourselves — working closely with Health and Social Services

on the social income clients and ensuring that we have a

balanced approach as we amend our policies.

Ms. Van Bibber: With the carbon tax coming up pretty

quickly here, what is the anticipated increase in the cost to the

government — in particular, Yukon Housing Corporation —

with respect to the carbon tax on the home heating fuel for all

their units? Has that been taken into consideration?

Hon. Ms. Frost: As we go forward from here, given

that we have the new energy-efficient building projects

coming on stream, we are going to of course clearly start

tracking cost-savings. It is a key priority — reduction of

greenhouse gas emissions. You will note that, in the budget,

we are modernizing and creating more energy-efficient homes

as we build new projects, but also the remodeling of our

existing units is really to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and

create energy efficiencies.

Ms. Van Bibber: That leads me into the next question

on the energy retrofits. We see that there is an increase in that

line item. Can the minister tell us which units or communities

will see these retrofits, or is there sort of a certain amount

going to each community? Has the carbon tax also been

budgeted for in this next little while before these energy

retrofits are in place?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The project for the social housing

duplex conversions and the opportunity there allows us to

look at retrofits — of course making them more energy
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efficient but also the conversion there. We haven’t yet

determined those to the communities, but we have allocated

$700,000 there.

With the low carbon economy fund, we are looking at

social and staff housing projects within a variety of

communities across the Yukon. In Watson Lake, there is a

seniors complex there. There is $750,000 going into that

project. In Dawson City, we have two units there that will see

$160,000 of upgrades. In Teslin, there are two units that will

see $160,000 of upgrades as well. Then in Carcross, there are

a couple of units there as well. We will put $160,000 there.

As I noted, we have over 800 units across the Yukon in

staff and social housing. It’s imperative that we start looking

at some of these units. A lot of them are in excess of 30 years

old. We have to not only bring them up to building standards,

but we have to bring them up to the new standard of energy

efficiency. In Watson Lake, we have Campbell Way duplex

— converting that to a triplex. There is $250,000 going into

that project. In Faro, there are two units for $160,000. In

Dawson City, there is an upgrade on one of the units there.

Those are the projects in the communities.

Ms. Van Bibber: A few questions on staff housing: If a

government employee is living in community staff housing

and pays the going rate, and if that employee also has private

property that they have purchased while living there, is there

an obligation for that employee to declare their asset, as is

required by social housing residents?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I had to clarify the policy. The policy

currently states that if a staff member is living in a staff

housing unit, they cannot own a property in the community. If

they do, the proper processes will be taken to have them

choose where it is they choose to reside.

Ms. Van Bibber: Very interesting. Do government

staff employees also have a fixed rent rate where it doesn’t

fluctuate with their income?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Great question. Staff who are

currently in subsidized housing for government — what they

pay and what they have been paying for the last 20 years is

$650 a month. When we talk about inequities in our system,

we talk about 25 percent of income for a family within a

social housing unit, and then at the other end of the duplex, we

have a staff member of Yukon government who pays $650.

What we heard from Yukon communities and Yukoners is

that this is absolutely not acceptable. So when we talk about

incentivizing and trying to encourage social assistance clients

to move into their own homes — it is very difficult in some of

the communities where the household income increases in the

spring when employment opportunities arise, and then we take

more money away from the families. That is just not

acceptable, so part of modernizing — clearly the Minister

responsible for the Public Service Commission and I received

a mandate letter to look at a new approach to staff and social

housing through collaboration with the public sector on

models that promote economic growth in our communities but

to also take away the inequities that are there. It’s about

changing the way we provide staff housing in Yukon

communities, to focus on increasing the amount of affordable

housing to Yukoners by reducing competition with the private

housing market and fully utilizing existing housing, looking at

providing incentives in the communities.

We have seen in some of our communities — for

example, Dawson City or some of the larger communities

where we recruit — and the objective of recruitment and

retention was historically to provide these incentives. Well,

we have modernized to a place where now some of these

communities are communities where more individuals want to

go and grow their families. We want to encourage them to buy

their own homes and not live in subsidized housing. That is

not acceptable. So there are limits that we are looking at in

terms of policy direction.

I am really pleased about the new approach and looking

at the GAM policy that speaks to this specific policy. It is 20

years old. Clearly $650 a month is not acceptable when you

have a salaried employee at the top end of the salary scale in

some of our communities.

Ms. Van Bibber: With regard to the government

housing policy — and I know that this perhaps goes for the

staff housing and the social housing units — by community,

how many are vacant either through renovation, repair or

where no one wants to pay a higher rent due to it being 25

percent of their income? I don’t know if she would know that

number — but just by community, how many are vacant due

to renovation or repairs?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I was just seeking clarification on

what we have available in our communities.

My understanding is that, as the unit becomes available,

they are allocated. In some circumstances, when we have

some concerns that are coming to light in some of our

communities, then clearly we would hold the vacancies. I

want to just use an example — right now, we have a facility in

Watson Lake, Lakeview Apartments, which is being closed.

That has been ordered to close its doors. There are 11 tenants

in that facility who were given two weeks in which to vacate.

We had to take quick action to mobilize a team to get to

Watson Lake to try to accommodate the transition out of these

units. We knew that the Town of Watson Lake was proposing

this closure, so we really worked hard to work with the

partners in Watson Lake and look at the private sector and

holding some of our vacant units in Watson Lake, pending

this closure, to accommodate. I am really happy to say that we

were able to do that very successfully. By next week, I

believe, they have to vacate the premises. That’s a good

example of what we do when we see things coming down the

pipe at us — we try to hold some of the units to better align

with needs.

Another one is the Ross River Dena Council, for an

example. They were seeing some crises. We made some

adjustments to allocate units to better accommodate their

needs. There are some units that are aging out of the system,

so those units would clearly not be put back on the market

until they’re brought up to the National Building Code

standards and of course the energy-efficient levels as well.

Ms. Van Bibber: The new housing project on Jeckell

Street — does this current budget — I think we had a little



April 11, 2019 HANSARD 4403

discussion earlier, and I thought it was mixed income was

how it was initially rolled out. Now we’re saying mixed use.

That’s what I was wondering — what the proper term for this

building was — because I couldn’t see how mixed income in

the same building was going to work. Could the minister

clarify that for me first?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The mixed-use housing project on

4th and Jeckell takes into consideration a number of

parameters. That is to look at Yukon Housing Corporation

supporting a cross-section of clients in the housing continuum

— from homelessness to affordable to market rental housing

— all in one development. When we talk about two separate

things — one is a mixed-use, intergenerational approach — so

families or single units — is considered in terms of the scope

of the design. At this moment in time, the planning is going to

take effect with members of the community to prescribe that

going forward — so wanting to be flexible enough to look at

how we provide seniors, social, and affordable housing in a

mixed-use facility, considering multitudes of income as we

look at seniors income, affordable, and social housing as well

— so subsidized. It is an opportunity to do something

different. It is used elsewhere in the country very successfully,

and we want to try it here in the Yukon. Hopefully it is a

model that we can mirror in other communities.

Ms. Van Bibber: I think that the initial output — when

she spoke about this building — was mixed income, so that

was the confusion.

Does this current budget include demolition costs for

what is on the land at the current time? I believe that there are

current units owned by Yukon Housing Corporation, and will

that be included in this budget cost? How many of these units

are still occupied?

Hon. Ms. Frost: There are six units on that current

property. Of those six units, five are occupied. In the current

budget, there is an allocated amount of $300,000 for planning.

In the future budget, it will take into consideration the

construction and the taking down of that facility and clearing

the property for this 48-unit facility. The five tenants who are

in the units right now are aware of the project and have been

notified. They would have the right of first refusal in this new

project. We would certainly ensure that they are adequately

accommodated as we go through this project.

We hope to have some really robust consultation and

engagement across the city, and of course it aligns very nicely

with the City of Whitehorse’s official community plan and it

aligns with the mandate of the City of Whitehorse.

Chair: Do members wish to take a 15-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter now before the Committee is general debate

on Vote 18, Yukon Housing Corporation, in Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Ms. Van Bibber: Just going back to staff housing for a

minute — in these staff housing units, does the government

cover the cost of the utilities such as heat and power, or are

they the responsibility of the staff member?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The tenants are responsible for the

utilities.

Ms. Van Bibber: Could the minister tell us what the

average cost per month to the government for maintaining

staff housing is — that is per unit?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The repair and maintenance for all

800 units is $2,000,980, and we don’t keep specific costs for

specific units.

Ms. Van Bibber: Also a clarification — going back to

children’s income being included in household income

calculations — the minister had said children under the age of

18. I am assuming this is while they are in school. Can she

confirm that this is the case, or is it age 19?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I stand to be corrected. It is actually

19, not 18. Young adults over that age who are in school — be

it university or whatever — then I think there is some

flexibility around that — the total household income.

Ms. Van Bibber: If they are in university and they are

earning an income part-time, is that included — or let’s say

Yukon College?

Hon. Ms. Frost: My understanding is that is not taken

into consideration.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you for the clarification.

On her Housing First project, can the minister tell us what

the expected timeline for completion is? Is the project on-

budget? Can she also tell us whether there is a client list

already? How many individuals are currently on a wait-list for

the Housing First project?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Housing First construction

contract was awarded for $3.9 million, and the opening is

projected for late June or early July. We will work very

closely with Health and Social Services to align with the

clients that are going to occupy that facility.

Ms. Van Bibber: So there is a client list already to take

those units?

Hon. Ms. Frost: No, I would say that Health and Social

Services is working on the client profiles and trying to best

align client service needs. Based on the profile of the Housing

First project — the project itself is really defined as ensuring

that we provide opportunities for those who are hard to house.

As an opportunity to do that, we need to clearly work with the

clients of Health and Social Services.

Ms. Van Bibber: Could the minister inform the House

of the eligibility criteria to access this complex? The second

part of that is: How will this complex be managed — for

security and for a superintendent? Could the minister fill us in

on those facts?
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Hon. Ms. Frost: There is a significant number of low-

income individuals who continue to be homeless or

precariously hard to house. We want to ensure that the

standards that are set by Health and Social Services really

entails that and looks at the internal review of client data

regarding housing needs and supports. The informed decision

will really be based on that, so Health and Social Services —

not the Yukon Housing Corporation — will determine that. In

terms of how it is managed — it will be managed through

Health and Social Services.

Ms. Van Bibber: There was $1.545 million allocated to

the First Nation housing partnership program. We were told

during the briefing that this money would possibly be equally

divided among the 14 First Nations. Could the minister

provide an outline as to how this money is actually going to be

used and distributed?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Historically, given that this is a new

initiative — we have not seen this historically in the budgets

— the $1.5 million for First Nations — because they were

never funded or supported historically. Through their self-

government agreement process, they were given a small

amount of money for housing units. Inequities and disparities

within our First Nation communities were pretty evident. I

think that when we discussed with the First Nations the

opportunity to look at a model that would better align with

modernizing and repairing their building needs — which is

often referred to as “catch up and keep up” — so catching up

to the units they acquired in 1973, with no resources ever put

into modernizing or bringing those buildings up to the

national building standards and codes.

So we went ahead and put the allocation in the budget last

year of $1 million. We did that by an application process. This

year, through consultation and engagement with the First

Nations, we understand now that they want to look at an

allocated amount based on communities’ needs, and it is very

similar to what we’re doing with other funding envelopes and

initiatives — that is $50,000 per unit, be it for a repair or a

new build.

We are having those discussions with them right now.

The funding is in the budget, so once we clarify that, I would

be happy to provide more clarity.

Ms. Van Bibber: We were also told at the briefing that

this fund was perhaps on a first-come, first-served basis as

well, since everything wasn’t written in stone yet, and that

non-governing First Nations could also access these funds. As

it is called “a partnership”, can the minister tell us what is

involved in accessing these funds? Who are the partners?

Hon. Ms. Frost: With the First Nation housing

initiative fund, the partnership is with the First Nations. With

regard to the first-come approach, what I am hearing from the

communities is that this is not working for them and they want

to be able to look at some equities across the board.

Right now, I have to say that the resources that we put on

the table last year allowed the communities and the First

Nations to leverage their own resources and, in some cases,

we put in — say $400,000 in one specific community, and

they were able to leverage in excess of $800,000 to modernize

and upgrade their units. It is important to note that when we

look at our communities and our First Nation communities —

because the First Nation communities’ individuals don’t own

land, it is very difficult for them to access conventional

financing, let alone program financing from any other sources,

because it is owned by the government — therefore private

homeowners on settlement land have never been able to

upgrade and modernize their homes. What we were seeing

was a lot of issues around mould and a lot of issues around

inequities in housing needs and in modernizing and bringing

them up to the national standards. There was no cost required

— it was through a grant process with the communities, but

they had taken it upon themselves to use a cost-matching

initiative — much like the municipal matching grant concept

— and put more resources into effectively addressing units.

Some of the communities were able to take a bit of this money

to modernize and upgrade 10 units within their communities.

Ms. Van Bibber: With much of the money allocated

under capital for First Nation housing, could the minister

provide the cost-share that would be provided by the federal

housing programs that First Nations already receive? Will this

money under First Nation housing be equal among all of the

First Nations? Is it a match with the federal housing program?

Hon. Ms. Frost: That is a great question. What I

understand is that, historically, when the First Nations signed

their self-government agreements and received governance

funding, they were only allocated enough resources for two

houses. That was $500,000 in their base funding, and that was

25 years ago. In their base funding from the federal

government — because they are self-governing — they

couldn’t get access to additional resources or funding from

elsewhere. They have put that on the table for their FTA

negotiations as renewal funding. It has been there for many

years. What we have tried to do is work with our First Nation

partners to identify and find local solutions to housing

challenges by supporting capacity, providing financial

resources, and assisting in capital planning. When we speak

about accessing federal funding, there aren’t a lot of federal

resources directly allocated to self-governing First Nations.

The federal government made significant announcements on

indigenous housing but that really doesn’t reflect adequately

what the needs are in Yukon. So we have been working very

closely with the self-governing First Nations and looking at

partnership initiatives so that we can effectively get access to

some of the federal funding that is available. Part of that is the

co-build initiative as well. There is $40 million announced

that the indigenous community can have access to.

We want to ensure that the First Nation partnership

program provides resources to First Nations to meet their

specific housing needs. It is an opportunity for us to put a little

bit of the resources on the table, which has not been there

before. When I refer to the resources available, they are only

for the land previously set aside in the communities, meaning

that CMHC will only allow the First Nations to take down

$500,000 to put on land that has been previously set aside.

That has been maxed out in many of our communities, so they

cannot access any more federal resources, which makes it very
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complicated and difficult for us as a government to address

the needs within our communities.

We are trying to look at innovative approaches, and this

housing initiative process is an innovative approach to trying

to bridge that gap and looking at our partnerships. I am

pleased about that and pleased about the working partnership

that we have with First Nations and trying to access and

acquire the necessary lands to build these facilities on. A good

example of that partnership is that we don’t have any

resources or land — just from my own experience in Old

Crow — and we need to have a frank discussion with the First

Nations around accessing some of the land that they may have

readily available for us to build some new social housing units

or staff housing.

It’s the same thing in the Na Cho Nyäk Dun traditional

area where we work with the municipality and the First

Nation. Really, I think the scope goes far beyond just building

houses. It’s really about capital planning capacity. It’s about

providing the funding but also providing opportunities to try

to bridge a gap that has never been there before.

Ms. Van Bibber: Being a little familiar with the First

Nation housing program, I do know that there have been quite

a few units built and retrofitted over the years. Is this for First

Nation residents who live on First Nation land only, or is it for

Yukon First Nation residents who own their own homes that

are not on First Nation land? I guess what I am asking is: Can

all First Nation citizens apply for funds to retrofit their

homes?

Hon. Ms. Frost: There are two separate things. One is

the home-repair program, and the home-repair program

doesn’t differentiate. It provides an opportunity for any

homeowner to access $50,000 for home retrofits, and it’s

through an application process. The other project is the First

Nation partnership initiative fund, and it’s to work with the

First Nations on housing stocks within their communities. So

it’s really trying to provide access to all members of every

community where there is a need.

Ms. Van Bibber: Will the Yukon government be

assuming more responsibility for First Nation housing other

than what is listed in this First Nation housing partnership in

the coming years?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would say that the objective is not to

assume responsibility, but it is really to look at addressing

indigenous housing needs or housing needs within each one of

our respective communities, recognizing that 25 percent of the

population is indigenous and the majority of our rural Yukon

communities are indigenous. Therefore, indigenous housing

strategies and the distinction between what we do and what

the federal government does with the First Nations — really, I

think we need to better align how we address housing

pressures within each one of our respective communities.

We are committed to working together in partnership

with First Nation communities and the federal government to

ensure that we have a strategy that best addresses the specific

housing needs of all of our communities — of course, within

the obligations of the self-government agreement as well. I

have seen some things in our communities in terms of hearing

back from the communities around the need for expanding the

partnership. I’m really open to that concept and looking at

ensuring that the needs of each one of our municipalities and

each one of our rural Yukon communities aligns with service

needs and housing needs — and housing as a human right, as

it has been described to me. The first thing we want to ensure

is that every individual has a home and that we address some

of the overcrowding issues in our communities.

Ms. Van Bibber: On that note, I promised my

colleague from the Third Party that I would hand it to her at a

quarter to — thank you to the officials who are here.

Ms. White: I thank the Member for Porter Creek North

for her generosity right now. Of course, I am excited to be

back having a conversation about the Yukon Housing

Corporation. It is one of my favourite corporations in the

entire territory. I thank the officials for being here and the

hard-working staff back at the office — especially the front-

line workers, who I have had lots of different dealings with. I

know that the job is tough and I always appreciate it.

One of the things I wanted to go back to was for

clarification — the press release for the 48 units was actually

— it did say mixed-income housing project. The reason I am

coming back to this is that there is an actual definition of what

mixed-income housing is and a definition of what mixed-use

housing is. It says that the definition of mixed-income housing

is broad and encompasses many types of dwellings and

neighbourhoods. It talks about mixed housing meaning a

deliberate effort to construct and/or own a multi-family

development that has a mixing of income groups as a

fundamental part of its financial and operating plans.

If we go to the definition of mixed-use housing, it talks

about mixed-use development or something similar to that as

being a strategy for living spaces. So it’s housing that blends

residential, commercial, cultural, and institutional and

entertainment uses. I am just looking for clarification. The

press release the government put out on March 22 referred to

it as “mixed income”. Now we have heard the term “mixed

use”. There are definitions and they are different. If the

minister could just clarify — I do appreciate if we are talking

about different kinds of people — the minister and the

description have made it sound like it is mixed income, but the

term “mixed use” has been used, so I am just looking for

clarification.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member

opposite for the definitions of a mixed-use project and a

mixed-income project. Clearly it is about being innovative and

trying to find a fine balance, working with our partners to

align with a project of this magnitude.

With the types of groups in terms of the housing initiative

— when we looked at mixed income and then we looked at

mixed use, we really wanted to ensure that we allow for good

dialogue to happen with our partners — with the City of

Whitehorse and with the neighbourhood — keeping in mind

that we have an obligation to look at providing mixed-income

and mixed-use spaces within the city, and this is really a

creative and innovative way of doing that — clearly

understanding the definition of both and something that we
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would take under consideration as we look at the project

expansion and design/build.

Ms. White: Mr. Chair, does that mean the corporation

is considering allowing commercial space in this

development?

Hon. Ms. Frost: No.

Ms. White: Prior to the announcement the government

made on March 22 about that portion of land on 4th Avenue

and Jeckell Street — I was just curious as to who was

consulted — City of Whitehorse, Kwanlin Dün or Ta’an

Kwäch’än? Were conversations had? Because of course the

City of Whitehorse has an official community plan, and I just

wanted to know who knew ahead of time that was in the pipe

to come out.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Just for clarification, currently the

property is owned by Yukon Housing Corporation, and it fits

within the city bylaws in terms of zoning and it fits within the

official community plan criteria. The housing action plan

implementation committee was informed at a high level that

we were going to proceed with this project. Until it was

officially announced and we put in the resources and the

planning funding — that process — we couldn’t pre-empt

that. As soon as that happened, we are now fully engaged with

the City of Whitehorse and the partners through the housing

action plan implementation committee.

The consultation will be robust and it will certainly

include input from the neighbourhood, from the city, from the

housing action plan, and the Safe at Home committee —

really open to feedback and recommendations on that as well,

on the consultation and potential design.

Ms. White: Was any conversation prior to that

announcement with the Kwanlin Dün First Nation?

Hon. Ms. Frost: We spoke to Kwanlin Dün, when we

spoke to the City of Whitehorse, much like we did with Ta’an

Kwäch’än, after we made the announcement — the housing

implementation plan committee announcement — that we

engaged and the staff have been full-on engaged with those

partners within the city boundaries.

Ms. White: I got a text message from a friend on April

7, who was asking about the home repair program — one

which I have talked about at length here because I have

accessed it two times. I am very glad that it is up to $50,000,

because when you own a home built in 1958, you actually

can’t energy retrofit it for $35,000, so I was happy when that

happened.

On April 7, that website actually said that they weren’t

currently taking applications. I was just online and that has

changed. I just wanted to know for how long the website said

that the program wasn’t taking applications and what the

reason was for that.

Hon. Ms. Frost: My understanding is that it was

necessary as we changed over from one fiscal year to the next,

so it wasn’t there for long and it wasn’t intended to discourage

anyone. I would encourage your friend to make connections.

Ms. White: I have already sent the text message to say

that it is back up and running.

I was incredibly pleased when we had the debate in the

Legislative Assembly about the safety of seniors buildings.

One of the questions that I had is: What two Yukon Housing

buildings will have the 24-hour security? I know that has

happened, so when did that start?

Hon. Ms. Frost: When we look at the security in the

seniors housing units downtown, the concerns that were

brought to light were very critical. The safety of our tenants is

of course our priority — and in particular the safety of our

seniors.

We have critical safety concerns that have been brought

to our attention at Greenwood Manor, 26 Alexander St., 1190

Front St., Closeleigh Manor, and Waterfront Place. The action

that was taken to address the safety was done very quickly —

mobilizing the staff.

Yukon Housing Corporation increased security staff at

two of the facilities, and so right now, we have 24-hour

security at the Front St. and Alexander St. apartments. The 24-

hour check is for two weeks, and at that point, we will then

evaluate and assess what we should do for the long term.

Clearly, 24-hour security is not a solution, and so we need to

come up with a plan that really addresses and reassesses the

exposure for the seniors. We want to ensure that we engage

with our expert resources within Justice and within our non-

governmental organizations to explore options for improving

tenant safety and security.

Some of the options included the increased use of security

cameras and increasing seniors centre programming and

supports. We talked a little bit about the possibility of

bringing in a resident manager within these two facilities,

which is an option. We have done that historically. If that

worked, then we would certainly keep that in mind as a means

by which to address the concerns.

The other one that the seniors brought to our attention

was the possibility of this mixed-use, multigenerational

building opportunity — so trying to make sure that we have

younger people in the building to interact with the seniors as

well.

Ms. White: I guess one of the reasons why I ask that

question is that it was at Greenwood Manor where the post

boxes were vandalized and furniture has been sliced with

knives, and that was one of the buildings that we have had lots

of phone calls about. On the same side, there have been

reports of bad behaviour at the Waterfront seniors complex, to

the point that some seniors don’t leave their houses unless

they have people coming to meet them or they are planning on

leaving together. I do appreciate that the two buildings that

were named, were named. I think it’s important because, in

some cases, people didn’t like to use the elevators.

There is an issue with the seniors buildings downtown,

and it’s just because they are vulnerable populations. I

appreciate the terms of mixed ages. I’m not sure if that is

sometimes the answer. Sometimes visitors are the issue.

What’s happening with Greenwood Manor and what’s

happening with 22 Waterfront?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The critical safety concerns at seniors

social housing buildings are important. Quickly addressing
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that with tenants so that they can feel safe in their own homes

is a key priority for Yukon Housing Corporation. The staff

recently held meetings at a number of these facilities and

seniors housing buildings to talk about safety — but to talk

about a number of solutions as well. The seniors have to be a

part of the solution as well.

How do we better manage? We have keyed systems

getting in and out of these facilities. My understanding is that

someone rings a bell, and the senior opens the door. So part of

it is working with the tenants within all of these units so that

we can try to find solutions that they are a part of — so very

open to that.

We do currently have the 24-hour support at these

locations that I mentioned. We will take some action around

that, try to better monitor frequency of incidences, then look at

reducing the level over a period of time, try to hit the high-

frequency times, and really continue to monitor that

throughout the spring.

Ms. White: Historically, the stories I have heard are

that the bad things typically happen at night — so not so much

when people are coming and going during the day but when

things slow down at night.

I have a question about the entrance systems. I spend

quite a bit of time at 600 College Drive, and the last time I

was there, I couldn’t see the display panel. I could push

buttons and hope that they were the right buttons. I couldn’t

actually necessarily talk to someone, but I was told that it did

ring. Occasionally, those systems go down. The last time I

was at 600 College Drive, it didn’t work. I just wanted to

know how we make sure that those security systems are in

place and that they are functioning in the way that they

should.

Hon. Ms. Frost: My auntie lives at 600 College Drive

and my house mother from when I lived in the dorm lives at

600 College Drive, so I spend a lot of time there as well. I

know what the member opposite is referring to in terms of the

display panel and accessing in and out.

I think that as soon as that comes to our attention or we

have security in and out of the facility — so if these things

come to our attention, the staff are immediately mobilized to

try to fix the issue within 600 College Drive or elsewhere. We

want to ensure that we effectively manage the facilities and

we are timely with our responses.

My understanding is that we get a lot of calls as well —

the Housing Corporation — from the clients, so they are quite

eager to call and we are quite eager to respond. I encourage

the member opposite to get that out there and let the seniors

know that if they have a concern, we want to react and

respond as quickly as we can because we want to ensure that

they feel valued and safe in their own home.

Ms. White: I was just smiling at the minister when she

said that the seniors call — because they do. I do not hesitate

to think that they will call as required, based on personal

experience.

The last time I was at 600 College Drive, I was actually

there for a meeting between the residents, the Yukon Housing

Corporation, and the Yukon College. The first question I have

is: Have the sound-dampening tunnels been installed around

the radon-cleansing machines? I am not sure. There was a

meeting held in the common area at 600 College Drive with

these machines that made the most horrific white noise

extraction sound. It was almost funny to me actually that there

was a bunch of seniors and me, because I have hearing

damage from that same sound of exhaust in kitchens. I was

hopeful that they have been covered. The residents were told

that those poles were going to be covered and that it would be

less loud in the future.

Has that happened yet?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I think that it is great that if the seniors

have a concern, they will bring it to our attention. We want to

try to look at mitigating the concerns that are brought forward.

The seniors asked whether the radon mitigation unit in the

common space could be insulated and covered to reduce the

noise and be more visually appealing. The Housing

Corporation has committed to doing that. I don’t know when

that will happen, but we will ensure that it gets done in the

next little while.

Ms. White: It is not so much the visual. It looks kind of

like something from the future, but it is the sound. Bingo

happens down there twice a week. It is a place where residents

gather quite often, so that it is a concern — just based on that

sound.

The other interesting thing that the meeting was about —

it was talking about a pilot project with the Yukon College

about a roommate situation with college students. It didn’t go

over — I don’t know why it didn’t go over super well, but it

did bring a bunch of other questions forward because it was

suggested by one of the officials from Yukon Housing

Corporation that seniors could have senior roommates, if they

wanted. If they knew someone who was on the wait-list or

currently within Yukon Housing Corporation or approved to

be in Yukon Housing, they could actually look at sharing a

space.

I would just like to know more about what that would

look like and how rent would be charged — what that would

look like, really.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I want to just highlight the aging-in-

place discussions we have had throughout the Yukon. There

were over 1,200 participants — perhaps even some of those

were multiple. Whenever we had engagement sessions, part of

the discussion was really around those options. These came

from the seniors — the recommendations came from the

seniors, so it was broaching that subject with them about

whether this was viable or not and what that would look like.

Clearly, it would tie into the future and the implementation of

the seniors action plan and involve further discussions with

the seniors. So that is part of just following back around to

say, “The seniors made these recommendations. What are

your thoughts and how do you feel about it?” It gives us a

little bit of perspective on how they feel about it because we

clearly have to address that within our units. That particular

project at the college came forward as a proposal from the

college as well, but it aligned very nicely with what the

seniors were telling us.
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As I understand it, it was subject matter that they wanted,

so we put it on the table. If it’s not something that they agree

to there, but may agree to it elsewhere, certainly that is

something that we would consider in the future. With regard

to seniors rooming with seniors and if that is an option — this

is something that seniors put on the table as a conversation

topic as well. I don’t know what that looks like and I don’t

think the department does either, but it is something we want

to follow through on with the seniors.

Ms. White: The meeting with the Yukon Housing

Corporation and Yukon College was very much about a

roommate situation with students. It was an interesting

conversation. I hope that being there was helpful for the staff.

I will soften things as we go. It was an interesting

conversation.

I want to ask about — we got a response today from a

letter about accessibility at 22 Waterfront Place. It is dated

today, so I appreciate getting a response to that. One of the

biggest issues with seniors and mobility is the ability to

actually leave where you live and get out to the rest of the

world. What was highlighted at 22 Waterfront Place — it

might be really unique right now to 22 Waterfront Place. 207

Alexander Street changed very much when the roadwork

happened and there was no longer a steep hill to get down to

the road, so that was quite helpful. It is hard to manoeuvre

around 22 Waterfront Place if you have a walker, a scooter, or

a motorized wheelchair.

I do have the response. To quote the letter, it says, “When

22 Waterfront was constructed in 2011, this project met all the

City of Whitehorse developmental regulations. However, as

development continues in the Waterfront area, we are

witnessing many changes to the local built environment and

need to work closely with other property owners and the City

of Whitehorse to ensure our buildings are both safe and

accessible.

“To further improve the safety and security of tenants in

our multi-unit social housing buildings, Yukon Housing

Corporation staff will be looking into the specific concerns

you have raised regarding paved access from 22 Waterfront to

the Millennium trail and safe access to the local bus stop and

the crosswalk at Quartz Road.”

I was just looking for a timeline on that.

Hon. Ms. Frost: The letter came from the MLA for

Whitehorse Centre, and the specific concern was around the

accessibility at Waterfront Place.

I think that part of the discussion is really around multiple

things happening in that general vicinity — multiple

buildings, multiple facilities coming up. We want to ensure

that we really look at the local building environment and work

closely with other property owners — of course, the City of

Whitehorse. My understanding is that, as this evolves, we are

hoping to have that discussion in the coming months — to

have that discussion — because the environment is changing

in that particular area with multiple new facilities coming on

stream. We want to ensure accessibility to the facilities that

we own, but we need to do that in clear collaboration with our

partners.

Going back briefly, Yukon Housing Corporation is

working directly with the tenants at Yukon College, as I said

earlier, to address the radon issue there. There has been a

work order issued. I just wanted to put that on the record. That

has been addressed.

Ms. White: I guess I appreciate that something will

happen in the coming months, but if the building was

constructed in 2011 — and if you look from the side of the

building back toward the Millennium Trail, you still have to

cross over the train tracks — which were there prior to 2011

— and through two ditches to get to actually access the

Millennium Trail.

I would suggest that when we talk about health and

happier lives, that would include recreation. So I look forward

to the day when I can visit there and can easily help my

friends get out to the Millennium Trail. I will just put that

pitch in. We look forward to that.

The minister talked about the possibility of looking at

building managers. She mentioned it again just now, but she

had mentioned it in the debate the other day. What would that

look like? I will put this out there because the minister and I

have not had this conversation, but the officials and I have had

the conversation about how one of the ways to ease tensions

in seniors complexes would be to have a person there. I

learned that sometimes seniors buildings are a bit more like

junior high school than retirement homes because people

spend a lot of time together. What would having a building

manager look like in a seniors complex?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I also look forward to the completion

of the multiple new buildings around the Waterfront property,

because there are quite a few building fences there and we

want that to be finished before we do anything new. It is

absolutely correct that it has been there since 2011.

With regard to the management of the facilities that we

have — we have multiple facilities. We really wanted to look

at a solution, and it is something that we are taking under

consideration as we look at all of our facilities — how to

better manage them to ensure that we mitigate some of the

concerns and safety issues that are out there. I am not going to

prescribe or suggest any way as to what that might look like

without first going through the process of engagement and

finding the right solution for each of the different facilities,

because they all vary.

Ms. White: In this year’s budget, there is $4 million

allocated to the Challenge Cornerstone Housing project.

During the briefing, we talked about how the land was

$750,000. Last year, there was $1.5 million transferred over,

and this year, it is $4 million. Then I asked if there was a

guaranteed number of Yukon Housing Corporation clients

spaces within that space.

I will just ask the minister: Is there a guaranteed number

of units available for Yukon Housing Corporation clients

within that Cornerstone Housing project?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The partnership with the Challenge

Cornerstone Housing initiative is really for them to go ahead

and build the facility. They did indicate that they would work

with us to accommodate some of our clients. That is not



April 11, 2019 HANSARD 4409

prescribed, but it is something that they are willing to work

with us on. We want to ensure that they provide services to

their demographic group of individuals who they currently

provide supports to — those who are disabled or have specific

mental challenges and need extra support. We want to ensure

that they are the first priority, and then we would work on

addressing additional supports.

Ms. White: There is interesting research that talks

about buildings with people with physical and intellectual

disabilities and the percentages of how that should work out.

It is interesting, because a lot of the research talks about how

it should be 80 percent of able-bodied people and 20 percent

of people with different challenges. I know the Challenge

model is looking at 80-20 in the opposite direction so it will

be interesting to see how that goes.

I was really happy to see that, this year, the rent-

supplement program has been increased. For a lot of years, it

was held — I can be corrected, but I believe it was $400,000.

This year, it’s my understanding that it has been budgeted at

$1.1 million. My colleague from Porter Creek North touched

on this a bit. When we talk about the median rent —

Mr. Chair, you and I haven’t had this conversation, but I have

talked about it at length — how median rent is quite

complicated in the territory because it takes a spectrum of

rooms and houses, it takes multi-room houses — it does all

these things and then comes out with this calculation. Just like

the Member for Porter Creek North, I know very few people

who rent one-bedroom houses for $950.

During the budget briefing, I asked if someone would

qualify for the rent-supplement program if the rent for a one-

bedroom place was over $950. Could the minister explain to

me how that works?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I absolutely agree with the member

opposite that it is complicated and it is complex. As we look

at our policies going forward — our staff housing policies or

social housing policies — we want to ensure that we provide

opportunities for support.

Really, at this point, it is up to the tenant to find their own

unit — so going out and ensuring that they are looking for a

modest unit that can effectively fall within the category of

$950. It’s not something that we are leaving there or parking

there. We are taking a detailed look at the policies as we

evolve. I am looking forward to that. In the coming months,

we will have continuous engagement on that. The corporation

is doing a really good job in terms of looking at its policies

and trying to modernize.

Ms. White: I guess one of the questions I have is — I

am almost gobsmacked with the idea of finding

accommodation for $950 and that we are talking about how —

it makes it sound like people are looking for really fancy

places. I have to say that if you spend any time on — you

could check out Facebook, for example, for rentals in

Whitehorse. The average room these days — this is an

example — a one-bedroom, brand new basement suite in

Crestview, available May 15 — $1,400 per month. Here is a

person coming up, looking for a place to stay between $500

and $700 per month.

We have applications which I would challenge that, in

some cases, probably would not be considered acceptable by

the Human Rights Commission. We have three-bedroom

houses for $2,700. We have rooms in houses for $750 plus

utilities. It is bleak, Mr. Chair — is kind of what my point is

right now, as I scroll through this. Finding accommodation is

bleak.

One of the things that I spend a lot of my time doing is

trying to match people to rental accommodations, including

driving them around and taking them to places to see. There is

one apartment building in Riverdale where the rent is still

$850. I would suggest that if it was to be inspected, it

probably wouldn’t do very well — but it is cheap.

When we talk about the $950 and then we say that — if

you were looking for modest accommodation, I would suggest

that there is a lot of very modest accommodation available

right now for what could be considered more high-roller

prices if it wasn’t that this was the new norm.

The reason why I asked about this during the briefing and

I ask about it again is that there are lots of people who

qualified for Yukon Housing Corporation, but as the wait-list

is large and there are not units, they are told to look elsewhere

— to take a look in the community. If the price point is $950

and they can’t find something that is for $950 or less, then

what is the answer? They don’t qualify for any subsidies, so

then they are paying way more than what is considered

affordable — which is 30 percent of what they earn. How is

someone supposed to deal with that in the community? We are

talking about modest accommodation. How would the

minister tell someone to go about looking for an affordable

place to live when they don’t qualify for the subsidy program?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Really, I would like to talk really

broadly — as I generally do in the House — around meeting

the needs of Yukoners where they are and where they reside.

When I say “modest” — that is what is available and that is

what is defined in the policy. Clearly, that is not our objective.

We really are working hard to look at providing the necessary

accommodations and the necessary units across the Yukon. In

the last year alone, through the housing initiative fund, we

have brought on to the market 185 new units and that is tied to

the median rent for 20 years. It means that the objective of

that is to address housing pressures, not to discourage folks

from applying to Yukon Housing Corporation. But this is a

huge opportunity for us, and this year, we have increased that

yet again and we will have more units on the market. Part of

the new initiative through 4th Avenue and Jeckell is really to

address that as well.

The department is doing, I think, a really amazing job in

trying to be innovative and creative in addressing housing

pressures across the Yukon and ensuring that we provide

services — not to discourage individuals, but to help them

find units. It is not as a means to encourage them to find

places that are not up to standard; it is really to allow us an

opportunity to work with our communities in working to meet

the demands for affordable housing through our partnerships

and with the private sector.
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The investments in 2018-19 toward housing programs

and commitments supported over 400 homes in the Yukon.

We want to keep doing that every year and, eventually, we

will reduce the pressures that the member opposite highlights

and address a reduction in the wait-times that the Member for

Porter Creek North raised earlier. The more quickly we can

reduce those numbers, the better it is for Yukoners and the

better, happier, and healthier lives that Yukoners will lead —

if they have a suitable home that meets their needs.

Ms. White: I appreciate where the minister is coming

from, but the reality of the situation is that there are units that

are $950 a month for a one-bedroom. They don’t come vacant

very often and there are a lot more people looking for places

to live than that, including the people on the wait-list.

I know that the Member for Porter Creek North asked

about the numbers on the social housing wait-list. I thought I

heard just the rural numbers. How many people are currently

on the wait-list in Whitehorse?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Currently, we have 140 non-seniors

on the wait-list.

Ms. White: Does the minister know what the current

vacancy rate is in Whitehorse?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I understand that it’s around three

percent. Of course, the new housing units that are coming on

the market will see that reduced.

Mr. Chair, seeing the time, I move that you report

progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Frost that the Chair

report progress.

Are you agreed?

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I move that the Speaker

do now resume the Chair.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the House do now

adjourn.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the House do now adjourn.

Motion agreed to

Speaker: Before we adjourn for the day, I just have two

things. First, thank you to everyone who is assisting with the

Youth Parliament tomorrow. Second, if members could clear

the tops of your desks so that you don’t have any of your

personal effects on the desks, that would be great. I’m sure it’s

what you would prefer. Thank you.

I wish you all a good weekend.

This House now stands adjourned until 1:00 p.m. on

Monday.

The House adjourned at 5:26 p.m.

The following sessional paper was tabled April 11,
2019:

34-2-92
Yukon Judicial Council Annual Report 2018 (McPhee)

The following legislative return was tabled April 11,
2019:

34-2-206
Response to Motion for the Production of Papers No. 18

(Frost)

The following document was filed April 11, 2019:

34-2-69
Workers’ Advocate Office 2018 Annual Report (McPhee)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Monday, April 15, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to ask my colleagues to

help me welcome a number of very special guests here for a

tribute that we will be doing in a few moments. From the

All-City Band Society, we have Keith Todd, musical director;

Toby Moisey, musical director; Kim Friendenberg, president;

David Musselwhite, board member; we have administrators

Jennifer Ondrack and Tara Leenders.

We had the pleasure of having some really special

musicians perform for us and bring music into our building.

We have some of the performers who stayed behind for this

tribute. Autumn Chandler, Selena Savage, Graeme Peters,

Toby Moisey, Katie Clare-Ennis, Tara Cripps,

Lucas Van de Ven, Donna Reimchen, and we also have

guests’ family members Judy Forest and Bruce Barrett.

I would also like to welcome a couple of members of my

staff from Tourism and Culture: Sarah Marsh and

Sophie Tremblay. Thank you very much, all of you, for

coming.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Streicker: It is my pleasure this afternoon to

introduce Doug Trim, his wife, Jan, and his daughter

Sarah Marsh to the House today. As a surveyor with Public

Works Canada, he was one of the hard-working souls who

helped transform the dream of an all-weather road access to

the Arctic Circle into reality. I would ask my colleagues to

join me in welcoming Doug and, of course, thanking him and

all of the others who worked on the Dempster Highway.

Speaker: Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of 20th anniversary of All-City Band
Society

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today on behalf of our Liberal

government to pay tribute to the 20th anniversary of the

All-City Band Society. Founded in 1998, the All-City Band

Society was established to expand and develop performance

opportunities and music resources for musicians and music

fans of all ages across the territory.

The founding members had noticed a need for a cohesive

hub around which to cultivate enhanced music education,

organized distinct ensembles, and present concerts. From

lessons to music camps to scholarships and more, for 20 years

the All-City Band Society has provided resources and scope

needed to help unlock the full potential of budding Yukon

musicians. As the society has grown, so too has its impressive

roster of ensembles beginning with the Grade 8 band, moving

through the junior concert band and the senior wind ensemble,

all the way to the jazz band. It is here where master musicians

hone their chops and share their talents under the guidance of

knowledgeable leaders and band members achieve goals and

learn fundamental life lessons.

Far beyond the simple joy of performance, All-City Band

members earn the self-esteem that comes through dedication,

discipline, and teamwork. That expression, in turn, fosters a

general appreciation for musical performance in the

community at large. Performing throughout the year and

throughout the territory, the All-City Band provides a

wonderful array of concerts that have become beloved

seasonal traditions for Yukoners, from the Celebration of

Music and Music for a Winter’s Eve, Dessert and Dance,

performances on the Rendezvous Main Stage, a Night at the

Movies, Rotary Music Festival, and their upcoming season-

ending extravaganza, Sounds of Spring concerts to Arts in the

Park.

Dotted throughout the busy schedule are several concerts

at various Whitehorse elementary schools, as well as an

annual community tour. This year, the jazz band will be

giving a series of performances for citizens of Old Crow. Over

the past 20 years, there have of course been many notable

highlights, but the All-City Band Society has really been

hitting its stride these days.

There was the Senior Wind Ensemble’s recognition as an

outstanding community concert band at the 2018 international

Kiwanis Music Festival, and at last year’s Rotary Music

Festival, each of the four all-city band divisions received gold

level adjudication — the highest possible.

So it comes as no surprise that two of the all-city band

divisions will be attending this year’s MusicFest Canada

nationals, held in Ottawa at the National Arts Centre, which is

by invitation only. This is the first time Yukon All-City Band

members will be attending, and we wish you the very best of

luck and congratulate you on reaching this very special level.

In paying tribute today to this wonderful organization, we

pay tribute to all the board members, teachers, mentors,

organizers, and volunteers who have made the society the

strong and positive organization that it is. We pay tribute to

the parents and family members providing support at home

and behind the scenes. Most of all, we pay tribute to the

musicians themselves, whose dedication to their craft enriches

our community and will continue to take them places, keeping

them learning and growing for a lifetime.

Thank you to the All-City Band Society for keeping

music and the arts in Yukon vital and vibrant, for the many

notable performances over the past 20 years, and for many

more to come. Thank you very much.

Applause
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Ms. White: It’s a great pleasure to rise on behalf of the

Yukon NDP caucus and the Official Opposition to celebrate

20 years of music and the accomplishments of the All-City

Band Society. We celebrate 20 years of musicality, musician

development, and friendship. There is something magical

about sitting in an orchestra, a trio, or a small group — like

we saw today — surrounded by instruments and sound.

Working with those around you, each player with their

individual part that adds to the whole — it’s a feeling that is

hard to describe. It’s magical.

Not including volunteers and the support of families,

there are four integral sections of the band. The conductor

holds the attention of every player. You’ll notice players take

a breath as they raise their hand. The conductor sets the

tempo, the volume, and the mood of the pieces that are played.

As a musician, you learn to read them because of what they

are asking you to do. You learn to trust them because they are

able to hear the whole through the many parts.

The woodwind section is full of flutes, clarinets, oboes,

bassoons, and saxophones. This section is both able to flirt

with the melody and set the mood with the bassline. The brass

section — best known for trumpets, trombones, French horns,

and tubas — this is where I sat as a trumpet player. Nothing

sounds quite like a crescendo from the brass section. The

percussion section — drums of all kinds — timpani,

xylophones, and a million other sound makers. The percussion

section is like the heartbeat of the band. It keeps things

moving and on time. When you hear all of these sections

together, you are presented with a beautiful story.

We thank all of the past, present, and future conductors,

players, and volunteers of the All-City Band Society for

bringing music to the masses.

Applause

In recognition of the 40th anniversary of Dempster
Highway

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I rise today on behalf of the Liberal

government and both opposition parties to commemorate the

40th anniversary of the Dempster Highway. It’s a tough road

through rough territory, built by hardy people. Anybody who

has driven it knows that it takes you through some of the

wildest, most beautiful country in a territory renowned for its

wild beauty. If you are like me, the sharp slate chips on the

road will have punctured your tires, leaving you with more

than a passing familiarity with your jack and spare tire and the

good folks at the Eagle Plains lodge.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, this critical piece of northern

infrastructure was the centrepiece of John Diefenbaker’s roads

to resources program. As the former Prime Minister often

remarked, Sir John A. Macdonald envisioned a Canada that

spanned from east to west. “Dief”, as he was affectionately

known, saw a new Canada — a Canada of the north.

While it took longer than planned, the first all-weather

road across the Arctic Circle was eventually realized. The

highway was named after the legendary RCMP officer

Inspector William John Duncan Dempster. Known as the

“iron man of the trail”, he would patrol the hundreds of

kilometres between Dawson City and Fort MacPherson by

dogsled — quite a transformation for a man who immigrated

to Canada from Wales. It was Inspector Dempster who, in

1911, led the search party that found Fitzgerald’s lost patrol.

Surveying work for the highway began in 1958 and

would roughly follow the route that Dempster had travelled on

that sorrowful journey. The initial construction started the

following year.

As Doug Trim can undoubtedly tell you, work on the

project was challenging even on the best of days. It was the

most northerly highway project of its time, running through

wilderness known largely only to the Vuntut Gwitchin, the

Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in, and the Na Cho Nyäk Dun.

The hurdles that the crews faced were considerable.

Heavy rains often caused washouts, which had to be fixed

before work could proceed. Permafrost, as is the case today,

posed particularly complex challenges. Soil that was as solid

as steel when frozen would turn to sludge when disturbed.

Through trial and error, it was eventually determined that a

gravel roadbed nearly a metre-and-a-half thick — which had

to be carefully laid so as to not disturb the subsurface — was

necessary to stabilize the road.

Through it all, the crews persevered. They worked long

hours in remote locations in harsh weather conditions, but

they got the job done. The Dempster Highway was officially

opened on Discovery Day 1979. A ribbon-cutting ceremony

was held at the southern end of the highway near the Klondike

River bridge — a bridge that is getting fixed this year,

Mr. Speaker. A number of dignitaries were in attendance,

including northern affairs minister Jake Epp. There was one

special guest, however, who couldn’t make it: John

Diefenbaker. The man whose vision had given life to the

project had died just two days earlier. An empty chair was

included on the stage, and the plaque that was to record his

presence was unveiled anyway.

As local Member of Parliament and the Minister of Public

Works Erik Nielsen said during an emotional speech at the

ceremony, the Dempster Highway was named after a man

who displayed the same kind of courage and determination the

former Prime Minister had displayed in insisting that all

Canadians not only be proud of, but be part of one country.

When we think of nation-building projects in Canada,

Mr. Speaker, we usually think of the transcontinental

infrastructure such as the Canadian Pacific Railway or the

Trans-Canada Highway. The Dempster Highway is 740

kilometres long — just a little shorter than the trip through the

Rockies from Banff to Vancouver. Like that vital last rail link

to the coast that knitted Canada’s two east and west coasts

together, the Dempster is similarly important to the nation.

The project drew Canadians’ eyes northward. The

territories were usually thought of in romantic terms by

Canadians in the south, providing much grist for music,

literature, and art. The Dempster Highway started a shift in

how Canadians view the north. Yes, we are a land of majesty

and beauty, but we also have a very real role to play in driving

Canada’s future. The highway is also a testament to our

ingenuity as a country.
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As Canadians, innovation comes naturally to us — from

the First Nations who built Canada’s first communities to

Samuel de Champlain and the other habitants who settled

along the shores of the St. Lawrence to the millions more who

joined them from around the globe to build their dreams,

Canadians have had to contend with some of the toughest

weather conditions in the world. To survive — indeed, to

thrive — we have had to be resourceful. It is who we are, it is

ingrained in our DNA, and it finds its finest form in people

like Doug Trim and all the others who worked on the

Dempster Highway.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask my honourable

colleagues to join me in thanking the hard-working Canadians

who helped transform the dream of all-weather road access

across the Arctic Circle into a reality.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further tributes?

Are there any returns or documents for tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Hon. Ms. Frost: I have for tabling the scope of the

comprehensive health review for the Department of Health

and Social Services.

Ms. Hanson: I have for tabling a document from the

Canadian Pharmacists Association dated March 12, 2019. It’s

the pharmacists’ scope of practice in Canada.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 10

Ms. McLeod: I have for presentation the following

petition:

THAT the citizens of Watson Lake are concerned about

the safety of the travelling public, including pedestrians and

people in motor vehicles;

THEREFORE, the undersigned ask the Yukon

Legislative Assembly to urge the Minister of Highways and

Public Works to start the work necessary to provide for, and

proceed with, the installation of highway lighting on the

Robert Campbell Highway from the junction of Ravenhill

Drive and the Robert Campbell Highway to the subdivision of

2 ½ Mile.

This petition, Mr. Speaker, is signed by 373 people.

Speaker: Are there any other petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Gallina: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work cooperatively with municipal and First Nation

governments when developing residential lots.

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to:

(1) table regulations that are required to enact the

Pharmacy and Drug Act; and
(2) enact the Pharmacy and Drug Act that was passed in

this House in April 2015.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Demand-side management

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The future of energy management is a

key consideration across the north, and Yukon is no

exception.

At the most basic level, we need energy to heat our

homes and power our businesses. We also need energy to

diversify and develop our economy, bringing jobs, growth,

and prosperity with it for Yukoners. While the Yukon uses

water to generate most of the electricity available on the grid,

fossil fuels such as diesel and natural gas are also used to

produce energy when water resources are not available or

don’t meet periods of high demand.

The global use of fossil fuels has increased greenhouse

gas emissions to levels where the climate is changing. We

need to take action now — not only by generating new energy

from clean renewable sources, but also wisely managing the

energy we generate today and the demands we place on our

energy resources. Our government is committed to supporting

energy-efficiency projects to help Yukoners reduce energy

costs and greenhouse gas emissions.

The new innovative renewable energy initiative is a

tangible example of our Liberal government’s support for

community-based renewable energy projects and the direct

action we are taking to reduce Yukon’s dependence on fossil

fuels. Through this program, the Yukon Development

Corporation has provided advice and financial support for

community energy projects, for renewable resources such as

biomass, small-scale hydro, wind, and solar power.

Today, as the Minister responsible for the Yukon

Development Corporation, I am pleased to inform Yukoners

that a $250,000 contribution from the innovative renewable

energy initiative will go toward the residential demand

response pilot program. This is a joint collaboration between

Yukon Energy Corporation, Yukon Development

Corporation, and ATCO Electric Yukon. This program will

make the territory’s electrical grid more efficient by equipping

approximately 400 homes with smart devices that will allow

Yukon Energy’s system control centre to shift participating

customers’ energy demand to off-peak hours and meet

Yukon’s growing capacity needs in a cost-effective and
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sustainable way, while reducing pollution caused by thermal

power generation.

The Government of Yukon’s contribution will be used to

help develop the program and purchase and install Internet-

enabled equipment, allowing up to 400 participating electrical

customers in grid-connected communities across the Yukon to

become virtual power plants, shifting space-heating and

water-heating electrical loads off critical peak electricity

demand periods. By shifting customer use of electricity to

non-peak hours, we hope to reduce the amount of diesel and

LNG needed to generate electricity during peak demand

times, resulting in fewer greenhouse gas emissions.

If fully subscribed to, we anticipate a potential reduction

of 4,600 to 7,200 kilograms of greenhouse gas emissions over

the two-year pilot program. The Government of Yukon is

pleased to contribute to this unique public/private energy

management collaboration — the first of its kind in the

territory — which will help to optimize the demand for

electricity across the grid. This is a pilot project which, if

successful, could be scaled up to a full program. The lessons

learned from the project can also be beneficial as more

renewable energy resources, such as wind and solar, are

introduced to the system.

This is just one of the many ways that Yukon is leading

the way in energy management, and I look forward to hearing

more as the project advances.

The project took a tremendous amount of planning and

collective efforts of all the groups involved. So I would like to

acknowledge Stephanie Whitehead, resource planning

engineer from Yukon Energy, for all of her efforts and all of

our partners.

Mr. Istchenko: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the

opportunity to respond today to the minister’s announcement

about the residential demand response program, which he

already made three days ago. This is a promising and unique

initiative, and of course we support it on this side — the goal

of expanding clean energy and the goal of reducing our

greenhouse gas emissions to help address climate change. We

look forward to seeing the results of the pilot project.

As I mentioned, this announcement was already made

three days ago. Mr. Speaker, as you know, we only have nine

days left in this legislative Sitting. The Yukon Party had

suggested an extended Sitting of 32 days so that we could

spend more time going through the budget. This is the second

time during this Sitting that the minister has used this House’s

time for a ministerial statement re-announcing something —

along with some of the other ministers. In the interest of

allowing the House to spend more time expanding on the

details of this $1.5 billion of government spending, I will cut

my remarks short.

Ms. White: We are always happy to have the

opportunity to support renewable energy and greenhouse gas

emission reduction initiatives in Yukon. The Yukon NDP has

long been advocating for increases in funding for demand-side

management programs in Yukon. We are particularly

supportive of initiatives led by the utility that work to reduce

peak load demands and, by extension, greenhouse gas

producing thermal energy generation.

We believe that these programs can and should be taken

further. Electric thermal storage units, for example, would

allow Yukoners to access electricity when it’s at its lowest

demand and then heat their homes throughout peak load. ETS

units are at their best when they can be paired with time-of-

use rates that reward customers for decisions that save the

utility money and reduce our reliance on fossil fuels.

While we understand that YEC has considered time-of-

use rates in the past, we have still not seen them. Time-of-use

rates are an excellent tool to reduce peak load as they

incentivize power use when demand is at its lowest. The

minister said that this project will empower Yukoners to be

mindful about consumption. YEC and this government could

further empower Yukoners by incorporating time-of-use rates

into this project.

This brings me to my next point: Last year, the Yukon

Utilities Board ordered YEC to cease most of its demand-side

management initiatives and denied requests for approval for

further DSM initiatives. The YUB stated that the Yukon

government was already carrying out demand-side

management initiatives and argued that it is better to leave

DSM projects to government rather than have ratepayers fund

these projects. Earlier in this Sitting, we raised this issue to the

Minister responsible for YDC, and he said that he is aware of

the issue, that YEC was appealing the decision, and that he

would share further information with us at a later date. So far,

we haven’t received an update on YEC's appeal of the Yukon

Utilities Board decision, but based on the announcement last

Friday, it would appear that this decision is no longer an issue

— or at least we hope it isn’t.

Can the minister confirm that the Yukon Utilities Board

decision is no longer an issue and that Yukon Energy

Corporation’s demand-side management programs are no

longer being restricted?

While we are on the topic of the Yukon Utilities Board, it

is high time that their mandate is updated to reflect the reality

of climate change. The Yukon Utilities Board was simply

following the terms of their mandate when they denied Yukon

Energy’s DSM program. Their mandate only makes reference

to cost and, unlike many other utilities, does not require the

regulator to consider the environmental and social impacts of

their decisions. There is absolutely no reason our Utilities

Board should be hamstringing the Yukon Energy

Corporation’s efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and

combat climate change. The Yukon NDP will continue to

push for a review of the mandate of the Yukon Utilities Board

to ensure that its decisions no longer jeopardize Yukon’s

efforts to combat climate change.

Recent announcements have made it abundantly clear that

we are not doing enough to combat climate change. Last

week, the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation announced that they

would be declaring a climate change emergency, with the

chief likening climate change to watching a nuclear explosion

in slow motion.
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Mr. Speaker, we can and we must do more. We are

supportive of this announcement, but we encourage this

government to go further and treat climate change as the

emergency that it is.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I would just like to first

address the comments from the Official Opposition. We have

heard this on a number of occasions. Members and ministers

come into the Legislative Assembly and provide information

for the archival record that goes into the Legislative

Assembly’s historic records through Hansard. I believe that is

something that is important. I believe that this is respect for

this Assembly. The fact that we may share information from

time to time with one or two media sources, I think, still

means that it is important work. I think that this is just overall

respect for the House.

When we hear Members of the Legislative Assembly,

from all three parties, go back and refer to specific comments

that have been made historically, there is a reason. They are

there in the public record and they have the opportunity to go

back. If we don’t put these comments into the public record,

we miss out on really doing justice to the work that is truly

being done by the public servants, who do all of this

extremely hard work — specifically, in this particular case.

I want to thank them again for their work. As much as my

critic will say that this may be a waste of time, I don’t believe

that it is a waste of time. I think that giving justice for the

work done is very important.

As for the comments from the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King, I appreciate the support for the project and the

support for demand-side management. I do agree. It has been

something that the Third Party has brought up. In an exchange

between me and the Leader of the Third Party, we talked

about some of the tools that can be used, such as an OIC, to

direct the Yukon Utilities Board. We are still in a process at

this particular time. The Legislative Assembly will have an

opportunity on Thursday when the Yukon Development

Corporation and Yukon Energy Corporation are here to

discuss that. We are still waiting for a response from the

board, but I have directed the Yukon Development

Corporation to look, as we wait, at all of the tools that are

available so we can ensure that things such as demand-side

management are taken into consideration as an appropriate

cost to go to rates. This is a fantastic project. It will have some

very significant impact if we have all 400 individuals signed

up.

I urge Yukoners to seek, as this information comes out in

the early fall, information from Yukon Energy Corporation.

We will do a full-scale campaign to ensure that people on the

grid understand the opportunity that is in front of them.

In closing, I believe that we do, as a party, understand the

urgency that is here. I have a colleague who sits two seats

down from me who grew up in Old Crow and has represented

her constituency very well. Of course, we understand the work

that is being done. Whether it is the work that we are doing on

adaptation or our energy policy, these are things that are

important. That’s why we picked up some of those pieces that

did not get put together, and we are making sure that the

independent power production policy is in place. That’s why

we are making sure that we are using the funds that are

available to us to have a multitude of projects — wind, solar,

and small-scale hydro — but also that Yukon Geological

Survey is doing the good work that they do as they go out and

do preliminary work on geothermal.

I commend the staff from all of those departments.

Mr. Speaker, thank you for giving us a chance to share this

important news today.

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Lakeview Apartments in Watson Lake

Ms. McLeod: Last week, Yukoners found out that the

Lakeview Apartments building in Watson Lake was being

shut down due to fire code violations. According to the Fire

Marshal’s Office, the problems include a non-functional fire

alarm system as well as emergency lighting that doesn’t work.

This will result in 11 residents being evicted from their

homes.

Can the Minister responsible for the Yukon Housing

Corporation tell us when she first became aware of these

issues at the Lakeview Apartments building in Watson Lake?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will say that the Fire Marshal’s

Office has been working with the Town of Watson Lake and

their fire services. I will have to go back to find out exactly

when we first heard about it. As soon as we did hear about it,

we, of course, got in touch with the Minister responsible for

the Yukon Housing Corporation; we had conversations with

the municipality; we had conversations with the Liard First

Nation.

It has been an issue for some time. At first, there was

work to see if the issues could be remediated. In time, it

proved to be that the costs for remediation were significant,

and so the choice was made at that point not to invest. When

that happens, that sort of cascades everything, Mr. Speaker —

because at that point, if you’re not intending to go forward

with those repairs, then the order that comes from the Fire

Marshal’s Office becomes more definitive at that point.

I will go back and find out the date on which we first

heard. It has been, I think, several months where we have been

in conversation. I will have to find out for sure, and we will

get that for the members opposite.

Just to say — as soon as we heard, we of course had a

conversation with the municipality and the First Nation.

Ms. McLeod: Last week, the Minister responsible for

the Yukon Housing Corporation told this House that her

government quickly mobilized a team to get to Watson Lake

to address the issue.

I’m trying to get a sense of the timing of when the

minister first became aware of these issues so that we can

understand just how quickly she mobilized a team. If she can

answer that if she gets up, that would be much appreciated.

As I have said, these fire code violations will have the

result of 11 residents being evicted from their homes, and
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anyone losing their home is a big concern. I’m glad that some

action is being taken to address this.

Can the minister provide details on what actions have

been taken? What is the expected cost?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would be happy to respond to the

question for the Member for Watson Lake.

When this first came to light, it didn’t really have

anything to do with the safety — the issue around the safety of

the building. It really came to light when the Town of Watson

Lake put forward a proposal to take over the facility as a result

of non-payment of taxes, so that became a priority.

At that point, when the Liard First Nation brought to our

attention that the Town of Watson Lake was proposing to take

the facility over, we then had to have a conversation with the

Liard First Nation to clearly look at opportunities to find

accommodation for the residents of that facility. It was not as

a result of fire safety issues; that came to light after we had

ended discussions with Liard First Nation. We tried to better

understand where the priorities lie and what is it that we

needed to provide with respect to support to the clients. So

I’m very happy to say that as soon as we were clear on first, of

course, the relationship between the Liard First Nation and the

Town of Watson Lake around the taxes that were due with

foreclosure — that meant that we had to start looking at

options.

At that time, we realized that the Town of Watson Lake

did a review of the facility and then deemed it to be unsafe;

therefore, we triggered of course the necessary safety

measures and ensured that the clients who were in the facility

were well-supported.

Ms. McLeod: Ottawa is also a partner in supporting

and providing housing for the Liard First Nation — so

obviously once these concerns were raised, one of the first

steps the minister would have would be to reach out to her

federal counterpart to make sure that they’re living up to their

responsibilities.

Can the minister tell us if she has reached out to the

federal Minister of Indigenous Services to ask him to take

action to ensure that we can come up with a long-term

resolution for the housing needs of Watson Lake and for the

Liard First Nation?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am certainly happy to speak to that,

given that I have chaired the FPT meetings for the last two

years. It has always been a priority — around equity and

transparency — and that is what I raised during Question

Period and during Committee of the Whole on housing. It is

about the whole issue of “catch up and keep up”, historical

costs, and how First Nations have not been supported

historically by any government, let alone ensuring that they

have adequate housing. I am very happy to say that we are

working very closely with Liard First Nation and I am happy

to announce that we are working with the First Nations, but

also the tenants of Lakeview Apartments.

I want to just commend the staff at Health and Social

Services and the Yukon Housing Corporation for re-housing

all of the clients who work in that facility. Health and Social

Services put in place a fire watch 24 hours a day for the last

three months to ensure that the clients were safe. The staff

have gone above and beyond, and I am really quite pleased

with the work that they have done.

Of course, the relationship with the Liard First Nation —

we are ensuring that we support them as much as we can. We

of course advocate on their behalf as well, and we do that in

collaboration and in partnership.

Question re: Electoral reform
Mr. Cathers: The Premier is facing a growing list of

people who are criticizing the Liberals’ one-party-decides-all

approach to electoral reform. No party should be allowed to

stack the deck or gerrymander the system. The Yukon’s

democracy belongs to all Yukoners, not just to the Premier

and his Liberal Party. The Liberals formed a majority

government by a slim margin. As one editorial pointed out, in

the 2016 election, eight seats were decided by 50 votes or less.

The Premier does not have a mandate to unilaterally

change our democracy. It is unreasonable for him alone to set

the terms of reference and pick the members of the

commission for something as fundamental to our democracy.

We urge the Liberal government to take a step back and work

with us and the Third Party to reach agreement on terms of

reference and a collaborative process for appointing the

commission.

Will the Premier agree to do that?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I will continue to work with the

members opposite on this draft terms of reference, as I did last

week. Electoral reform is an extremely important issue to

Yukoners and to other Canadian jurisdictions as well. We

heard this often when we were campaigning, and we take

those concerns of Yukoners very seriously. We committed to

them and we are going to commit to striking that committee

— we are continuing that on electoral reform — to consult

with Yukoners on possible changes to how Yukoners can cast

their ballots, and we are doing just that.

This will be a non-partisan commission of three

Yukoners. I did meet with both opposition leaders. We had

these conversations. I did not have terms of reference on any

iPad. I went down there with my ideas — I shared ideas —

and I am still willing to take input from the opposition

members on that. I committed to coming back to them with a

list of names for that three-party committee and I will do that

as well.

We are not going to pre-judge the work of the

commission, Mr. Speaker. We will let them do their work and

we will see what they come back with.

Mr. Cathers: In fact, there is nothing non-partisan

about the Premier’s approach. I think that all Yukoners see

that the reasonable action here is for the Premier to abandon

the one-party-decides-all approach and sit down with all

parties to develop terms of reference for the commission.

Right now, the process seems designed to stack the deck in

favour of the Liberals. The Liberals get to write the terms of

reference. Only the Liberals get to appoint members to the

commission. A representative of Fair Vote Yukon said to the

media last week — and I quote: “I think the premier has taken
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too much onto his shoulders. He doesn’t need to be a

dictator.”

Over 60 percent of Yukoners voted against the Liberal

Party in 2016 —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Government House Leader, on a point of

order.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am always loath to interrupt

Question Period, but the comments being made by the

member opposite have crossed the line into imputing false

motives. I think the word “dictator” and the comments about

“stacking the deck” et cetera are improper in this House and I

ask that he withdraw them.

Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on the point

of order.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, I was quoting what a

member of the public said in the Assembly. I think that,

considering that the terms of reference are the way there are, it

was fair criticism on her part.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: In my view, it is not the imputing false

motives section; it is more in the nature of insulting language.

If it were not permissible, it would be by virtue of the fact that

a member, of course, cannot do something indirectly by virtue

of a quote that they could do directly.

It is insulting language — I grant you that — but I will

take it under advisement. I don’t, at this time, see it as a point

of order.

Member for Lake Laberge, please.

Mr. Cathers: Over 60 percent of Yukoners voted

against the Liberal Party in 2016. Even people who voted

Liberal did not vote for the Premier striking an electoral

reform commission that appears to be stacking the deck on

electoral reform. For the committee to be legitimate, terms of

reference and guiding principles need to be agreed upon by all

political parties in the Assembly.

Now that the Premier has had a chance to rethink his one-

party-decides-all approach, will he take a step back and

actually work with the other parties in this Legislature instead

of acting undemocratically?

Hon. Mr. Silver: Maybe the Leader of the Official

Opposition has not told the Member for Lake Laberge, but we

are working with the opposition parties on a draft terms of

reference currently. That is exactly what I committed to and

we will continue to do it. We met on, I believe, Monday. We

answered questions from the members on Tuesday. We

committed to getting a short list back to them on the members

of the committee, and we will do that.

Mr. Speaker, it is interesting to hear from the Member for

Lake Laberge. The last time that an issue like this was

examined was under the Yukon Party in 2004. The MLA for

Lake Laberge was part of the government at that time. They

appointed a one-person panel with no input from the

opposition at all. He was paid $120,000 to produce a report

that said that there was no appetite for electoral reform, so it is

interesting that the member opposite will now sit here and

criticize me and my team as we work with the opposition

parties to have a non-partisan approach to something that they

considered only in a partisan way.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot of

clever spin and excuses from the Premier. Now we see

revisionist history, but we have not heard any good answers.

The simple fact is this: The Premier cannot come up with a

single good reason why he should have sole control over the

terms of reference for the electoral reform commission in

appointing its members.

The Yukon has a history of taking an all-party approach

to considering changes to elections laws. In 2015, we reached

unanimous agreement on changes to the elections laws —

unanimous agreement on 68 pages of legislation. Surely, it’s

possible to agree on terms of reference for a commission if the

Premier actually tried. The Premier has had two years to work

with us. Instead, he invented a one-party-decides-all approach

to get his way.

There is a very simple solution: The Premier can take a

step back and work with us and the Third Party to reach

agreement on the path forward and he can recognize that

Yukoners should have the final say by committing to holding

a referendum before making any changes to our democracy.

Will he agree to do that?

Hon. Mr. Silver: When it comes to the referendum,

there is language in the draft terms of reference that I am

working with the opposition on to allow that committee to do

so and work in that manner. I’m not going to prejudge what

they’re going to do as far as their recommendations. I see that

the Yukon Party wants me to prejudge that and they want to

put their own political spin into how we’re going to move past

this committee.

Again, he is criticizing me for taking a one-government

approach. It was his government that did the one-person panel

with no input from the opposition. He was on that Yukon

Party team. We are doing something different. We are

working with the opposition. We have draft terms of reference

out there. As opposed to the criticism of the actual system, I

would ask the member opposite to work with his leader.

Again, I want to thank the Leader of the Yukon Party and of

the NDP for their input into this process. We took those things

into consideration before we put a draft out there. That draft,

which does have the considerations from the two opposition

leaders, is out for the public to comment on. Maybe the

unofficial leader of the Yukon Party, as he keeps just

criticizing the process — it actually looks exactly like the

process that his government did — his criticisms are, anyway.

It is simply not the case. We are working with the

opposition where the Yukon Party did not.

Question re: Pharmacy and Drug Act regulations
Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, exactly four years ago, the

Pharmacy and Drug Act was passed in this Assembly. It was
hailed as bringing robust and modern pharmacy legislation to
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Yukon. It was meant to regulate the operations and licensing

of community pharmacies and rural dispensaries. Four years,

Mr. Speaker — and Yukoners are still waiting. Four years,

and pharmacists and those operating rural dispensaries are still

waiting for regulations.

Can the minister tell this House when the regulations for

the Pharmacy and Drug Act will be brought into force?
Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thank you very much to the

Leader of the Third Party for the question. What I can say is

that we expect this spring to have the pharmacist regulations

to come forward under the Health Professions Act. What we
did, in working with the pharmacists, was to split out the

pharmacist portion and the pharmacy portion. We are still

working on the pharmacy portion.

What I can say is that when we landed, we saw a lot of

legislation that we were working to bring into force by

introducing regulations. We are certainly committed to

Yukoners on modernizing the legislation as we have been

doing in the House, and we are working hard on the

regulations.

We met with pharmacists last summer. Our detailed

stakeholder engagement went through to the end of the year.

We are looking forward to getting at the pharmacist

regulations. I will provide more answers for the members

opposite in supplementary responses.

Ms. Hanson: I believe that is an encouraging response,

and I am just going to pursue it a little bit more. It is important

that this act and the corresponding regulations be enacted, as I

understand the minister is saying, because it wasn’t passed in

this Legislature. This was not simply about playing in the

fields. There was a lot of hard work put in by public servants,

by the Yukon Pharmacists Association, and an advisory

committee.

Another piece of these legislative changes, which, as he

has mentioned, govern the pharmacists and rural pharmacists,

would outline the modern scope of practice. I want to know if

we are talking about a modern scope of practice which

currently does not allow pharmacists any prescribing authority

or the ability to offer vaccines or flu shots, lab tests — no

regulated pharmacy technicians, no ability to make therapeutic

substitutions.

Can the minister confirm that when we see these

regulations this spring under the Health Professions Act, they
will clearly outline an expanded scope of practice for

pharmacists in this territory?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I completely agree with the

member opposite, and they will include an expanded scope of

practice. I am sorry that I don’t have with me here today

exactly what that entails and what it doesn’t. It was done in

dialogue and collaboration with the pharmacists. We asked

them which model they liked best. It was the Alberta model

— is my recollection — that we were working from. There are

certain things where we have to deal with the size of the

Yukon and what we are able to do and not, but it’s definitely

an expanded scope.

It is about focusing on the well-being of Yukoners. It’s

about investing in health and making sure that we’re able to

utilize our professionals to the best of their skills. These

pharmacists know how to do this stuff, and we really want to

put them to work because we think that it will improve the

health care system overall.

We took the step to divide the pharmacists from the

pharmacies because we saw an opportunity to get to the

pharmacists a little sooner. I know it’s taking time. I wish that

there had been more work done previously. It takes a

tremendous amount of work to get these regulations right. I

want to thank all of the pharmacists for their involvement and

work, including the rural permit-holders in Watson Lake and

Dawson City. We have been working with them. I am happy

that it’s coming forward.

Ms. Hanson: I want to say that it’s a pleasant diversion

to actually have an answer that says it’s going to answer the

demands of the Yukon Pharmacists Association, who have

been pressing for many years for the expanded scope of

practice. I understand that we will see those regulations with

expanded scope of practice for pharmacists this spring.

Can the minister clarify: What is the intention with

respect to the regulations that are required for the pharmacies

and the rural dispensaries? When will those be in place?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thanks to the member opposite

for acknowledging the work that is happening and the

importance of it. I agree that it’s important that we focus on

the well-being of Yukoners and invest in health in order to

build our communities.

The pharmacist regulations — the last I heard, which was

last week — are still targeted for this spring. So that work is

ongoing. Still hopeful — I spoke with the president of the

Yukon Pharmacists Association just a few weeks ago to

update her on the progress. I will have to look back to ask

about — I know the work for the pharmacies was ongoing as

well and is in a different stage of development. I will have to

check on what the targeted timeline is for that. Of course, it

isn’t just that timeline because we have many other pieces that

we are working on — midwifery, for example — several

things that we are working on with respect to regulations. I

will get an update for what our targeted timeline is and the

range of that work and what we are looking for.

Overall, what I want to say is that we are committing to

Yukoners to modernize this legislation and to get it working

for all Yukoners.

Question re: Health and social services programs
and services review

Ms. White: During the April 1 budget debate on Health

and Social Services, the minister discussed work that the now-

defunct tiger team had completed. The minister said that the

team, which has concluded its work, to — and I quote: “…

look internally at any inefficiencies — with the eye and the

vision to really look for efficiencies and then collaborate on

making sure that we can implement those very quickly.”

The minister went on to explain that this separate review

by an internal “tiger team” found 14 inefficiencies, but could

not describe all of that but would be happy to provide all 14

recommendations to the Legislative Assembly.
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Mr. Speaker, can the minister tell us: What are those 14

inefficiencies? Where we can find the recommendations that

address them?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am happy to work with the members

opposite and provide more clarity around the

recommendations as soon as I am able to get the summary

back from the department and of course work — I just put on

the table today the scope of the review for the independent

expert panel — out of that, we will define the scope. I would

be happy to do that.

At the moment, the department is working on that, and so

we are prepared to provide some more clarity around that and

share that information.

Ms. White: We always look forward to further

information.

Earlier in the Spring Sitting, the minister explained that

they would be implementing policy changes. Some of the

examples that the minister shared have been recommendations

that have already been made in the past and should have been

implemented long before now.

The minister mentioned that individuals receiving

financial assistance must come to the office to pick up their

monthly cheque. As recently as last week, one of our staff had

to help a constituent by going to the social services office,

picking up an emergency cheque for that person who had been

medevaced to Vancouver, and then take it to the bank and

deposit it for them. Imagine the stress caused by this one well-

known inefficiency.

Mr. Speaker, when will we see this one inefficiency

addressed and direct deposits for social assistance clients

become a reality?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to take a moment to talk a

little bit about the performance and the performance outcomes

of Health and Social Services, with all of the issues that — all

of the plans and all of the priorities that have been set for

Health and Social Services and clearly looking at the mandate.

Rather than looking at inefficiencies, we looked more at what

can we do better. How can we work with our partners and

really look at interim ways that we can make our department

more effective to serve Yukoners better?

Part of that is ensuring that we work with our Hospital

Corporation around the Meditech system. We have some

really great initiatives that we have been working on to

eliminate some of the pressures, such as a screening and

awareness campaign on colonoscopy processes and looking at

take-home naloxone kits. Say, for an example, the social

assistance providers in our communities — we have been

effectively ensuring that we reduce the pressures there — but

trying to make better alignments with fast service delivery so

that we can case-manage more effectively — working with

implementing a program at Kwanlin Dün on child care

services and supports. Those are efficiencies. Those are some

of the things that we were able to do very quickly to address

the client needs without having to do some comprehensive

adjustments.

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, five and a half months ago,

this government announced the formation of an expert panel

to provide strategic advice and expertise as part of the Health

and Social Services comprehensive review. We asked then —

and again and again and again earlier in this Sitting — for the

terms of reference for this whole review. We were told that it

was up to this panel to develop the terms of reference and we

were also told that we would be seeing those terms of

reference. We’re not sure what the minister tabled today —

the scope of the health care review — is the terms of

reference, because we haven’t been able to see that document

yet.

Can the minister confirm that she has indeed tabled the

terms of reference for the comprehensive health care review?

If she has, can the minister confirm that the terms of reference

have clear timelines? Can she tell us when Yukoners will see

the final report?

Hon. Ms. Frost: We will of course be sharing that

publicly, as I tabled it today, so Yukoners will be better

aligned with the scope of what we are doing. I have always

said that the independent expert panel is very much that —

they will define their scope of practice, their scope of review,

and we will support them.

The tiger team or the internal support group that teamed

together to look at the efficiencies and alignments within

Health and Social Services around practices and of course

data analysis — all of that led up — they defined the scope of

the review — oftentimes referred to by the member opposite

as the “terms of reference”. We can call it “scope”; we can

call it “terms of reference”. What it does — it really clearly

lays out a structured process with timelines and of course the

recommendations that came from the review committee on

what it is they are going to be focusing their efforts on.

I believe the member opposite has more to ask, so I will

take my seat and allow him to do just that.

Question re: Highway lighting
Ms. McLeod: Today I tabled a petition signed by 373

people and the petition urges the Minister of Highways and

Public Works to start the work necessary to provide for and

proceed with the installation of highway lighting on the

Robert Campbell Highway from the junction of

Ravenhill Drive and the highway to the subdivision of

Two and One-Half Mile.

As I have said, Mr. Speaker, that was signed by 373

people. According to the Yukon Bureau of Statistics, that

number would represent approximately 25 percent of the

entire population of the Watson Lake area.

Will the minister commit to listening to these Yukoners

and commit to installing highway lighting on this stretch of

road — yes or no?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: As members opposite know, I am

not afraid of yes-or-no answers, but in this case, I think a little

bit more nuance is necessary.

As the Member for Watson Lake knows, we have been

corresponding back and forth on this issue, now going on for

about two years. We have done many studies about the road

and the lighting along the highway. We have had requests

from the Leader of the Official Opposition questioning why
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we didn’t do this study in the summertime — and that was

basically because there are no lights needed in the

summertime. We have gone over that before.

We have done the most recent studies, Mr. Speaker. They

show that there are very, very few pedestrians along that

stretch of road, but the Member for Watson Lake has brought

that issue forward in writing to me. Again, I have responded.

We have committed to doing another study to see if lighting

along the stretch of road is warranted, given the parameters

that she outlined. So I will go back.

Of course, as the member opposite knows, we have a

period of time to respond to the petition. It was just tabled

today, and if it is found to be in order, I will certainly meet

that timeline.

Ms. McLeod: This is a government that is suffering

from paralysis by analysis. The minister has been aware of

this issue for over two years now. I first wrote to him actually

on January 6, 2017, so he has had plenty of time to study it.

Mr. Speaker, 373 Yukoners have signed this petition

asking the minister to take action and install lighting on this

portion of the highway. Budgeting, as we know, is about

priorities and while the government has found money to give

the Premier a raise and increase the budget of the Cabinet

office, they did not find money to make this important

highway safety issue a priority. Will the government commit

to not lapse any unspent money from other capital projects

and instead reallocate it to provide lighting to this portion of

the Robert Campbell Highway?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: As I said in my first response, the

member opposite is of course correct — we have been

corresponding back and forth on this matter for a long time,

which really does predate my term in government. This is an

issue that has persisted for a long time. We have studied the

issue over the wintertime to see how many pedestrians will

use the roadway at a time when it’s dark outside and when

lights would be necessary. We are finding that the numbers

are exceptionally small. I have already committed to the

member opposite that we will look at this again. We will do

so, and I will respond to the petition in due course.

Ms. McLeod: Mr. Speaker, the minister has already

delayed taking action on this for over two years. I first wrote

to him asking him to take action on this specific issue on

January 6, 2017. Instead of delaying, he can take action today.

Since he has indicated that he will not take action today,

can he tell us when his study will be completed and will

Yukoners have to wait another 2.5 years before he actually

makes a decision?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I want to say that we have had

several visits to Watson Lake. I have been there with the

Minister of Highways and Public Works, and I’ve been there

with other ministers. I am happy to talk about it, but there

seems to be some misunderstanding about the words “lapsing

funds”. I heard questions — I think last week — about this, so

I got some numbers. Over the past two years, we in

Community Services spent $74.7 million on infrastructure.

The previous four years, there was $81.5 million spent on

infrastructure. We have nearly doubled this. We are not

lapsing any dollars from the federal government.

There are times when we get more spending done in a

year than others, obviously. There are times when we will

move those dollars around to maximize their benefit across all

of the communities in the territory. But we are not lapsing any

dollars from the federal government at this point. I hope we

don’t do so in the future. That’s one of the ways in which we

are working hard to deliver this investment for Yukoners

across the whole of the territory.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
GOVERNMENT BILLS
Bill No. 29: Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment
Act, 2019 — Second Reading

Clerk: Second reading, Bill No. 29, standing in the

name of the Hon. Ms. McPhee.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that Bill No. 29, entitled

Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019, be now
read a second time.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Justice

that Bill No. 29, entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law
Amendment Act, 2019, be now read a second time.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am pleased to rise today to be

able to speak about the government’s first Miscellaneous
Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019. As many members of this
House know, miscellaneous statute acts are used for

housekeeping changes to legislation like fixing numbering

errors, language errors, or inconsistencies such as where one

word is used interchangeably with another in an act and needs

fixing to maintain consistency, to correct references to other

acts, or for consequential legislative change omissions and

other such changes.

In the fall of last year, the Department of Justice placed a

call for small amendments that met the test that I’ve noted

above for inclusion in a miscellaneous statute law amendment

act for this Spring Sitting 2019 Yukon Legislative Assembly

session. This call, together with items that had already been

identified by the Legislative Counsel office, indicated items

that needed to be fixed in legislation, and they make up the

contents of this amending act.

This kind of legislation is introduced periodically as

resources are available, and some members may be aware that

there is a corresponding process for regulations. Since the

changes are not of a policy nature, the Minister of Justice is

the minister who brings these kinds of bills forward on behalf

of the government, as it is my responsibility to ensure

accuracy of legislation on behalf of the Government of

Yukon.
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Questions that are of a more substantive nature — those

that have policy questions around them — are more

appropriate for amending legislation or to be included in small

technical amendment bills if there are more small changes to

other acts from the same department. That is how that process

is done. As I have described in the opening remarks, these are

often referred to as “housekeeping changes” — fixing things

like numbering, language errors, et cetera.

I look forward to answering any questions that the

members may have during Committee of the Whole with

respect to the Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act,
2019.

Mr. Cathers: Having gone through the Miscellaneous
Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019, I have noted that in the
corrections and typical housekeeping changes, many of these

corrections are quite minor in nature. They include corrections

to clause references, and some are quite literally punctuation

or even a one-letter typographical error. The Official

Opposition has no concerns with the content of this

legislation. It is clearly just correcting minor errors in

legislation, so we will be supporting its passage and we have

no questions.

Ms. Hanson: I too rise to speak to the Miscellaneous
Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019. As the minister says, this
enactment is correcting some editorial errors and what look

like some out-of-date provisions and making some other

minor changes.

We will be supporting it because we think that this kind

of scrutiny and ensuring that our legislation says what we

mean and what we intended it to mean — but when we go

through it, Mr. Speaker, in Committee of the Whole, I will

just have a couple of questions because curiosity got the better

of me and I actually went and looked at the sections of the act

that these were referring to. That won’t take long, but they are

a couple of questions.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on second reading

of Bill No. 29?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Silver: Agree.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 17 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for second reading of Bill No. 29 agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that the

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve

into Committee of the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): Order, please.

The matter now before the Committee is Bill No. 29,

entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 29: Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment
Act, 2019

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general

debate on Bill No. 29, entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law
Amendment Act, 2019.

Is there any general debate?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I just have a couple of comments. I

would like to thank the Committee for the opportunity to

speak to this bill today. I will quickly remind members that

miscellaneous statutes acts, for the record, are used for

housekeeping changes to legislation like fixing numbering

errors, language errors, or inconsistences. I am happy to bring

this before the House today.

I am not sure if there are any questions. I think there are

questions from the Leader of the Third Party, which I am

happy to try to answer today. I will also note, out of

importance for the record, that this latest version of the

miscellaneous statute law amendment act is quite large; it

amends 37 separate pieces of legislation.
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I look forward to the opportunity to have unanimous

consent on passing this bill today, following questions.

Mr. Cathers: As I noted at second reading, the changes

here all look minor in nature and of a housekeeping nature.

We don’t have any questions regarding them.

Ms. Hanson: I don’t question the legal drafters. I am

just curious, so I have a number of questions to assuage that.

Under the Summary Convictions Act — there is an

amendment to section 32 that amends the Summary
Convictions Act. In the third point under section 32, it says
that in subsection 26.02(5) — when I read through that,

section 26 deals with warrants for arrest. I guess I was just

trying to understand — it deals with: “Where the court makes

a probation order, it shall cause a copy of the order and a copy

of section 22.4…” to be replaced with the expression of

“26.05”. I just found this confusing because I looked it up —

at what section 22 is covering. It looked like it was covering a

different subject matter. I was just wondering if the minister

could clarify that.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am happy to try to answer the

questions for clarity for the member opposite. What I don’t

think I should venture into is providing context for the

legislation without having a full review of the sections. What I

can say is that section 22.4 is the incorrect number. Let me

just say it this way: The reference is that a change will be

made to section 26.02(5) of the Summary Convictions Act and
it references currently a number involving 22.4, which is the

incorrect section, when it should reference section 26.05,

which is about a breach of probation order. It is clearly a typo.

That’s probably why it doesn’t make sense. I don’t think 22.4

relates to probation breaches or probation orders. That is

incorrect; it looks like a typo. It will be changed by this

legislation to reference 26.05 in that section, which refers to

breaches of probation orders.

Ms. Hanson: That does make sense. If we look down at

the next area — the Workers’ Compensation Act. During the
break, I had been trying to get a clarification — where it says,

“In subsection 78(4),” — it would be nice to have an instant

command on these things — “the expression ‘established by

the board of directors’…” — here are a number of language

changes to the Workers’ Compensation Act here.
This is a whole section on figuring out the statement and

estimate of earnings of a worker who is eligible for workers’

compensation. Section 78(4) says that all earnings paid to

workers shall be reported to the board, but the employer is not

responsible for a worker’s assessment in excess of the

maximum rate established by the board of directors. That

expression is “… established by the board of directors” is

repealed, and I am wondering: Is it redundant? Is that a

grammatical kind of thing? It seems weird that they would

take out the board of directors.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, without reading the entire

section in context, it seems to me that the reference there to

the maximum wage being established by the board of

directors is what is incorrect — that the maximum wage is

probably otherwise defined in the act and the reference to that

being established by the board of directors is probably not

exactly what happens. Therefore, by removing those words

“established by the board of directors”, that sentence will end

at “maximum wage rate”. I don’t have the answer about

whether it is defined elsewhere, but it seems to me that this is

what is being corrected here. I can follow up with the member

opposite as well if that is not satisfactory in her reading of it.

Ms. Hanson: I am just trying to appreciate the

minister’s response. She is reading it as a lawyer and I am not

reading it as a lawyer, so I would take her read on it more

readily than I would take my own. Mine is just a layperson

trying to understand — and I hope we are trying to get our

laws into somewhat plain language.

The minister and I had a brief chat about the Health
Professions Act, which is on page 5, and trying to clarify
paragraph 27(1)(f); it talks about “paragraph 3(t)”. It is

replaced with the paragraph 3(1)(t), but I don’t see where

there’s a “3(1)(t)” in the list. I am just curious. Maybe I am

just misreading the subsequent paragraph — so that is (3)

under 16, the Health Professions Act.
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I wonder if the member

could provide me with the reference in the bill and which

paragraph she is querying. In the bill, I think she is asking

about 16(3) — is that right?

Ms. Hanson: Actually, what I’m referring to is in the

bill — in the actual Health Professions Act, it is section
27(1)(f), which is dealing with actions by a discipline

committee, and then it goes on. In that paragraph 27(1)(f),

which talks about fines, there is a reference to a paragraph

3(t), which is replaced by paragraph 3(1)(t). I don’t see a

“3(1)(t)”.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I agree with the member opposite.

The reference to 3(t) and 3(1)(t) is not immediately obvious,

so I will need to read in context some other sections where we

are in this particular part of the act to determine what

reference to 3(t) it is, but I am happy to find that out and

respond to her.

It’s clearly referencing something under paragraph 3(t). I

assume it’s section 3(t) of the act, but I haven’t gone back up

to section 3, so I will take a look and see if I can answer that

as I prepare for her next question.

Ms. Hanson: That may well be, and I hadn’t been able

to do that tracking, so if the minister is able to do that, that

would be great.

The next one has to do with the change made in the

Hospital Act. It says in subsection 11(3) of the Hospital Act—
and this is the application of the Human Rights Act and
Financial Administration Act. Specifically in this part here,
what they’re amending is in 11(3) — subsection (1). Sorry,

Mr. Chair. I actually figured this out myself. They made a

mistake. They had the reference to the Human Rights Act, and
they meant to reference the Financial Administration Act. I
believe we need to ask the minister that one.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m going to go back one question,

just because we found it.

It is the Health Professions Act. It is a reference to
actually section 3(1), and then there’s a subsection (t) under
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that. It’s the actual section 3 of the act, and the title of that is:

“Powers and process for designation of health profession.”

It doesn’t immediately look like that because it’s a very

small “3” and a “(t)”, but it should be properly numbered as

3(1)(t).

Now the question about the Hospital Act. Section 11(3)
— if I could just have one moment, I will take a look.

Ms. Hanson: The minister doesn’t need to go there. I

actually figured it out. It was an error in terms of referencing

the Human Rights Act when they meant to reference the
Financial Administration Act. That became clear, saying it out
loud.

On the amendment to the Occupational Health and Safety
Act — that’s page 8 of this legislation — it says in section 1

— they talk about the definition of the “chief industrial safety

officer”. I don’t see where there is that definition of being

designated by the board. I didn’t see that in the definitions.

Perhaps I missed that in trying to do this rather quickly. It has

to do with somebody being designated by the board or the

president of the board.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The definitions section is also,

often in legislation, considered the interpretation section. It is

usually at the beginning of a piece of legislation and it defines

a number of things. I am sure the member opposite is familiar

with that, but there is one listed in the Occupational Health
and Safety Act under section 1, which is the interpretation
section. The second definition is noted to be “chief industrial

safety officer”. The bill before the House will amend the

legislation by replacing the expression “designated by the

board” with the expression “designated by the president of the

board”.

In the current act, I am reading that it is “designated by

the board”, but once this bill is passed, it will be “designated

by the president of the board”. My recollection is that there

are two pieces here where the words “president of the board”

is inserted so that it’s more specific to designate — in this

case — the chief industrial safety officer.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate your patience. It would be

nice if you could just sort of point at the screen and have the

subsections of these acts come up.

The final one that had jumped out at me was with respect

to the Oil and Gas Act. In this one, “In paragraph 34(4)(b)…”
which is talking about the right to renew a permit, there are a

number of subsections to that. They have “… the expression

‘subsections 35(1) to (3)’ is replaced with the expression

‘section 31.01.’” — so 34(1) talks about “Subject to the

regulations…” It has a whole series about “subject to”. That

whole section is replaced with the expression — section

31.01, but when I look up — I guess my question is: Does that

make a material change, in terms of what is being done there?

There was a whole series of conditions, it looked like,

under that paragraph 34(4) — and now we have a series of

seven conditions under section 31. The minister may extend

permit terms in this section, whereas it sounded to me like

there was a bit more finality in the other one.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate that this is a

complicated one. I had a bit of trouble with it myself when we

were looking at it earlier. I think it is a really big typo, to be

frank, Mr. Chair.

For the record, I will say that paragraph 34(4)(b) of the

Oil and Gas Act makes reference to subsections 35(1) to 35(3)
when it should have made — and will make, with this new

legislation being passed — reference to section 31.01. So

subsections 35(1) to 35(3) won’t come out. They refer to

something else, while the reference in section 34 should have

been to section 31.01, which is about the minister extending

permits. It is confusing to read because it takes you to section

35(1) to 35(3), which doesn’t reference the extension of

permits or the concept of permits. That is the error that is

being corrected here.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the collaborative effort of the

Minister of Justice and the Minister of Community Services

for getting us through that.

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill

No. 29?

Seeing none, we will proceed to clause-by-clause debate.

On Clause 1
Clause 1 agreed to
On Clause 2
Clause 2 agreed to
On Clause 3
Clause 3 agreed to
On Clause 4
Clause 4 agreed to

Mr. Cathers: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I

request the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to

deem all remaining clauses and the title of Bill No. 29,

entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019,
read and agreed to.

Unanimous consent re deeming all remaining
clauses and title of Bill No. 29 read and agreed to

Chair: Mr. Cathers has, pursuant to Standing Order

14.3, requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the

Whole to deem all remaining clauses and the title of Bill

No. 29, entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act,
2019, read and agreed to.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

Clauses 5 to 36 deemed read and agreed to
On Title
Title agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I move that you report

Bill No. 29, entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment
Act, 2019, without amendment.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Chair report Bill No. 29, entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law
Amendment Act, 2019, without amendment.

Motion agreed to
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Bill No. 210 — First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 54, Department of Tourism and Culture, in

Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is Vote 54, Department

of Tourism and Culture, in Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Is there any general debate?

Department of Tourism and Culture
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to welcome officials

from the Department of Tourism and Culture — Deputy

Minister Val Royle and the director of finance with Corporate

Services, Philippe Mollet. Thank you very much for being

here today.

Mr. Chair, it is my pleasure to introduce the Department

of Tourism and Culture’s main estimates for the 2019-20

fiscal year and highlight some examples of the outstanding

services that we provide for Yukon and Yukoners.

The Department of Tourism and Culture plays a central

role in shaping and delivering a strong Yukon economy

through tourism and culture, cultural industry revenues and

employment, and support for the arts, culture, heritage, and

tourism sectors. The department oversees resources for the

arts, museums, First Nation cultural centres, as well as historic

sites and heritage properties, visitor information services

supporting tourism development and marketing the territory as

a year-round travel destination, archaeology and

palaeontology sites and collections, geographical place names

and the management, development and interpretation of

Yukon’s heritage and historic sites and Yukon government’s

archival programs.

As minister responsible for this portfolio, it is my duty to

help sustainably develop Yukon’s tourism industry while

protecting and promoting Yukon’s rich cultural heritage, its

history, and the diverse forms of artistic expression enjoyed

by visitors and our residents. Our work plays a key role in

supporting the government’s enduring priorities of taking a

people-centred approach to wellness, building healthy,

vibrant, and sustainable communities, working government to

government with First Nations, fostering reconciliation, and

diversifying and growing the economy.

Our continued commitment of support for historic sites,

cultural centres, museums, and the arts contributes to the well-

being of Yukoners. Our funding of community festivals and

events, the operation of our six visitor information centres

across the territory, and our investment in capital building

projects help to grow vibrant and sustainable communities.

We work with First Nations and community organizations

to make innovative investments that will lead to a stronger

economy and thriving communities. We recognized that First

Nation culture, knowledge, and language are an important part

of our history and we support revitalizing, maintaining, and

celebrating knowledge, culture, and languages and promoting

First Nation art, which contribute to the full expression of life

in modern Yukon.

Tourism is a key component of our economy, and we are

seizing new opportunities to expand this sector year-round.

We are also committed to ensuring that tourism development

occurs sustainably and responsibly, always with an eye to

fiscal responsibility and the protection of Yukon’s rich

heritage. This budget reflects the many programs and

activities the department delivers to achieve this vision and to

maximize the economic and socio-cultural benefits for

Yukoners and visitors. I am pleased to say that the department

has made and continues to make great strides in these areas as

we let it be known that Yukon is a place the world wants to

be.

I would like to highlight just a few of the department’s

achievements from the last fiscal year, many of which were in

partnership with other departments, governments,

organizations, and stakeholders. Beginning with the headway

made toward the ambitious and exciting new Yukon Tourism
Development Strategy, 2018-19 was a banner year in Tourism
and Culture. Our goal was to develop a strategy for Yukon, a

vision for tourism in which all Yukoners could see

themselves. We are confident that we have received a strategy

from the steering committee that will deliver.

After the department’s largest public engagement effort to

date, the 10-year strategy that has emerged lays out the goals,

values, and strategic actions to realize a tourism vision

developed by Yukoners for Yukon. Through this strategy, we

will ensure that the development of tourism in the territory is a

vibrant, sustainable component of Yukon’s economy and

society for the benefit of future generations.

The year also marked the unveiling of two mummified

animals found in the Klondike region in the traditional

territory of the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in First Nation. Because they

are so well-preserved — with hair, skin, and muscle tissue

intact — these incredible finds continue to draw global media

attention. What I personally found so exciting about this

project was the chance to showcase Yukon’s unique history

from both the scientific and cultural standpoint. Researchers

will be able to study these animals to learn more about the

ancient mammal species that roamed Beringia. The public can

connect with something relatable to the species we have in the

world today, making the realities of the Ice Age era that much

more tangible. From a cultural perspective, turning to our

Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in partners with whom we co-manage these

significant discoveries, we build on our knowledge and share

the stories of this fascinating ancient land.

Yukon stories are also brought to life with our diverse

and high quality art. The department was especially proud of
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this year’s exhibition of the 2018 acquisitions of the Yukon

permanent art collection, entitled A Closer Look. The
exhibition showcased a diverse range of art forms including

carving, sculpture, beadwork, and jewellery and a blend of

traditional and contemporary techniques, styles, and themes.

The new works were created by five indigenous artists from

five different Yukon communities, and the well-attended

event was held in partnership with the Carcross/Tagish First

Nation at their beautiful learning centre, marking the first time

that the annual unveiling of new acquisitions for the Yukon

permanent art collection has been held outside of Whitehorse,

a trend we hope to continue with future exhibitions.

To begin a more detailed look at the main estimates for

the Department of Tourism and Culture, I will outline the

overall amounts to be appropriated. For 2019-20, the

Department of Tourism and Culture is requesting

$31.6 million. This is an increase of 0.64 percent over the last

fiscal year. The amount requested includes $28.5 million for

the overall operation and maintenance budget and $3.2 million

for capital. Included in these estimates are $875,000 in time-

limited funding for the implementation of the Yukon tourism

development strategy and $75,000 for the development of a

creative and cultural industry strategy.

In addition to ongoing capital projects, the department has

allocated $1 million to three major new initiatives: $400,000

for the planning and design phase of the heritage resource

centre; $400,000 for the replacement of the elevator at the

Yukon Archives; and $200,000 for improved storage capacity

at the Yukon Arts Centre for the Yukon permanent art

collection.

In presenting the main estimates for 2019-20 by branch, I

will begin with Cultural Services. This year, the branch has

$13.1 million identified in O&M and $2.6 million identified

for capital projects. The Cultural Services branch has several

program areas, including arts, archives, historic sites,

museums, and heritage resources, which include

palaeontology and archaeology. These programs help to

revitalize, maintain, and celebrate Yukon’s culture and

heritage and promote First Nation arts as vital components of

the rich cultural tapestry of Yukon. To that end, the

department has initiated the development of a creative and

cultural industries strategy to better define how government

will support the growth of arts and cultural industries in the

years ahead.

The creative and cultural industries sector encompasses

the creation, production, promotion, distribution, and

commercialization of cultural goods, as well as the labour

force and the institutions required to support it. At last count,

cultural activities contributed $56.1 million to Yukon’s GDP,

amounting to 2.1 percent of the total territorial economy and

857 jobs. This is lower than the national GDP attributable to

culture of 2.8 percent. We want to develop a focused strategy

that will strengthen and support the production or

reproduction, promotion, distribution, and commercialization

of cultural goods.

We want to hear from those currently participating in the

creative and cultural industries to help us develop the

subsequent engagement process and action areas to focus on.

We will engage with the creative and cultural industries

sector, bringing in an inclusive and diverse array of

perspectives. It will provide us with the opportunity to listen

to the needs of these sectors, re-examine existing programs,

create a plan that guides our future investments, and lend

support to advance the industry and the Yukon economy.

My department will work closely with the Department of

Economic Development in a one-government approach to this

work. As in past years, the government also holds fast to its

commitment to the Yukon Forum, where we continue to work

closely with First Nations to explore other collaborative

management models for stewardship of heritage in the

territory.

Yukon’s historic sites are another crucial component of

showcasing our territory’s fascinating past. Under the Historic
Resources Act, Yukon has nine territorial designated Yukon
historic sites, while the Yukon historic sites inventory has

more than 4,000 records of places with historic significance.

The department’s historic sites unit is allocating just

under $2 million in O&M toward its mandate to promote

research and preserve, develop, and interpret the territory’s

history and culture and numerous historic resources. Over

$460,000 is allocated in government transfer payments for the

research, preservation, and interpretation of historic places

with First Nations, property owners, and non-governmental

organizations.

In partnership with First Nation governments, the

department co-owns and co-manages important sites, such as

Conrad, Fort Selkirk, Rampart House, Lapierre House, and

Forty Mile. Included in the total figure for government

transfers is: $116,000 for the historic properties assistance

program, which assists property owners to undertake

preservation, development, and/or interpretation of their

historic properties; $15,000 will be put toward the Canyon

City historic site in Whitehorse; and $20,000 for the research,

interpretation, and development of heritage trails throughout

the territory. By working government to government with

First Nations in these and other heritage management planning

activities, the department is making significant contributions

toward fostering reconciliation with First Nations. Our goal,

as ever, is to protect these sites, properties, and areas, add to

the responsible interpretation of their history, and respect their

traditional and current uses.

Projects slated to be undertaken this year include the

planning and construction of a footbridge at the Conrad

historic site, the first phase of restoration at the Robinson

Roadhouse, repairs and maintenance of the train crew house

along the Whitehorse waterfront, and the preservation of the

Yukon Sawmill Company building in Dawson City. These

account for $461,000 in the 2019-20 capital expenditures for

historic sites. An additional $50,000 will be put toward the

construction of crew facilities at the Fort Selkirk and Forty

Mile historic sites. The department has earmarked $90,000 to

go toward the scenic drives program, which encompasses the

planning, construction, and maintenance of interpretive points

of interest along Yukon’s travel corridors.
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In pursuit of our mandate to celebrate and develop the

territory’s arts and artists, as well as managing the public art

collection for the enjoyment and benefit of Yukoners and

visitors, the Arts unit is receiving $4.5 million. This includes

nearly $3.9 million in government transfers to various funds

and awards and administrative support of Yukon artists and

festivals.

Again this year, the arts operating funds represent

$825,000 toward Yukon arts organizations. Through the

Advanced Artist Award, funding in the amount of $150,000

will be made available for the development of individual

Yukon artists. Professional artists and groups looking to

present their work to new audiences outside of the Yukon will

be eligible for some of the $100,000 from the touring artist

fund. A further $100,000 is budgeted through the artist in the

school program, which supports the introduction and

instruction of various art forms in our schools by local artists.

The $500,000 arts fund provides organizations throughout the

territory with support for community-based art development

projects. The department also supports the operation of many

arts organizations through government transfer agreements,

including the Yukon Arts Centre, the Dawson City Arts

Society, the Northern Cultural Expressions Society, and

programming held at the Old Fire Hall and along the

Whitehorse wharf.

The 2019-20 estimates commit $45,000 toward the

support and appreciation of the Yukon multicultural

communities through the new Canadians event fund. The fund

applies to events and festivals hosted by organizations with a

multicultural mandate that helps new Canadians transition into

life in the territory.

The capital budget for the arts section in 2019-20 is a

total of $230,000. This includes $200,000 to address the

expansion and upgrades of the storage space for items from

the Yukon permanent art collection. The additional $30,000

will go toward the acquisition by the Friends of the Yukon

Permanent Art Collection of new artwork of significance to be

included in the collection.

Also contained within the Cultural Services branch is

Yukon Archives. The Archives’ role is to acquire, preserve,

and make available Yukon’s documentary heritage, including

Yukon government records. To deliver on this mandate, the

Archives have allocated $1.7 million in O&M funding. This

sum includes $75,000 in support of the Yukon Council of

Archives community archivists project. This project’s

consultants and specialists are engaged to provide advice on

records and archival management in archives throughout

Yukon. On the capital side, Yukon Archives’ main estimates

for the 2019-20 fiscal year total $670,000. These funds will go

toward four major projects. Maybe I will just not go through

each one of those.

Yukon museums and First Nation cultural centres

preserve Yukon’s historical legacy and bring it to life for our

present and future generations. As these institutions are

operated by not-for-profit societies, municipalities, and Yukon

First Nations, we are proud to contribute financial, collections

management, and conservation support to this invaluable

network of 19 museums and cultural centres throughout the

territory. In addition to our partners at Yukon’s eight First

Nation cultural centres, three municipal museums, and eight

not-for-profit museums, Government of Yukon also owns and

operates the Yukon Beringia Interpretive Centre.

I will sit down and wait for some questions, and perhaps I

will just continue running through my notes.

Mr. Istchenko: I want to welcome the staff here today

— the deputy minister and director — and also I want to

recognize the staff who are back in the offices, listening on the

radio to provide information to the minister. I thank them for

their hard work.

I am going to start my line of questioning — I don’t have

a whole bunch here today — about the tourism development

strategy. The minister just announced the next phase of the

tourism development strategy, and it includes kicking the can

down the road and launching another committee. My question

is: What is the outcome that is hoped for by changing from the

department to a Crown corporation or special operating

agency?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: It’s too bad that I didn’t get to the

end of my notes. I would have gone a little bit deeper into

that; however, I am happy to stand to answer the question

around the task force that we recently launched.

Where we are at with the Yukon task force — their job is

to look into different options that may be considered. We have

appointed seven people to this task force from various

different backgrounds to provide us recommendations and to

research different options. Their work will come back to us by

September 1. At that time, we will look at the report that is

brought forward and will move forward after consideration

from within Cabinet.

I am looking forward to this work. I am very thankful to

the individuals who stepped up. We have an independent chair

who is working on this. No decisions have been made. We are

waiting for the work of this task force to be completed.

Mr. Istchenko: Both the steering committee and the

task force have had membership made up of senior deputy

ministers from Government of Yukon.

Is the input that has been provided and is being provided

by the deputy ministers in this process being done

independently of the minister and the Cabinet, or is their input

representative of the minister and Cabinet?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The work of the task force is

absolutely being done without the minister’s input. I do not sit

with the task force nor the implementation committee — other

than to start the process when we were launching the tourism

development strategy — I attended one session, which was the

first session, with that committee.

Again, going back to the work of the task force —

changing government structure is a serious decision,

Mr. Chair, and not something that this government will take

lightly. We have given very clear terms of reference to the

task force and they will be going about their work

independently, providing the best advice — well-researched

advice — to us as Cabinet members.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that answer.
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Last session, the minister told us that the idea for the

creation of a new government agency came from the steering

committee. So can the minister confirm whether this idea

came from the Government of Yukon representatives on the

steering committee?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Mr. Chair, this recommendation did

come from the steering committee. The Tourism Industry

Association of Yukon recommended a Crown corporation to

the steering committee. After hearing a lot of questions when

the first draft was tabled with me, they went back and changed

the recommendation to forming a task force to look at

recommendations around a new governance model. So this

actually came from the Tourism Industry Association of

Yukon directly.

Mr. Istchenko: Can the minister answer: What position

have the Government of Yukon representatives on that

steering committee taken with respect to the creation of a new

government agency?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I will go right into some items

within the terms of reference that we made public the day the

task force was launched. The mandate of the task force is to

assess tourism destination governance models against a set of

criteria, rank these models based on their ability to achieve the

vision, goals, and values of the Yukon tourism development

strategy, and recommend a ranked list of models for

consideration by government.

Government officials have not taken a position on this.

They have worked as a collective with the steering committee

and they will work as a collective with this new task force that

has just been launched. The task force will assess tourism

destination governance models against the vision, goals, and

values of the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy.
Everything will be looked at through that lens —

accountability to the diversity of interests within the Yukon

tourism sector and the Yukon public, revenue generation and

capabilities, performance-pay funding models, flexibility and

agility to respond to marketing conditions, competitiveness,

stakeholder involvement in decision-making, something fit for

Yukon, and our other criteria as deemed appropriate by the

task force.

Mr. Istchenko: Just to confirm from what the minister

said — the Yukon government representatives on that steering

committee did not have a position or take a position with

respect to the creation of a new government agency?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: That is correct.

Mr. Istchenko: We do look forward to the work that is

going to be done and that the minister will get on September

1. I hope that she will table everything in the House — open

and transparent, one-government approach.

I have some questions about the Watson Lake Visitor

Information Centre. As the minister knows, the visitor

information centre in Watson Lake is moving over to the

Watson Lake Recreation Centre for a two-year period. Can the

minister tell us why this is happening now? What does the

minister expect to get done in the next two years to replace the

visitor information centre?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: As this House knows — because we

have talked about it in the House within my mandate, and I

know it has been discussed in previous mandates of other

governments — the Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre

is at the end of its life cycle. It was really very unfortunate

that, to further add to the woes of the visitor information

centre in Watson Lake, there was a flood that happened during

a cold period of weather in Watson Lake. Pipes broke, causing

flooding within the visitor information centre and extensive

damage.

We had to reassess and look at other options, so we

worked with our stakeholders in Watson Lake, came up with

an immediate and viable option, and worked with the Town of

Watson Lake to move the visitor information centre into one

of their facilities. They have identified the Watson Lake

Recreation Centre, which is right next to where the visitor

information centre is currently located and has been located,

right by the Sign Post Forest.

We have entered into a new contract with them for a two-

year period. As we continue the planning around the Watson

Lake Visitor Information Centre — we have had many

discussions along the way, looking at different options around

the building of a new Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre

— the replacement of it. We will continue to work with our

partners in Watson Lake to advance those discussions. I can

assure Yukoners that visitor information services will

continue in Watson Lake, and our staff have done very good

work between the Tourism and Culture department and

Highways and Public Works to put this arrangement in place

for the upcoming season.

Mr. Istchenko: We notice that it is not in this

government’s five-year capital concept. I wonder if the

replacement will be in their five-year capital concept. Also,

the minister talks about partners, but who is the minister

currently consulting with on these plans?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: In terms of the first part of the

question around the five-year capital plan — we will have to

determine where we are going with this. We have certainly

been in discussions with our partners in Watson Lake, which

include Liard First Nation, Watson Lake Chamber of

Commerce, and the Town of Watson Lake. There is consensus

right now to work together and explore what this looks like

into the future. There are a lot of options that are being talked

about. Once we know what our role will be in the

development of a visitor information centre in Watson Lake,

we will then bring that back to our Cabinet colleagues — I

will bring that back to discuss with Cabinet to determine the

next steps in the Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre

development.

Mr. Istchenko: Can the minister please confirm if the

government has plans to demolish the current visitor

information centre building this year?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Right now, Highways and Public

Works is determining next steps with the facility, and I would

be happy to bring information forward to the House — once I

have it — in terms of those next steps. At this point,
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Highways and Public Works is the lead on that aspect of this

facility.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that answer.

Watson Lake has also started a conversation about a

community strategic plan, of which the visitor information

centre of course would be a part. As the visitor information

centre replacement should be a community-driven process,

does the minister intend to be part of this discussion prior to

the advancement of this project?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: As I have indicated to this House

many times, I am very committed to communities throughout

the Yukon. I have been to Watson Lake a number of times. I

have met with the partners. I absolutely will be part of

discussions around planning and any strategic developments

that the community is undertaking. I would be happy to be a

partner in those discussions, and I look forward to them. This

is a community that has great potential, Mr. Chair. It is one of

our tourism gateways and we recognize that — but more than

that, we think that tourism can be a social driver as well and a

way of moving toward even greater self-determination for the

community.

I absolutely look forward to those discussions.

Mr. Istchenko: On May 3, there is a public

engagement taking place on the development of what is called

a “creative and cultural industries strategy”. The minister has

spoken about this. Can the minister tell the House whether this

is part of the overall Yukon Tourism Development Strategy, or
is this a separate strategy?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. What

we determined when we were going through the consultation

and looking at what we heard from across the territory is how

deeply rooted the creative and cultural industries are within

tourism. It came up over and over and over. What we

determined, as we were going through, is that Yukon is

absolutely at the right place to advance this area of our

industry. It relates very, very closely to tourism, but it

enhances the well-being of our communities. I am convinced

that our communities are ready for this stage of development.

This will be a distinct strategy, but it will be related. We are

taking a one-government approach as we move forward —

which is bringing in Economic Development, having

Education involved, and having Community Services and

sport involved.

It is certainly going to be a one-government approach,

and we are looking forward to the first roundtable to

determine next steps and to work with the sector on May 3 to

determine a pathway forward and work from the onset of this

to determine the very best way to achieve a strategy that will

work for Yukoners. I am very excited about the work that is

going to start. There is a lot of momentum being built out

there in the Yukon right now, as we speak.

Again, we haven’t had a strategy like this and we are

really looking forward to working with all of our partners, but

all of our communities as well. This is such a great

opportunity for rural communities to participate in the

economy in ways that we haven’t seen before.

Mr. Istchenko: I have a question about the

memorandum of understanding supporting indigenous tourism

that was signed. We see an additional $300,000 allotted to the

Yukon First Nations Culture and Tourism Association. So is

this project specific, or is it so that they can expand their

marketing? I am just looking for a little bit more detail than

that.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. That is

true; we signed a memorandum of understanding with

Indigenous Tourism Canada and the Yukon First Nations

Culture and Tourism Association. I will advise the House —

potentially members may not be aware — that the Yukon First

Nations Culture and Tourism Association are in the process of

developing a 10-year strategy that will absolutely align with

the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy. Within the Yukon
Tourism Development Strategy, there is a pillar that is
dedicated completely to the development of indigenous

tourism in Yukon. This $300,000 that we have allocated is

subject to their action plan and their strategy being developed.

They will work with CanNor to leverage more funding. This

is part of the matching funds for their CanNor application.

I would like to say as well that when Keith Henry was

here — when we signed the memorandum of understanding

with those two partners — he indicated that there are no other

regions that have done this — that have actually committed a

pillar within a strategy to indigenous tourism. Our aim is to

build Yukon into a premier indigenous tourism destination.

That is one of our high goals. Our partnership with the Yukon

First Nations Culture and Tourism Association, along with

Yukon First Nations and development corporations

throughout the territory, will help us achieve that. This

memorandum of understanding is a foundational piece to how

we will work together, what we will do together, and how we

will support that development. That is why it became part of

the first round of implementation dollars for the tourism

development strategy.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for those remarks. I

agree wholeheartedly about First Nation culture being in the

tourism industry. I was a part of the tourism industry as a

guide for many years, and there are many great businesses in

the riding of Kluane that promote that. The tourists just love

seeing that.

I am going to switch gears a little bit and head up to

Dawson City, to the museum. It’s getting an addition of

$250,000 over the next two years for a new exhibit. Is this

revamping their current space in any way or just changing the

way things are displayed? Just a bit more detail on that,

please.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I do want to go back to the last

question, because I didn’t answer all of it — I just realized

that. He had asked about the marketing and whether the

$300,000 was to market. Yukon Tourism will continue to do

the marketing and we will continue to work with Destination

Canada around the marketing; primarily, the work that Yukon

First Nation culture and tourism will do is around visitor

experience development. That is where we are lacking in

Yukon, so that is a really big part of the work that they will do
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to the enhance visitor experience, to build that part of

indigenous tourism, and to work with all of our partners.

On the Dawson City Museum exhibit renewal, we have

$250,000 for each of the next two years — so a total of

$500,000 has been allocated to this. This is multi-year —

again, it will take some time, but it is about the exhibit

redevelopment at the Dawson City Museum. They are going

to be redoing all of their exhibits, and this will align with their

anniversary. Highways and Public Works is doing extensive

work as well with the Dawson City Museum to address some

challenges. Again, they will be doing the permanent exhibits

in the museum which require updating or replacing. Archival

storage has exceeded its capacity and its offices are very

inconveniently located on the second floor. To address the

challenges, the museum is planning a renewal of the offices,

archival storage, the exhibits, and the gallery spaces.

At this point, Government of Yukon has committed the

$500,000 over the next two years — so 2019-20 and 2020-21

— to the Dawson City Museum and Historical Society to

assist with its renewal project. The Department of Tourism

and Culture staff continue to work very closely of course with

the museum to identify other possible sources of funding. I

know that they are working with the federal government on

funding applications. All of this work will align with the

anniversary that is coming up in a couple of years — the 125th

anniversary of Dawson City.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that answer.

As we know — I will switch gears again and head out to

Kluane country — there is an economic development forum

later this month. The minister has made comments about

increasing the GDP in tourism in 10 years — doubling the

GDP in tourism in 10 years. I am just curious — when the

minister is out there — I know that the minister, the Minister

of Economic Development and I and some other keynote

speakers will be there. I am just curious as to some of the

remarks the Tourism minister will have on the subject — as

she’s the tourism minister — on how they are going to grow

the GDP in the Kluane area.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I am absolutely excited to be going

to this economic forum. It is true that the Minister of

Economic Development and I will both be attending. My

focus of course will be on the new Yukon Tourism
Development Strategy, and I will also be talking quite a lot
about the creative and cultural industries strategy.

I just want to clarify one comment that the member

opposite made about doubling GDP in reference to the Yukon
Tourism Development Strategy — our goal is actually to

double revenue in the next 10 years. That is something that I

am happy to stand and talk about.

When we did the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy
— as it was developing, we heard from Yukoners about all of

those values that they identified as being very important to

them and the caution around over-tourism. The doubling of

revenue is not in reference to more visitors in Yukon. We

already have 450,000 visitors a year coming to Yukon. The

types of markets that are interested in coming and visiting our

Yukon Territory are markets that we can market to stay longer

and spend more. That lines up really well with what Yukoners

expect and what will help them to feel good about tourism in

Yukon. What we found is that most Yukoners were really

quite happy in sharing Yukon, but were not interested in

having those numbers double or triple in order to gain more

revenue. They are interested in having people come and

experience Yukon under the values that they hold very closely

to them — that we are proud of our territory and that we love

our natural beauty and want to protect it. Many other

jurisdictions and many other parts of the world are absolutely

looking at how to achieve sustainable tourism, and we actually

have a plan in Yukon. We are ahead of the curve here, having

the whole Yukon come together to develop a strategy that has

an eye on sustainability, that has an eye on ensuring that we

protect our environment while sharing our Yukon in the best

and most authentic way that we possibly can.

I am very excited about the session in Kluane. I am

looking forward to talking to all of the participants about how

we got to the end results of this new Yukon Tourism
Development Strategy — how Yukon government is one

partner in that strategy and that we have many partners around

the table who are from industry and from not-for-profits — we

have everyone around that table and every region around that

table.

I am absolutely looking forward to helping to shape what

tourism looks like in the Kluane corridor, and I am excited to

have the conversation with the community there. I know that

there are a lot of really exciting projects that I have heard

about and that are under development. We hope to see them

come to reality.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that. I just want

to go back — the minister had spoken about the tourism

development strategy, the steering committee, and the task

force. One last question: Is the minister saying that the

government members on the steering committee and task

force are providing all of their advice and input without any

discussions or input from the minister or Cabinet? I am not

sure if I had asked that.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I did say that the work that the

tourism steering committee did was independent and that they

had no direct influence from the Cabinet office. That is what

we set out to do, and that is what we achieved, I think. What

you see is what you get. There was no hidden agenda to direct,

in any way, how this developed. That was my very, very clear

direction from the very start of this — that we wanted to

develop a tourism plan that wasn’t a Government of Yukon

plan — that it was a Yukon Tourism Development Strategy
plan that brought all the partners together — which we did —

and we were but one partner in that, to create an ethical space

in the middle where we can work together and support

bringing tourism to the next level in Yukon.

My mandate letter clearly said — and our platform said

— to increase the number of visitors in Yukon. We listened to

Yukoners. The result was different from what was in my

mandate letter and what was in our platform. We absolutely

listened to Yukoners. They said, “No, this is something that is

important to us.” They gave us those values. We now will
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look through those values in every single decision we make as

we go forward and develop tourism.

My direction was very, very clear to the staff who worked

on behalf of Government of Yukon in that steering committee

— and as they go forward on the task force and as they go

forward on the implementation — that we are one partner. We

are not an island. The world does not revolve around one

government. The government system in Yukon is much

different. We have modern treaties. We have many partners

who sit around that table. That was clearly articulated,

embraced, and followed by the staff who sit on those

committees on our behalf.

Mr. Istchenko: Then this begs the question: Who gives

the Government of Yukon members on the steering committee

their mandate as to which issues to raise? Are they just on the

committee as individuals, or are they there as deputy

ministers?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Our deputy ministers are there as

deputy ministers. They represent government. Again, I will

emphasize that we are but one partner at that table. This is not

something — there are certainly aspects of the Yukon Tourism
Development Strategy that clearly fall in our lap to make
decisions. One of them is the governance structure. That is not

a decision that we are going to take lightly. When the

recommendation came forward to form a task force to look at

options around governance, we endorsed that, and we are

doing it. We will gather the evidence, the committee will

bring forward the recommendations to me, I will then bring it

forward to my Cabinet colleagues, we will have the

discussion, we will assess, and we will move forward on next

steps.

Mr. Istchenko: I guess we look forward to the work

when everything comes forward here, when it’s all finished.

That ends my questioning for the day. I want to thank the

minister, and I do want thank the staff who are here today. I

will turn it over to the Third Party. Have a wonderful day,

everyone.

Ms. Hanson: I welcome the officials here today as

well. I just want to start, perhaps, with a few questions.

Picking up from the Member for Kluane speaking about

the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy — first of all, I

want to step back and say that I think it is good to see the

putting in place of the basis for a planning exercise that, if I

look at — and I am hoping that we are going to see it

populated over the next year or so with each of these — there

is a number of action plans that are articulated with a number

of sub-points to them and, most importantly, an appendix that

talks about and establishes both the measurement of goals and

the principles for measurement of goals. That’s going to be

vitally important in terms of the accountability for this

exercise.

I just want to clarify with the minister — when I look at

the Department of Tourism and Culture’s 2019-20 budget —

when we had the briefing — on the briefing document, there

is an indication that we have $875,000. This relates to the

0.9-percent increase in the tourism budget from the previous

year — so $875,000 for the implementation of the Yukon

Tourism Development Strategy. Further down, we see another
$375,000. This is the line that says the increase of $240,000

from 2018-19 is mainly due to the implementation of this

strategy, but the $875,000 says it’s for the implementation of

the tourism strategy.

Are we talking about $875,000 plus $375,000? That’s

$1.25 million, plus the $50,000 recently announced to

establish the task force on governance, and the $70,000 for

cultural and creative industries strategies. How much is in fact

being spent on strategies related to Tourism and Culture this

fiscal year? Am I correct that it is $875,000 plus $375,000, or

are there a number of little bundles of strategies all over the

place? If I can get one breakdown of the strategies and the

cumulative total, that would be helpful.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. To

clarify, the $875,000 is for the implementation of the strategy.

The creative and cultural industries are on top of that. It is a

different line item.

I will just quickly run through them: $300,000 to support

the indigenous tourism aspect, which we have talked about

through questions from the Official Opposition; $150,000 to

improve signage; $75,000 to support experience development;

$25,000 to support the extension of the steering committee —

so that’s the continued work of the implementation steering

committee; $50,000 to support the governance task force —

that is the one that we talked about a few moments ago in

terms of the work they will do and complete by September 1;

and $50,000 to establish a sustainability framework — this is

something very new; we have not had that previously. One of

the goals of the strategy is to build this so that we can measure

and really make sure we are on track in terms of working

toward building tourism in a sustainable way. There is also

$25,000 to conduct a resident survey. This will form the basis,

again — one of the goals is to achieve 80-percent Yukon

satisfaction around tourism in Yukon, so we need a starting

point. We need a foundational assessment of that, so that is

what it is for. There is also $200,000 to support the two

positions to assist in the strategy’s implementation and

sustainability framework. So that is what those two positions

are for.

I will sit now and we can continue on with other

questions around that, if the member opposite prefers.

Ms. Hanson: Can the minister outline in a bit more

detail how the $150,000 to establish a framework that

measures the sustainability of tourism development — what

are the guidelines that are being used, who is it being carried

out by, and what are the kind of metrics that are anticipated to

be used here?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I will just go back. The steering

committee has agreed to stay on for the next 12 months — I

know that it is a little bit off, and I will get to the question —

to oversee the implementation of the Yukon Tourism
Development Strategy. One of the tools that they are using is
the United Nations sustainable tourism framework, so it will

be very much based on that. We will have a person internally

who will work on that framework specifically. Again, this is

not a tool that we have had in the past, but we wanted to make
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sure that we had a way to measure and ensure that we are on

the right track, and utilizing the United Nations sustainable

tourism framework is a well-established view on this whole

area of work.

I’m not sure if that fully answers the question. Perhaps

the member can just ask again.

Ms. Hanson: If I understand correctly, the minister is

indicating — and I was asking specifically about the $150,000

to establish a framework that measures the sustainability of

tourism development in Yukon — that part of that will be

referencing — and maybe an underpinning of it would be the

United Nations sustainability parameters, but what I was

asking about was: Is this being done internal to government?

Is this a contract? Who is doing the contract? When is it going

to be completed? When will this framework be in place?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: We have hired a person internally

for the next 12 months. This person just started two weeks

ago. The sustainable tourism advisor position is responsible

for developing the sustainable framework. This is a one-year

term. The advisor will monitor the Yukon Tourism
Development Strategy goals and support the resident survey
and the development of the action plan metrics. That is

$100,000. For research and engagement necessary to develop

the framework, we are allocating $50,000 — so that makes up

the $150,000.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for clarifying that.

When I looked at the press release for the development of

the options around a governance model on tourism, I was very

curious as to — I can understand why the Deputy Minister of

Tourism and Culture would be involved, because they are the

Deputy Minister of Tourism and Culture. What I was less

clear about was the intention — or even the appropriateness,

quite frankly — of any role of the Public Service

Commissioner vis-à-vis a review or development of a

governance structure. I say that because, if we were looking at

a major review — say for Health and Social Services, which

has hundreds of employees — regardless of the number — the

110 full-time employees for tourism — the Public Service

Commissioner is not a deputy minister. I say this again in this

Legislative Assembly: They are not a deputy minister. They

have a wholly different responsibility for the public service as

a whole.

So I would really like to have, for the record, a very clear

indication of what role, if any, the Public Service

Commissioner will play vis-à-vis this governance review.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I will just be clear that the two

official deputy ministers who are a part of this task force are

the Deputy Minister of Tourism and Culture and the Deputy

Minister of Economic Development. The Public Service

Commissioner is there as an advisor only, as they explore

different options and different models. The advice will be

around — as they are looking at different models, if there are

implications from the Yukon Employees’ Union collective

agreement — and in terms of just making sure that we would

have compliance with that. Really, it is around advice, not an

official role other than that role — to give advice to the task

force as they do their work so that they are fully advised —

because it is very complex, as the member opposite knows —

in terms of the implications that could arise from different

models. That is really what the role of the commissioner is

there.

The Minister of Highways and Public Works will be in

Committee of the Whole later this week, and he will be able to

answer questions at that time as well.

Ms. Hanson: We have a whole-of-government

approach and we have another major review of Health and

Social Services going on — which, if we follow the

implications and the recommendations of the Yukon Financial

Advisory Panel, you would similarly think you would have an

advisor role for the Public Service Commissioner there. So

yes, I will be pursuing this with the Minister responsible for

the Public Service Commission at a later date.

I wanted to come back to a couple of things. One is the —

this minister will not escape — with respect to websites. Man,

I cannot believe this. I know that there are a lot of surveys

done by tourism and their officials, but you know it is

frustrating as all get-out to go to the new yukon.ca site and

pull up today the tourism statistics. The most recent one says

it was updated February 8, 2019, but it is for 2015. Seriously?

We have no more relevant data than 2015? I am convinced

that I saw people out on the road doing statistics this summer

— there were reports being done. I know that if I scroll

through umpteen-dozen other places, I will find more recent

ones.

I am not going to even ask that question. I’m just going to

put it out there: Something has to be done. We cannot have

good work being done and then have people not being able to

access it.

I wanted to ask the minister questions with respect to —

when I look at the government transfer section, it’s notable

that effectively the transfers — there has been a slight increase

in expenditures in terms of human resources for the

Government of Yukon in the Department of Tourism and

Culture. Then there is quite a large number of non-profit

organizations — historic groups and museums — whose

funding, quite frankly, has flatlined. That doesn’t speak to the

actual responsibilities or the challenges that these community

groups face. If I could, I would just like to look at a couple of

these.

For example, over the number of years that I have been

around, every time I have been in Dawson and run into people

who are involved in the Dawson City Arts Society — and

others like commercial artists and the general arts community

— there is a lot of discussion about the Yukon sawmill. There

has been an interest in developing a plan and making

decisions about the ultimate disposition of this. Yet again, we

have $156,000, which is down from $233,000 over the past

few years. Again, as a whole-of-government approach — we

talk about Economic Development being involved in tourism

and the strategy piece. What work has been done to work with

the business community and the artistic community in

Dawson to realize the potential of this place? I remember that

there has been some discussion not that long ago about a 3D

workshop being created in that space. This is a prime location.
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Again, we see a decreasing investment in this key

heritage site in Dawson City. I am curious — I see, similarly,

the Beringia — well, let’s go back to the Dawson City Arts

Society. It has flatlined — since 2017-18, at least — at

$425,000. That’s not even the one-percent increase that we

heard about in some of the other societies or non-

governmental organizations in the health and social services

field that have been held at no cost-of-living increases. We

have the same with the artist in the school program. It’s the

same with the arts operating fund. Heritage trails dropped by

$25,000. Culture Quest, $157,000 — flatlined — and Yukon

First Nations Culture and Tourism Association — also

flatlined at $160,000. The Northern Cultural Expressions

Society — flatlined.

Mr. Chair, my point is that we talk a good game about the

importance of these groups throughout the territory. In every

little small community, there are these groups of people who

spend an awful lot of time dedicated to trying to maintain

some of these heritage places to attract interest to their

communities. But if we don’t invest in them, what good is it?

My question is: Where is the translation of talk into walking

that talk in terms of investment in these cultural services

entities that receive funding? I know that every one of them

are gratified when they get some funding, but man, it’s really

hard, when you’re running a board, to know that you are

going to be running exactly the same — now it’s less because

the value of the dollar is down.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: There was a lot there, and I will try

to go through some of what I have heard. I will maybe just

start with the last part of it and kind of work my way back a

bit.

Tourism and Culture funds some 58 organizations, and

we try to make the money go as far as we can. I know that

there is never quite enough. Again, we are moving into a

cultural and creative industries strategy. I am hoping that we

will find some ways to really work closer together — maybe

some of the organizations. I know that the work that is being

done by these organizations is critical. It is really foundational

to part of the well-being of our communities and of our

individuals. It relates to mental health. It relates to a great

many aspects of what we believe as a government.

Being the minister responsible and having worked very

closely in my career in not-for-profit organizations for many

years, I know how hard our volunteers work. I know how hard

our various societies work to make that dollar go a little bit

further. I have spent many hours sitting with some of these

organizations, talking with them about how to link with some

of the other planning that is going on — how to link with

some of the work that we have done around the tourism

development strategy, for instance, and maybe pivoting some

of their work into that or into other areas — so taking the time

to really have those conversations. They are very important

conversations.

Again, our department, being one of the smaller

departments — we have 58 contributions to various

organizations and various partners with Yukon First Nations.

When we talk about the work that is being done in historic

sites, we work with our partners at the First Nations. They

help us to prioritize. They help us to say, “Well, this is the

priority now.” Our historic sites department works very

closely with them to determine: “Okay, we have this much

money, or we have some limitations around what we can do.

What do you want to make a first priority?”

When you look at Fort Selkirk over the time that we have

co-managed that with Selkirk First Nation — where we are

today is outstanding. I spent quite a bit of time there last

summer over Parks Day and just really immersed myself into

that site. To see where we’re at from a time when — many,

many years ago, I remember being at that site and not having

any of that development there. The partnership that has been

developed with Yukon government and Selkirk First Nation

has brought it to where it is today. I talked a little bit in my

preamble about some of the investment that will be made into

Fort Selkirk. We have a new plan coming out and we are

working on implementing Conrad and we’re doing a bit of

work with Canyon City. Those are all new — Conrad and

Canyon City are new.

The member opposite has also asked about the sawmill.

We have done that work in incremental pieces — where we

have to do the electrical, the fire suppression, and all of the

various aspects to bring it up to a standard and a code so that

when we do have something go into the Yukon sawmill in

Dawson, it will be safe and it will have all of the proper

plumbing, fire suppression, electrical, and all of those aspects.

Working on a heritage building is much more complicated

than when you are working on a regular building. You cannot

just hire a regular contractor to do that work. So that has been

a challenge. Our economy is doing so well that it is really hard

to find contractors when you have such a hot economy and

you are trying to hire folks and they are busy on big projects.

When we narrow down to some of these smaller projects —

especially this specialized — it is challenging.

On the Yukon sawmill, we did an expression of interest

and we are working toward finalizing that work. We are

almost there. We should be able to provide more information

around what decisions will be made in terms of what will go

into that building.

The member opposite also talked about — I know; I am

going to drag up that issue around the website. I hear the

member opposite’s concerns around that. Fourth-quarter

statistics just went onto the website today — these are from

the Bureau of Statistics. This is the fourth quarter, and the

visitor exit survey will be coming next. Last year, we did a

massive project. We have never done statistics where we have

used the visitor exit survey to do an entire year of collecting

data from visitors. We did that last year, and those statistics

are coming soon. We haven’t done a visitor exit survey in six

years in Yukon. This is the first one in six years, and we did

the whole year. So we actually have data now that includes

winter and all the seasons, rather than just the historical

summer season. That data will come soon and I am really

excited about that — to dig into it and to really analyze it.

Our department, Tourism and Culture, is all about

evidence-based decision-making. We rely on it. We rely on it
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at the Yukon level, we rely on it at the national level, and we

rely on it at the international level. That is how decisions are

made in tourism. That’s how we determine our markets. That

is how we determine where we are putting our dollars. We are

very careful about how we invest, because we want to make

sure that we are digging into the right market that is right for

Yukon and that gives us the right type of visitors who are

going to stay longer and spend more.

Really, that is what it is — it’s about a higher-yield type

of visitor who we are after in the Yukon. We will always have

the road traffic; we will always have the highway traffic. But

really, our market is destination travellers.

I’m just trying to unpack all of what I had heard. If I have

missed aspects of it, I would ask the member opposite to ask

me again and I will do my best to answer.

Chair: Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is general debate on

Vote 54, Department of Tourism and Culture, in Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for the responses. I

want to clarify — to date, since 2017-18, it appears that there

is about $589,000 in capital expenditures for the Yukon

sawmill. Based on what the minister was just indicating now,

there has been an expression of interest put out for — what I

would ask her to articulate — the expression of interest was

directed at what and to which audience — to which target

groups — in terms of potential utilization of the old sawmill?

Is the $589,000 that is reflected in these three fiscal years that

we have before us in the budget document — is that the total

amount, or are there additional resources that will be required

to bring it up to code, as she had mentioned as being so

important?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: At this point, that is the information

that we have — that this will be the final work on the

building. That being said, it is a very old building, and if

something else comes up, we will deal with it at that time. At

this point, we are hoping that this is final. Again, yes, there

was an expression of interest. We are finalizing the work. That

expression of interest went out to the public, so it was a

general expression of interest. We are close to completion.

There will be another allocation of dollars for 2020-21. I

will have to get the information about what that will entail.

But we are closer now to getting that work completed on

the sawmill. The intent, at this point, is not to use it for

government purposes, but to really enhance economic

development in the community of Dawson City.

Ms. Hanson: When will the department be in a position

to announce which has been the successful expression of

interest?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I will have to get back to the

member opposite. I don’t want to put out dates or anything

without being sure about that information. I know that we are

close. This has been an ongoing piece of work for me, coming

in as a new minister a couple of years ago. It is a high priority.

Again, I want to just say that it has been a very specialized

type of work. I want to see that building utilized as soon as we

possibly can, but we want to make sure that it is safe, that all

of the necessary work is done, and that it is not going to be at

risk.

A bit more information — we are developing the space so

that it will meet code requirements, as I have said. We want to

make sure that safety is paramount for commercial or public

use — that is achievable with fire code restrictions. The call

for interest in the building opened on February 16, 2018, and

closed on April 26, 2018, with advertising in the Klondike
Sun, Yukon News, and Aurore boréale. An open house was
held in Dawson City on February 26 and a tour of the building

was provided on February 27. An open house was held in

Whitehorse on March 9, 2018. The department received

indications of interest. We are now working internally on a

long-term leasing process. A tenant has not been confirmed at

this time. However, it is preferred, as I have said, that the

tenant will be of a commercial nature. The intent is to have the

building contribute to the vitality of that Front Street area and

be available to the public. The building is not yet finished; it is

expected in 2021.

I did a tour of the building last year. I had a chance to go

in and have a look at the space. It is incredible. I can’t wait to

see something that will enhance that whole Front Street area. I

am really looking forward to some final decisions around that.

Ms. Hanson: We will look forward to seeing what

happens. It seems kind of strange that the expression of

interest concluded a year ago and we still don’t know who is

going to be the successful operator.

The issues in terms of capital and capital investment is

one thing — and I would like to come back to the provision of

funds to societies and non-governmental entities. Again, I

would like to ask the minister what consultation — first of all,

let’s start with the bigger question: Has Tourism and Culture

reviewed the base funding provided under Cultural Services to

these entities that are listed on pages 17-13 and 17-14 with a

view to determining whether or not there is a need to index the

payments provided? How much of the funding is for basic

ongoing functions? For example, if I look at the First Nations

Cultural and Tourism Association — is that for their core

funding, in terms of their operations? If it is, then how can an

organization be sustainable if it has flatlined funding three

years in a row at a minimum?That is not a catch-up/keep-up

kind of situation. That is a fallback situation. We’re creating a

disincentive for these organizations. The backdrop question,

first of all, is: Has the government department done a review

of the basis for funding these entities? If not, is it planning to

do so? If it is doing so or has planned to do so, what
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communication has occurred between the Department of

Tourism and Culture and these various entities?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: As we were talking about before the

break, we fund some 58 agreements with various

organizations. At this point, no, we have not done a review of

each of these. We intend to work toward a broader

government approach on this, as the member opposite is

aware. There is a health review going on right now, which

was our highest priority for this government. We will continue

to support that work to happen. We will then move forward in

other areas with other reviews and find ways to find those

synergies.

There are a lot of organizations that operate throughout

Yukon that do vital work for our communities and support the

well-being of our communities. We recognize that. I think that

potentially every member of this House has worked with or

been involved with a not-for-profit at some point in time in

their career. For some of us, it has been a big part of our

career. We know the important work that they do, and I

absolutely appreciate that. At this point, we are doing the best

we can with the funds that we have to support this very, very

important and vital part of our communities and our society,

and we will continue to work with them.

Since the member has talked about the Yukon First

Nations Cultural and Tourism Association — that funding was

increased the year that I came on as minister. The $160,000

that they receive is core funding. As part of the Yukon
Tourism Development Strategy, we have allocated $300,000
to help leverage other funds from other partner governments

— specifically the federal government — and there is

certainly some potential for the Indigenous Tourism

Association of Canada to provide funding, and they have

provided funding to that organization as well. So we are not

the only partner to support these organizations and I think that

is really important to note — that we are working with our

federal partners as much as possible.

As Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate, we

had some discussion about how we have utilized the funds for

the women’s organizations and equality-seeking organizations

to leverage those funds to access other funding from our

federal partners. We are continuing to look for opportunities

with our culture, arts, and historic associations and societies

throughout Yukon.

A really good example of a change that we recently

announced — it didn’t get much — or maybe any — media

coverage, but it is an important move. The Yukon Arts Centre

previously administered the Culture Quest funding program.

The Dawson City Arts Society is now administering that. That

changeover happened at the beginning of the fiscal year and

includes a $30,000 administration fee. Those are extra dollars

that will go into that organization.

Again, Mr. Chair, we are always looking for opportunities

for other funding sources — something that I became

masterful at in my previous work — in terms of finding ways

to find new partnerships and to find new ways of funding. I

absolutely committed to working with our organizations going

forward. Right now, our government is focused on the health

review. We are focused on those societies that are delivering

services in those areas — they are a first priority for us. We

will determine what the next steps are we go forward.

Ms. Hanson: Using the last two examples that the

minister gave us — if we take the Dawson City Arts Society,

$425,000 contribution funding and Culture Quest, $157,000

contribution funding — great. Except, they have been

$425,000 for the last three years. They have been $157,000

for the last three years. The cost of living has not been

accurately or in any way reflected in the contributions. Even

when you put it together, you are still putting together a lower

value dollar contribution from the Government of Yukon.

So I guess my question is: What is preventing the

minister from making the case that at least there should be

COLA if these are important parts? I hear the language of

vitality and contribution and stuff, but we have to start

beginning to walk the talk as opposed to just talking the

language of how important these entities are. I understand

entirely when the minister talks about how challenging it is

working at an NGO and cobbling together sources of money.

It’s exhausting. What we are doing is we are saying to people

running NGOs — because they believe in them and they are

passionate about them — “That’s nice. We really appreciate

you, but guess what: there is no more money.” But they still

have bills to pay.

So the question is: At what point is the investment going

to be here? When I look at the artist in the school program —

it’s a really valuable program. Do we have less artists being

able to be toured in the communities because we can’t fund

that program because $100,000 four years ago is not the same

purchasing power today? The question I’m still coming to is:

Was there any consideration? Was there any attempt to build

into these transfer budgets a COLA — a minimum?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. I will

just reiterate. We are taking a systematic approach to this. We

are focused on the health review at this point. We will

complete that work and then take next steps. I committed to

continuing to work with our organizations and to find ways —

I know it’s difficult — to do more with less. We are trying to

do that as well, as a government, and make choices, make

decisions. This is such a vital part of our community. Arts,

culture, and heritage are foundational to what we do, but we

also have a lot of other costs that continue to rise.

We are looking at this based on the work that the

Financial Advisory Panel did, and our first priority is looking

at health. I think that, at this point, the minister is doing a

good job in terms of seeing this work through. Again, we are

really happy to have — people who have come forward to be

on this review hold a lot of credibility, and we are looking

forward to the results of their work.

We will continue to take a systematic approach to the

NGO review. As the minister responsible for this particular

area of our government, I take it very seriously. I appreciate

the work that they do. I know that it has a huge bearing on the

well-being of our communities, including mental health and

all aspects of a person’s well-being. When you can fill

yourself up with cultural experience — we are very rich in
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this territory in terms of what we have and the commitment to

continue to develop in this area. I am so looking forward to

the work that is going to be done by the Yukon First Nations

Culture and Tourism Association and the whole advancement

of indigenous tourism and how it is going to come back into

our communities. What is good for our visitor economy is

going to be excellent for our citizens in Yukon.

I attend as many things as I possibly can throughout this

territory. What I know is that there is a deep appreciation for

what we have in the Yukon. We are incredibly blessed to have

the artistic talent that we have in our territory and the

possibility to really revitalize in so many ways Yukon First

Nation culture and language. I am absolutely looking forward

to seeing that unfold and some new partnerships. When we

did the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy, we saw the

Yukon government as a partner, and I think that is the way we

need to continue to look at all aspects of the work that is being

done in our communities. How do we do more with what we

have? I think there are ways. There are absolutely creative

solutions to this. Getting people together to work together in

that fashion is going to be a great way forward for this

territory. I am proud of the work that has been done, including

by my department along with all of those departments, to be

able to work on a tourism development strategy. I fully expect

that we will recreate that kind of synergy and that kind of

momentum with the creative and cultural industries strategy.

I believe, personally, that culture is at the foundation of

everything that we do. It guides us, so I am really committed

to that work and committed to working with our NGOs. I take

every opportunity to talk to them and to find ways to support.

If I could do more, I would.

Ms. Hanson: Quite honestly, the arts and culture sector

in Canada has heard for generations that they make a big

contribution and that they are vibrant and an integral part of

our society, but they are still the poorest segment of our

society. There are very few artists and very few authors of any

media who make the living wage, let alone a good wage. So

when I raise questions about how we make decisions, what I

am asking — and I asked the previous government time and

again — is: What is our ROI? What are we looking for in

terms of what we’re putting into this whole sector? Unless we

are willing to significantly invest in this, similarly to what we

do for our non-renewable resources, how do you expect to get

a return on your investment? When I see flatlined resourcing

year after year, it says to me that we will talk and make people

feel good, but that doesn’t pay their bills.

The minister mentioned that there were repair and

maintenance dollars for the Waterfront Trolley. What is being

budgeted for that this year?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I did not say the trolley; I said

repairs and maintenance of the train crew house along the

Whitehorse waterfront.

I will just make some comments on what I heard in the

preamble to that particular question in terms of investment

into arts and culture. Again, I absolutely believe that it is so

foundational to so much of the well-being of our communities.

I have seen that work. I have actually seen that in health and

social programs and in many aspects of the work I have done

personally in my life. Having culture as a foundation has been

absolutely critical in terms of advancing things in a way that

are really meaningful to our citizens. We are investing in a

new strategy around creative and cultural industries. We have

never done that, so this is a new economic driver.

I have talked about it in different forums and we have

included this even in our submission on missing and murdered

indigenous women and girls — we identified our tourism

development strategy as one of the solutions to empower our

women to have good paying jobs in their communities. It is a

pathway to self-determination. I see the same with the creative

and cultural industries strategy. Yes, we are putting in our

time and effort and bringing those industries together to

actually develop a strategy. We recognize that this is an area

that can grow.

Tourism continues to be a good part of our economy and

a really important part. It represents 4.4 percent of our GDP.

Creative and cultural industries right now are 2.1 percent of

our GDP. We can grow that.

I think that is where there are tremendous opportunities

for these not-for-profit societies and for all of the partners that

we will bring together to build something new and to look at

how we can grow this part of our economy. I am very excited

about it. Our government is obviously committed to it. They

are supporting me, as the minister, to lead this work and to

work with our partner departments in Economic Development

and Education and Community Services to build something

that we haven’t seen before.

I am really excited about that work. I know that it is easy

to go back to putting all the emphasis on government — well,

if we are looking for government to solve every single

problem in our society, we are not going to get there. We are

part of it. We are part of the solution — absolutely, we are —

and we are there as a partner. We are happy to lead this work.

We are happy to start building a new path forward, but I

believe that our societies are going to see that vision too. That

is what we did with the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy.
I am not interested in developing a vision that is only our

vision. I am interested in a vision that includes all Yukoners.

When we move forward on the creative and cultural industries

strategy, that is where we are going to head — in that

direction.

Ms. Hanson: Under Action Plans 2.2, it talks about

“Experience Development — Wilderness Tourism”. What

investments is the Government of Yukon making in

wilderness tourism specifically? How does this particular part

of the plan, on page 20 of their document — how does that

translate into (a) investment and (b) return on that investment?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: When you look deeper into — and I

know the member opposite has done that — to look at the

back parts of the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy, we
have identified 24 action plans. YG is not the lead on all of

them, as I have talked a little bit about today. TIAY is leading

the culinary tourism action plan, for instance; Sport Yukon is

leading the sport tourism action plan; and the Wilderness

Tourism Association is leading an action plan around that
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specific area and they have just recently been approved by

CanNor for funding. I don’t have the exact numbers. We can

potentially follow up or bring the information back to the

member opposite as questions arise out of this debate —

because I am not sure if we will get a chance again in this

Sitting to debate this, but I would be happy to bring that

information forward.

Again, that is the uniqueness of this plan. There is a lot of

work that is being done as we implement it. Government of

Yukon is not the lead on every action plan, which is fantastic.

We are supporting it. We do have resources. We have people

in place, as I have talked about, around the implementation.

They will help support and bring resources together to support

the development of these action plans, but our partners are

working now. They have hit the ground running. That tells

me, as the Minister of Tourism and Culture, that they are

owning it as well. They are not waiting for government to lead

everything. It was clear, when the tourism development plan

was developed, that our partners would lead aspects of this,

and that’s what’s happening.

I am very proud that is the way it unfolded. It is exactly

what I had in mind, and here we are today — well on our way

already. I am excited about the new numbers that are coming

out around tourism. I am going to be excited to bring some of

that information forward during this Sitting. I think that’s it.

Thank you.

Ms. Hanson: Can the minister outline for the House the

trend over the last couple years with respect to visitors at the

Tombstone visitor information centre?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: That particular area within Yukon is

under the Department of Environment. They will have the

specific numbers. I can say that visitation is much higher than

what we have seen in the past, but I will leave it for the

Minister of Environment to specifically answer questions

around the numbers. It is, and continues to be, a really

important attraction within our territory.

Ms. Hanson: I believe the number is in excess of

20,000 visitors. I raise that question because when I look at

the tourism plans and the focus on infrastructure, it talks about

roads and communities: “Safe, reliable roads and community

infrastructure are important to Yukon residents and visitors.

Maintaining current assets, while exploring opportunities for

new and improved infrastructure…” — yada, yada, yada.

When I look at this year’s budget — and this is the whole-of-

government approach — we are talking about tourism

investment where we have $1.9 million to upgrade a bridge at

the beginning of the Dempster Highway and $50,000 for

maintenance — the balance of it.

It’s a comment. I am not asking for the minister to reply,

but I think it is something that needs to be taken into

consideration. When I look at the pretty pictures in the

government’s tourism strategy, there is a heck of a lot of them

that feature Tombstone.

With this unexpected — well, it’s not unexpected; we’ve

become used to the cyclical changes in weather. We are again

seeing a very early spring. Most of us who have been out to

the lakes around are seeing they are open. Usually it’s

May 24. That means that people are travelling to the

communities — whether it’s Skagway or stopping in Carcross

or other communities.

My question is: Will the community visitor centres be

open earlier this year, especially — when I look at Carcross

— given the fact that we have people out and about and

wanting to access those?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I have spoken about this a little bit

when I have had the opportunity around the Yukon Tourism
Development Strategy. We are absolutely committed to

bringing a one-government approach to this. You couldn’t

find another department that is more poised to have a one-

government approach. I have said this before — and will say

it again probably at some time during my mandate — that the

Minister of Tourism and Culture has to have a lot of friends

around the table to accomplish a plan like this. It is not

something that I can do on my own. I do not have the final say

over budgets, but I work with my colleagues around ensuring

that we are looking at all of the aspects of development and

what is needed to have a healthy, vibrant tourism and visitor

economy in our territory.

The Minister of Highways and Public Works has

certainly outlined the fiscal investments into the Dempster

Highway. For the fiscal year of 2018-19, the budget for the

Dempster Highway was $7.6 million, of which $5.4 million is

for operation and maintenance and $2.2 million is for capital

improvement. Going into the 2019-20 budget, the

Government of Yukon has allocated approximately

$7.9 million for the Dempster Highway. That includes

$5.4 million for operation and maintenance — vegetation

control; $2.5 million to rehabilitate the Klondike River bridge;

and $50,000 for capital improvements at Chapman Lake. That

has already been presented at different points.

The member opposite asked about the visitor information

centres and opening them up based on the change in our

weather. They will be opening on May 1, as planned. We have

to give notice to recall staff, so we were not able to make that

adjustment, but it is certainly something that we will look at,

going forward.

One of the items — since no one has asked about it, I will

bring it forward — is around the Condor flight schedule for

2019. Condor has shifted its 2019 season to begin and end one

week later than last year’s season. The reason that I am

bringing this up is because it definitely plays into having our

VICs open later. There will be a weekly Sunday charter flight

between Frankfurt, Germany and Whitehorse. It will operate

now from June 2 to September 22. They have extended their

season, which means that we will have German visitors here

for longer.

With more visitors travelling later into Yukon’s fall

season, there is an opportunity for a variety of services and

experiences provided by Yukon businesses, Yukon

government, and Parks Canada to be extended. So the

department will work with Yukon’s tourism industry to

communicate all of these new opportunities, but we recognize

that this is an area that we will have to address in terms of

having the visitor information centres open later.
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Discussions are underway with the Department of

Environment and Parks Canada exploring the option of

keeping some of the national parks, historic sites, territorial

campgrounds, and visitor information centres open until the

end of the Thanksgiving weekend, which is October 14, 2019.

Currently, all territorial campground sites are fully serviced

from May 17 to September 8, and 11 sites are fully serviced

from May 10 to September 30. The Yukon visitor information

centres — except for in Whitehorse, which operates year-

round — are currently open from May 1. Again, as I

explained, we are not able to open them earlier because we

need time to recall the staff. We are looking to extend the

Dawson VIC to the October 14 time frame.

This is certainly something we will look at. We know that

the climate is changing and we are seeing longer summer

seasons. We will work with all of our partners around the

Cabinet table, particularly on this one with the Minister of

Environment around the campgrounds. I will be talking to my

Cabinet colleagues about extending those VICs to be more

responsive to our climate change and to some of these really

great opportunities that are coming to Yukon. When we see

major airlines like this investing more flights into Yukon —

again, it is good for our visitor economy, but it’s also very

good for our citizens of Yukon.

Ms. Hanson: Another aspect of infrastructure is

outhouses — one of the key tourism experiences, good or bad.

It can be very good and it can be very bad — and you hear

about it if they are bad. So it’s ensuring that the washrooms

and outhouses along our highways in winter, in summer, and

in shoulder seasons are maintained and clean and that they are

accessible so that people can get at them when they need to.

Can the minister outline how that work is coordinated

between her department and Highways and Public Works?

What work is being done to ensure — one of the key

things in terms of travel in other countries — in some other

countries, there actually are public washrooms in every small

community — publicly accessible washrooms. What we are

seeing in Canada is less and less public accessibility. That is

one of the issues that the chief medical officer of health made

comment on. I raise this as a serious issue because it is a

serious issue. I have no idea how much money is invested by

the Yukon government with respect to outhouses — ensuring

their cleanliness and accessibility throughout the year.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thought I might get away without

talking about outhouses, but not a chance, so we are going to.

Thank you very much for the question. It is important — I

don’t mean to make light of it — it is something we have been

talking about a lot. I will just go over, in terms of — it is not

two departments, Mr. Chair — we have four departments that

are responsible for outhouses in one shape or form.

The Department of Tourism and Culture is responsible

for those that are in heritage sites and buildings; Community

Services is responsible for public buildings; the Department of

Highways and Public Works is responsible for the ones on the

highway; and the Department of Environment is responsible

for those in campgrounds. That is a little piece of information

that probably not a lot of people know.

One of things that we are looking at doing and we have

talked about doing — the House may be aware that we have

done these sessions at the NorthLight Innovation centre,

where we have brought different issues around different types

of topics. So we are talking about some of the topics that

relate to tourism and looking at doing “hacking outhouses”.

So we are going to do a session, bringing a think-tank together

to sort this out, figure out one — and again, this is a one-

government approach. We will be bringing other topics as

well to the NorthLight Innovation centre to help us to find

innovative, modern, and new ways of thinking about things.

We are committed to ensuring that visitors have a good

experience when they come here. Part of it includes the

facilities. Again, what’s good for our visitor economy is good

for our citizens — so that people have those good experiences

when they are travelling on the highways and they have safe

experiences.

We are looking forward to having those types of sessions

and working with all of our colleagues around the table to

ensure that we are doing things in a good way for Yukoners

and for our visitors.

Ms. Hanson: The minister opposite raises a really

interesting point then. If a visitor to the Yukon is unhappy,

and they go to yukon.ca — this is our front-of-house service

— unhappy with outhouses at Carcross Desert, who is going

to respond? Will they get a response?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: When the information comes to

Tourism and Culture, we get it through our VICs. We also get

it through travelyukon.ca.

I want to talk about travelyukon.ca. It’s amazing. It’s a

new website that we launched about a year ago, and it is the

envy of the country. It really is. It is the envy of other regions

in Canada because it is so interactive, and it’s based on

seasonal planning. So a visitor can go into our travel website

and plan all of their travel based on the season. It is

interactive. You can book off of the website. It is certainly an

advanced model, and it is working very well. When we

brought up websites, I meant to go back there to talk about it,

because I really want to hold up the work of the department

because they have done an exceptional job. We have worked

with Cossette, our agency of record. They have been really

good at populating. We are buying new content.

I want to go back to something that the member opposite

also said about the pictures that we utilized in the Yukon
Tourism Development Strategy plan. Those were chosen by
our partners. That is what they wanted to showcase in the

Yukon Tourism Development Strategy plan, so we went with
that.

I encourage all members of the House to go to the new

travel website — to look at it, go into it, explore it a bit, and

recommend it to your loved ones or those who are travelling

to Yukon, because it really is a phenomenal resource. I thank

the department for all of the hard work that they have put into

that. We do receive all of the feedback from our VICs. They

are excellent in bringing forward the issues that visitors are

raising.
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Mr. Chair, seeing that the time is 5:25 p.m., I move that

you report progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Dendys that the Chair

report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Chair: I has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 29, entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law
Amendment Act, 2019, and directed me to report the bill
without amendment.

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, and
directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that the House

do now adjourn.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the House do now adjourn.

Motion agreed to

Speaker: This House now stands adjourned until

1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:26 p.m.

The following document was filed April 15, 2019:

34-2-70
Comprehensive Review of Health & Social Services:
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Tuesday, April 16, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to ask everyone in the

Legislative Assembly to please help me in welcoming some

very important people to me: my dear sister, Shirley Frost, and

my adopted brother, Garry Njootli. Welcome.

Also, in honouring Father Mouchet today, we have

members here: Knute Johnsgaard, Pavlina and Rudy Sudrich

and Mike Fancie and Paula Mullin.

Applause

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to ask my colleagues in

the House to help me in welcoming board members and staff

from the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety

Board: we have our president, Kurt Dieckmann; chair,

Mark Pike; alternate chair, Vicki Hancock; board member

Heather McIntyre; board member Lisa Martin; board member

Luigi Zanasi; board member Christie Harper; director,

Catherine Jones; director of human resources, Karen Pearson;

vice-president, Jim Stephens; director, Lisa Clarke; board

manager extraordinaire, Pauli Gabb; Andrew Robulack with

communications; Robyn Coffin, legal assistant; and Erin

Dixon, executive assistant.

Thank you so much for coming today — it’s really

supportive.

Applause

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I ask all of my colleagues in the

House to help me in welcoming Jessica Lott Thompson, who

is here today as the president of the Canadian Bar Association,

Yukon branch.

Applause

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to ask everyone to help

me in welcoming my other sister, Glenna Tetlichi. Welcome.

Applause

Mr. Gallina: Members have been introduced, but I

wanted to take a moment to just recognize some constituents

and one in particular. I would like to recognize constituents

Christie Harper, Andrew Robulack, Mark Pike, and

Heather McIntyre. Heather was a leader to me when I was a

young man working for her at the Westmark Hotels, and it is a

pleasure to see her in the gallery today.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of Father Mouchet Memorial Loppet

Hon. Ms. Frost: I rise on behalf of all members today

to pay tribute to the Father Mouchet Memorial Loppet. This

Saturday, the Old Crow ski chalet will burst to life with a

roaring fire in the stove, a bubbling pot of caribou chili on the

stove, and lots and lots of excited skiers.

April 20 marks the sixth year of this humble little race I

like to call the “best race north of 67” — sorry, Inuvik.

The inspiration for the Father Mouchet Loppet came from

the people of Old Crow. At Father Mouchet’s funeral in 2013,

many people from my home community of Old Crow

travelled to Whitehorse to pay tribute to the late oblate. Sitting

around reminiscing about those good old days, my sisters

Glenna and Shirley and others said we should have some kind

of event in Old Crow that brings skiing back to the

community. We wanted to honour Father Mouchet’s legacy

— and what a legacy it is.

Father Mouchet came to Old Crow in 1954. He was an

oblate priest from France. Instead of converting us to the

western concept of God, he converted us to skiing. In the late

1960s, he started a territorial experiential ski program

affectionately known as “TEST”. By 1970, the Canadian

national ski team was filled with athletes that Father had

produced from Old Crow and Inuvik. Through the 50 years he

coached athletes across the north, Father Mouchet inspired

hundreds of young people to discover what they could

accomplish through hard work and dedication. For many

young indigenous youth, skiing became an escape from abuse

and racism. Skiing and the discipline and success that came

with it was a way to develop self-esteem during a very

difficult period of people’s lives. As my sister Glenna shared:

“Father always said that you filled your inner physiology first.

Play comes later.” My dear friend Norma Kassi says, “Father

taught us about discipline and perseverance, which brought us

to where we are today in life, to be successful contributors to

society.”

Many of Father’s athletes went on to Canadian

championships, world ski championships, and the Olympics.

In 1970, four cousins from Old Crow — Shirley, Glenna and

Mary Frost and Agnes Charlie — made the Canadian Junior

Championships, ranking first, second, third, and fourth under

the leadership of Father Mouchet and coach Jim Boyd. The

following year, Mary and Glenna won the North American

junior championships, coming in first and second. In 1965, my

Auntie Martha Benjamin won the Canadian Senior National

Championships along with her teammate, Ben Charlie, who

won the men’s division. These are accomplishments that have

not been repeated in the history of Canadian sport.

Mr. Speaker, throughout my life, there have been three

people who shaped who I am today: my mother, Alice Frost,
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my grandmother Joanne Njootli, and Father Mouchet. The life

and legacy of Father Mouchet guided many other Yukoners.

Pavlina Sudrich and Knute Johnsgaard were some of Father

Mouchet’s last athletes. They honour the legacy of Father

Mouchet each year by putting on the ski race affectionately

known as the “Old Crow Father Mouchet Loppet”. With the

help of Air North, they travel to Old Crow each year to work

with the Vuntut Gwitchin recreation leader, Lindsay Johnston.

They ski with the kids from Chief Zzeh Gittlit School, they

snare rabbits, they boil water and make hot chocolate under

the endless sun of the Old Crow spring.

Volunteers Paula Mowat and Mike Fancie help with the

crew as they shovel out the windblown downhills, slash

overgrown willows, and clean and organize countless pairs of

skis. The true spirit of this little race, Mr. Speaker, comes

from the love of the community. This is an event where

everyone lends a hand. The kids from Old Crow take up their

slash axes and shovels and help to prepare the ski trails.

Martha Benjamin stocks the chalet with wood, cooks a big

caribou chili, and helps the little kids around the 2K. Members

of the community make sure that the ski chalet has wood and

water and is in good repair. Earl makes sure that elders have a

ride to the chalet on race day. Stephen builds a big bonfire out

front. Bertha brings a basket of bannock. About 50 athletes

put on a bib and race each year. In a community of just over

200 people, that’s saying something. There are medals and

prizes and an Easter egg hunt for the kids. More than that, the

loppet is a chance for the kids of Old Crow to ski alongside

their parents and grandparents and to know that, when they

hear the name Father Mouchet, they are part of a story that

reaches back seven decades and to know, like their parents

and grandparents, what it’s like to feel strong and free,

moving fast through the trees down Crow Mountain.

Mahsi’ cho.

Applause

In recognition of Law Day
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Liberal government and the Third Party NDP to recognize

Law Day 2019. Law Day began 37 years ago to commemorate

the signing of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.
As we celebrate Law Day this year on April 17, I invite this

Assembly and our fellow Yukoners to reflect on the

soundness and history of those hard-won rights and freedoms.

Law Day is indeed an opportunity for the public to learn

about the law and to learn about the legal profession, the

provision of legal services, and the structure of our legal

entities and institutions.

Tomorrow will also be an occasion for lawyers and other

legal professionals to build and strengthen bridges with

citizens as they share and discuss the rule of law and the

foundation of Canadian democracy.

Today’s youth will emerge as our eminent judges, our

future lawyers, legal professionals, community advocates, and

rights seekers. Thus, the young generation must also seize this

day as a great chance to develop their sense of civic duty and

their understanding of the previous nature of Canadian values

on which our society is shaped and founded.

We had an amazing display of young leaders in this very

House last week, Mr. Speaker, when 19 young

parliamentarians participated in a very successful Youth

Parliament. Beyond being an educational day, Law Day is,

above all else, about taking pride in our Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms. The Canadian Charter of Rights and
Freedoms has been a blueprint for other democracy-seeking
countries. Across Canada and the Yukon, April 17 always

comes as a reminder of our democratic achievements that we

must cherish, respect, and protect each and every day. It is

from these vested rights and freedoms that the theme of this

year’s Law Day has been chosen: “Our Language Rights”.

Also, most fitting is the 2019 United Nations

International Year of Indigenous Languages, with an aim to

establish a link between language development, peace, and

reconciliation. Our territory is proud to be one of the few

jurisdictions across the country that has embraced this right to

the point of enshrining it in law. Under the Yukon Languages
Act, which was enacted in 1988, Yukon acts and regulations
must be published in English and French, with both versions

having equal authority.

In the Yukon, the public also has the right to use English,

French, or a Yukon indigenous language in the Legislative

Assembly or in any Yukon court.

In this respect, Yukon is proud to be able to count on

Justice Edith Campbell who last year became our first

francophone judge to be appointed to the Yukon Supreme

Court and is the only resident Supreme Court Justice who can

preside over matters in both English and French. This

fundamental respect for our citizens’ differences, codified

through our official languages legislation, guarantees every

Canadian citizen access to an open, independent, and unbiased

judicial system.

Before I finish, I would like to acknowledge the

contribution of the Canadian Bar Association and its branches

across Canada in the organization of Law Day activities. Once

again, our territory is a leader and has become accustomed to

celebrating Law Day after the official date of April 17, when

sometimes the days are at their best and a bit warmer.

Although the sun has returned its warmth surprisingly a bit

early to us this year, the 29th edition of the Law Day run and

walk event will be held on Friday, May 3.

I encourage all Yukoners to meet up, participate, and be

ready to walk, run or roll at 11:30 a.m. at the Whitehorse

visitor information centre. Every year, the Canadian Bar

Association, Yukon branch chooses a local organization to

receive the proceeds of the Law Day event. This year, the

Youth of Today Society will receive all funds raised.

The Law Day fun run and walk on May 3, 2019, is

another good reason to gather with our friends and families

and exercise some of our most fundamental freedoms

enshrined in our Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.

Mr. Cathers: I am pleased to rise today on behalf of

the Yukon Party Official Opposition to pay tribute to Law
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Day, an event hosted across Canada in recognition of the

proclamation of the Canadian Charter of Rights and
Freedoms. The Charter, signed April 17, 1982, was built upon
the foundation of the Canadian Bill of Rights brought forth in
1960. Prime Minister Diefenbaker stated that a bill of rights

was required to take a forthright stand against discrimination

based on colour, creed or racial origin.

The Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms protects
the rights of all Canadians, including the right to life, liberty,

and security of the person. Under the Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms, everyone has these fundamental

freedoms: the freedom of conscience and religion, freedom of

thought, belief, opinion and expression, including freedom of

the press and other media of communication, freedom of

peaceful assembly and freedom of association.

The Charter also protects equality rights, stating that

every individual is equal before and under the law and has the

right to equal protection and equal benefit of the law. The

Charter also protects the right to fundamental justice, as well

as the right to counsel.

I would point to the omission within the Charter of a key

part of the Diefenbaker bill of rights, which is the right to own

property and to not be deprived of that property, except in

accordance with due process of law. This right should have

been given more explicit protection in the Constitution. I

would note that the principle of that was supported when the

Charter was being developed through a motion moved here in

this Legislative Assembly by the late Andrew A. Philipsen in

November of 1982.

It is all of these rights we celebrate annually during Law

Day and it is important to mention that here today as we

recognize the 37th anniversary. It is also a reminder of the duty

that we as elected representatives have to protect the Charter

rights of all Canadians.

The Yukon chapter of the Canadian Bar Association is

hosting its annual Law Day fun run and walk on May 3,

beginning at the Whitehorse visitor information centre. This

year’s recipient of funds raised is the Youth of Today Society,

which does so many amazing things for youth to help them

identify their interests and strengths in a supportive

atmosphere. This non-profit society is devoted to

empowering, educating and supporting Yukon youth through

a variety of services and opportunities, with programs ranging

from food programming, counselling, mentoring and

integrating youth into opportunities according to their interests

and talents such as business, graphic arts, photography, and

more. Participants in the annual Law Day fun run and walk

can sign up ahead of time at a discounted rate at Sport Yukon

until April 30. Last year, the event raised over $5,000 for

Yukon charities, and hopefully this year can bring in as much,

if not more.

I would like to thank all of the volunteers who make sure

that this event happens each year and give special thanks to

Tom Ullyett for his tremendous dedication to the event as well

as the Canadian Bar Association, Yukon chapter and all of the

volunteers and sponsors.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for

tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 7 — response

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I rise today to respond to Petition

No. 7, introduced by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King on

April 2.

The petition urges the Government of Yukon to

implement a mandatory fee on all single-use retail bags to

effectively reduce their use and encourage reusable

alternatives. I would like to begin by thanking the nearly

1,700 Yukoners who signed their names to this petition. It was

affirming to see so many signatures from Yukoners

encouraging government to balance the economy and

environmental stewardship. Thanks as well to Zero Waste

Yukon for circulating the petition, collecting the signatures,

and championing the issue.

In February, we drafted a designated material regulation

to do what the petition is calling for and initiated a three-

month engagement process on a potential fee for single-use

retail shopping bags, both paper and plastic. The engagement

runs to April 26, 2019, and I encourage all Yukoners to

provide their feedback to me or through engageyukon.ca by

the end of next week.

In order to respect the engagement process, I have taken

the petition and shared it with the folks from Environment and

Engage Yukon who are collecting feedback from Yukoners.

Once we have collected the diverse range of views from all

Yukoners, we will then take a decision on the potential

designated material regulation. In the meantime, let me use

this opportunity to share some information regarding plastic

waste, polluter pay, and the need for us to reduce.

More than 400 tonnes of plastic are shipped out of the

Yukon annually. This represents less than one-fifth of all

plastic waste in the territory. More than 2,200 tonnes of plastic

end up in our landfills every year. The cost of recycling plastic

waste has doubled in the last five years. The Yukon

government and the City of Whitehorse combined diversion

credit has increased from $150 per tonne in 2013 to about

$350 per tonne today.

In response to the unanimous motion in this House last

fall to work to eliminate single-use plastics, the Ministerial

Committee on Solid Waste recommended a designated

material regulation for both single-use retail plastic and paper

bags. This was our commitment.

In the Northwest Territories, this program reduced single-

use bags by 70 percent. This is just one step in an ongoing

process to bring the Yukon closer to best practices. We are

exploring an extended producer responsibility program for the

Yukon. This kind of program has been implemented in most

of the provinces. It puts the responsibility on industry to

manage the entire life cycle of the product including disposal,

incentivizing, reuse, less wastage and recycling systems.
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We are putting together a campaign to educate Yukoners

on the cost of waste and encourage reusable alternatives. We

are working with municipalities to tackle the question of

liability in a shared manner to come up with a regional landfill

model that is fair for all Yukoners. We’re also working to

increase the fines for illegal dumping. Dumping of waste

should not be tolerated. It is unacceptable and just plain

trashy.

The Yukon’s current solid-waste management system is

not financially or environmentally sustainable and it is time to

take action. As responsible governments, we are making

changes and we are asking all Yukoners to join us as we

improve the way we deal with solid waste as a territory.

Speaker: Is there any other business regarding

petitions?

Petition No. 10 — received
Clerk: Mr. Speaker and honourable members of the

Assembly, I have had the honour to review a petition, being

Petition No. 10 of the Second Session of the 34th Legislative

Assembly, as presented by the Member for Watson Lake on

April 15, 2019.

The petition presented by the Member for Watson Lake

meets the requirements as to form of the Standing Orders of

the Yukon Legislative Assembly.

Speaker: Accordingly, I declare Petition No. 10 is

deemed to be read and received. Pursuant to Standing Order

67, the Executive Council shall provide a response to a

petition which has been deemed read and received within

eight sitting days of its presentation. Therefore, the Executive

Council response to Petition No. 10 shall be provided on or

before April 30, 2019.

Are there any further petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Adel: I rise today to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

continue to develop policies and draft the legislative

framework needed to update the Liquor Act.

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the

following motion:

THAT this House urges the Senate of Canada to

recognize the importance of ensuring judges have sexual

assault law training before hearing cases of that nature by

supporting Bill C-337, An Act to Amend the Judges Act and
the Criminal Code, and passing that legislation without further
delay.

I also give notice of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Premier to commit that,

before he makes any change to the Yukon’s electoral system,

Yukon voters will have the final say on any proposed change

in a binding referendum.

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

introduce permanent funding for continuous glucose monitors

to include all Yukoners with type 1 diabetes.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Workers’ Compensation Act and Occupational
Health and Safety Act re-development

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The health and safety of Yukon’s

workers, both mental and physical, is a priority for this

government. We also want to see Yukon businesses succeed

and flourish. These concepts do not conflict with one another;

in fact, they depend on one another. The healthier and safer

workers are, the more success employers will enjoy. That is

why this government has asked the Yukon Workers’

Compensation Health and Safety Board and the Department of

Justice to explore ways to improve the legislation governing

the Yukon workers’ compensation system and our

occupational health and safety system. This includes two acts:

the Workers’ Compensation Act and the Occupational Health
and Safety Act. Both pieces of legislation have fallen out of
step with modern workplace practices and, more importantly,

do not align well with one another.

Consider the Workers’ Compensation Act. It governs the
board’s business, compensation, and return-to-work efforts.

You could say that it provides a system of care for workers

who are injured. Its most recent major update involved a

variety of amendments in 2008. Since then, the act has largely

remained untouched. It’s beginning to show its age,

particularly in areas like mental health.

Then there is the Occupational Health and Safety Act. It
provides for the prevention system to keep workers healthy

and safe. Yukon’s first Occupational Health and Safety Act
came into force in 1984. It was pieced together quickly at the

time based on a variety of similar legislation from other

Canadian jurisdictions. Those pieces haven’t proven to be

cohesive. More importantly, however, the act does not align

well with the Workers’ Compensation Act.
Both of these acts now require considerable amendment

to modernize them so that they are in line with the 21st century

workplaces. A responsible government reviews and works to

update legislation. The care and the prevention systems need

to be harmonized. Both lack of attention and lack of updated

legislation have put our workers and our employers at a

disadvantage when compared to other Canadian jurisdictions.

That’s why I asked the board to review both pieces of

legislation. We see tremendous opportunity to bring care and

prevention together. This work will recognize and embrace

the interest of both workers and employers.
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We know there are many stakeholders, workers,

employers, and other members of the community who will

want their voices heard in the course of this review of the

Workers’ Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and
Safety Act. Our government will begin the public engagement
later this year. It will involve employer and worker

stakeholders plus members of the public. We will publish a

full report on this effort to the public following the

engagement. The report will establish a comprehensive

rationale for legislative amendments that we will bring

forward to achieve improvements to this important legislation.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Ms. McLeod: Thank you for this opportunity to

respond to this ministerial statement.

As the minister referenced, the board has been tasked to

review these pieces of legislation. As you know, the board is

governed by this legislation, so there is a question about

asking a board to review legislation that ascribes their own

powers. That said, we do think that we should always be

looking at ways to improve outdated workplace safety, and we

are supportive of efforts to do so.

It’s important, as this moves forward, that the minister

ensures this process takes into consideration the views of

individuals, workers, and businesses. By having the

government lead the process, it could potentially morph into a

government-growing and red-tape-adding exercise, so we

think it should be looking at ways to improve safety without

adding a bunch of unnecessary and complicated red tape. In

order to do this, we think that the government should be

putting more focus on working with major stakeholders such

as industry associations and unions to design the process to

ensure that it reflects their priorities and not just the priorities

of the Liberal government. We also believe that there is an

opportunity to improve the relationship between Occupational

Health and Safety and employers, so we think this should be

examined as part of this process.

Ms. Hanson: The Yukon New Democratic Party

welcomes the announcement of the long-overdue legislative

review of the Workers’ Compensation Act and the

Occupational Health and Safety Act. As well, we are happy to
see a ministerial statement that is not just a repeat of a news

release or announcement the government has already made.

We believe that it is important that legislation that has such a

critical impact on the lives of workers and their families, as

well as their employers, be reviewed and updated to meet the

changing work environment of the 21st century.

It is important to note, however, that although the

minister implies that identification of the need to review this

legislation was or is a novel idea emanating from her office,

for the record, the Yukon NDP has called for a comprehensive

review of this legislation for a number of years, asking both

this minister and her predecessors to act. In fact, in the

Workers’ Compensation Act, it calls for such a review. The
review in section 129 states that the minister may conduct a

comprehensive review of this act in 2013. That was five years

ago — after it was introduced in 2008 — and is why we, the

NDP, believe there should be mandatory — not discretionary

— reviews built into legislation. 2013 is six years ago — six

very long years ago.

This is important, and members of this Assembly will

recall that every time the board has appeared before this

Legislature as witnesses, we have asked about provisions of

the existing outdated legislation that prevents the Workers’

Compensation Board from doing the right thing for workers

injured on the job or suffering the long-term impact of work-

related illnesses.

Today we see more individuals working in precarious

employment situations, on contract or self-employed, with

poor access to ongoing workers’ compensation coverage. We

would note that section 129 of the legislation also specifically

points to the need for a review of the effect of retirement on

entitlement — another question we have asked before. We

have specifically asked the minister about constituents with

permanent disabilities who have come to us asking for support

in terms of lump-sum payouts so that they might be able to

purchase their own care as needed and determine how best to

address their own needs. Unfortunately, there was a negative

response because the current law prohibits it.

When the NDP raised issues with respect to the

recognition of post-traumatic stress disorder, this government

ignored the outcome of the public consultation that identified

that PTSD not only occurs in first responder occupations, but

across a broad spectrum of occupations.

As the government rolls out the terms of reference or

scope of the review of these two vitally important pieces of

legislation, we will be vigilant in ensuring that, unlike the

Yukon Liberal government’s response to PTSD — which was

essentially to say that they chose to restrict the application of

coverage for PTSD so as to minimize their financial exposure

— the NDP will expect this government to safeguard the

covenant that was established over 100 years ago when, in

exchange for assurances of wage replacement and/or medical

benefits and rehabilitation to employees injured in the

workplace, employees relinquished their rights to sue their

employer.

As the act is modernized, it will need to reflect the full

scope of that agreement, including medical conditions beyond

the current scope, particularly with respect to mental health.

We will look for provisions that recognize that the field of

occupational health and safety has expanded greatly and that

professional opinion in that field needs to be respected. With

regard to this announcement, we look forward to hearing from

the minister today to clarify the timelines. When will the

consultation roll out, and when does she anticipate tabling

new legislation in this Assembly?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank my colleagues for their

comments and the questions they have brought forward today.

The passion that’s being demonstrated on this issue is truly

something to be celebrated. It’s clear that, as with our

collective efforts on the establishment of the PTSD

presumption for emergency response workers, we will all



4444 HANSARD April 16, 2019

work together on this as well. Together we will focus on the

interests of workers and employers as we find a way to join

prevention and care more closely in a comprehensive wellness

system.

We’ll find a way to safeguard workers, their mental

health and their physical health. We will definitely find ways

to reduce red tape — that’s going to be a major outcome of

these act reviews and redevelopments. For both workers and

employers, it will reduce the burden on their lives and their

business operations. This is our role in the Legislative

Assembly as a governing body — to responsibly lead

Yukoners to better lives and better communities.

I will rely on the expertise of our public bodies to guide

our hand in the development of this legislation. Their

expertise is informed in equal parts by experience and public

engagement. Stakeholders, the worker and employer

communities, and members of the public in general will have

much to contribute to this conversation in the coming months.

I have heard the ideas here today, and I again hear an

incredible amount of passion, as we have on this side of the

House.

I would encourage my colleagues to participate in the

public engagement process once it begins and to bring their

partners and constituents to the table with them. This

government sees an opportunity to merge the workers’

compensation system with the occupational health and safety

system into a workplace wellness continuum, from prevention

to care through return to work and back to prevention again.

This is an important conversation that impacts our

economy and the well-being of Yukoners. I really look

forward to working together to find a way to amend these

important pieces of legislation in such a way that stands the

test of time and will take us through these next decades and

into the future of workplace safety, with the interest of all

Yukoners at heart.

I again thank my colleagues today. I’m really proud to

make this announcement. It’s going to be an incredible piece

of work for this government, and I’m excited about it. I’m

excited to have the team here today to share in this

announcement. We will have further announcements, in terms

of timelines and the work schedule. As I have said, it’s going

to be an extensive amount of work. We have proven on this

side of the House that we’re not scared to take on big pieces

of legislation, and that’s what we’re announcing here today.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: Before the House proceeds to Question

Period, the Chair will provide additional information

regarding a point of order raised yesterday by the Government

House Leader and the Chair’s ruling on the point of order.

Yesterday during Question Period, the Member for Lake

Laberge said that the proposed electoral reform process “…

seems designed to stack the deck in favour of the Liberals.”

The member also quoted from a media report wherein a

representative of Fair Vote Yukon said — quote: “I think the

premier has taken too much onto his shoulders. He doesn’t

need to be a dictator.”

The Government House Leader then rose on a point of

order and said — quote: “… the comments being made by the

member opposite have crossed the line into imputing false

motives. I think the word ‘dictator’ and the comments about

‘stacking the deck’ et cetera are improper in this House and I

ask that he withdraw them.” In response, the Member for Lake

Laberge said that he was quoting something that had been said

by a member of the public.

The Chair ruled on the point of order yesterday but also

committed to take the matter under advisement. The Chair

will now provide a more detailed ruling.

The Chair does not believe that the “stacking the deck”

comment violated Standing Order 19(g) — the imputation of a

false or unavowed motive to another member; however, the

Chair, having reviewed the Blues, believes that the use of the

word “dictator” in the context in which it was used yesterday

constituted insulting language and therefore violated Standing

Order 19(i).

This Standing Order prohibits the use of abusive or

insulting language, including sexist and violent language, in a

context likely to create disorder.

Finally, the Chair would also like to reiterate a point

made yesterday that members cannot do indirectly what they

cannot do directly. In other words, a member cannot avoid

being called to order by attributing unparliamentary words to

another person. The fact that the Member for Lake Laberge

was quoting another person cited in a media report provides

no protection for what the member said.

The Chair thanks the Government House Leader and the

Member for Lake Laberge for their contributions to the

resolution of the point of order.

The House will now proceed to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Health and social services programs
and services review

Ms. McLeod: Mr. Speaker, 15 days ago, I asked the

Minister of Health and Social Services to tell us about the

results of the internal work conducted by the tiger team in the

Department of Health with respect to the health review.

In response, she said that they came up with 14

recommendations to fix inefficiencies in the department. The

minister even said that some of them had already been

implemented.

When asked for further details on April 1, the minister

refused to provide information with respect to these changes.

Yesterday, my colleague the MLA for Takhini-Kopper King

asked the minister to provide us further details on these 14

recommendations, and once again, she refused.

Mr. Speaker, now that the minister has had 15 days to get

briefed on the 14 recommendations to fix inefficiencies in the

health care system that, according to her, the department is

already implementing, can she please tell us what those 14

recommendations are?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I believe I responded to the question. I

said that I would provide the recommendations once they

were made available, allowing the department and the team to
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work to finalize that. I would be happy to do that when they

have completed their work.

Ms. McLeod: So regarding the internal work of the

Department of Health and Social Services regarding

inefficiencies in health care, here is what we know. There was

an internal tiger team whose work was guided by an internal

steering committee. This work began 10 months ago and,

according to the documentation that was obtained by media

and others last session, it cost up to $1.5 million.

Can the minister tell us when all 14 recommendations —

which she says have already been implemented — will be

completely implemented?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The first phase of the process looked

at collecting information and historical data, as well as

looking at the reports that were generated by the previous

government to look at what was implemented, what was

recommended and how we have then collaborated with our

partners to ensure that we better align with service delivery —

identifying our partners, identifying financial trends over the

last five years from 2008 — actually, the first report — to

where we are now.

That report is completed, and the internal team did an

awesome job. I’m very happy with that. They provided the

support to the independent expert panel. At that point, their

job was completed, and now the independent review has been

commissioned and they will go about doing their good work.

Ms. McLeod: As we have stated, the internal work at

the Department of Health and Social Services started in June

2018; 10 months and $1.5 million later, they have come up

with 14 recommendations to improve efficiencies in our

health care system. That means that Yukoners paid about

$100,000 per recommendation.

Can the minister tell us how much money these 14

recommended efficiencies are expected to save the

Government of Yukon?

Hon. Ms. Frost: $1.5 million — I’m not sure. I think

that what happens with the internal team — the team that was

established already existed. It’s part of their job. The work

that they are expected to do on a daily basis is to provide the

necessary support and analysis to look at how we are

delivering services to all Yukon citizens and to all of our

communities. I am very pleased about that.

With respect to the future — I cannot predict that. I will

leave that to the independent expert panel to do their good

analysis and work for us and then provide us with

recommendations. We will do that in good faith with our

partners, and we will continue to look to the future and look to

the recommendations.

Question re: Housing programs
Mr. Kent: On March 22, the Minister responsible for

the Yukon Housing Corporation announced a mixed-income

housing project for downtown Whitehorse. The headline for

that news release is — and I quote: “Mixed-income housing

project plan for Whitehorse”. However, on April 11, the

minister continually referred to the project as a mixed-use

housing project. The definitions of “mixed-income housing”

and “mixed-use housing” are very different. “Mixed use” is a

type of urban development strategy for housing that blends

residential, commercial, cultural, institutional, or

entertainment uses, while “mixed income”, on the other hand,

includes diverse types of housing units such as apartments,

townhomes, and/or single-family homes for people with a

range of income levels.

Can the minister confirm if the project that she announced

on March 22 is still a mixed-income development, or has it

changed to be a mixed-use development?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am very proud of the housing

investments that we have made over the course of my

mandate. Construction for a 16-unit housing residence in

downtown Whitehorse is almost completed. Just this morning,

I met with the City of Whitehorse and Kwanlin Dün to look at

Safe at Home — to look at the philosophies and the housing

action plan that the community had established to look at what

is required in the city.

One of the recommendations is to look at new innovative

initiatives. Looking at the diverse population that we have —

the aging population, and we have younger people moving

into our cities. We are looking at mixed-use facilities in our

community. Yes, when I speak about the investment in the

mixed-use housing project, we look at a mixed-income model

and we look at mixed use in terms of the demographic groups.

We will have seniors in there. Right now, what we are looking

at is integration and correspondences with the community.

Perhaps the member is not clear — the vision is mixed use

and mixed income as two separate things, and when we look

at the demographic groups — what we are hearing back from

the community is they want to look at a philosophy that

integrates all of the needs of our community. We are taking

that model, and we are going to seek then to have some really

good dialogue and discussions with community members and

our partners.

Speaker: Order.

Mr. Kent: The minister appears to be further confusing

this issue for Yukoners who are trying to determine exactly

what type of housing development she is planning for

downtown Whitehorse. As we have stated, there are two

different definitions for “mixed-income housing” and “mixed-

use housing”. That is why we were interested when the

minister started referring to this mixed-income housing

project as a mixed-use project.

Regarding mixed use, last year the Financial Post
published an article written by a professor at Ryerson

University about housing. The article states — and I quote:

“Mixed-use developments make housing affordability worse

— and residents more miserable.” It goes on to say — and I

quote again: “… affordability in mixed-use neighbourhoods is

worse than in other parts of a city.”

If that is the case, can the minister tell us why she is

spending $18 million on a mixed-use development?

Hon. Ms. Frost: As I said earlier, we are not trying to

make the housing market worse, as perhaps we have seen

historically. We are trying to improve the market. We are

trying to improve opportunities — the opportunities to re-
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enable, the opportunities to provide Safe at Home initiatives,

the opportunities to work with our community partners. That

is what we are doing.

We are looking at mixed income, and mixed income

means that we look at the diversity of our community. Mixed

use, in terms of demographic groups — we are trying to look

at — of course, there are definitions, and we can pull out

definitions and define what that means. What we are trying to

look at is providing an open, transparent dialogue with our

community, community members, and partners to try to solve

and look at solutions for our community. We do that in

partnership with the community, with discussions on what we

see as an opportunity and a way forward. Notably enough —

the conversations and the discussions around the community

aging-in-place sessions that we have had over the course of

the last year really highlighted the need to look at the

integration of seniors with younger populations in the same

facilities. So that is what we are looking at.

Mr. Kent: What we have seen with this minister is that,

first of all, she announced a mixed-income housing project in

her March 22 press release. Then on April 11, during debate

for the Yukon Housing Corporation, she started referring to it

as a “mixed-use” project. Mr. Speaker, this is an $18-million

project, so it is a bit concerning that she hasn’t been clear on

what that project actually is.

When the minister was asked about this project on April

11, she did say that it would include market rental housing in

the development. With this, it appears the minister is getting

in the business of doing business, contrary to what the

government has stated in the past.

Can the minister tell us why this housing development

will be competing with private sector landlords for market

rental housing?

Hon. Mr. Silver: What we are doing here is witnessing

a government that is engaging with Yukoners, modernizing

our legislation and rebuilding relationships with the First

Nations, as well as investing in the future for Yukoners. When

it comes to housing, I’m extremely proud of the initiatives that

the minister has taken on with a whole-of-government

approach. Construction is almost completed, as she

mentioned, of a 16-unit Housing First residence in Whitehorse

— the first of its kind in Yukon. We released those 90 lots in

Whistle Bend, including townhouses, multi-family and

residential lots, with hundreds more to come this year.

We completed a new sixplex in Ross River to house

Yukon government employees so that they can provide critical

services in the community. We funded Challenge Disability

Resource Group to help them buy land from the City of

Whitehorse for the new mixed-use Cornerstone Housing

project. We have also launched the housing initiative fund and

received 20 submissions for innovation in housing projects,

and we will see 110 units of housing come available here as

well, allocating another $3.6 million to projects selected this

year.

I’m trying to show that, when it comes to housing —

whether it be affordable housing, social housing, or working

with our stakeholders in the private sector — this government

is making big commitments to Yukoners.

Question re: Social assistance ceiling for disabled
Ms. White: NGOs such as Inclusion Yukon and

Challenge offer individuals with disabilities training and

support to find employment. For some, it will be part-time

work, and for others, it might be self-employment. These

programs are invaluable as they provide individuals the

opportunity to be involved in the community and to be able to

contribute. Many of these individuals also receive social

assistance to supplement their income and meet their daily

needs, such as rent and food.

Currently, the Social Assistance Act regulations set a
yearly income ceiling of $3,900. Once an individual earns

$3,900, the Government of Yukon claws back 75 percent of

that individual’s social assistance. Yukoners with intellectual

disabilities are often forced to choose between their social

assistance support and their job and mental well-being.

Mr. Speaker, does the minister recognize that, as it stands,

the income ceiling attached to the Yukon Social Assistance
Act not only discourages but punishes people with intellectual
disabilities from participating in the workforce and working to

their full potential?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member

opposite for the question, because clearly that is what we have

been looking at. Those are some of the challenges and barriers

that we have taken to assessing to look at an evaluation of the

Yukon Housing Corporation programming, as well as Health

and Social Services, so that the clients who perhaps come

through the Yukon Housing Corporation to access housing, or

the income support clients — it is to work together to ensure

that we provide services that best align with the clients’ needs.

Clearly, the objective is not to penalize, but to incentivize

and create opportunities to educate the individuals — to help

the individuals to stabilize, not to put up barriers.

I am clearly looking forward to the assessments that are

being conducted. We are currently looking at our policies

internal to staff in social housing and we are working with the

Yukon Housing Corporation and the Department of Health

and Social Services to do just that.

Ms. White: These acts will continue to penalize people

with intellectual disabilities until the review is completed

maybe sometime next year.

Under 30 percent of Canadians with intellectual

disabilities are employed and Yukon’s numbers are likely

similar. But when it comes to creating the right conditions to

encourage Yukoners with intellectual disabilities to work,

Yukon is far behind the pack. Alberta’s income ceiling is set

at $12,864, British Columbia’s is at $12,000, and the Ontario

government is considering increasing their ceiling to $13,200.

Mostly recently, British Columbia raised their income ceiling,

recognizing the benefits associated with employment for

people with intellectual disabilities.

This government has said that it supports Yukoners with

intellectual disabilities, yet their current social assistance

income ceilings don’t reflect that.
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Mr. Speaker, will this government commit to reviewing

the income ceiling and regulations attached to the Yukon

Social Assistance Act with a view to increasing the income
ceiling of people on social assistance with intellectual

disabilities so that they can fully participate without fear of

losing their safety net?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I can commit that the Department of

Health and Social Services will work with the Housing

Corporation and we will also look at the need to assess and

evaluate all of our policies to ensure that we provide fairness

to all clients — not as a means in which to dis-incentivize, but

to incentivize them to support and encourage them.

I do believe that the question being asked is a fair

question and it is one that we will certainly take under

advisement and look at as part of our review.

Ms. White: It is a well-established fact that when

people with disabilities are able to participate in the

workforce, everyone benefits. Changing our social assistance

income ceiling would benefit not only those on social

assistance but also those who employ them.

As it stands, the social assistance ceiling discourages full

participation in the workforce. Currently, someone would

work 306 hours in a year to hit that ceiling. If it was increased,

individuals could participate more fully, which helps boost

confidence and self-esteem, can increase independence, and

allows them to contribute to the community they live in.

Employers also benefit, as people with disabilities will no

longer be forced to cut short their working hours when they

hit the $3,900-income ceiling.

Mr. Speaker, I am hopeful. I am hopeful that this

government will include this. If this government does decide

to consider an increase to the income ceiling, will they also

consider indexing these increases to the consumer price index

to ensure that future inflation does not limit the ability of

people with intellectual disabilities to fully participate in the

workforce?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I do want to acknowledge is that

Yukon social assistance benefit rates are among the highest in

the country. Our earned income exemptions, which support

people to re-enter the workforce, are also greater than any

other jurisdiction.

What I can say is that we are working with the clients.

We are working with the Yukon Housing Corporation and

Health and Social Services to look at alignments and we are

looking at the expanded scope and looking at facilitating

efficiencies within Health and Social Services so that we can

align the client needs.

I acknowledge the question that is being asked and we

will take that under advisement as we look at the review

process.

Question re: Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management
Board appointments

Mr. Istchenko: On March 26, I asked the Minister of

Environment if she was allowing the Government of Yukon

appointments to the Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management

Board to simply expire without replacing them. She confirmed

that she would not be proceeding with the replacement of the

YG positions on this board, which is her responsibility.

The minister is developing a bit of a reputation for not

being able to get along with boards and politically meddling

or handcuffing them to suit her needs.

Can the minister please provide a rationale for why she is

not replacing these appointments and essentially weakening

the board?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Under the Umbrella Final Agreement,
the responsibility of appointing the members falls on a

number of entities — CFYN being one. We just received the

appointments, so I’m happy to say that we have a full

complement of board members. The Yukon government has

decided to hold the nominating process for the members for

our appointments until we have completed our review and our

work with the Yukon Forum’s recommended review board to

look at the Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management Board,

which is conducted by the management working group. When

that is completed, we will then proceed.

Question re: Whitehorse emergency shelter
Mr. Hassard: Mr. Speaker, the government has

indicated that they are intending to change the governance

model of the Whitehorse shelter by transferring control over

to another organization. This facility is surrounded by a

number of businesses, a school, and private residences.

Can the minister tell us if these groups will be consulted

as part of any changes to the operational management moving

forward?

Hon. Ms. Frost: That is a great question. What has

happened historically is that conversation never happened.

The conversation with the community didn’t happen when the

facility was built and turned over to the Christian-based

organization.

Will this happen in the future? Yes, it will.

Mr. Hassard: As the government considers

transferring the Salvation Army facility to an NGO or another

level of government, there is the question about the existing

employees. Any organization that is considering taking on

these responsibilities will need to have the full details.

Previously, the minister has told us that there are 37

employees currently at the shelter, so can the minister tell us

what the plan is for these 37 employees if the governance of

the facility is transferred to someone else?

Hon. Ms. Frost: That will be a discussion that we have

with our partners in the community. I’m happy to say that this

was the topic of discussion with the City of Whitehorse and

Kwanlin Dün. We will continue to work with our partners as

we look at the Safe at Home strategy.

By the way, for those who are interested, there is a forum

coming up next week. I encourage everyone to participate so

that we can have that conversation around what efficiencies

look like for Safe at Home and/or shelters and programs and

services, because that was part of the housing action plan and

part of the Anti-Poverty Coalition discussion that the members

opposite encouraged and of course participated in. So I

encourage them to continue that dialogue so that we can
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provide a bang-up appropriate, effective shelter and services

for the residents and community members of the City of

Whitehorse.

Mr. Hassard: On a number of occasions, we have

asked the minister and the Premier to provide us with a

financial breakdown associated with the current operational

costs at the shelter. We are curious today if the minister would

be able to commit to tabling that documentation here in this

House before the end of this Sitting.

Hon. Ms. Frost: It’s very interesting dialogue, I would

say. When the facility was built and handed over, there was no

discussion around how we were going to accommodate and

provide services and support the O&M associated with the

facility. Now we’re in a position where there were major,

major challenges, Mr. Speaker, with that facility. Clients were

not being entered; clients were being barred. There were a lot

of perhaps physical altercations and things that were

happening in that facility that was inappropriate. We will

continue to work with our partners. We will put the resources

around that facility to ensure that it’s effective and that it

better aligns with the community needs.

With respect to how much money was assigned to that

project historically, the facility cost in excess of $14 million

that was handed over to one Christian-based organization and

nothing was put in place around a service delivery model.

That’s right.

Question re: Medical travel
Ms. McLeod: On March 14, 2018, the Liberal

government committed to review the medical travel program

to ensure it’s meeting the needs of Yukoners.

After seven months of taking no action to live up to this

commitment, the Liberals watered down their promise. On

October 3, they passed a motion in this House that said they

would follow through on the review of the medical travel

program as part of the comprehensive health review. That’s

why I was excited when she told us she was tabling the much-

delayed terms of reference for the comprehensive health

review. But that excitement was quickly turned into

disappointment, Mr. Speaker, because if you look at the terms

of reference, there’s absolutely zero reference to reviewing the

medical travel program.

Mr. Speaker, why are the Liberals abandoning their

promise to fix medical travel yet again?

Hon. Ms. Frost: All of the programs and services and

the themes that have been identified will be assessed and

medical travel is part of that — part of the major cost drivers.

We know that we have one of the best medical travel rates in

the country and we will ensure that we provide balanced

services, provide collaborative care models, ensure that

Yukoners get the right services where they reside in their

respective communities. That has never been considered

historically. We will ensure that happens.

Ms. McLeod: Mr. Speaker, here’s the Liberals original

commitment on medical travel on March 14, 2018: “That this

House urges the Government of Yukon to initiate a review of

the medical travel program in order to ensure it is meeting the

needs of all Yukoners.”

Instead of taking action on that last March, they punted it

further down the road by saying this work would be done as

part of the health review, but the terms of reference issued

yesterday do not include this work.

This is interesting, because on October 3, this House also

passed a motion where the government indicated that they

would be including a review of social assistance in the health

review. Guess what, Mr. Speaker: Social assistance made it to

the terms of reference yesterday. But when it comes to

medical travel, the minister is leaving Yukoners out in the

cold.

Will she agree to amend the terms of reference to include

medical travel and ensure it is meeting the needs of Yukoners?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Let me remind the member opposite: I

don’t prescribe the themes; the independent expert panel has

gone ahead and provided us with their review, their overview,

and what it is they feel is necessary to focus on.

Will the comprehensive health review contain medical

travel? It most certainly will. It will look at the cost drivers. It

will look at efficiencies. More importantly, it will ensure that

we provide services to our communities. It will provide

services to ensure that Yukoners live healthy, happy lives

where they reside as part of the review — not add more

resources to medical travel. We will add more resources

where it’s essential. We will bring the services to the Yukon

for specialized supports. We have done that very effectively,

Mr. Speaker, with our ophthalmologist and some other

specialized supports that we have brought into the Whitehorse

General Hospital. We will ensure that we provide those types

of incentives and, of course, try to bring some more supports

into Dawson City and Watson Lake and maximize the

hospitals that are there.

Ms. McLeod: The minister doesn’t seem to realize that

she is responsible for the health review.

The minister said that she would include a review of

medical travel to ensure that it was meeting the needs of

Yukoners in the health review, but it is not in the terms of

reference. Yukoners in our communities who need to travel

for medical purposes are being financially burdened, whether

you are from Mayo-Tatchun or from Watson Lake.

While the Minister of Health and Social Services and her

Liberal colleagues can find money to give the Premier a raise

or increase the budget for the Liberal Cabinet offices, they are

refusing to give more money to help Yukoners who are in

need of medical attention.

Since she has excluded reviewing medical travel to

ensure that it meets the needs of Yukoners, will the minister

agree to immediately increase the travel rates for medical

travel?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I won’t do is what the members

opposite did in their past reviews. We will ensure that we

allow the independent review committee to do its work, and

we will effectively put into practice and implement the

recommendations. They have defined for us access, quality,

sustainability, coordination of care, and — what is most
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important — reconciliation to ensure equity of services for all

members of our society. We will ensure that we improve

access to appropriate, integrated programs and services that

build on the strength of and respond to the health systems and

local needs of all Yukoners.

Question re: Government staffing
Ms. Hanson: In 2013, there was an internal audit by the

Audit bureau with respect to the Public Service Commission

and staffing competitive processes and non-competitive

processes. In 2018, the internal audit bureau did a further audit

with respect to retention and succession planning. One of the

key issues identified over the last number of years has been

the number of appointments within the public service of

Yukon that are done without a competitive process.

Can the minister respond and tell this House what the

current rates of appointments without competitive processes

are?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am very happy to talk about the

Public Service Commission this afternoon on the floor of the

Legislative Assembly. This government — and myself,

certainly, foremost among them — is committed to making

sure that we have a representative civil service and that the

jobs that we post are filled through a competitive process.

That said, Mr. Speaker, we are in a period of time where

we have an awful lot of change happening within our civil

services. We are bringing in a whole new generation of

people. We are seeing the babyboomer generation step into

the retirement years, so there is an awful lot of transition

happening within our civil service.

We have to maintain the tools that we have at our

disposal to make sure that our civil service is training and that

there is a passing of information between the very

experienced, very knowledgeable civil servants who we have

who have been working diligently serving the people of the

territory for decades and the new generation of people who are

just coming into the government. As that happens, we will

manage that transition. We are coming up with a transition

plan to accommodate that, and I will handle the rest of the

questions as they come.

Ms. Hanson: Any transition plan with respect to public

service is not merit-based. Any transition plan with respect to

the public service that does not respect the fact that public

servants have to be respected is without merit. One of the

concerns that has been expressed — and the Premier is well

aware of this — is that there are a number of positions where

appointments have been made at the assistant deputy minister

level without competitive process. We acknowledge that

deputy ministers can be appointed at pleasure — be appointed

by ministers, be appointed by order in Executive Council.

Within the public service, the next rung down is the assistant

deputy minister.

Can the minister tell us how many assistant deputy

minister positions in the Yukon government have been

appointed without competitive process?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The answer to that question, of

course, is no, I don’t have those numbers at my fingertips, but

I will endeavour to get them to the member opposite.

We recognize that recruiting, retaining and developing

talented employees is important for the effective delivery of

programs and services. It is an issue that requires a

coordinated approach. All Yukon government departments are

actively engaged in workplace planning to find and keep the

people they need to fulfill their mandate. The recent audit

report that the member opposite referred to provides guidance

on improvements that can be made to our human resource

practice. The recommendations of the audit report reinforced

the Public Service Commission’s ongoing commitment to

continuous improvement of our human resource management

processes. Some of the initiatives currently underway that

support the recommendations of the audit include permanent

establishment of the human resource services centre on April

1, which will centralize high-volume transactional work so

that departments can focus on strategic human resource work

including talent acquisition and retention. There is a project to

enhance the analysis and reporting of human resource metrics

to help departments assess and report on the efficiency of their

human resource programs and there is the leadership pathways

which is a program that identifies and supports leaders from

across the organization.

Ms. Hanson: If the minister, in reading the speaking

points that he was reading there, had actually listened to

himself and listened to the actual importance of those — he

was speaking about the importance of a merit-based

competitive process. The lack of competition for positions,

particularly when we move into the realms of senior

management — the lack of competition can leave staff who

work hard within the public service, who are qualified — they

may feel that their contributions are not valued. This can

result in disengaged staff rather than a highly engaged, fully

contributing workforce — the professional workforce that this

public service needs, that the Yukon needs, in order to fully

deliver on the mandate of this government or any government.

Mr. Speaker, can the minister commit to tabling — since

he doesn’t have the information today — the number of

appointments at the deputy minister level that have been made

within the last fiscal year that have been appointed without

competition, by department?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The member opposite referred to

listening. I think I was quite clear in my opening answer how

important having a competitive process for our civil service is.

I guess I can’t state that enough. I will repeat it again and say

it clearly: There is an importance to having competitive job

competitions within the civil service — absolutely,

Mr. Speaker. That said, I will say that we have to have a

system that is resilient and flexible enough to be able to fill

the jobs that we need.

In this job environment, with a very low unemployment

rate and with a lot of fluid changes in our job market, we have

to make sure that our hiring processes can accommodate all

sorts of different situations. I will say again to the member

opposite that having an open and competitive job process is
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very important to the civil service for all the reasons she

mentioned — for fairness, to make sure that the job positions

are respected, to make sure that they are appreciated, to make

sure that we have a healthy and respectful workplace. It is

absolutely important, but we will continue to staff the

positions as we deem necessary.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

Notice of government private members’ business
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(7),

I would like to identify the items standing in the name of

government private members to be called on Wednesday,

April 17, 2019. They are Motion No. 423, standing in the

name of the Member for Mayo-Tatchun, Motion No. 403,

standing in the name of the Member for Porter Creek Centre,

and Motion No. 114, standing in the name of the Member for

Copperbelt North.

Speaker: We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that the

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve

into Committee of the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): I will now call Committee of the

Whole to order.

The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 30, entitled

Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 30 — Act to Amend the Education Labour
Relations Act

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 30,

entitled Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act.
Is there any general debate?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I would like to welcome here to the

Chamber with me today Nicole Morgan, the deputy minister

of Education, and Mike McBride, who is the director of policy

and planning with the Department of Education.

I have a few opening comments to present today and I am

welcoming questions on the amendments to the Education
Labour Relations Act here in Committee today.

I am pleased to speak today, Mr. Chair, to Bill No. 30,

entitled Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act. On
March 26, 2019, I made a second reading speech about this

bill. As a quick summary, the amendments to the Education
Labour Relations Act will address the provisions that the
Government of Yukon and the Yukon Teachers’ Association

agreed upon during the recently concluded round of

bargaining for a new collective agreement. The Education
Labour Relations Act provides the legal framework for the
management of labour relations matters for school-based staff,

school administrators, teachers, aboriginal language teachers,

educational assistants and remedial tutors.

We were happy to be able to settle a number of long-

standing issues with the Yukon Teachers’ Association during

this round of bargaining. These matters included the

acquisition of bargaining rights for substitute personnel —

also known as “teachers on call” — and probationary periods,

temporary employment, and layoff of school-based staff.

With respect to teachers on call, the negotiations with the

YTA resulted in an agreement to allow substitute school staff

to be included in the YTA bargaining unit upon amendment of

the Education Labour Relations Act, the bill that is here
before the House.

During the bargaining process, the YTA demonstrated

that the majority of substitute employees at the time had

provided written support for inclusion in the bargaining unit.

We were glad that these amendments to the Education Labour
Relations Act will address substitute personnel’s request to
become YTA bargaining unit members.

With respect to temporary employment, probation and

layoffs for teachers, the amendments here in this bill will also

address provisions dealing with probation, temporary

employment, and layoffs in relation to school-based staff.

There have been long-standing challenges working with these

particular provisions in the act, and there was a lack of clarity

in these areas. The Government of Yukon and the YTA have

had differing interpretations of the application of these

provisions. A number of grievances and decisions over the

years have highlighted the need to change how we deal with

these matters. The Government of Yukon and the YTA

reached agreement on how to address these concerns during

the recent round of collective bargaining.

The new collective agreement outlines specific criteria for

managing issues related to temporary employment,

probationary periods, and layoffs. These legislative

amendments are required in order to bring the provisions

related to those topics in the collective agreement fully into

effect.

These amendments will remove or revise key sections of

the act related to temporary employment, probationary periods

and layoffs, and then negotiated provisions of the collective

agreement will then apply — so the removal of those items

from the act so that they can be dealt with in the collective

agreement. To be clear, there will be specific criteria in the
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collective agreement that outline the terms of temporary

employment, probationary periods, and layoffs. Moving

forward, we will refer to these criteria in the new collective

agreement for direction on these matters.

As Minister of Education, I am pleased to bring forward

the Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act. These
changes address some long-standing issues and support an

improved framework for labour relations with these education

staff members and with the YTA.

Mr. Kent: I would like to welcome the officials here as

well today. I thank them as well for the briefing. We tacked it

on to the back end of the budget briefing for Education. I

don’t even think Mr. McBride made it into the briefing room,

but he was ready and willing to assist. Neither the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King — the NDP Education critic — nor I

had very many questions about the legislation then.

I do have a few that I want to just get on the record now.

The first one that I wanted to ask about was: During the

negotiations with the YTA, whose responsibility was it to

reach out to the existing substitute teachers or teachers on call

as far as what their desire was as to being included in the

association or not? What threshold was set by whichever party

was responsible — was it 50 percent or 60 percent? What type

of threshold was set for inclusion of substitute teachers in the

Yukon Teachers’ Association and the bargaining agreement?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The information that we had prior

to the negotiations beginning was that substitute personnel

were asking to become bargaining unit members. The YTA, at

that point, demonstrated to the Yukon government’s

satisfaction — at the time, of course, the Public Service

Commission as well as personnel and officials from Education

were at the table — they demonstrated that the majority of

individuals who were registered as substitute teachers at the

time had provided written permission to the YTA that they

were interested in becoming members.

I am not sure if we have numbers, so if I could just have a

moment.

Thank you for the moment to confer with the officials

here, Mr. Chair. The numbers have fluctuated, and do

fluctuate, with respect to the substitute teachers, but it was

approximately — I think it’s fair to say — two-thirds of the

individuals then registered as substitute teachers who replied

to the YTA and provided them written authorization.

Mr. Kent: I apologize if the minister answered this

question, but I am curious as to if she could let us know the

number of registered substitute teachers within the system,

what the qualifications are to become a substitute, and if that

has changed in any way because of the inclusion now into the

professional association.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The substitute teacher numbers — I

don’t think we have answered this in the recent past. As of

January 10, 2019, there were 304 teachers on call, 106 of

which are certified teachers — because there are different

categories — so 304 in the Yukon education system.

I can provide the breakdown between Whitehorse and the

communities, if that is helpful. The three categories are:

certified teachers, of course; there are substitute teachers on

call, who are presenting and spending time in schools and who

have a degree in the area in which they are asked to be a

substitute — so a bachelor of science in a science class but not

necessarily a certified teacher; then there some substitute

teachers whose highest education is high school. There is a

variety of those three categories.

In Whitehorse, as of January 2019, there are 225 teachers

on call — 90 who are in the certified teacher category, two

who were in the otherwise related degree category, and 57

whose highest education is high school. In the communities,

there is a total — again, in January 2019 — of 79 teachers on

call — 16 who were in the certified teacher category, 16 who

were in the degree category, and 47 whose highest education

was high school.

Mr. Kent: My final set of questions is with respect to

budget implications and financial aspects of this. I will just list

them, since there are a few here.

I was wondering, first of all — I know that the CBA for

the Yukon Teachers’ Association expired last June and there

will be some retroactive pay due to members. Is there any

retroactive pay due to the substitute teachers who were

registered, as far as this goes? Is that covered off in this

legislation? I guess that would be the first question.

Also, what are the overall budget implications of the new

CBA? How many additional resources will be required for the

teachers, the paraprofessionals, and the substitute teachers

going forward? Are all of these increases included in the

budget that we are looking at today, or will there be additional

resources required going into the portion of the next school

year that is included in this 2019-20 fiscal year?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I should go back to answer a

question from the member opposite that I neglected to answer

when I was last on my feet, and that is that there are currently

no changes to the teachers on call qualifications or categories

— I think that was asked.

The member opposite is correct that there are some rates

of pay for substitute — let me start again. The rates of pay for

substitute employees will increase by the same percentage and

will be in effect on the same day and as the same rate of pay

increases for other employees under the YTA collective

agreement. So that’s part one, I hope.

We do not anticipate that these changes will significantly

affect the department’s budget for substitute employees, other

than the fact that their rates of pay will increase by the same

percentage as other YTA employees going forward. I

understand that there is to be no retroactive pay situation with

respect to the teachers on call. They are paid a daily rate. I

will confirm that with the officials.

The 2018-19 budget for substitute staff was $2,613,680.

The budget for 2019-20 is $2,680,854. I don’t want to do the

math in my head, but it is a small increase. Mr. Chair, I stand

corrected — there will be retroactive pay for substitute

teachers who worked between the period of time when the

contract ended, so they would have been members based on

the changes that have now been negotiated. So yes, there will

be retroactive pay for both teachers on call and for other

teachers affected by the negotiations of the collective
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agreement. All of the adjustments to the budget to take those

payments into account are included in the 2019-20 budget.

Ms. White: I thank my colleague for his questions. Of

course, I thank the officials for being here, and I echo the

humour that we got the briefing without the drafter of the

legislation.

At this point in time, I have no questions. I am happy to

see this brought forward, as this was in the line of questions I

had last year — about making sure that substitutes, or casual

and on-call teachers, were treated the same way as other

educational staff. I thank the department for the quick

response. I congratulate them of course on the negotiations

with the Yukon Teachers’ Association, knowing that

education in the territory looks far different from this point

forward.

With that, Mr. Chair, I have no questions.

Chair: Is there any further general debate?

Seeing none, we will proceed to line-by-line debate.

Ms. White: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I request

the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to deem all

clauses, and the title of Bill No. 30, entitled Act to Amend the
Education Labour Relations Act, read and agreed to.

Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title
of Bill No. 30 read and agreed to

Chair: Ms. White has, pursuant to Standing Order 14.3,

requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole

to deem all clauses and the title of Bill No. 30, entitled Act to
Amend the Education Labour Relations Act, read and agreed
to.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

On Clauses 1 to 6
Clauses 1 to 6 read and agreed to
On Title
Title agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I move that you report

Bill No. 30, entitled Act to Amend the Education Labour
Relations Act, without amendment.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Chair report Bill No. 30, entitled Act to Amend the Education
Labour Relations Act, without amendment.

Motion agreed to

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 53, Department of Energy, Mines and

Resources, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20.

Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: Order, please. I will now call Committee of the

Whole to order.

The matter before the Committee is general debate on

Vote 53, Department of Energy, Mines and Resources, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Department of Energy, Mines and Resources
Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would first like to welcome the

officials here to the Committee today— Mr. Paul Moore, who

is no stranger to this process, but now I have the opportunity

to work with Mr. Moore in his new role as deputy minister of

Energy, Mines and Resources. Truly, Paul, it has been

fantastic to build a working relationship, and I look forward to

moving some significant files forward together. I appreciate

your insight and experience from your time with Yukon

government.

I would like to also welcome assistant deputy minister

Shirley Abercrombie. Thank you, Shirley. When you are here,

I feel comfortable. So thank you. I appreciate it. Thank you

for all your time and dedication to Yukon government and

your help on some very significant files, which we will

probably touch on here later on today.

With that, I rise to present the 2019-20 mains budget for

the Department of Energy, Mines and Resources. If it wasn’t

for an extremely hard-working group of people in Energy,

Mines and Resources who handle a tremendous and diverse

body of work, we wouldn’t be able to share the story we have

today. It’s always with these particular files — many complex

conversations and challenges, but I am always astounded by

the solutions and work ethic of the individuals with whom I

have the opportunity to share the table in this role.

The Department of Energy, Mines and Resources has an

important role in regulating the responsible development of

our natural resources. It is a diverse department, covering the

mining, agriculture, oil and gas, land, forestry, and energy

sectors. Officials in the department showcase their expertise,

demonstrate their professionalism, and carry out important

programs and services. The work provides benefits to our

citizens and to the economic well-being of Yukon.

It has been a very busy and successful year in the

department. The Government of Yukon, along with Tr’ondëk

Hwëch’in, the First Nation of Na Cho Nyäk Dun, Vuntut

Gwitchin, and the Gwich’in Tribal Council are collaborating

to finalize, approve, and implement the Peel Watershed
Regional Land Use Plan. Our independent power production
policy is fully implemented. I especially want to thank

Shirley, as well as Shane Andre, for the leadership on that file.

This allows First Nation governments, communities, and

entrepreneurs to generate renewable energy and feed new

electricity into the electrical grid to help meet local demands.

The Government of Yukon passed amendments to the

Territorial Lands (Yukon) Act and the Forest Resources Act in
the fall 2018 session of the Yukon Legislative Assembly. The

changes were intended to deter violations of Yukon’s lands
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acts during resource development in other activities and would

allow Yukon to apply higher fines in some cases when the

acts are violated.

A two-month public engagement began in February 2018

on the Government of Yukon’s proposed approach for

regulating off-road vehicle use in Yukon. The Government of

Yukon is also consulting with Yukon First Nations and

transboundary indigenous groups on the development of this

regulation.

We are drafting the new agricultural policy in

collaboration with industry through the Agriculture Industry

Advisory Committee. Over the summer of 2018, we

completed a public engagement to collect input on this policy.

The Government of Yukon is taking action at the

Wolverine mine to address urgent works concerning water

management. These activities are being undertaken to ensure

the protection of the surrounding environment and the public.

We are developing a new resource road regulation that

will provide tools to manage the construction, operation, and

decommissioning of Yukon’s resource roads.

Those are just a few of the highlights from recent months

in the department. There is a much broader range of initiatives

and services happening across all of the branches in the

Department of Energy, Mines and Resources. I am pleased

today to speak to all of these areas.

I will now provide a summary of the department’s budget

and then go into more detail on many of our programs and

their estimates.

The total appropriations for the Department of Energy,

Mines and Resources are estimated at $67.2 million, which

represents a decrease of $9.7 million — or 13 percent — from

last year. The total operation and maintenance appropriations

are estimated at just under $66.4 million, which represents a

$9.6-million decrease from last year. The decrease is primarily

a result of the transfer of the $19.6 million for care and

maintenance of the Faro type 2 mine to the Government of

Canada. The amount is offset by the increase in funding for

the Wolverine mine at $4 million, and the new funding from

the Government of Canada for energy projects at $5 million.

The total capital appropriations are estimated at $871,000,

which represents a $57,000 — or six percent — reduction

from last year’s capital budget. The reduction originates from

Corporate Services, which has a capital budget estimate of

$265,000, down 29 percent from last year. The primary reason

is reduced expenditure for the online class 1 notification

system and operational system upgrades.

The total revenues for the Department of Energy, Mines

and Resources are estimated to be $23 million, a decrease of

28 percent from the previous year. This is primarily a result of

the reduction in recoveries from the Government of Canada

for type 2 mine sites, as discussed earlier.

Taxes and general revenues are expected to increase by

$355,000 — or 14 percent — to $2.8 million. This increase is

mainly from changes in activity levels anticipated from Land

Management and Mineral Resources.

Third-party O&M recoveries are estimated at

$4.6 million, which is a significant 29-percent increase over

last year. This increase is mainly due to the inclusion of

securities held by Yukon government for the Wolverine mine.

At just over $15 million, recoveries from the Government

of Canada represent 23 percent of the department’s total

$66-million O&M budget. This year’s recovery of

$15.6 million is decreased by $13.8 million — or 47 percent

— from last year. The decrease originates from governance

changes for the Faro mine.

$26 million is allocated for departmental personnel

overall — a $933,000 decrease due to adjustments in the

forecasting method and minor staffing changes.

There is a $12.2-million net decrease in the Other

category to $23.8 million. This is from changes in our work

plans for type 2 mine sites.

Government transfers are budgeted at $10.9 million,

which is up from last year’s $7.2 million. This increase comes

as a result of the addition of contributions toward new cost-

sharing projects and the rebate programs managed by the

Energy branch as part of the low carbon economy leadership

fund.

I will now discuss in more detail the budgets for the

branches for Energy, Mines and Resources.

Under Corporate Services — which includes the deputy

minister’s office, human resources, and finance and

administration — this part of the Department of Energy,

Mines and Resources provides leadership and support

services, finance and administration, records management,

information technology, human resources, and library and

research services. Some of these are legislated under the YEU

collective agreement, the Financial Administration Act, the
Financial Administration Manual, and the General
Administration Manual.

Corporate Services has an O&M budget of just under

$3.6 million, which is a slight decrease from last year. This is

due to adjustments in the forecasting method and minor

staffing changes. There are 27.4 FTEs under Corporate

Services, funded by a budget of $2.8 million.

Sustainable Resources division has an O&M budget of

just under $11 million, which is a one percent-decrease from

last year. This division includes the assistant deputy minister’s

office, Land Management, Land Planning, Forestry

Management, and Agriculture. There are 69.2 FTEs funded at

$7.5 million under the Sustainable Resources division, which

is a decrease from last year. The decrease is associated with

adjustments in the forecasting method and minor staffing

changes.

Land Management branch makes land available for

Yukoners and Yukon development projects through land

tenure and management legislation regulations and policies.

These services are legislated under the Territorial Lands
(Yukon) Act and the Lands Act to make available and dispose
of suitable land for residential, commercial, industrial and

recreational purposes. $2.9 million is budgeted for operation

and maintenance costs for the coming year. Revenue forecasts

are estimated at $660,000 for fees collected related to

application fees, administration fees, land leases, quarry

royalties, and interest on land.
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The Land Planning branch develops and implements local

area planning and zoning regulations. They administer the

Subdivision Act to support orderly development and land use
in rural Yukon. Branch staff also plan for the development of

residential, commercial, and industrial land to meet the needs

of rural Yukon in the communities. Another function of the

Land Planning branch is to manage and support the Yukon

government’s regional land use planning responsibilities. The

operation and maintenance budget is $1.6 million. Revenue

forecasts are estimated at $7,000 from application fees for the

subdivision and consolidation of property.

The Forestry Management branch develops, manages,

and regulates the forest resource sector, including strategic

and operational planning, forest engineering, forest health and

research, industry development assistance, forestry

inventories, reforestation, and fee collection. The branch has

legislative responsibilities for the management of forests

under the Forest Resources Act and its regulations in chapter
17 of the Umbrella Final Agreement responsibilities. The
operation and maintenance budget for the branch is

$3.4 million — a 3.9-percent decrease primarily related to

personnel changes.

In addition, to fund for inventory, science, and forest

operations, $70,000 has been allocated in transfer payments to

the Yukon Wood Products Association, to various universities

for forestry research and science, and the Canadian Council of

Forest Ministers.

Under capital, a total of $356,000 is budgeted for

developing timber harvest areas in Yukon, primarily in the

development, maintenance, and decommissioning of forest

roads. This forest engineering work will occur in many Yukon

communities. Revenue forecasts are estimated at $48,000 for

fees collected for timber permit applications, which are

payable upon submission of an application for a commercial

harvesting licence.

Timber royalties are collected on a per cubic metre basis

for the removal of timber. Timber royalties vary based on the

calculation of various components which apply to the specific

licence.

The operation and maintenance budget for the Agriculture

branch is $2.4 million. There is no change to the total

Agriculture branch budget from last year. A significant

component of the Agriculture budget is the Canadian

Agricultural Partnership, a funding and support program that

is comprised of funding from the governments of Canada and

Yukon. This agreement sets out priority areas and funding

envelopes for each province and territory.

Over the past fiscal year, the branch has approved 95

projects at $730,000, recently funding projects and initiatives

that include: support to the Fireweed Community Market;

funding for business plans; support for farm internships;

funding for expansion of an egg-layer operation; building of

grain storage bins on a livestock operation; purchase of a pig

scalder for the Yukon Hog Producers Association; support for

butcher shop upgrades; and support for community gardens.

Overall, the agreement allocates $1.48 million for

agriculture in the Yukon. These figures include federal and

territorial in-kind contributions and an estimated $875,000 for

industry projects. The branch has transfer payment items of

$875,000 under the Canadian Agricultural Partnership, as well

as $90,000 for the Yukon Agricultural Association.

Under capital, $250,000 is allocated for agricultural land

development to identify and plan areas for development,

develop those areas, and sell the resulting parcels. These are

Yukon government development costs and are 100-percent

recoverable through their sale. This year’s expenditures for

agricultural land development will contribute to three

development projects undertaken by the Agriculture branch.

There is $180,000 for the Takhini Crossing road re-route and

upgrades to two six-hectare soil-based lots; $30,000 for the

development of a lot at 1480 on the Hot Springs Road; and

$40,000 for development work in the Ibex Valley at Murray

agricultural subdivision, phase 2.

The Energy, Corporate Policy and Communications

division has an O&M budget of over $11.7 million, an

increase of $5.2 million from last year. The increase is a result

of transfer payments associated with the federal government’s

low-carbon economy leadership fund. That includes an

increase in staffing requirements in the Energy branch. This

division includes the assistance deputy minister’s office,

Corporate Policy and Planning, Communications and Energy.

There are 32.3 FTEs under the Energy, Corporate Policy and

Communications division, with $3.6 million in personnel

costs. This is an increase from last year, which is due to the

reallocation of five FTEs from within the department to create

term positions to administer the low-carbon economy

leadership funding from the Government of Canada.

The Corporate Policy and Planning branch provides

legislative, regulation, and policy development, strategic

planning and implementation, risk identification, and research

and analysis. The operation and maintenance budget is

$1.3 million. There is also $70,000 in transfer payment costs

for the successor resource legislation working group.

The Communications branch increases awareness and

understanding of Department of Energy, Mines and Resources

programs and activities through effective communication and

public engagement. The operation and maintenance budget for

the coming year is $663,000, a $30,000 decrease — or

four-percent decrease — primarily related to personnel

changes.

The Energy branch develops and delivers energy policy,

projects and programs which increase the sustainability in

energy use in Yukon. The operation and maintenance budget

for the branch is $9.4 million, of which there is $6.52 million

in transfer payments for energy programs. The good energy

program has a budget of $250,000. It promotes the purchase

of energy-efficient appliances to reduce residential energy

loads. Over the last decade, 16,512 good energy incentive

rebates have been issued, with participants saving over

$7.9 million in energy costs and preventing 39 kilotonnes of

carbon dioxide from being emitted.

Mr. Chair, with that, I just want to thank and touch upon

— because we only have a couple minutes — also of course

we will speak about the Oil and Gas and Mineral Resources,
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which is a very busy shop — of course supporting and

commending all the work there from the entire team at

Assessment and Abandoned Mines — as we know, with all

the activity here in Yukon — just a tremendous amount of

work being done throughout the Yukon on all of our hot

projects.

The Oil and Gas Resources branch is specifically working

in north Yukon. The Yukon Geological Survey — renowned

across the country for the work that they do — whether it’s

branching out to do some of our work around geothermal or

the incredible work they do to provide data, which of course is

the cornerstone of investment in Yukon. I am happy to see

some extra dollars go into their budget as well this year.

The Client Services and Partnerships strategic alliances

— all key players, as well as our Compliance Monitoring and

Inspection — just a top-notch team of people who really are

such a cornerstone of our economy and as well, protecting our

environment.

With that, I think I will just open it up to questions and

hope that we get to touch on some more detail on some of

these aspects as we continue on.

Mr. Cathers: I thank the minister for those

introductory remarks. I would like to as well welcome

officials to the Assembly. It’s a bit of a strange change that

one gets used to after awhile — having sat with Paul and

Shirley many times here in this Assembly in different roles.

Thank you both for the good work that you do on behalf of

Yukoners.

Mr. Chair, I am going to start out in asking the minister

some questions — first of all, related to the forestry area of his

portfolio. We have had some discussion here in this Assembly

about the work that is being done by government agencies as

well as by the Whitehorse FireSmart group and the Yukon

Wood Products Association around trying to raise the

awareness of citizens of the importance of firesmarting as well

as building public support for the vision of doing more

targeted harvesting to reduce the risk of wildfire in and near

Yukon communities — using that as an opportunity to expand

the private sector as well as to ultimately increase the use of

wood, fuel or biomass in heating not only homes, but also

government and commercial buildings as an opportunity to

reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, reduce our fossil fuel

emissions and also provide another area where we’re able to

meet our own needs here in the territory.

We had some discussion on that. I just would like it if the

minister could provide some additional information around

whether they are looking at targeted harvesting to reduce the

risk of wildfire and whether this is being done as part of the

Whitehorse and Southern Lakes forest management plan, or

whether it is being looked at a bit separately in order to

expedite the work in that area.

I would also just ask if he could provide information

about whether he has met with the Whitehorse FireSmart

group and the Yukon Wood Products Association to discuss

this area. If so, what sort of next steps are being talked about

in this area?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will just start by sharing a little bit of

information. I think I will focus on the Whitehorse and

Southern Lakes first, just from an overall planning

perspective.

The joint planning committee anticipates recommending

a plan to participating governments in the spring or early

summer of 2019. We had a discussion about that here in the

Assembly. The joint planning committee is waiting for final

edits and confirmation from Carcross/Tagish First Nation on

the work and permission around that recommended plan. Our

final meeting is being scheduled to officially recommend this

plan.

The Government of Yukon, Kwanlin Dün First Nation,

and Ta’an Kwäch’än are prepared for the meeting, and now

the government is following up with Carcross/Tagish First

Nation just to ensure that their edits are incorporated into this

work. We want to make sure that we have a true partnership

with them.

Within 45 days of the plan being recommended, the

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources must then of course

make the plan available to First Nations, renewable resources

councils, and the public to allow a minimum of 30 days for

input. Within 120 days of the closing of the consultation

period, the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources then

must accept or reject portions of the plan that apply to public

land and must provide written reasons for that decision.

The planning committee addressed the main values

identified by the public within the recommendations on

mitigating wildfire risk to communities, providing access to

fuel wood, maintaining caribou habitat, managing access, and

respecting traditional use of the forest. There is considerable

overlap between the areas at risk for wildfire and the Southern

Lakes caribou herd winter range. These of course are things

that we have to take into consideration. I know that the

member opposite knows that these are part of the complex

challenges that we have as we look at some of these very

significant risks that we have.

The Yukon Wood Products Association had opportunities

to participate in the development of the plan and has indicated

support for the draft recommended plan.

I would say that is, from sort of a macro or high level,

where we are at within the engagement that has been ongoing

for a number of years.

I think the key to focusing, when we are talking about our

threat of wildfire — not just about making that harvest

available and the fibre available to residential users — is the

fact that it is really what we visited — we have looked at it as

a multi-faceted approach from departments. We think that the

role of Community Services — and when I say “we”, I am

talking about Cabinet and caucus, but also about the work that

is being done by two of my colleagues — not that it doesn’t

affect other colleagues, but certainly, my colleagues from

Community Services and from Highways and Public Works.

The three of us, in our work, have brought together the

senior leaders of all of the departments — of those three

departments — so that we can understand how there is very

significant interconnectivity around this file. As the member
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opposite has touched upon, there is a significant opportunity

— not just to mitigate the threat of forest fire. As we see

today, of course, Yukon Energy has just unveiled some snow

load reports — that is out in the media. There is some very

serious data there, as our fingers are crossed for more

precipitation and rain throughout the spring and summer.

These are very key variables as we look at this conversation.

Once again, understanding that we really have to work with

all three departments to understand how the capacity can be

used in an optimal way from the strong capacity we have in

Community Services under wildfire. Mr. Chair, I know you

know that well. Also, how do we ensure with my partners —

my colleague who oversees Property Management — how do

we ensure that there is also an end user, potentially, for some

of our biggest energy users — being government, how do we

make sure there is an end user?

Those are the conversations that the three of us are

having. Of course, Forestry — inevitably, things start with the

work we are doing, so we want to conclude that plan. Also, it

is important that Yukon Development Corporation — this has

been in the media as well. There was a report that was written

by local technicians. That was something that the Yukon

Development Corporation felt was a necessary and important

tool to be able to take a look at the strategy around a number

of aspects, not just what we have to look at in the Southern

Lakes, but also what the opportunity is for biomass. You have

seen that in the newspaper of course. There is a reason why

we wanted that work done, because we think it is important

work for government to have that local expertise — be able to

share some concepts with us.

Just to finish — we are of course a funder of the Yukon

Wood Products Association, and just yesterday afternoon, I

was speaking with my team. We continue to provide — I

think it’s about $40,000 to the Yukon Wood Products

Association. We had a very in-depth discussion at their AGM

last year. They have provided me, as of yesterday afternoon

— or over the last couple of weeks — but I had a chance to

discuss these three potential dates. I know that the ministers

for Highways and Public Works as well as Community

Services have both been invited as well. Those are key

conversations because really those are the individuals that

have the most industry knowledge in the Yukon when it

comes to this — or at least actively working in the field —

and have tremendous experience.

Really, some of the things that we have seen, such as the

work that was done by Energy, Mines and Resources to

support Yukon Gardens’ infrastructure — which a lot of

people would think that it was just about making sure that

there was fresh food for Yukoners nine or 10 months of the

year, right here in the Yukon. For some people — not

everybody, depending if you live in the communities or

certain parts outside of Whitehorse — for many people are

very proud of the work that the department did. People are

going in to pick up their produce that was grown less than a

mile away from their grocery store.

What a lot of people don’t know is that the energy source

for that, in many ways, was biomass. We had job

opportunities being created through local entrepreneurs in the

Kluane area and we are seeing this complete integration of

renewable sources and local food production, which is also

such a significant adaption for climate change — being able to

grow local food.

I am sorry that I have gone a little bit more broadly for

the Member for Lake Laberge, but that is really the way that

we are thinking. It has to be an extremely holistic approach.

We know we have to get ready to have a plan in place in the

Southern Lakes. We know that Operation Nanook is going to

be an important part of our planning process around fire,

which is being led by Community Services. We also know

that our future — as we have demonstrated by our investment

in 10 biomass units in Teslin; we see a very important part of

our future focused around the work in Teslin.

I want to thank our staff. We had a bilateral conference

that we hosted and toured, which has just completed. That was

through our friends from Alaska as well as the local Wood

Products Association and proponents of biomass. Alaskans

had a chance to go to some of our communities and see the

work they are doing, as well as our teams having the

opportunity to then in turn go to Fairbanks for the conclusion

of that conversation. It was really about shared expertise. So

13 commercial buildings — many of which members of the

Assembly know.

Those conversations, whether we are having them with

the team in Teslin or the teams here in the Yukon, are about

understanding where the wood source is going to come from.

Is it going to be from FireSmart? Is there going to be

increased FireSmart? Is it going to be from large cut blocks?

Then there is the understanding that through the work that has

been in place — and the member opposite worked on some of

these files diligently of course — under chapter 17 water

obligations. So it’s ensuring that we look at the current risks

and threats and still respecting the governance models that are

the foundation of this territory.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Chair, I appreciate the information

the minister provided in his answer. I would just like to

encourage him to continue to work with those groups that are

mentioned, including the Whitehorse FireSmart and the Wood

Products Association. I would also encourage the minister to,

in working with them and working with other levels of

government, take advantage of the fact that we have an

opportunity here that I think is the result of fires that we were

all saddened to see in areas like Telegraph Creek, Lower Post

and Fort McMurray, as well as the Paradise fire in California

and fires in BC. This seems to me to have really created

increased public awareness of the risk and the fact that,

although the beauty of the boreal forest here in the Yukon is

an important part of what many of us love about the Yukon,

we also need to recognize that when it is near communities, it

does pose additional risk. We need to take a realistic look at

the fire risk, do targeted harvesting to reduce that risk in and

near communities, and balance those competing priorities of

the natural beauty that we all enjoy so much with the fact that

we all want to keep our homes and communities safe.
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So I am just encouraging the minister to take advantage

of that wave of public support and awareness and to use it to

work with and try to impress on all partners the sense of some

degree of urgency in moving forward in this area — having it

not become something that we keep talking about for years

and years and years in a planning process, but to focus

specifically on the issue of targeted harvesting to reduce

wildfire risk in and near communities as a matter of high

priority for everyone, which might even be expedited ahead of

other areas of planning work around harvesting.

Another area related to wildfire risk reduction that has

been talked about recently in the public is the fact that

development of agricultural areas does provide some degree

of a firebreak if you have cultivated fields in production. I

would just ask the minister two questions on that — one being

whether government is looking at developing more

agricultural lots other than in my riding, particularly in areas

such as on the south side of town — on the west side of town

— to provide firebreaks as a result of that — as well as

making more land available for Yukon farmers to grow food.

If so, what steps are being taken in that area?

I would also like to just suggest the idea to the minister

that they may even wish to consider — in the context of the

agriculture policy review and their joint work with

Community Services — the possibility of tax incentives for

land that is in production — just providing one more method

to ease the cost to farmers and encourage production of food.

Just before I leave Forestry and move into the area of

Agriculture, I would just also ask the minister two specific

questions — one being what the status is of the forestry

planning work in southeast Yukon.

The minister had also previously indicated that they

would look at reviewing the Forest Resources Act and the
regulations to address concerns that we’ve heard from the

Yukon Wood Products Association and others — if he could

just provide the House with an update on that.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I may need the member

opposite to just note some of those questions again, but I will

do my best to walk through those and try to use the same

order as they were tabled.

I agree — I do think there is — we’ll call the first subtitle

“opportunity”. I do think there is an opportunity at this

particular time. It has been something that has been growing. I

think there’s a public sentiment that has been growing. Based

on what we’ve seen over the last number of years — not that

forest fires are new to the Yukon or new to many parts of

Canada, but I do believe that — with the change in our

weather patterns and climate and some of the devastation —

we’ve realized that if you go back in the history of the Yukon,

there were some pretty significant devastation in different

particular times, but in our current modern history, I do

believe that people are very aware.

I think that my conversations — I will state that I think I

have — don’t tell the Premier and don’t tell the Leader of the

Official Opposition or the Leader of the Third Party — but I

think that the Member for Lake Laberge and I have a great

working relationship. I think our ideology aligns on many of

these things. That can be edited later on by any one of the

opposition, but on some things, we have had some great

discussions — just about the Yukon in general and not just

about agriculture, but we have touched on this topic. I think

everybody feels it is such an important topic. I want to say this

with complete neutrality, but I will say this with my

colleagues in this Legislative Assembly — all three of us

believe that it is something that is such an important topic and

it is not something that any of us want to see politicized. This

is something that is really important to the Yukon.

I agree — there are going to be some conversations

around some of these topics, but I think that there is a general

will in the Assembly to make sure that we put the proper

safeguards in place. We have to figure out how to seize this

opportunity now and to make sure that the work is in place. I

think a lot of that is going to be working with my colleague

the Minister of Community Services. We heard it loud and

clear at Forestry, at the federal-provincial-territorial meetings

last year, around the fact that a large portion of the

conversation focused on fire. We know where the Yukon

ranked last year. We know where the Northwest Territories

has also ranked over the last couple of years. Of course, last

year, we were sitting there with our neighbours from British

Columbia at those meetings and we know how close that got

last year and what has happened — for anybody who travelled

through the Southern Lakes last year, we know the risks that

we had and how it played out.

With that being said, the forestry ministers’ table, believe

it or not, may not always be the epicentre of collaboration

across the country, but certainly at this particular time, it has

become an area of great concern and a lot of focus. Those

meetings will be taking place this year. I know that we will

have officials there. I am still figuring out which meetings —

of course, with this portfolio you have Agriculture, Forestry,

and a number of different energy and mines, so I know that

either the deputy minister or I will be taking part in, I believe,

this year’s conversations, which will be taking place in

Saskatchewan — but also Community Services — the

infrastructure meetings are also — when we look at things

such as disaster mitigation, the minister has also been

involved with that. We are watching to see what funds are

available for specific projects that we may be able to leverage.

As well, we have had the opportunity through some of

our external meetings to tap into some of the bright minds in

the country. We had the opportunity through the University of

Waterloo — Intact Insurance has an R and D facility that is

really focused right now on fire mitigation and how that is

going to play out. They are doing a lot of work with Fort

McMurray. I just want to share with people — I know there is

a lot of anxiety and concern around this as we all work

together to make sure that we have all those keys in place.

Just for the record, I will say — not to say that the

Agriculture branch or our team around lands haven’t taken

into consideration that agricultural land can be a good

firebreak — I’m not challenging that. Personally, in my

briefings, we haven’t had a conversation on that topic.
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We have definitely had a conversation on our interest in

developing agricultural land. I am well aware of the sensitivity

around agriculture development as it contrasts with traditional

use. I know that the member opposite would be well aware of

that. When you take into consideration large tracts of

agricultural land and then you think about traditional uses

such as hunting or trapping and then you take into

consideration our regulation around setbacks under certain

activities — it can be a challenge. Once again, it is a complex

conversation but is one that needs to be had as we think about

how we look at food security in the north.

Just to touch on it — over the past 18 months, the

Government of Yukon Agriculture branch has titled 10 lots to

Yukon farmers. Five planned lots, comprising over 240

hectares, were released for application this winter, including

three 63-hectare lots within the Murray agricultural

subdivision. A further eight planned lots, comprising 124

hectares, are expected to be made available in 2019 around

Whitehorse, Watson Lake and Haines Junction. These lot

releases will mean up to 370 hectares of over 900 acres of new

farmland and will be available to Yukoners in 2019. Many of

these parcels of course are being made available after years of

planning efforts undertaken by the Government of Yukon in

partnership with First Nations. We also continue to offer the

agricultural spot land application program on appropriate land

throughout the Yukon.

I am also going to just switch back, because I want to

conclude our conversation about forest management and the

act, and then we can get into a larger conversation around

agriculture.

As well, on the forest management — actually, I’m just

going to go into the resource piece here.

I hope that the information that was provided earlier on

the Southern Lakes — and we talked about the spring and

summer. For southeast Yukon, the Government of Yukon is

engaged with Kaska representatives on a review of the draft

plan in 2016, with funding provided under the framework

agreement. The Government of Yukon is continuing those

conversations with the Kaska Nation.

What I can share is that we have had a very consistent

dialogue with Liard First Nation around — and I may have

this wrong, but I believe it is Fire Lake. We, of course, had

some extensive burning last year. That really led to some key

interest from the Kaska, led by Chief Morgan and his team, to

ensure first that there could be some harvest opportunities. As

the member opposite would know well, there is a framework

and some policy work. There is a long history in southeast

Yukon around that framework and the relationships, and I

would say that we are trying to find an efficient way forward,

because I do believe that there are strong mutual interests and

there may be some opportunities that are time-limited based

on some harvests that could be done in that post-burn area.

I know that our forestry team has been directed and been

very involved, and I appreciate the work they’re doing on that

conversation. There is also a strong interest — and I say this

understanding full well that I must respect our role, and our

team must respect the many stakeholders who are involved in

the Watson Lake area — but when you go back to that earlier

theme of opportunity, I know we have had some signals from

Liard First Nation of some interest in some very aggressive

actions around fire mitigation around Watson Lake.

That is a conversation that needs to be had — which I

have not had, I will put on the record — with the Town of

Watson Lake. I know that there is constant dialogue

happening with the Minister of Community Services — there

definitely is. When I see the southeast — and I know that I

haven’t been party to the conversations that have taken place

with the Teslin Tlingit Council and the Liard First Nation, but

I know there has been dialogue over time around the potential

for access to fibre.

On a couple of occasions, we have also had — I should

share — the private sector looking at southeast Yukon. We

have measured support at this particular time for some of the

requests, but we are going to ensure that we do this, not just in

the interest of a short-term gain, but as a sustainable

relationship for forestry management in the future.

The other item would be the Forest Resources Act. I’m
just going to put this on the record. Reviewing the Forest
Resources Act is important because it supports our regulatory
environment that is effective, clear for industry, and allows for

responsible resource management. In 2017, we engaged with

First Nations to establish a process for reviewing the Forest
Resources Act, and we appreciated receiving the feedback and
I want to thank all those who participated.

We are now moving forward with First Nations to review

the Forest Resources Act and we are establishing a working
group with representation from the Teslin Tlingit Council, the

Liard First Nation, and the Taku River Tlingit First Nation.

Since devolution, the Government of Yukon successfully

worked with First Nations to develop the Forest Resources
Act. This is the first and only post-devolution natural resource
legislation created by Yukoners, for Yukoners.

We are working collaboratively with First Nations,

industry and stakeholders to conduct the mandatory review

process — so just a bit of an update there on the resources act.

Just before concluding, I’ll go right into the expected

planned lot release, and I’m going to just toggle back here to

the agricultural piece. From our data — we have one lot on

the Hot Springs Road, two in Mayo — these are 18. We have

the Hot Springs Road, two in Mayo and three in Ibex Valley.

That was all through the late summer, fall and winter into

2018. Then we have two in Ibex, three bigger ones, and then

Takhini River Road, Haines Junction and Watson Lake — one

each — Haines Junction being about 50 hectares, and nine in

Watson Lake.

I think we have hit most of those questions and, if I

haven’t, the member opposite can get me back up and I’ll do

my best.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answers and would

invite the minister to review the Blues. In the interest of

maximizing time, I am not going to repeat questions that I

asked earlier. If he and officials could review the Blues and

get back to me with other information through a legislative

return or a letter, that would be appreciated.
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I am going to go further in the area of agriculture. The

agriculture policy review is underway, and I know the

timelines of when it started as well as public engagement on

it. I would hope the minister wouldn’t put all of that on the

record in the interest of time this afternoon. I would just

mention that we have had a constructive dialogue, as the

minister noted, around agriculture policy. I do appreciate the

work that is being done and the opportunity that we have had

to have conversations with the minister — myself as well as

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King — about the area of

agriculture and what perhaps we can do collaboratively in

advancing and supporting the growth of Yukon’s agriculture

sector.

I would ask the minister if he could provide the House

with an update about what the status is right now — that

policy review. I know there was a dinner held that farmers

were invited to, to provide input. I believe it was April 4; I

know it was earlier this month. If the minister could just

provide an update of what they’re looking at in terms of

timelines for the completion of the review and whether he is

able to give us any hints on the outcomes of that. I know that,

on the policy itself, the minister may be constrained in some

areas by Cabinet confidentially about what he can commit to

here on the floor of the Assembly, but I would just note a few

of the areas that I have heard questions about from people

include the idea, as I mentioned earlier, of an agricultural

production tax credit that could potentially be one way to

incentivize people to use farmland and to ensure that they

have land in production. As well, it would offset the

increasing costs that farmers are facing in many areas and

would be one way to support this sector. Of course, in terms

of a tax credit, it would not necessarily be an expense of

government necessarily but simply lost anticipated revenue in

that area.

There is also interest from people in areas such as the

subdivision of agricultural land. As the minister knows, there

have been some suggesting changes to that policy including

being less prescriptive about the size of a single one-time

subdivision as well as some farmers who have been requesting

other changes potentially for retiring farmers and that type of

thing. If the minister could just provide an update on anything

he is at liberty to share with us, now that would be appreciated

as well. If the minister could indicate, as I mentioned, the

timelines around the anticipated final approval of that policy

and any additional work with stakeholders or other levels of

government that is being done for that.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would like to thank the members

opposite for touching back on those. There are two lingering

pieces there. The fire management — although a new topic —

has come up during the agriculture policy review, I think, for

a number of reasons — probably not just for the firebreak but

also for the concern that our agriculture sector has for their

own safety and their infrastructure and such.

We are still considering tax-related input that we have

received. We’re still considering that and really trying to, in

that spirit, walking into the process — which is really about

hearing from a number of stakeholders, going back to the

agricultural industry. Of course, we have a framework that has

identified how we communicate with a broad section of

Yukoners on this policy. I would say that working with our

team, trying to come up with fair and appropriate policy that

does give advantage to an industry that operates in a climate

and jurisdiction that can be a cumbersome place to grow in for

a whole bunch of reasons. I really get excited about those

policy conversations with my colleagues here on this side of

the floor and also with our table that we have put together

with my two critics who have lots of great ideas. I try to take

those ideas back and work with our team, so part of what

we’re doing is taking those concepts that sometimes do come

up. There have been conversations. It’s early stage, so I think

we also see this level of confidentiality, but I try to bring it

back to the branch and then try to groundtruth these concepts.

That has been a really refreshing act working in a democracy.

On that particular one, I would say that’s where we’re at.

I will give you just the overview of where we’re at on the

policy. The Government of Yukon of course is updating the

existing 2006 Yukon agricultural policy to provide direction

until 2030. Over the summer of 2018, the Department of

Energy, Mines and Resources completed a public engagement

to collect input on Yukon’s agricultural policy. We received

206 responses to the online survey as well as another 48

inputs through face-to-face meetings, e-mail submissions and

group meetings. We received input from First Nations,

industry associations, farmers and the general public. We have

released the “what we heard” report which is available on

engageyukon.ca and we are now drafting the new policy in

collaboration with industry through the Agriculture Industry

Advisory Committee. We continue to be open to hear industry

concerns for the betterment of course of the agriculture in the

territory.

The new policy will seek to improve food production and

advance the goal of food self-sufficiency for Yukoners. We’re

looking at factors such as the efficient use of agricultural land,

the suitability of our current protection of agricultural land,

and how to best support the industry as it becomes

increasingly commercial.

Eighty-nine percent of respondents noted that it was

important or very important to have access to local foods; 74

percent of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied with

local products; and a significant number of respondents

emphasized the need to maintain strong environmental

protection while growing the agricultural industry.

It was also just asked of me if — I believe, as some of our

current farmers retire, I think the question was really around

land availability. It is more complex than one would think.

What we have tried to do was ensure, first of all, through the

policy process, that we have this feedback. We are going back

with some of the draft policy language concepts that we think

are important. To be very open, probably weekly, I have

people with a multitude of different perspectives reach out to

me, especially at this particular time, because we are

developing policy. There are many who feel that there are

large tracts of agricultural land that should be subdivided and

provided to others. That is one perspective and that is
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something, of course, that had taken place in the past. I think

that there are probably some great examples of how that

worked, but I think there are also some examples of how we

have lost agricultural land, which is really something that’s so

important and so hard to find in the Yukon.

We also, as I stated in the comments I just made, have a

lot of pressure where we are now looking at local area

planning. There are a multitude of perspectives there where

people are trying to ensure that some of their investments,

depending on how that came about, can operate in a free

market, but at the same time, what does that mean for large

tracts of agricultural land? One thing that has come forward to

me in this role and to our team is that we have tried with

eloquent solutions to deal with tracts of land that have

multiple uses, such as tourism and agriculture, trying to ensure

that if the primary use is agriculture, we respect that, but at the

same time try to grow our economy and understand that many

of our farmers need multiple sources of revenue in order to

sustain their operations. In some cases, they will take the

revenue and hopefully the profits that they have realized from

one operation and reinvest it into equipment and the farming

operation.

There are historical relationships between people and land

that are also very complex. I try to ensure that I constantly

seek advice from our team at EMR. I also take the opportunity

to sit with some of our farmers who have probably farmed the

longest in the Yukon to understand and seek more

understanding. There are differences of opinion from many of

them, as well, but it’s important to get that perspective and

understand how there is sometimes conflict between

traditional use — people who want to develop land versus

local agriculture.

We are expecting the completion of our policy no later

than this summer. We are still working with the Agriculture

Industry Advisory Committee on this work. I know that once

we conclude today, we are going to go home tonight — some

of our team — and prepare. I think you are committed to that

meeting — we have a meeting at 7:30 tomorrow morning with

the president of the Yukon Agricultural Association, so we are

in constant dialogue. We will be meeting with Mr. Gray

tomorrow to discuss his findings on his trip to Iceland, where

he did an extensive tour and looked at a number of different

opportunities and potential technologies and innovations that

could be paralleled and used here.

Also, it will give us a chance to understand what the

perspective is, coming out of the work to date — knowing full

well that not everybody will feel that we met their

expectations, but if most of the people don’t feel that we have

it exactly right, then maybe then we have it exactly right. We

are going to try to make that work by September.

Other than that, I think I have hit most of it, so I will

leave it at that, Mr. Chair, and hand it back over.

Mr. Cathers: I thank the minister for the response and

the information provided. I would, just before moving on from

the agriculture policy — recognizing that there may not be

much more that he can provide at this point due to the stage it

is at and expectations around not making commitments in

advance of Cabinet approval — I would be remiss if I didn’t

note the importance of ensuring that the agriculture policy

includes a commitment to ensuring that the building code

recognizes farm buildings in an appropriate manner. As the

minister knows, he and I have both heard directly from

farmers — including my constituents — who have been

affected by this and who have experienced the difficulty of

going through permitting for buildings and being held to a

standard that was really designed for commercial buildings

that have members of the public in them. Provisions around

things such as fire exits and matters for their safety are issues

that — the standards they are being held to in some cases are

of significant additional costs to the farming sector, without

actually providing — I would argue — any public value

through holding them to that higher cost standard.

The minister, as well, will recall that we have heard from

farmers about the challenges of how some buildings that can

be purchased in Alberta as prefabricated structures — I am

referring of course to sheds, barns and that type of thing —

that in Alberta, it would be legal for a farmer to buy them and

to build them themselves, and that would meet the code.

When it comes into the Yukon, that same building, which is

perfectly acceptable for a much larger farming sector in

Alberta without being stamped by an engineer, requires a

farmer to go to that additional expense of having that

engineered here. As the minister knows, this is certainly not

an exhaustive list of the issues.

I would just encourage the minister, as well as his

colleagues, to ensure that in the agriculture policy, they

include recognition of the need to have a farming building

code in the Yukon that recognizes that farming is expensive

enough — government doesn’t need to be part of the problem.

Government should be ensuring, in the area of the building

code, that there is an appropriate safety standard, but not an

overzealous safety standard, when it comes to matters

including the building code.

I would also note that in the area of agriculture — I am

not going to spend too much time here on history, but I do

urge the minister to keep in mind when they are talking about

issues such as underutilization of farmland, one important

thing to keep in mind is the impact of how government policy

created a situation where, in the 19-year period ending in 2003

with devolution, the federal government had a policy of a

freeze on spot land rural residential applications within 20

miles of Whitehorse. While they didn’t always follow that

policy — which is another story — that did create a situation

where many people who wanted to acquire rural residential

land were told that they couldn’t apply, but they did have the

opportunity under the 1982 agriculture policy to apply for an

agriculture piece, develop 53 percent of it and then acquire

title to it.

So one important historical thing to keep in mind around

the utilization of farmland is that the issue of government

policy led people during that time period to come up with a

work-around to acquire what they really wanted as residential

property. There has certainly been an evolution since that

time, but that again leads to the point, as I have stated and will
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reiterate, that there is room for government to consider — and

they should look at — incentives to encourage people to take

underutilized farmland and put it into production. From my

perspective, philosophically, I think that the area of doing that

type of thing through taxation incentives and tax credits would

be better than doing that through subsidies from the

government. I leave that point there for the minister to

consider.

I want to touch on one more matter related to the

agriculture policy specifically before moving on to another

related area. I understand that there has been talk of

agricultural leases within the agriculture policy. I know that

there are currently some farmers who have leased out their

property to other farmers. The challenge, as I understand it

from people who have done so, is that for people who are

interested in leasing land, there is a limited market and the

costs of leasing land versus the viability of the farmer are

often a challenge.

I would just pass on what I have heard from constituents,

which I think is an accurate prediction. The agricultural lease

program by government will compete with the private sector

in doing that, which will probably lead to limited success.

They may be wiser to look at an approach that encourages

opportunities for people who own farmland and who do not

want to farm it to lease it to others versus having government

get into the business of leasing farmland.

Moving on to the related area, as I mentioned — I think

the minister can probably guess what I am going to ask him

about here. As the minister knows, there has been an ongoing

issue around the government’s elk. I have talked to the

minister on a number of occasions about this. I wrote the

minister a letter in December regarding impacts on farmers

from the government-introduced elk. In my letter, I

recognized that steps have been taken, under the current

government and prior to that, in an attempt to manage the

herd, mitigate damage to farms, and compensate farmers for

damage. I emphasized in that letter, and wish to do so again

today on behalf of constituents who are affected, that none of

the steps taken to date have been adequate, and more needs to

be done in this area.

I thank the member for his response to my letter. I did

receive a response to my December 20 letter in January, and I

thank the minister for that. I would note that it was a joint

letter to the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources and the

Minister of Environment. I haven’t actually yet received a

response to my December letter to the Minister of

Environment. I would appreciate one. This is a matter of

significant importance to the farming sector and to affected

constituents.

I want to note that the damage to farms that is happening

as a result of the elk — which, as the minister knows, were a

government-introduced species that were allowed to grow to

their current population and expand out of the core range. I

have heard reports of property damage happening this winter.

I know there has been some success with the conflict hunt, but

I have still heard from a number of constituents who were

finding it quite cumbersome, and ultimately the issues around

the total population size and the fact that the herd grew from

what — according to the then-Department of Renewable

Resources in 1991, there was an estimated population of

roughly 30 to 35 elk in the Takhini herd, and that population

has now grown significantly.

A related issue is that the impact on farming — because

the management techniques that government is asking them to

take includes — there is an onus on farmers to reduce

attractants, and some of the methods that are being asked for

to reduce attractants go against best farming practice and they

cost farmers time and money they don’t have. Because of the

elk, they can no longer graze fall crops or stubble, which

would save money and emissions and keep cattle and horses

in better condition by foraging naturally. I would also note on

that point that, in ruling out the ability to use crops for forage

for livestock, it is also a more emissions-intensive practice. So

it is a case of government — in trying to help farmers reduce

the damage from elk — asking them to do less

environmentally sensitive farming practices and increase their

carbon emissions.

What I would just like to note, related to that, is I would

appreciate any insight the minister can provide. I recognize

that he and the department staff have been working on this

and have to work with the Department of Environment in this

area. There was additional information about this that has

been presented by the Department of Environment publicly at

the biodiversity forum. What struck me as notable about this

— I just want to bring this to the attention of the minister and

his colleagues, in case they haven’t noted that point — is that

there has long been the indication from the Department of

Environment that they didn’t believe the elk were really

having a negative impact on naturally occurring wildlife

populations. What is in the report — which I have somewhere

in front of me — provided by Environment about the winter

tick problem would suggest otherwise.

I note, as the minister knows very well, as would his

colleague, that there was an attempt made by the Department

of Environment a number of years ago to address the winter

tick problem on the elk. That led in part to an increase in herd

population due to reduced predation at that time, but in the

winter tick monitoring project presentation that Environment

made at the biodiversity forum at the Beringia Centre in early

March, it struck me that they were talking about the areas

where they had found winter ticks beyond where they had

previously thought they were.

According to Environment staff, they acknowledged a

couple of facts that, to me, are quite key — one was that they

acknowledge that they believe the winter ticks were brought

in with the government-imported elk, and they acknowledged

that the presence of the ticks where they found them largely

corresponds to the core range of the elk, although it had

expanded beyond the core range — just like the elk have

themselves.

Because of the additional information provided by

Environment — noting the damage that these winter ticks can

cause to other hosts including moose, deer and naturally

occurring wildlife — I would submit to the minister as well as



4462 HANSARD April 16, 2019

his colleague — the Minister of Environment and their

colleagues that this information should cause the Department

of Energy, Mines and Resources and the Department of

Environment to re-evaluate their previous assumptions about

the impact of the herd on naturally occurring wildlife. It

certainly seems to me, from the information Environment

presented, that this has demonstrated that the government-

imported elk were both the source of the winter tick problem

and the primary source of its spreading to other wildlife. Since

the winter tick can actually be fatal to other species such as

moose and deer, it would lead me to suggest to the ministers

that it is time to reconsider and re-evaluate the management

approach to listen to the request that has come from the

agriculture sector in the past to do more to contain the elk to

the core zone and to create an exclusion zone where outside

that area the elk could be harvested year-round and to look at

reducing the overall herd target size in recognition of the fact

that, while the elk may not themselves be directly competing

for feed with naturally occurring wildlife, the parasite that

they are spreading is a clear and present danger to naturally

occurring wildlife. Of course, I would emphasize, it is having

an ongoing impact on my constituents and others who are

trying to farm and are seeing significant costs as well as

significant hassle as a result of that.

With that, I will just leave that point there and look

forward to what the minister may be able to say in response. I

do want to emphasize to the minister that I am not attempting

to give the minister a rough time on this issue; I am simply

pointing out that, based on the scientific data and the facts that

are available, I would hope that the minister would agree that

information provided by Environment gives more cause to

seriously re-evaluate the approach to managing the

government-introduced elk herd to increasing the number of

harvesting opportunities for all Yukoners and to look at

containing the elk to the core range and reducing the target

population size for that herd.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I am just going to start by addressing

some questions around our building standards. I think it

should be noted, and I appreciate the question, that we are in

agreement. I think that we are in agreement that, for some of

the building standards when it comes to agricultural

infrastructure, there has been a bit too much rigor. Although

the member opposite’s constituents Mr. Stannard and

Mrs. Stannard — although they do a phenomenal job, I do

agree. I don’t believe that they have done such a great job

raising their hens, but I don’t think any hens at the Little Red

Hen operation understand how to use the exit signs at the back

of the barn. For any of us who have gone to visit, although

there are safety mechanisms in place for the farmer

themselves, we did have a great opportunity. It was opened up

to the entire Legislative Assembly, organized by the

Agriculture branch. It was just an opportunity for any of us

who had the opportunity to get out there and take a look at

some of these operations. What has happened is that our

public servants, as all of us know in this Assembly, have a set

of tools that they are provided. Some of them are legacy tools

and they do their best to do it. Sometimes that can lead to

some situations where we are using policy and regulation that

is maybe the only thing in the toolbox, but it can be a bit

cumbersome. People are trying to do the right thing and, at the

same time, people are trying to run a business and do it in the

most efficient manner.

With that in mind, I want to thank the team at Community

Services as well as Energy, Mines and Resources. The

agriculture policy, which will be concluded in the summer of

this year, will be identifying the fact that we will be adopting

the National Building Code in 2020. The National Building

Code has specific areas that will speak to farm building codes.

That will give us the flexibility to have the right tools in the

toolbox for our teams, but at the same, it will reduce the red

tape for our business community. It is a commitment we made

and it is identified in my mandate letter. This will be a chance

for us to really make things a bit more flexible.

I do appreciate the comments around agricultural leases.

The member opposite is absolutely correct. It is still a

discussion point. I am trying to ensure that I have that time to

continue to have bilateral discussions with the Agriculture

branch to understand this very important work as it goes

forward. We know that one of the proposals is that almost 25

percent of our lots would be released through leases. I have

listened and heard different perspectives as well around the

effectiveness of leases and the costs surrounding that. Of

course, our team at the branch know these files very well. Part

of those conversations with some experienced long-time

farmers have really been around them saying to me, “You

know, before you go and develop more land, which is a costly

undertaking, how do you ensure that you utilize the land that’s

there that is underutilized?” That is what it is really about. So

I can say wholeheartedly that there are no final decisions, but

these are going to be the things that are contemplated as we

come to the end of the policy work.

Just on another note before I conclude with some of the

agriculture policy, I think it has been very effective to have

the Department of Economic Development work with the

Agriculture branch and the Department of Energy, Mines and

Resources. Upon having the opportunity to work with those

departments, it has become clear to most of our team members

that agriculture is not only a great opportunity in the fact of

food security, but we also think it is a significant opportunity

to diversify our economy. We know what our slippage looks

like — of the amount of food that’s being brought into the

Yukon. We know that our neighbours, our local markets — it

still dawns on me, going to the southeast Yukon economic

conference, thinking about the fact that $2 billion-plus worth

of food is consumed just across the border next to us and only

approximately four to six percent of that is own-source, so it’s

either coming up a highway through the Yukon or it is being

shipped in. Although we are a small player, but still an

important player, during the NAFTA negotiations, any

opportunity I had to voice that we have special circumstances

in the Yukon, as well as our friends in the Northwest

Territories — who are doing different types of food security

strategies — it’s important for direct conversations with all
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the ministers on the phone, with Chrystia Freeland, talking

about the fact that there’s a real opportunity.

The lead negotiator for NAFTA, in the end, happened to

be a negotiator on the agricultural file. So at our FPTs, we had

the opportunity to meet with Frédéric and then hope that he

would champion some of our causes. There are bigger

conversations at stake in that discussion when you think about

what’s at play, but we try when we have the opportunity.

Within that, we are working — not only the work that

was done on the Yukon Gardens, but we are now moving

forward this year, and we have put a proposal in and are just

looking to see how that will play out. I will absolutely share

that with the Assembly — looking at ways to look at food

innovation. The Department of Economic Development and

the branch have been working with federal funders to see if

there’s an opportunity. What that is really about is to take

local products that are currently being produced and looking

at value-added and bring in Yukon College — soon to be the

Yukon university. They have had a very effective and well-

respected culinary program for a long time. They have all of

the appropriate policy in place to do that work. We’re trying

to take a look at whether there is a way for us to take not just

haskap berries, which have a real opportunity on that side of

things, but also some of our other products — just to share.

There is over $108 million invested in Yukon farms,

including land, buildings and equipment. Yukon farms

produce a wide range of fresh, healthy products, including

vegetables, preserves, eggs, honey and meats. Yukoners can

find a growing selection of locally grown products in retail

stores, community markets and gourmet meals prepared by

restaurants and caterers.

We know our producers — what they’re finding is they’re

going into our local grocers and now it’s a challenge just

trying to keep up on the demand, because Yukoners love

buying Yukon-made products. They love it, and they want it.

They are comfortable paying that extra price point because

they know where the food is coming from and they know how

important it is to support.

We are looking at a larger conversation around that — so

that is something that I think is going to be pretty exciting. It

is something where we saw an opportunity — Economic

Development’s team working with Agriculture embraced that

and we are just trying to shore up what that will look like in a

sort of a multi-faceted partnership.

The Yukon’s elk management plan was renewed in 2016.

It includes a goal to address conflicts between elk and

agriculture and outlines the shared responsibility to solve

these problems. The elk-agriculture conflict hunt is one tool

we used to condition elk herds to stay away from conflict

areas. So far this season, most of the elk are staying in the

core range and the measures taken appear to be effective. We

continue to work with affected landowners, farmers, and First

Nations on a number of approaches to address elk-agriculture

conflicts.

Based on recommendations from the Elk Agriculture

working group, we increased hunting pressure on the elk

earlier in the 2018 season. This is taking place in a focused

area where ongoing conflicts occur.

Another tool we will continue to work on is exclusion

fencing that can be used to keep elk off the agricultural

operations. In addition, farmers who lose crops due to elk

conflict may be eligible for compensation.

I know that, when we look at this particular year, this has

been — as the member opposite said — I have to go back and

look at the history — I think he touched on — I think it was

1991 when this began. I get myself in trouble by commenting

on how this began or whatever it may be, but it is a file that

leads to lots of emotion. I know that, as of March 4, 2019, this

year, we have had 71 hunters participate in the elk-agriculture

conflict hunt training sessions, 37 hunters have been issued

permits, and 18 elk have been harvested. I know that the

numbers are pretty significant — comparably — but I would

say that my colleague the Minister of Environment and I have

been in dialogue. This year, as we look at the management

plan that is in place, we are continuing to look at what the

results are from this year.

The Member for Lake Laberge would quickly call me on

not being as transparent as I should have been if I didn’t say

that I am still continually hearing from farmers about the

conflicts. It is a tough file. We know that it has always

astounded me — just the cost — there are very significant

costs associated with fencing infrastructure in the Yukon. It is

interesting. There is a lot of money spent on it. My experience

with fencing was my grandfather using a chainsaw to cut stud

wood and then basically sharpening a point on it, hammer it in

with a sledgehammer, use old, bent, rusted nails that he would

straighten out, and then hammer three lines of barbwire on it

— usually old rusted barbwire that he carried around the

woods for the last 15 years. Not quite the same in the Yukon

— tens of thousands of dollars — for some, over a $100,000

put into infrastructure, making sure that they meet out policy

guidelines.

That is something that the Minister of Environment and I

will continue to work on. Nobody is going to stop informing

us about their perspective on it. We are trying to come up with

a solution that works for all Yukoners, but we are still very

focused on what is happening this season. I know that I will

continue to work with the member opposite on this file.

I must say that my knowledge of the winter tick is not as

extensive as the member opposite. That was a good education

for me. I know that the Minister of Environment said that she

will take that information under advisement. It is something

that we will have to come back and discuss — the

implications of that. There was some good knowledge passed

on, and I will go back to do my due diligence on that

particular topic.

I believe that we have covered all of the questions, and so

I will pass it over to you, Mr. Chair.

Chair: Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.
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Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order. The matter before the Committee is general debate on

Vote 53, Department of Energy, Mines and Resources, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Mr. Cathers: I am going to move on to other subjects.

I do thank the minister for his commitment that he will look

into the winter tick matter further. Before moving on to my

next area of questions, in the interest of the limited time this

afternoon, I do just want to note that the impact of the

introduced elk is having an ongoing effect on my constituents.

Without more action and a change as to how it’s being

handled, they will continue to cause property damage and

negatively impact the agricultural economy. It needs to be

recognized that everyone involved in this has had good

intentions, but government also needs to recognize that the

current approach is not working and that more needs to be

done — particularly in light of the issues I mentioned there

and the fact that the information Environment presented about

the winter tick problem suggests that this may be a growing

problem that will put moose, caribou and deer at risk as a

result of that parasite carried by the introduced elk species.

Moving on to other questions in the interest of the limited

time available — I do want to ask the minister about the

commitments made to the mining sector, particularly around

the review of YESAB and the collaborative framework —

what is the status of that work? As the minister knows, we

have heard frustration from that from placer miners and

hardrock miners about this.

Secondly, another issue is — while government has

talked a lot about a one-government approach to dealing with

issues, we have heard strong concerns about the wetlands

policy. We are hearing that for the private sector dealing with

this, they are facing a very siloed approach within

government. As I indicated, what I have heard directly from

people involved is that in fact they are dealing with three

different approaches from three different government agencies

— namely Energy, Mines and Resources, Department of

Environment, and the Water Board. There seem to be different

visions, and they are feeling quite frustrated with the lack of

coordination by government in this area.

I would also ask if the minister could indicate — there

was, I understand, one court decision regarding a specific

project that mandated the wetlands reclamation guidelines to

that project be developed in consultation with Tr’ondëk

Hwëch’in. If the minister could indicate what the expected

conclusion date of that work is — I understand that particular

company has been left stuck waiting for this for awhile.

I would also ask if the minister could indicate — in the

area of YESAB, is government meeting its legislated

timelines for issuing decision documents? We have heard that

this may not be the case. If that is correct, could the minister

indicate how many projects are meeting the legislated

timelines and what government is doing to ensure that it is not

breaking the law by not meeting those legislated timelines?

I have one more question in front of me.

Just to be clear, I understand that the Department of

Energy, Mines and Resources is not always meeting the

timelines set out in YESAA. If the minister is aware of this,

can he provide information on it? If he is not aware of it, I

hope that he would treat the matter as seriously as it should be

treated and recognize that it is imperative that the Yukon

government be meeting its legislated timelines under the

YESAA process — not just for compliance with the federal

law, but as well for the very reason that those timelines were

put in, in the first place, was to provide certainty for Yukon

businesses, both large and small. If the timelines are not

followed, the certainty that was supposed to be provided as

part of the spirit and intent of the Yukon Environmental and
Socio-economic Assessment Act — the spirit and intent will

not be met in that area. I would appreciate it if the minister

could provide that information.

Also I have heard that there have been concerns that there

has been a reorganization in compliance monitoring and

inspections and that this has included a situation where

inspectors are being cross-trained but also then doing

inspections in areas of the branch that they don’t have a lot of

background or training for. I have heard that this includes —

and again, I am not saying this to make light of anyone’s

training, but I understand that they have had forestry

inspectors go to inspect mines and vice-versa. There has been

the concern that we have heard on the part of the private

sector that they have not always felt that the people doing the

inspections understood the issue as well as they should have,

and this caused them — as the minister can well appreciate,

I’m sure — concern about the procedural fairness that they

were dealing with. If government inspectors make a mistake

— even if that mistake is made with the very best of

intentions, it can have a significant cost on people and affect

their ability to make a living.

Mr. Chair, in capping off those questions — in the

interest of time, I would just ask the minister if he can

elaborate on if he has heard concerns from exploration

companies that will not be getting anything back under the

carbon tax rebate structure because it is based on calculating

assets. For exploration companies that are leasing their assets,

this could mean that the rebate scheme is meaningless to

them. Has the minister heard concerns from the mining

community over the way the carbon tax rebate structure is

designed? What, if anything, does he plan to do in this area to

address concerns from placer miners, mining exploration

companies, and hardrock miners over the cost of the carbon

tax on their operations?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: That was a wide range of topics. Some

topics correlate to the budget we are debating, others not as

much. I will try to go through the lengthy list and do my best.

I think the question concerning the YESAA reset

oversight group — I will speak to this just so I can provide to

the member opposite — of course this is not something that

particularly lives in Energy, Mines and Resources, but has

great impact on Energy, Mines and Resources of course. That

work is being led through the Executive Council Office. So
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the YESAA reset oversight group is a joint effort between the

governments of Canada and Yukon and First Nations to

collectively seek efficiencies and other improvements to the

YESAA process. The oversight group and other results of the

YESAA reset memorandum of understanding demonstrate a

genuine commitment by all parties to improve relationships

and make progress on long-standing issues.

The oversight group has jointly drafted a priorities and

work plan document, and action on the work plan will occur

through the YESAA forum in technical working groups. The

oversight group’s priorities look at how we each interact and

understand the YESAA process in order to help guide the

improvements and efficiencies.

The YESA board is responsible of course for

implementing most of the YESAA process. Recognizing its

unique role, the oversight group has engaged constructively

with the board and will continue to work with it on these

important priorities. We know that industry is expecting

immediate, tangible outcomes. Yukon government is

committed to bringing industry into conversations regarding

their issues with the goal of delivering practical, made-in-

Yukon solutions that work for Yukoners. First Nations who

are not party to the memorandum of understanding are also

welcome to contribute to the oversight group’s discussions. I

believe that is what the member opposite referred to.

What I can share on this particular topic is that the

YESAA reset oversight group — as stated here, we do, at

Energy, Mines and Resources, understand that industry is

expecting immediate, tangible outcomes. What I would want

to reflect on is that as the work that built up to Bill S-6 was in

place — I would reflect on the time and efforts that were put

into place previous to Bill S-6. I think it was a significant

amount of time, and I do apologize to the Assembly that I

don’t have that number in front of me. If we look at the

chronological order up to Bill S-6, then the response to Bill

S-6, then the work and conversations, then of course Bill C-17

— which repealed Bill S-6 — and then the pieces that are

playing out here.

Through Executive Council Office, I have to say that I

don’t have a particular budget line item that financially

supports that work, but I would take the opportunity to touch

on the fact that the work we have really focused in on around

the 49(1) option that was identified in Bill S-6, taking into

consideration that in many cases, it was a very valuable tool. I

don’t think anybody would debate that.

In our work at the MOU table — the mining

memorandum of understanding table — with our Yukon First

Nation partners — in fall 2018, we collectively came to the

understanding that Government of Yukon would embark on

an exercise to review policy. This is something that we have

also signalled to industry that would look at another avenue to

potentially provide the same level of results that a 49(1)

element would have in Bill S-6 — but to look at the

regulations that we have. I am not going to predetermine if

that can be a successful outcome. It is something that we think

is worthy of the investigation. I have given direction to deputy

ministers here today and previous deputy ministers, as well as

our team of ADMs through the deputy minister — that we

would then begin to look at our internal capacity and, if

needed, to procure capacity that specializes in this level of

regulation and legislation so that we can take a look at

building a potential draft solution that would then go back to

the MOU table.

That’s our short term work, at least in our department. I

know there is going to be a continuation of the work that is

happening. I think it is important to say that the Yukon

Chamber of Mines did a really good job of bringing together a

number of players at the geoscience conference. It was led by

the chamber, and they brought, as I remember — and I might

be wrong on a couple of the invites — but it was YESAA,

Energy, Mines and Resources, the Mining Association of

Canada — I can’t remember if the Yukon Producers Group

had representation there.

They were all brought into the room and, at that particular

time, the discussion was about industry being at the table. The

comments that were shared primarily in that discussion were

between the Grand Chief and the Mining Association of

Canada, but there was definitely language that talked about

the history of the relationship and work that was felt needed to

be in place before there was engagement with all the parties at

the oversight table.

At our MOU table, it is a bit of a different working plan.

That plan is really focused on a number of items of priority,

but also looking at something — a real significant

collaborative area that we want to embark on between

industry, Yukon government, and First Nations. It was

something that was investigated by the previous government

and now we are looking at a different approach to an overall

strategy.

As for the timelines — we generally meet our legislated

YESAA timelines. Our team is very aware of the policy

framework that exists. What normally happens is that, in some

cases, there is a particular request that comes through, which

is part of what is appropriate in the process. Requests will

come through, usually from First Nation governments, that

will request extensions that are within — it is my

understanding that it is within the language that is provided

for. In those cases, there becomes an extension. In some cases,

some of the files that we have worked on — the team, as they

have walked through this — they are working on decision

documents. That is work that is done internally within the

department but, from time to time, you hear the complaints

because there are groups that are on one side or the other side

of a perspective and they want more time or they are waiting

for a decision.

It is difficult too because we also have particular cases in

the Yukon where — coming into this role, you have a self-

governing First Nation, then you have a nation that does not

have a modern treaty, and then there are transboundary

conversations and then there are assertions — it can be

extremely complex. I think the department is always trying to

ensure that they can respect the stakeholders and that we

provide, inevitably, documents that can stand the legal test for

the work that has been done, the understanding that is here,
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the legal guidance that we have within the organization, and

the work that has been done through Aboriginal Relations, and

then coming up. So yes, sometimes the teams who are

working on this are not usurping the law. It is actually counter

to that. They are trying to ensure that the work they do meets

the test of the law so that when industry does get a document,

they can stand by it and it’s not going to lead to activity that

then would be challenged and that it would be found that the

government had done something they shouldn’t have. So that

is the work they try to do on that one.

As for wetlands — I know our teams continue to do

work. There are different conversations around wetlands —

you are correct. There is the work that we have undertaken

that is really focused on the Indian River. That has been work

that was touched on in the question — I believe it was the

Northern Exposures court decision. Of course, we were — the

officials were — waiting for our proponent to submit a revised

reclamation plan on that particular project. We had done a lot

of work with the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in. There has been some

exceptional technical work that has been undertaken as well.

Again, as many know, this is a very difficult conversation

because there is the historical activity that has occurred. There

is the work that has been done to identify particular areas —

when you are looking at the fen and bog — and when you try

to look at strategies for reclamation. That is there. You are

also working within the framework and relationship to try to

ensure that you are respecting the rule of law and, at the same

time, understanding the difference in perspective on this

particular area.

I spent a bit of time there last summer with a couple of

different operators. I have also had the chance to fly in with

the chief of the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in, as well as the President of

the Klondike Placer Miners’ Association to look at areas and

the different impacts from one area to another. That is

ongoing work.

We are looking to conclude some of the work on the

Indian River, and then I would leave it for the Minister of

Environment — although our teams are working through that

— to talk a bit about the overall wetland strategy. This is

ongoing work that has industry, the Yukon Conservation

Society, and a multitude of players who are looking at a total

strategy for the Yukon. The Government of Yukon is

developing the Yukon wetlands policy, and this process

involves collaboration of course with Yukon First Nations as

stakeholders.

Just for the record, I would like to state that currently the

Yukon government is working with the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in

on developing a protection and reclamation policy on how

wetlands are impacted by placer mining and how they are

managed in the Indian River valley. This will include the

development of interim policy and guidelines for mining and

reclamation of wetlands and additional scientific studies to fill

in knowledge gaps. The goal is to develop the final policy and

reclamation guidelines for wetlands in the area.

The Yukon Water Board is developing wetland planning

guidelines to assist applicants in developing plans for projects

where wetlands are present to be submitted as part of project

applications. As well, the wetlands research study that was led

by the Klondike Placer Miners’ Association and Ducks

Unlimited Canada was conducted to develop a better

understanding of waterfowl use of reclaimed wetlands.

We also recognize that it’s a challenging issue, as I stated,

and we will continue to bring together all involved to work on

solutions. We know that, even in the community of Dawson

City, there are, in some cases, very opposing or contrasting

views between one neighbour and another.

I think that is the YESAA conversation. We touched on

the wetlands. We did talk about Northern Exposures. We

touched on the decision documents.

I will continue on the other conversation about

exploration companies and continue to seek advice and insight

from the Yukon Chamber of Mines. It was just about two

weeks ago, I think, that we had our last meeting with me, the

Deputy Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, and the

deputy minister responsible for the Executive Council Office

— going in to answer questions and give updates — as well as

a number of our other team members who were there.

Although I have not had any direct conversations — meaning

that nobody has reached out directly concerning the

exploration companies and how they are looking at the

carbon-pricing mechanism — I have listened to the comments

that have come through from the chamber on a multitude of

things that they feel comfortable providing me with advice on.

I will read into the record that of course Yukon will

rebate revenues to four groups: individuals, businesses, First

Nation governments, and municipal governments. The Yukon

exploration businesses would fall under the business sector.

The Yukon government carbon-price rebate is the result of

significant discussions with Yukoners, industry, and other

governments. Yukoners will receive favourable rebates that

will make up more than 100 percent collected by individuals,

governments, and businesses as the Yukon government will

be rebating its significant share to Yukoners along with the

levy collected from visitors. Rebating Yukon government’s

portion to Yukoners will also contribute to the Yukon

government’s goal of increased efficiency by creating a

greater incentive for us to lead by example and to improve the

effectiveness of our operations.

There are lots of touch points with our industry. It has

been asked on a couple of occasions — as we see compression

in the investment sector across Canada, what are some of the

things that will be happening? I will just touch on the fact that

many of my colleagues here in the Assembly — many of our

caucus members — will be in Watson Lake as well as Ross

River in mid-May. We will be taking part in a number of

meetings and lots of community activities. I know that some

of our senior officials will be flying in investment marketing

opportunities. I know that the deputy minister will be in

London later this spring — again, talking about the

opportunities for investment in the Yukon and then continuing

to do the work that we do during our regular season and

continuing to look at opportunities to ensure that there is

interest and funding available for our exploration companies.

Ms. Hanson: I welcome the officials here.
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I would like to see if we can change this up a little bit,

given the very short period of time that we have left.

The federal contaminated sites action plan, which is the

mechanism by which Canada pays for the remediation and

cleanup of the type 2 mine sites in the Yukon, was established

in 2005 and expires next year. First of all, I have two

questions: What role is the Yukon government playing, if any,

with respect to any renewal of the mandate for FCSAP?

Because Treasury Board was clear — it was $4.5 billion over

15 years. We have spent $400 million on Faro — god knows

what we spent on the other type 2 sites. What role is Yukon

playing with respect to the renewal of the FCSAP mandate,

and what is the current forecast for the remediation of the

Yukon type 2 mine sites?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will start with our overview of our

current sites and then I will lead into our bilateral discussions

with our federal ministers and counterparts around the

relationships around abandoned mines. The Government of

Yukon manages type 2 mine sites in a way that seeks to

balance environmental stewardship with opportunities to

strengthen and diversify our economy. The range of

approaches selected to remediate type 2 mines are customized

to the unique environmental issues at each site and the specific

needs and interests of affected First Nations and communities.

We are collaborating closely with affected First Nations and

local communities to ensure that the chosen remediation

approaches recognized local needs, and that local interests

lead to local solutions.

We support the development of a thriving, prosperous,

and diversified economy that provides well-defined benefits

for communities and First Nations in Yukon and integrates a

high level of long-term environmental management.

I am just going to give a quick background and then I will

go right into Mount Nansen and other projects.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Yes, I heard your question — funny

how the tone changes. There are 18 positions in the

Assessment and Abandoned Mines branch. Four positions are

associated with Faro, and 14 other positions are for other type

2 sites and general branch support. Four of the positions are

funded by Government of Yukon and 14 positions are

federally funded. The Government of Yukon provides

$707,000 in funding for personnel and O&M and Canada

provides $14.265 million for assessment work.

You will see from the spirit of our approach to abandoned

mines — and of course it was reflected in the original

conversation piece to start off this particular budget discussion

— the approach around the Faro mine. I have touched on it.

You have seen it reflected — the fact that Canada has taken

on that leadership role versus what was experienced in the

latter part of 2016 upon taking this role. It was a decision that

was made after speaking with our team at Energy, Mines and

Resources but also dealing with the affected First Nations.

I have to say, when you talk about the opportunities that

we have seen since then, I want to commend specifically Ross

River and their development corporation for the work that has

been accomplished. We are now seeing local contracting

opportunities for entrepreneurs in both Ross River and

adjoining communities. We are also seeing some of our

strongest Yukon companies in joint ventures with the Ross

River Dena Council. Now we are seeing sticky dollars —

which of course is keeping those dollars that are coming into

the Yukon, in the Yukon. We still see that our general

contractor, who has been awarded — that is a company that

was procured a number of years ago from outside of the

Yukon. What we are seeing is the most success in a long time

around that procurement approach. That is extremely

important to share with Yukoners.

I will switch to Mount Nansen, which is another very

important project. The Government of Canada is in the

process of selling the Mount Nansen site with a court-

appointed interim receiver — which is

PricewaterhouseCoopers — coordinating the sale. The

successful purchaser will be required to complete the

remediation work previously selected and approved by the

Government of Yukon, Government of Canada, and Little

Salmon Carmacks First Nation.

Three qualified bidders submitted detailed proposals for

remediation, and that included First Nations and the Yukon

socio-economic benefits. The Government of Yukon

participated in evaluating these proposals in April 2018. The

Government of Canada is currently negotiating with a top-

ranked bidder to finalize a long-term purchase agreement. To

support the sale and remediation process, Cabinet approval is

being sought to issue a land lease and to amend the existing

Water Board policy. That is some of the work that we have to

do internally and the work that is ongoing.

I know that Little Salmon Carmacks is quite excited to

see this work move ahead — the work with the Gateway

project — to ensure that we have the geotech work, but part of

that is the bypass — understanding that we are going to see

increased traffic to Freegold Road. Over time, it is very

important that we move some of that traffic out of the direct

community and straight to Freegold.

The Keno project — the Elsa Reclamation and

Development Company submitted a project proposal on the

remediation of the Keno mine site to the Yukon

Environmental and Socio-economic Assessment Board in

September 2018. This is of course the first time that a type 2

remediation project is being assessed under Yukon
Environmental and Socio-economic Assessment Act. The
project proposal is based on the remediation approach that

was selected in 2015 by the Government of Yukon,

Government of Canada, Na Cho Nyäk Dun First Nation, and

Elsa Reclamation and Development Company.

Also, Clinton Creek — there has been some significant

activity over the last number of years there. Government of

Yukon is working to develop six remediation options, three

for the Clinton Creek side, and three for the Wolverine Creek

side. Designing these remediation options is challenging due

to the sites’ technical complexity. That’s further work, and all

the chances we have the opportunity to support the Tr’ondëk

Hwëch’in, as well as their Chief Isaac development

corporation, to be able to seek appropriate partners and
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ensuring that we have a transparent process of procurement —

but that we can hopefully see these benefits stay with Yukon

companies when we have that opportunity.

There’s a lot of field work that I think is important to

touch on which was implemented in the summer of 2018 to

further characterize site conditions, advance design and

support the selection of closure option 2019. I know from the

procurement that we’re doing, there continues to be

significant work that is being undertaken around water quality

testing, sampling, and that type of work to stabilize and ensure

we are not seeing further degradation of the site.

Just to touch on Ketza River — the Ketza River mine site

— since 2015, the Government of Yukon has been responsible

for the care and maintenance and remediation planning for the

Ketza River mine. Following a tender process, the new care

maintenance contract was awarded to Boreal Engineering

Ltd., which started September 1, 2018. The contractor’s

performance is being tracked against identified benefit targets.

There are a number of First Nations that are party to those

discussions. The Government of Yukon signed a

memorandum of understanding with the Government of

Canada in accordance with the devolution transfer agreement

on the remediation approach to the site.

I know the member opposite is well aware of this file.

There has been a process underway to ensure that we identify

responsibility between the federal government and the Yukon

government, as well as to continue to come up with a strategy

for the site.

The federal government is proposing a new northern

abandonment and reclamation program, and the fund is

targeting the largest sites in the territory. We anticipate that

funding will be long term and adequate to cover our liabilities.

Yukon involvement has been limited, but we are looking to

support the outcome.

It’s important to say that part of the role — which may be

unique, but which I thought was appropriate — at least on a

couple of occasions, I have had conversations directly with the

federal minister and have actually travelled around the Faro

file with the Kaska leadership to Ottawa and had meetings

with the lead federal bureaucrats around abandoned mines.

That team — the lead, Joanna Ankersmit, has now moved on.

Her junior has now moved into the leadership role and is the

point of contact for our technical teams.

I’m glad this question came up, but I had just reached out

to the Kaska, who had asked me last week if I would go out to

ensure that these relationships between the federal

government and Yukon continue to stay moving forward and

that we can continue to see a sustainable relationship. I had

provided this morning some dates in mid-June that I thought

were appropriate to travel with Chief Caesar to have those

discussions.

We will be having the intergovernmental forum, which is

coming up. It is an opportunity to speak to some of the

leadership and the minister who is involved and oversees this.

We also have taken the opportunity — I think it is important,

in conclusion — of Bill C-17 — even though it is a bit of a

different topic — to talk about the fact that it is important that

our First Nations have the dedicated capacity and resources

that were committed to on the conclusion of Bill C-17. It’s the

same minister. Our new federal funding amount that is being

tabled is about $2.2 billion over the next 15 years. Our team

members feel that this is appropriate to conclude this work.

I am happy to get into any other specific details on these.

I am well aware that I did not touch on the Wolverine mine,

which is a significant reclamation focus for us, but it falls

under the responsibility of the Yukon government and is not a

type 2 mine site.

Ms. Hanson: It would be really helpful, since we are

talking about the budget here — I appreciate the context and

the minister’s opinion on things — but when we are asking for

budget-related things — and we did have a discussion with

respect to how we were going to move budget debate along

and to have shorter responses — like, not 14-, 15-, 13- or 18-

minute responses or questions. I am trying to keep my

questions down to one minute.

When I mentioned FCSAP, the question I raised — I

appreciate that he said that it’s going to Treasury Board next

year. I was aware of that for next year But in the last 15 years,

it was $4.54 billion and it is now, I understand, $2.2 billion

over 15 years. What is the cumulative total that has been spent

to date on type 2 sites in the Yukon? What is the forecast

requirement to complete the remediation and cleanup costs on

the type 2 sites that are a federal responsibility?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: That was, I believe, the first question

that I answered for the member opposite. I know that she had

timed my other ones. It’s very difficult when you have seven

to eight questions and subquestions to answer it all within —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Please let me finish.

That becomes difficult, but I will respect it.

I think that the information that has been provided to us to

date, based on the different levels of project scope — whether

you look at Clinton Creek or Mount Nansen — as we

conclude this complex work, I would say that there would not

be sufficient information to project the total cost to conclude

cleaning these projects up at this particular time. I think we

have a phased approach.

I will say to the Legislative Assembly that I could be

wrong. I will endeavour to get information that can speak to

that very robust question.

I will ask our team — because they are very busy on

active projects — to take a walk down history lane and to

prioritize that question as well, because I think the work that

we are doing right now is very important. I will work with our

team to get the cumulative cost that has been spent to date.

The work that I am trying to accomplish in working with

the team is to make sure that we spend money appropriately

and wisely as we go forward. I will endeavour to get the

historical costs and projected figures, while taking into

consideration the high level of engineering and data that we

currently have. I would hope that the member opposite would

take that into consideration upon perusing the information that

may take us a bit of time to provide her.
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Ms. Hanson: I do look forward to receiving that. I

think this is going to be an area — because it has been

something that has been on the books and subject to many

variations in terms of governance models with respect to how

type 2 sites were originally envisioned — it is a concern I

think, to both the citizens of Yukon and Canada, when we

look at whether or not we have value for money for the

expenditure of billions of dollars.

The minister spoke a bit about the Yukon Geological

Survey, and I just wanted to come back to the work that has

been done with respect to energy and energy sources. What

we are aware of right now is that we are looking at spending

another $60 million on diesel and LNG in this territory. I

guess I am curious as to what future and what role the minister

responsible — and if he would outline the government’s

planned strategy with respect to the work that has been done

on geothermal in Yukon. We know that there has been work

since 1976 on this and a number of studies have been done.

Most recently, in 2016, the Yukon Geothermal Opportunities

and Applications report talked about how Yukon’s potential

could be more than 1,700 megawatts of energy — that is the

equivalent of 18 times the current energy supplied by Yukon’s

renewable electrical system.

What is the minister doing to realize the potential of this

renewable source and where do we see that reflected in

current and forecasted budgets?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The Yukon Geological Survey

continues to research and identify prospective areas in Yukon

for geothermal resources for potential district heating and

power generation. They recently completed the temperature

gradient measurements in two 500-metre-deep wells near

Whitehorse and Ross River. I believe that the results from this

work are available on the department’s website. Ongoing

work is planned in the Teslin, Burwash Landing, and Haines

Junction areas, where studies indicate good potential for

evaluated heat flow.

In the 2018-19 budget, the Government of Canada

announced that the Canadian Northern Economic

Development Agency would be offering ongoing funding for

the strategic investments in the northern economic

development program. The purpose of the program is to

advance northern development in Canada’s territories by

strengthening the driver sectors of the economy — economic

diversification and encouraging the participation of

northerners in the economy.

The Yukon Geological Survey received $595,000 from

SINED in 2019-20 for two years. From April 2019 to March

2020, total SINED funding will support projects in the

following areas: project 1 — geothermal research, $150,000;

project 2 — information services, $280,000; project 3 —

community workshops and capacity building, $35,000; and

project 4 — compilation of industry-filed geophysics,

$30,000.

We continue to endeavour to gather data on these

particular topics, which is important. There has been

traditional work done by the federal government. Once again,

as I’ve said in the Assembly before, this is one avenue that we

should be looking at. There are different levels to it between

doing some of this drilling and some of this geothermal work

— but it is important to note that it is extremely costly to do.

If we have the opportunity to ensure that we had 100-percent

renewable energy available to us — which is what I would say

our long-term goal is at this particular time — spending

potentially $50 million to do an extensive amount of work

drilling and R and D — and I say this lightly because I am not

sitting here with all the project files, but what I’ve gained to

understand about this — and then still not have a solution to

offset what we put to the public today, which is very

significant data around snowpack which is of course what

feeds our existing infrastructure. So we have to ensure that, at

the same time, it is a balance between doing the research that

is needed to find and look into some of these sources, but also

take into consideration how we are going to manage that —

and the financial impact of some of that work.

I have had at least one proposal from individuals who

have come to the Yukon, laid it out, and said, “You know, this

is what you can have for $50 million or $100 million.” Those

are significant. When you look at the ROI on those versus

some of the work we are looking at on other projects that are

renewable based — it’s a real challenge. Of course, it is

something that we have committed to. It is something that the

Yukon Geological Survey feels is important, and we will

gather this data and see if this data can guide us on some of

these potential opportunities.

Ms. Hanson: I guess my understanding from that is

that, after 40 years, we are still not going to move on

integrating geothermal in a real way into the energy future of

the Yukon.

When will the wetland policy, beyond the Indian River

pilot project, be completed?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will note that I have been working

on this file with our team for about 2.5 years. I missed the

other 37, but I am going to try to catch up.

As for the Indian River — we have put a tremendous

amount of time into this work. We have continued to be very

open partners at the table with the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in. I am

not going to predetermine the end date to this. There are two

partners that are working together. There has definitely been a

lot of good work that has been accomplished. There have also

been some challenging conversations around our perspective.

Again, I will state that I am not going to put a closing date on

this at this particular time. I know that this is a project that is a

priority to the department and it is a priority to me.

Our department had reached out to Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in

last week. My plan was to have spent this past weekend in

Dawson City discussing these topics as well as other hot

topics. It was their general assembly, so there were other

priorities for the First Nation, but I know that our technical

team will continue to work on this, as will I.

Ms. Hanson: On the website, there is information on

the Yukon Resource Gateway project and the Carmacks

bypass. Can the minister confirm whether or not completion

of this road is dependent on Casino going ahead?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: It is not.
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Ms. Hanson: The ORV consultation and public process

closed April 8. What are the next steps? What is the timeline

for implementation of regulations?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will get back to the member opposite

after further discussions with our department. If I could be so

bold as to read two notes here into the record without wasting

the member opposite’s time. As of April 4, 2019, open houses

have occurred in 13 communities including Dawson City,

Haines Junction, Mayo, Carmacks, Carcross, Beaver Creek,

Burwash Landing, Ross River, Faro, Teslin, Watson Lake,

Old Crow and Whitehorse. The open houses have been well-

attended. Whitehorse had 95 individuals, Haines Junction had

65, and Dawson City had 35 people. An open house happened

April 8, 2019, in Pelly Crossing, and on April 11, one has just

concluded in Tagish. We have also had the opportunity to

meet directly with five First Nations, 14 organizations’

representatives, as well as the City of Whitehorse as part of

our consultation engagement process. These open houses and

meetings have provided valuable opportunity to receive direct

feedback.

Input received from these open houses throughout the

territory will be reflected in the drafting of a regulation that

will support the creation of the off-road vehicle management

areas. The survey is available through our online

engageyukon.

I will conclude that with saying that part of what we are

wrestling with is that we know that we have committed to this

work. A previous government committed to it as well — to

conclude this work after the select committee, which of course

you can see reflected in Hansard. Now what we are trying to

do is to align the fact that certain portions of the work that

would be done do have a connection to our Highways Act.
That is going to be a bit of a bulkier piece of work.

So the department is moving to conclude this. They are

taking into consideration what has been heard at these many

public meetings. Of course, we are also trying to then ensure

that I work with my counterpart to figure out how to dovetail

this into a process that will be able to be an effective piece of

policy.

With that, Mr. Chair, I move that you report progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Pillai that the Chair

report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 30, entitled Act to Amend the Education
Labour Relations Act, and directed me to report the bill
without amendment.

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, and
directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Wednesday, April 17, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if we could

please welcome from Yukon College to the Legislature today

Dan Anton, Joel Macht, Polly Madsen, and George Green. We

also have MaryRose Metcalfe. As well, the students of this

winter’s Targeted Initiative for Older Workers class will be

graduating tomorrow. We have with us Andy Calahizen,

Barb Carty, Chris Williams, Trudy Tom, Susan Power,

Carla Pitzel, Melissa Pigeon, Diane Dillon, Isabelle Dewhurst

and Heather Kennedy.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I also would like to have

my colleagues welcome to the Assembly today members from

our film sector who are here to support our tribute which we’ll

be doing in a minute. Mr. Neil Macdonald, Carol Coote and

Andy — Andrew I should say — but I refer as well to

Andy Connors, David Curtis, Kerry Barber, Iris Merritt, and

just of note, the fact that I know that the Premier will be doing

a tribute tomorrow around the Dawson City International

Short Film Festival — I just want to give kudos to

David Curtis who was a founder of that very important Yukon

event.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of National Canadian Film Day

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, it’s my pleasure to rise

today on behalf of the Yukon Liberal Party, the Yukon Party

Official Opposition and the Yukon New Democratic Party to

pay tribute to Yukon’s vibrant film and media industry on

National Canadian Film Day.

The Yukon film and media industry has an impressive

past and boasts a promising future, Mr. Speaker. Yukon-made

productions from web series to television episodes, from short

films to theatrical releases continue to captivate local and

international audiences.

Sharing our unique Yukon stories with the world helps

build awareness of our developing industry and our beautiful

territory. To promote the industry in Yukon, Max Fraser and

Teresa Earle travelled to this year’s European Film Market at

the Berlinale film festival in February.

The European Film Market is one of the top international

film markets in the world, and participating in this event helps

Yukoners solidify production opportunities.

To build on this exposure, the Government of Yukon will

lead a delegation of Yukoners at this year’s Hot Docs Festival,

which starts next week. Mr. Speaker, Hot Docs is North

America’s largest documentary festival. Yukoners have been

well-represented at this major industry event in the past, and

this year is no exception. Naomi Mark and Vivian Belik are

participating at this year’s Hot Docs distribution rendezvous

to acquire additional broadcast and distribution sales for their

film How to Bee, and I wish them all the best.
In addition to screening at festivals and participating in

markets, Yukoners are also taking advantage of training and

development opportunities. Naomi Mark participated in the

Hot Docs accelerator fellow program and will be completing

her mentorship this summer. Teresa Earle was selected to

participate in the Producers Without Borders program at the

European Film Market and was one of just 20 Canadians

selected for this exclusive mentorship opportunity. Both Kelly

Milner and Kirsten Madsen were selected for the National

Screen Institute’s 2017 Totally Television program and the

2018 Talent to Watch program.

These industry programs and development opportunities

showcase Yukon productions and connect filmmakers with

buyers, financiers, broadcasters, distributors, and potential co-

production partners to promote the Yukon film industry as a

whole. There is a lot to look forward to as the film and media

industry in Yukon continues to grow.

It was announced just yesterday that the Outpost 31 short

film The Changeling was selected by Telefilm Canada to be
showcased at the Cannes Short Film Corner. The Changeling
also earned Outpost 31’s Jayden Soroka a coveted Zombear

award at the Dead North Film Festival earlier this year for

best visual effects. I know my counterpart the minister from

the Northwest Territories is pretty excited to be part of that

and he let me know about it the next day.

Suzanne Crocker’s new documentary First We Eat —
Food Security North of 60 is in post-production, with its
release scheduled for later this year. Andrew Connors’ and

David Curtis’s documentary Sovereign Soil is currently in
post-production as well.

Max Fraser is developing a documentary about the

legendary Klondike Joe Boyle called Finding Joe Boyle,
which is sure to be highly anticipated by Yukoners interested

in the territory’s history and personalities.

Mr. Speaker, I want to acknowledge the Yukon

organizations and festivals supporting our film industry:

Screen Production Yukon Association, Yukon Film Society,

Dawson City Media Cooperative, Yukon School of Visual

Arts, Klondike Institute of Art and Culture, Northwestel

Community Television, Available Light Film Festival, and the

Dawson City International Short Film Festival, which begins

tomorrow.
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Mr. Speaker, I will close this tribute by saying thank you

to the Yukoners who are building our media industry, whether

it is in front of the camera or behind the scenes. And for the

cinephiles, remember to visit canadianfilmday.ca to review

the list of Canadian-made films to watch at your leisure or to

find a screening.

Applause

In recognition of Targeted Initiative for Older
Workers program graduates

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I rise today to pay tribute to the

graduates of Yukon College’s Targeted Initiatives for Older

Workers program on behalf of all colleagues in the

Legislature.

Tomorrow, the 10 learners who participated in this

winter’s program will celebrate their achievements at their

graduation ceremony — congrats.

The Yukon’s economy and work opportunities are rapidly

changing. That’s why lifelong learning is so important. It’s

great to see Yukoners of all ages adapting and building the

skills they need to pursue their goals and contribute to their

communities. The Targeted Initiative for Older Workers

program is an innovative program at Yukon College that gives

learners between the ages of 50 and 70 the opportunity to

develop the skills they need to succeed in today’s workforce.

This program highlights a commitment and opportunity to

supporting older workers with their lifelong learning.

Over the last 13 weeks, students of this program have

developed their employability and enhanced their work-

related literacy. They have strengthened their skills and

confidence using computers and the technology that has

become integral to succeeding in today’s economy and

workplaces. They have gained a better understanding of how

they can transfer their personal strengths and expertise to the

workplace. As part of their curriculum, they’ve learned more

about Yukon First Nation ways of knowing and doing. It has

been my distinct pleasure to present to this class for many

years now. I come and discuss climate change and

sustainability. This year, we had a great conversation about

carbon pricing.

The students also gain valuable work experience by

completing a four-week job placement. These placements are

a rewarding part of the Targeted Initiative for Older Workers

program, giving participants opportunities to explore new

careers and sectors. Sometimes these placements lead to long-

term employment with employers when employers hire back

the older worker participants. Sometimes this program leads

to older workers getting elected to this Legislature. I believe

the Member for Copperbelt North is a graduate of the

program. So who knows? Maybe some of this year’s

graduates will also seek the awesome job of representing

Yukoners here in this Legislature.

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this initiative succeeds thanks in

large part to the dedicated instructors who, year after year,

deliver programs that meet the needs of their learners. They

adjust the program’s curriculum for each group of learners to

suit their needs, aspirations and education levels. This targeted

approach has led to a high rate of success for participants in

finding employment after they finish the program.

I would like to give a personal shout-out to Mr. George

Green, who I believe was a co-worker of the Minister of

Economic Development maybe about a decade ago in this

program. I understand that he is retiring, and this will be his

last class. We will miss you, George.

To the graduates — I hope that each of you takes what

you have learned and uses it to meet your personal goals. As

older workers, you each have valuable life experience and

unique knowledge that will strengthen our economy and

workplaces and our communities. Mr. Speaker, Yukon’s

employers will be fortunate to have these graduates work for

them.

On behalf of all members of this Legislature, I wish all

the graduates the best of luck in all the opportunities that

await them. Congratulations.

Applause

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Speaker: Under Tabling Returns and Documents, the

Chair has for tabling a special investigation report of the

Public Interest Disclosure Commissioner, entitled Allegations
of Wrongdoing in the Delivery of Group Home Care. This
report was prepared pursuant to subsection 43(3) of the Public
Interest Disclosure of Wrongdoing Act.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have for tabling two legislative

returns to follow up on questions that were posed during

Committee of the Whole debate on the First Appropriation
Act 2019-20.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Are there any petitions?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Gallina: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House supports the Government of Yukon

releasing residential parcels and individual lots in Whitehorse

subdivisions for private development as part of the 2019-20

budget.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Legalization and private retail of cannabis

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Today I rise to provide an update

on the legalization of cannabis and to share news on our

Liberal government’s progress toward private retail.

October 17, 2018 represented a significant shift in our laws

and in societal norms. This shift has taken a tremendous
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amount of work, and I would like to thank the departments of

Justice, Health and Social Services, and especially the Yukon

Liquor Corporation for their efforts.

Throughout, this work has been guided by the principles

of protecting public health and safety — especially that of our

youth — and displacing the illicit market. Through the

government’s store, our online store, and now through private

retail, Yukoners have access to cannabis that is safe, legal and

quality-tested. Six months to the day that cannabis was

legalized, I’m happy to note that the Cannabis Licensing

Board has approved the Yukon’s first private retail licence.

Congratulations to Triple J’s Canna Space on their successful

application.

We’re happy to work with private retail and I look

forward to them putting us out of the bricks-and-mortar retail

business. To ensure that consumers are informed about health

impacts and how to consume cannabis in a socially

responsible manner, this week, we launched our online server

training course for licensees and their employees. Be a

Responsible Server for cannabis is a mandatory course for

retailers and is also available free of charge to the public.

This past January, we established an independent

Cannabis Licensing Board, which has the sole authority to

grant or refuse licences, set additional conditions, and hold

hearings related to applications. Despite the fact that applying

for a retail licence is a rigorous process, I am pleased to advise

the House that there are a number of other potential retailers

across the territory who have submitted applications and are

currently undergoing the review process.

Once private retail becomes established, we look forward

to exiting the physical retail market. We will maintain

e-commerce operations to ensure that all Yukoners have

access to safe non-medical cannabis, regardless of where they

live. Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to note and acknowledge the

work that the corporation has done over the past year. Since

legalization, cannabis sales have exceeded $2 million in the

Yukon, or approximately 140 kilograms.

We are very early in the evolution of legalized cannabis.

In the absence of more market data, it is not yet possible to

make definitive statements regarding the impact on the illicit

market. However, I can tell you that, based on data from the

Statistics Canada cannabis hub, the Yukon has had the highest

monthly legal sales per capita in the country. I am confident

that this is due to opening a government store and having

e-commerce, as well as our efforts to secure a consistent

cannabis supply and to keep prices as low as possible.

For the fiscal year 2019-20, the corporation plans to be

revenue neutral to support our principled commitments. Early

on, knowing that there would be supply challenges, the

corporation sought to establish multiple product agreements.

We just signed our ninth supply agreement, and we are

currently stocking over 70 percent of our requested product

portfolio. Ensuring supply and keeping wholesale prices low

will also help to ensure that private retail can succeed and

displace the black market.

It’s a new era in Canada and the Yukon. We are working

hard to meet the challenges and opportunities of this shift to

legalization.

Mr. Istchenko: I am pleased to rise on behalf of the

Official Opposition in response to this statement. It’s

surprising that the Liberal government chose to do a

ministerial statement about private retail of cannabis,

considering how badly they have handled this file and the

move toward private retail. When the federal government

moved to legalize cannabis, we took the position that the

Yukon should use a model similar to Saskatchewan, where

distribution and retail are done by the private sector and the

government’s role is just as a regulator.

Instead, the Liberal government insisted on growing

government and getting deeper into the business of doing

business. The government never needed to spend $3 million

on getting into this business, and I should remind everyone

that it was only under pressure from this side — from the

Yukon Party — that the Liberals finally agreed to advance the

shutdown of the government cannabis store.

We acknowledge the work that Triple J’s Canna Space

and its owners put into preparing their application for

licensing and open their doors. They had a better development

plan than the Liberal government — well before the

government even developed legislation — and they have done

everything they can to play by the rules. They have succeeded

despite the series of roadblocks put in their way by the Liberal

government. This government has changed the goalposts

many times. They have also failed to come through on

promises that they made. In some cases, they seemed to be

actively trying to make things harder for this local business.

Here are a few examples: The government made a

commitment to provide Triple J’s with a product list by early

this year. Instead, they missed their own deadline by 2.5

months. Based on assurances from government, Triple J’s

expected to have their licence in hand to be able to open

today. Instead, government dragged its feet, and Triple J’s

didn’t get their licence until this morning. They are hoping to

open tomorrow. That delay may seem like a minor issue to the

Liberal government, but Triple J’s told us that it is costing

them about $10,000.

This company set up preauthorized by the government,

but then the government changed the goalposts again and

demanded a certified cheque for the first order. On top of that,

the government refused to even tell them how much to make

the cheque out for until they received their licence from the

government — which of course, as I said, didn’t happen until

this morning. The minister mentioned the Be a Responsible

Server training requirement in this statement, but I should note

that it wasn’t until this week that government informed Triple

J’s that all of their staff would be required to have this

training.

There has been a long practice of the Liquor Corporation

allowing retailers to order product without requiring them to

take large case lots. The government changed the goalposts

again, and it’s forcing this private retailer to older in bulk,
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which adds a substantial cost and is one more roadblock

government threw in their way.

Here is another example of the government needlessly

making things harder for Yukon small businesses: To apply

for the retail licence, the owners were required to submit three

years of personal income tax statements and three years of

business income tax statements. Why? Is the government

actually trying to make life harder for this local small

business? Is the minister trying to set private retail up for

failure so that the government can continue to do cannabis

retail, as the Liberals had originally planned? Or is this

Liberal government just so badly out of touch with the private

realities of small business that they don’t even realize that this

red tape is making life more difficult for businesses?

Since the Liberals took office, the Yukon has lost 900

private sector jobs. Does the Premier realize that his Liberal

government is a big part of this problem?

Ms. Hanson: The Yukon New Democratic Party

congratulates Triple J’s Canna Space for successfully

navigating the frustrating and often confusing waters of

Yukon government’s private legal cannabis sales process. We

find it interesting that the Minister responsible for the Yukon

Liquor Corporation chose to use the Legislative Assembly

today to make the announcement of the issuing of this licence

— timing that, as has been noted, appears to have been

prompted by media reports that this private retailer had

planned to open its business today, but as of yesterday had not

heard from nor had confirmation by the Cannabis Licensing

Board which is supposed to be at arm’s length from

government in its decision making and the sole authority to

approve licences, determine licensing conditions, and hold

hearings.

Yesterday, Yukon News featured a photo of a sign posted
on the front door of Triple J’s Canna Space on Wood Street

that said: “It is with deep regret we are writing to advise that

due to circumstances beyond our control, we will not be able

to open our doors for business as planned for April 17.

“We are very frustrated with YG process, however we

remain cautiously optimistic we will be licensed and ready to

receive your smiling faces on Thursday April 18.”

The notice pointed out that 12 staff who are awaiting

employment are impacted by the government’s delay in

issuing their licence. Given that Triple J’s Canna Space had

already successfully addressed all issues raised by the City of

Whitehorse — issues respecting the sale of cannabis within

the city and the city making necessary changes to city bylaws

— and that Triple J’s Canna Space had in fact demonstrated

their commitment as a responsible business by limiting their

hours of business to considerably less than the Yukon

cannabis regulations, which are 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m., this

first private retailer has set a high bar for social responsibility

for future cannabis retailers in Yukon.

Rather than attempting to do a media spin in this

Assembly, the minister might consider acknowledging that

this trailblazer in Yukon’s private cannabis market has had to,

and continues to, deal with a series of barriers resulting from

the government’s rush to announce that it was ready to license

private retailers before it had fully completed internal

processes to facilitate a successful execution of this initiative.

As the first private cannabis retailer to be licensed in the

Yukon, Triple J’s Canna Space provides a case study for this

government, as there are many lessons learned to be gleaned

from the numerous snakes-and-ladders-like steps that

applicants have to follow.

The minister might choose to exercise a note of humility

in acknowledging this and commit to reviewing his

procedures and to improving them for the next applicants.

Mr. Speaker, we will continue to urge the minister

responsible to push for real data beyond the pride that he takes

in the highest monthly legal sales per capita. Surely the gaps

in data, especially those from the government’s e-service

cannabis sales, point to the reality that the illicit sales continue

unabated. We will remind members that when MLAs were

briefed, we were told at the time that the government’s

e-service website had only sold $40,000 worth of cannabis.

The fact that this number is so low is telling, as it is the only

way for Yukoners in communities to access cannabis — and

yes, while they can visit the store in Whitehorse — there are

likely still large numbers of Yukoners purchasing from the

illicit market in Yukon and Yukon’s communities. This partly

has to do with availability, but it also has to do with cost. A

recent Statistics Canada report has documented that, Canada-

wide, illicit cannabis prices are 32 percent cheaper than legal

sales.

When you include the shipping cost for cannabis in

Yukon, which can be as high as $12, you can see that there are

increased costs between legal and illicit sales. We urge the

government to develop greater rigor in its data gathering and

analysis.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will begin by agreeing that we

will always work to have continuous improvement on how we

can serve the private sector. I think that is a great suggestion.

I will also say that the point that the Leader of the Third

Party raised about the Cannabis Licensing Board being arm’s

length from government is exactly the point. We did not try to

influence the choice of the Cannabis Licensing Board in any

way. They are there for a real reason.

Triple J’s Canna Space — which I commended in my

opening statement and will congratulate again — has done

great work, but they went out and advertised that they were

opening on a day before they actually had their licence in

place. Respectfully, I think that we should make sure that

whenever there is a hearing that will happen, that the hearing

happens and the licensing board does their work — which

they did. I thank them for that work. In fact, they met this past

Monday, which was just one week after the city passed its

bylaw.

There is a whole process. As the Official Opposition

noted, we asked that there be a look into past financial records

of anybody who is applying. Why did we do that? It is to

protect the safety, through regulations, of the public so that we
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don’t get the black market back into private retail. That is why

we did that.

I would actually like to thank the Cannabis Licensing

Board. This was their very first application. I’m sure that they

wanted to make sure they dotted their i's and crossed their t’s,

and I’m glad they want to do that. That’s their role.

The board’s role is to consider applications and to be

diligent around public health safety and social responsibility.

By the way, I know that the City of Whitehorse and the

Yukon Liquor Corporation have been working very hard to try

to support Triple J’s Canna Space’s goal of being open by

4/20. I am happy that we were all able to do so.

I am sorry that it wasn’t yesterday. That’s the role of the

Cannabis Licensing Board, and I respect their right.

By the way, I just want to say that this is the first private

retail north of 60 — the first in any of Canada’s small

jurisdictions. For example, PEI still has chosen not to have

private retail — little old PEI is the second-highest per capita

legal sales, which is our best indicator of displacing the black

market. We will continue to work with Statistics Canada to

get their information. As I said, they’re collecting it

nationally. We’ll happily work with them. So little old PEI is

just behind us in per capita legal sales; Nova Scotia — we are

1.5 times higher in legal sales than Nova Scotia; we’re two

times higher than Newfoundland and Labrador — which is

private retail by the way; 2.5 times higher than Northwest

Territories; 6.5 times higher than Canada on average; and 12

times higher than Saskatchewan. That’s who the opposition

who voted against legalization of cannabis said we should

mimic. Let’s take a look at that — we are selling 12 times as

much as Saskatchewan is and 16 times as much as Ontario.

Mr. Speaker, we will work with the private sector. We’re

very excited that they’re here starting today — exactly six

months after cannabis was legalized across this country —

and I’m very happy that they’re going to put us out of

business.

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Cannabis retail licensing

Mr. Cathers: On February 28, 2018, the Whitehorse
Star ran a story based on an interview with the Premier. In the
story, the Premier claimed government was going to be —

quote: “… getting out of the business of doing business.”

He also said, “We have a comprehensive network of

private sector businesses that can do more, as long as we just

do less.”

Yesterday, we saw another example that the government

is actually making life tougher for small business. The Liberal

government’s approach to regulating cannabis is needlessly

creating roadblocks to the private sector, changing the

goalposts, and failing to live up to specific commitments made

with local businesses.

Yesterday, Triple J’s announced they had to delay their

store opening because the government failed to live up to its

promises, and they didn’t have a licence yet from YTG.

During the ministerial statement earlier, the Premier

laughed at this and the minister then blamed it on the

company. My constituents do not find this funny.

Mr. Speaker, why did the government throw needless

roadblocks in the way of Triple J’s and change the goalposts

during the process so many times?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have met with Triple J’s several

times, Mr. Speaker, in person. The president of the

corporation has met with Triple J’s several times.

I was at their soft launch last Friday. I was there actually

with the Mayor of Whitehorse. I know that the City of

Whitehorse has been working with Triple J’s. I know that we

have.

What I’m hearing in the question, Mr. Speaker, is that the

opposition — both the Third Party and the Official Opposition

— doesn’t think we should listen to the Cannabis Licensing

Board. They think somehow that we should tell the Cannabis

Licensing Board how they should make a decision. Sorry,

that’s not how we’re going to act. The Cannabis Licensing

Board has been diligent and has done their work.

Even this past Friday, when Triple J’s were saying they

were going to open, I said, “You know you have to get

through the licensing board piece here, so please, let’s just see

how that goes.” Anyway, I’m very happy that they’re open

today. I know that the corporation had their order ready to go

as soon as the licensing board issued their decision. They

issued it this morning, and away we go. I am so happy that

Triple J’s Canna Space is now our first legal private retailer in

the Yukon.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, the government didn’t need

to make it tougher for business or get into the business of

doing business, despite their claims to the contrary.

The Premier and this government talked a good line, but

failed to deliver. They have grown government and, despite

claims that the government will do less and let the private

sector grow more, they have created more red tape, expanded

government to compete with the private sector, and

unnecessarily entered retail. We have seen this situation where

this latest victim of red tape found that government changed

the goalposts multiple times throughout the process and failed

to live up to specific commitments a number of times.

For example, the company set up preauthorized payments

with the government, but government changed the goalposts

and demanded a certified cheque for the first order. On top of

that, government refused to even tell them how much to make

the cheque out for until they had their licence from the

government. The company has tried hard and done everything

asked of them, but they have gotten the runaround. Earlier

today, we saw the response from the government — the

Premier laughed at this issue and the minister blamed the

company.

Why did the government fail to take action on this and

issued the licence only when it became a media issue?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the

question, but again, I will say that it is not our decision who to

license. We set up a Cannabis Licensing Board. Can I please

articulate this very clearly so that the member understands?
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We don’t decide who to license; we set up an independent

quasi-judicial Cannabis Licensing Board to do that, and I am

going to respect them. This government will respect them. I

will encourage the private sector to respect them and I hope

the opposition will respect that.

By the way, what I heard the Premier laughing at was the

suggestion that we should have followed Saskatchewan’s

model. Man, we have had almost enough sales in our online

sales to match the per capita sales of Saskatchewan. That is

not the right model at all. I’m so happy that we didn’t go with

that model. We are 12 times better than Saskatchewan.

When I originally met with Triple J’s, we originally gave

them our timeline. Our timeline was for after 4/20 — after

April 20. That is when we were saying to them that we

thought the work that needed to happen would be ready and in

place — because we said that there was a lot of work to

happen. They asked us if we could make it faster. We worked

hard, and I would like to thank the corporation for all of its

work because they got it done. I’m very happy that they did so

for Yukoners and for private retail.

Mr. Cathers: I do have to correct the minister — it was

when my colleague made reference to this delay in the

business being able to open that the Premier laughed at this

delay off-mic.

The Premier’s plans to regulate cannabis have been

focused on growing government, hiring more employees, and

creating a new government retail store. A private sector

company shouldn’t have to issue a last-minute press release

highlighting that the Yukon government left them high and

dry. Government permitting should be designed to support

responsible business, not make it harder by constantly

changing the goalposts.

An example of this is that the Be a Responsible Server

training is now a requirement for Triple J’s, but they tell me

that they weren’t notified that all their staff would need that

training until this week. There has also been a long practice of

the Yukon Liquor Corporation allowing retailers to order

product without requiring them to take large case lots, but

government changed the goalposts and is forcing this private

retailer to order in bulk, which adds a substantial cost —

another government roadblock.

Since this government took office, the private sector has

lost 900 jobs. Does the Premier realize that his government is

a big part of the problem? Will he agree to stop making things

needlessly hard on Yukon businesses?

Hon. Mr. Silver: I’m pretty disappointed with the

Yukon Party, but this is a typical tack for the Yukon Party. In

the fall, the line of questioning over retail and private and

public sector cannabis was that we were growing our

government and that we were never going to get out of the

business of it. Now, in this session in the spring, we have a

minister who not only effectively — through hybrid

legislation — got us out of the business of doing this business,

but also did it in a quicker time frame than what he originally

announced, and he did it while working with the private

sector.

What we’re hearing from the opposition right now — as

they continue to heckle off-mic as I try to give them answers

— they’re not listening, because this is not good for the

Yukon Party. But it is good for getting illicit drugs off the

street; it’s good for the private sector, and it’s good for an

education campaign on the legitimacy — having a legitimate

industry for cannabis to get those drugs off the street.

Question re: Plastic waste management
Ms. Van Bibber: Regarding the government’s plan to

implement a tax on single-use shopping bags, we have heard

concerns from the local small businesses regarding the

information that was shared at the consultations last week.

Feedback that we have heard from the meeting has centred on

poor quality of communications, with failure to specify that

paper bags are included.

During debate, even the Minister of Environment — with

the support of her senior officials — thought it was just for

plastic bags. At the consultations last week, officials at first

indicated that grocery stores had been consulted, but then two

grocery representatives in attendance indicated that they

hadn’t even been contacted.

Why did the minister authorize a consultation process that

left so many Yukon businesses, and even the Minister of

Environment, unaware that paper bags are also included in

this new tax scheme?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I’m really happy that,

during the engagement process, the folks from the

departments of Community Services and Environment are

going out and engaging with businesses and talking to them

about their concerns. I had a conversation yesterday with the

president of the Whitehorse Chamber of Commerce. Through

that conversation, I did hear some of the concerns that are

coming from small businesses, and I’m happy to hear them.

We have also heard from 1,689 — I’m not sure if I have

that number right, Mr. Speaker — Yukoners who think this is

a good idea to put a price on single-use bags — both paper

and plastic. I’m not sure — the member opposite is talking

about the issue of paper and plastic. I know the Minister of

Environment is clear on it. She did say something that was

incorrect during Committee of the Whole. She turned around

and put in a legislative return the next morning to clarify.

I hope that we can all together here in this Legislature

make sure that we’re saying that the proposal is about a price

on single-use bags in order to reduce them. I’m very happy to

talk with the private sector, and I thank the member for her

input.

Ms. Van Bibber: We know that local retailers and

small businesses in Yukon are concerned about the

government’s plans. In fact, just this morning, the Whitehorse

Chamber of Commerce sent out a notice to its membership

highlighting a number of concerns they have with the

government’s proposal stemming from the consultation.

Just to quote from the note: “During this meeting, the

business community expressed their support for an outright

ban on plastic retail bags...”
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This is consistent with what we have heard from others

who were in attendance at this meeting. However, the

government officials in attendance indicated that the reason

they didn’t want to do an outright ban is because they want to

use the plastic-bag tax as a revenue generator. As it turns out,

instead of this being an environmental policy, it is actually a

tax policy.

Can the minister confirm that an outright ban of plastic

bags is off the table and why they are not in favour of this

proposal from the business community?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am totally in favour of

eliminating waste in general, including single-use plastics and

including paper waste; yes, that is the goal. That is the whole

point of this goal. Yes, it is a model of “polluter pay”; that is

the whole point.

It is to get toward — when the Northwest Territories

introduced this similar regulation — the Designated Materials
Regulation, they saw a 70-percent reduction in single-use

bags. That is a great thing. I am very happy that the chamber

has turned around — and in my conversation, they raised it

with me as well. I said to them, “Oh, that is terrific.” They are

looking at how to get further, at least on single-use plastics,

but of course I want to make sure that this leads to reduction.

If all it does is shift from plastics to paper, that is not a real

gain ultimately. That is a question that I think we need to

tackle.

I’m really happy to hear how progressive the chamber

and the constituents of the chamber are around this issue. I

think it is incumbent on all of us. Whether we are businesses,

individuals, or governments, we need to work together to

reduce our waste and this is one of the great ways that we are

doing it, to balance the economy and the environment.

Ms. Van Bibber: In their note to the business

community today, the Whitehorse chamber indicates that they

do not want paper retail bags to be considered in the same

category as plastic bags. They further indicate that the 25-cent

surcharge for retail bags at point of sale will place an

additional administration burden on businesses that would be

required to track and remit the surcharge.

With the addition of the increased CPP premiums,

increased minimum wage, federal small business tax hikes

and the carbon tax, small businesses in the territory are feeling

like a lot is being piled on them all at once. With respect to

adding a tax to paper bags, I am going to ask the minister a

question that I have asked several times, one he has dodged

and not given an answer.

Will the minister commit to doing an analysis of the

impacts on local Yukon businesses for these proposals and

make it public before implementation? Yes or no?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I am always happy to

try to get some economic analyses done. We are in the middle

of an engagement period. We received here in this Legislature

a petition from 1,689 Yukoners asking us to take a decision on

this and I stood up here and, in the response to petitions, said,

“No, I am not giving an answer to that because we are in the

middle of the engagement period.” I am not telling people

where we are going get to because the whole purpose is to try

to receive that input back.

I have said that if the model that is being proposed is just

a shift from plastic to paper, which is what I heard the

member opposite suggest, that is not really reducing. If the

goal here is reducing, then let’s try to keep that in mind as we

are working to design the system. I think it is important that

we listen to the business community. I want to commend them

where they talk about outright bans. When I spoke with the

chamber yesterday, I said, “Hey, let’s do some work where we

praise those businesses that are working on outright bans.” I

thought we were talking about outright bans on single-use

bags, not on just, “Okay, no plastic, but I will shift it over to

paper, thanks.”

What I would like to do is say that if there is an outright

ban, let’s hold those businesses up as praiseworthy because

they don’t have any overhead with that because they are just

doing a great job for all of us as Yukoners.

Question re: Opioid overdose and death statistics
Ms. White: Yesterday was the National Day of Action

on the Overdose Crisis. Across Canada, 22 cities and towns

participated in marches, round tables and educational events.

The aim was to raise awareness to the importance of safe

spaces and a safe drug supply for all members of

communities.

Overdoses don’t just affect marginalized populations.

They affect people from all walks of life and from all different

backgrounds. Since 2016, there have been 18 confirmed

opioid deaths in Yukon. In 2018, there were four confirmed

opioid deaths, and three of those involved fentanyl. It is our

understanding that there are still cases outstanding.

Can the minister update this Assembly on the number of

deaths and reported overdoses related to opioid usage in

2018?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King has noted is that the number of opioid overdoses is

confirmed at 18. We continue to work with the Yukon

Medical Association on defining the numbers. My

understanding is, as of 2018, we have 18 confirmed. We are

working on preventive measures. We have provided additional

resources to the program. We are working with Canada and of

course the Yukon Medical Association on Yukon’s opioid

action that we released in November.

In response to that, we have seen a reduction, and we are

looking at working with our partners like Blood Ties Four

Directions, for an example. I’m really pleased about that. I

think that whenever there is a crisis, clearly we need to be

responsive and react accordingly, and that’s exactly what we

are doing. Prevention is where we need to focus our energy

rather than dealing with the continued crises. I am happy

where we are with the department and with our partners.

Ms. White: I am hopeful that we can get those updated

numbers. We know that people die from drug overdoses, but

we also know that there are numbers of people who overdose

and end up in the emergency departments where those

overdoses are overturned. These numbers are important
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because it gives a clearer picture on the current drug crisis and

if steps that government has taken are enough.

Can the minister tell us the number of overdose cases that

resulted in visits to the emergency departments in 2018?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Clearly, I don’t have that number at

my fingertips. I would have to work with the Hospital

Corporation and the Yukon Medical Association to determine

the number of visits. What I can say is that we are seeking

further preventive measures and supports with our

departments. We have seen significant overdoses associated

with fentanyl, and we are continuing to work with the RCMP

as well.

What we have in front of us right now are 15 confirmed

deaths and 20 overdoses in 2016 with respect to the numbers

we have currently. I will have to work with the Hospital

Corporation on the number of emergency visits. It’s not

something I have at my fingertips.

Ms. White: Last year, we asked for public warnings

about dangerous drugs, and we want to thank the medical

health officer for alerting the public to a dangerous drug

potentially being here in Yukon, and that’s purple heroin. We

believe this action has saved lives.

We’re fortunate to have groups such as Blood Ties Four

Directions that work hard to be a safe place for individuals

who are drug users. They provide naloxone kits and training

and are able to test street drugs for fentanyl. But we know

individuals of all ages continue to die or overdose — not just

in Whitehorse, but in the communities as well.

I spent some time today around town looking for posters

or information on the dangers of fentanyl or opioids and found

very little. Even in this building, a very public space, there is

not one single poster or pamphlet.

Mr. Speaker, what is this government doing to share and

educate the public on the risks and dangers of opioids,

including shared spaces like this building?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am pleased with where Health and

Social Services is at, and it’s important to note that we’re not

taking this lightly. This is a serious situation that all Yukoners

need to be engaged in, and part of that is to educate young

people, educate our partners, help to work on solving the

crises. To say that the Yukon medical health officer makes

note about specific drugs — tainted drugs or drugs that come

onto our streets — that’s done in collaboration with the

Department of Justice and with Health and Social Services.

The team has to work together to identify the crises.

With regard to the posters and the notification, if there

isn’t sufficient notification out there, we will endeavour to get

more information out there. We are working clearly with our

partners to combat the opioid crisis in our communities and

we have been doing so since 2016. By releasing the opioid

action plan in November, we have raised the profile and will

continue to look at focused areas like harm reduction, public

awareness, surveillance, opioid and pain management. Those

are some of the areas that are identified in the action plan, and

we will continue to ensure that we communicate with the

public.

Question re: Finlayson caribou herd hunt
Mr. Istchenko: Last year at the eleventh hour, the

minister cancelled the permit hunt for the Finlayson caribou

herd, which was very disappointing for many Yukon hunters.

We understand that hunting ban will extend for another year

and include outfitter quotas as well.

Can the minister update this House on the recovery plans

she has in place for the herd, including the work the minister

has done to date, baseline population numbers, and when she

anticipates these efforts will result in the reopening of the

hunting opportunities for this herd?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m happy to speak. I believe the

member opposite is speaking about the Finlayson caribou

permits. If that’s not the case, then perhaps he can re-ask the

question.

Where we are right now in collaboration with Ross River

Dena Council is we are working closely with them to identify

the priorities in that particular area. What we have seen — and

why the permit hunts were implemented in the first place —

was because the herd was declining and there is a

management measure in place to protect the herd, to sustain it

long term and to sustain it from overharvesting.

We know that, currently, we can only sustain an

extraction of 27 animals from that particular herd. We are

working with the local First Nations to identify the accurate

numbers; therefore, time is required to do that type of work.

Question re: Airport improvements
Mr. Kent: I have a question for the minister about

planning for the Erik Nielsen Whitehorse International

Airport. On May 4, 2017, a contract entitled “Master Plan

2040, Erik Nielsen Whitehorse International Airport” was

awarded to the MMM Group Ltd. from Ottawa for

approximately $210,000. Since it has been almost two years,

can the minister provide us with an update on this work? Has

it been completed? If so, where can we find this plan?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the

question and the opportunity to speak about the airport this

afternoon.

The Department of Highways and Public Works has

made significant investments in aviation over the past few

years to upgrade equipment and facilities, and we will

continue to advance the priority of Yukon aviation. A

comprehensive multi-year investment plan will make sure that

we are meeting Yukon’s current and future aviation system

needs. Over the next year, Highways and Public Works will

engage with stakeholders, airport users, and the public to

gather input on what priorities, operations, and future

investments in the Yukon aviation system should be. The

stakeholder feedback will help to inform the investment plan

that combines safety, efficiency, stakeholder needs, and

operational requirements for Yukon aviation.

Mr. Speaker, we are doing this because we have heard

concerns about the previous plan — the 2040 — that was

hatched under the last government. There were shortfalls

there, and we are taking the time to make sure that we get this
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right and reflect the needs of the aviation stakeholders in the

territory. We are happy to do that work.

Mr. Kent: It appears that the minister grabbed the

wrong briefing note, because he was talking about the

Yukon’s Flight Path plan that closed earlier this month. I was

actually asking about the Yukon Liberals’ 2040 master plan

for Erik Nielsen airport.

When we were debating the Public Airports Act in the fall
of 2017 — that was approximately 18 months ago — the

minister mentioned that the important work would be

accomplished in the regulations. One of many quotes from

him during the debate came on October 17, 2017, during

Question Period when he said — and I quote: “… the more

important part of this process, the meat of this legislation, will

come during the drafting of regulations. This is the first step.”

Can the minister let us know when we can expect that

first step to be taken and when the regulations associated with

this act will be drafted, consulted on, and implemented?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The member opposite has been out

of government for several years now, and he seems to be

losing his understanding of how this whole thing works.

The members opposite had a plan. There were all sorts of

plans. They put together a master plan 2040. We heard about

that plan, and that it wasn’t very good. There was the Dawson

airport functional plan and the Yukon aviation systems

review, and there was a lot of confusion around that. What we

are doing with Flight Path, Mr. Speaker, is going out to the

stakeholders and finding out what their thoughts are on safety,

efficiency, stakeholder needs, and operational requirements

for Yukon aviation.

We are also about to finalize the lease issue up at the

airport. That has been ongoing for years and years, after some

bungling by the previous government on the lease issue. We

are fixing that issue. We are investing in new snow-blowers

and graders up at the airport that have been woefully missing

and absent for many, many years. We are fixing the baggage-

handling equipment, we are putting more tarmac on the

Whitehorse runway apron, and we are paving the Dawson

City runway.

We are doing an awful lot, Mr. Speaker, to make sure that

this aviation infrastructure is a strategic investment for the

territory.

Mr. Kent: Clearly the minister has been in government

too long because he has forgotten which plans are actually his.

I mentioned that on May 4, 2017, the contract entitled

“Master Plan 2040” closed and was awarded to a group from

Ottawa. Mr. Speaker, when the minister talks about the system

review — again, that is something that has been undertaken

by his government. Then most recently, Yukon’s Flight Path

closed earlier this month. So we have three different studies

that are underway.

Mr. Speaker, when will all these studies translate into

action on developing regulations and getting airport lands in

the hands of airport users?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am really pleased to see the

members opposite finally taking an interest in airports and

turning their eyes to it. That attention has been lacking for a

very long time. As members opposite know, as we debated it

at length, we have a Public Airports Act now that has been
passed. We are currently in the process of getting the terms of

reference before the public so that we can move ahead with

the aviation advisory committee that was put in the legislation

to make sure the minister had good feedback from the aviation

stakeholders in the territory.

The reason why that is so important is because when we

took office, the aviation community had websites up calling it

a “war on aviation” in the territory. We are trying to make

sure that we have the rules, the tools, the investments, and the

understanding of this critical industry in the territory to move

it forward so that it actually reaches the economic potential

that it really should have.

So we are investing in the Dawson City Airport, we are

investing in Whitehorse, and we are investing in Mayo —

$6 million going into Mayo this year to make sure that they

have scheduled flights.

Mr. Speaker, the aviation industry is central to this

government’s focus, and we are proud of that.

Question re: Ross River School
Mr. Hassard: Mr. Speaker, in this year’s budget, the

government allocated $1.4 million for the Ross River School;

however, the actual bid came in to fix the ground under the

school at $200,000 more. Obviously this is a shock to many

Yukoners, as the Minister of Highways and Public Works has

so often bragged that he put so much work into budgeting and

planning to prevent projects from going overbudget. So now

we see that the Liberals are considering dealing with this

minister’s lack of planning by actually cancelling the planned

work at the Ross River School outright.

Can the minister tell us if in fact he is cancelling this

work?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am happy to speak about the Ross

River School again this afternoon. Our number one priority is

the health and safety of all students and staff at the school.

The school continues to be a safe place to learn and to work.

That is our top priority and is something that I have stressed

and have kept a very close eye on since taking office.

The future of the Ross River School is not — I will repeat

that, Mr. Speaker — the future of the Ross River School is not

a decision our government will make unilaterally.

We will continue to work with the Ross River Dena

Council to listen to the community’s needs and jointly

determine a long-term solution to the future of the school.

I’m not really sure what the member opposite is

suggesting that we do in this situation. The only bid we

received — the sole bid that we received for the cooling work

came in well overbudget. It is in fact over the entire budget for

work on this school this year.

Would the member opposite suggest we simply award the

contract? That’s a recipe for spending $1.50 for every $1.00

you collect in the territory — that is not something this

government is willing to do.
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Mr. Hassard: We have certainly seen this government

do that in the past, so that’s exactly why I was asking the

question.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, the earthquake in 2017 has

shone a further spotlight on the issues in the Ross River

School, and instead of taking immediate action then, this

government sat on their hands and refused to do anything.

The residents are getting worried, and to quote one

concerned resident from this week’s CBC story: “They

basically want to have a safe space for their kids, and to have

somewhere where they don't have to worry about the school

falling apart.”

Even the engineering firm that the government hired says

that work needs to be done — and I’ll quote from their report:

“We note that the foundation movements occurring at the

Ross River School to date are significant, and will lead to

serious non-structural and structural damage if no remediation

work is carried out to address the degradation of the

permafrost…”

So what is the government’s long-term plan for the

school?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I want to be very clear about this.

This is vital for the students and staff working and learning in

Ross River. The main focus — the intent of this government

— is to provide a safe place for our students and staff to learn

and work in Ross River. That is the focus of this government,

and we will continue with that focus.

Right now, all the engineering reports we have done —

and we have done many — we have actually released them to

the public, which is also something that hasn’t been seen in

this territory before, but we’re doing it because we want to be

open and transparent. We are releasing those reports, and

those reports show the school is safe.

That is the focus of this government. We want to make

sure the students and staff of Ross River have a safe place to

live and work.

Mr. Hassard: So we see in the five-year capital plan

where it says the Liberals are planning on spending

$10 million to $25 million on the Ross River School over the

next five years, but if the building is going to continue sinking

on the current ground, then money isn’t being spent wisely,

one would think.

As I have pointed out, community members are worried

about the school. Staff in the school are worried about it. Even

the government’s engineering firm has said that remediation

work is necessary to prevent structural damage. The minister,

in my opinion, needs to go to Ross River, meet with the

community, families, and staff to come up with a long-term

vision for a school in that community.

Mr. Speaker, will he agree to do that?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I would be happy to go back to

Ross River. As a matter of fact, it’s not only that I will be

happy to, but I am going back to Ross River. I have trips

planned as soon as the Legislature stops sitting.

I will be in Ross River in May, and I will be having the

conversations the member opposite is talking about. That’s a

very important point for us — that the future of the Ross River

School is not a decision that this government will make

unilaterally. We’re not in that business. We work with our

communities; we work with all communities. My good

colleague in Community Services has the numbers. We have

made hundreds of visits to communities, and we’re going to

continue that this summer and into the years to come.

We will work with the community of Ross River on the

future of this school. We are going to make responsible

decisions to make sure that school remains a safe place to

learn and a safe place to work. We will do so in a fiscally

responsible manner. We are not going to award contracts that

are grossly overbudget. In light of that information, we will

look at what we can do to make sure that we keep a safe,

productive school in Ross River and move forward with a plan

so that the students and staff in Ross River have the best

educational facilities they can depend on into the future.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
GOVERNMENT PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

MOTIONS OTHER THAN GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
Motion No. 423

Clerk: Motion No. 423, standing in the name of

Mr. Hutton.

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Mayo-

Tatchun:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with:

(1) the private sector to provide for the sale of cannabis

via the private sector; and

(2) the Government of Canada to regulate the use of

cannabis edibles.

Mr. Hutton: It gives me great pleasure to rise in the

House today to speak about cannabis.

On October 17, 2018, it became legal to consume non-

medical cannabis. This is the date that the federal Cannabis
Act came into effect. The Cannabis Act created a strict legal
framework for controlling production, distribution, sale, and

possession of cannabis across Canada.

The discussion today is quite timely, as I came into it

having read the news, understanding there is a possibility that

a private cannabis retailer would be opening their doors today.

It was great to hear the ministerial statement earlier this

afternoon on cannabis.

I am happy to hear that the Cannabis Licensing Board has

approved the Yukon’s first private retail licence. It leaves an

awful lot of work to do, Mr. Speaker, because there are far

more communities in the Yukon than just Whitehorse. Until

there is a private retail outlet in every community in the

territory, I don’t believe that the minister’s work is done.
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I was also very happy to hear that Yukon has had the

highest monthly legal sales per capita in the country. Again, as

mentioned by my colleague, this is the best indication that we

have that we are making some inroads into the illegal market.

While the first private licence has been issued, I am

mindful that there’s still work to be done in a complete shift

from a government-operated store to an exclusively private

market.

I would like to start by providing an overview of what

falls into the purview of the federal government and what falls

to the provincial and territorial governments.

Because this legislation is so new and there is still work

being done at the federal level, it is important that, in debating

this motion today, we have a clear picture of where we sit

currently.

As per the federal Justice webpage, the federal

government’s responsibilities are to set strict requirements for

producers who grow and manufacture cannabis and to set

industry-wide rules and standards, including the types of

cannabis products available for sale, the packaging and

labelling requirements for products — which, unfortunately,

Mr. Speaker, they have gone far overboard on. They have

created an environmental hazard and a cost-prohibitive

measure that private retail is going to have to deal with, and

Yukoners are going to have to pay for the price of disposing

of all that plastic packaging.

The federal government is also responsible for

standardized serving sizes and potency, packaging and

labelling requirements, prohibitions on the use of certain

ingredients, good production practices, tracking requirements

of cannabis from seed to sale to keep it out of the illegal

market, and restrictions of promotional activities.

Provinces and territories are responsible for developing,

implementing, maintaining, and enforcing systems to oversee

the distribution and sale of cannabis. They are also able to add

their own safety measures, such as increasing the minimum

age in their province or territory, lowering the personal

possession limit in their jurisdiction, creating additional rules

for growing cannabis at home — such as lowering the number

of plants per residence — and restricting where adults can

consume cannabis, such as in public or in vehicles.

I want to talk a bit about social responsibility. On October

16, 2018, the Minister responsible for the Yukon Liquor

Corporation issued a ministerial statement in the House on

cannabis. In the opening paragraph he said — and I quote:

“The legalization of cannabis tomorrow, October 17,

represents a significant shift, not only in our legal framework

but in the societal norms of our country.” This is absolutely

true, and the discussions around societal norms and social

responsibility are ones that I am really looking forward to

having today. In fact, this was a sentiment that we heard from

the minister today in his ministerial statement on cannabis. I

think that a lot of the conversations around cannabis are

intimidating to folks, as it does push the boundaries of societal

norms.

Studies have found that over 80 percent of Yukoners

supported the legalization of cannabis, so we know that it

certainly has been a conversation, but a lot of it has been

behind closed doors. Despite the high percentage of

supporters, most people aren’t as open about their

consumption of cannabis as they are about their consumption

of alcohol. There is a long-standing stigma around cannabis

use and a long-standing tradition of trivialization and

normalization of alcohol use.

One of the things that legalizing cannabis has done is that

it makes us, as a society, recognize and evaluate our

relationship with intoxicants. Because cannabis — and all

things related — is such a new discussion to be having out in

the open, I think that this topic is a great one to bring to the

House for debate.

When the idea of cannabis being legalized was first

introduced, there was a lot of fear and fear-mongering going

on. That is really consistent with the history of cannabis in this

country, Mr. Speaker. I am going to quote from the Senate

Special Committee on Illegal Drugs’ cannabis summary

report. They talked about the early legislation in this country:

“Early drug legislation was largely based on moral panic,

racist sentiment and a notorious absence of debate.”

When the introduction of cannabis came to the House of

Commons and the narcotics schedule, there was no debate.

Most of the members of the House of Commons didn’t even

know what cannabis was. That is when it became dangerous

and illegal.

People were concerned that usage would skyrocket and

that our rates of drug-impaired driving would be negatively

impacted. We haven’t seen those things happen. According to

the most recent Statistics Canada national cannabis survey,

about 4.6 million — or 15 percent — of Canadians aged 15

and older reported using cannabis in the last three months.

That is a similar percentage to what was reported before

legalization. Another statistic that might be interesting to

people is that 82.9 percent of Canadians over the age of 15

used alcohol in the previous month last year. The drug-

impaired driving rates didn’t skyrocket, Mr. Speaker, but if

you refer to Yukon Bureau of Statistics’ most recent report,

alcohol-impaired driving in the Yukon went up by 48.5

percent year over year from 2015 to 2016.

I am a firm believer that good ideas come from all parties,

and I think that each party brings a different perspective on

this issue. I know that, in response to the ministerial statement

last year on cannabis, the Member for Takhini-Kopper King

had a large focus on personal responsibility. That is something

that I am very much aligned with her on. Social responsibility

with the use of any intoxicant is at the top of my priority list.

Again, this is where we really have an opportunity to evaluate

our relationship with intoxicants as a society.

As much as in some ways there is absolutely no

comparison between the effects of alcohol and the effects of

cannabis on people, Canadian roads are a dangerous place

because of alcohol-impaired drivers — 96 percent of the

impaired driving incidents, of which there were 72,000 in

Canada last year, were alcohol-impaired driving. The other

four percent — some 3,000 compared to 72,000 — makes up

all the other drugs together. Cannabis can’t even be sorted out
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from those 3,000. The numbers are not there. So every other

drug — with the exception of the drug that rules them all,

alcohol — is included in those statistics.

I think that our federal government really lost its focus

when it comes to Bill C-46 and protecting Canadians from

impaired drivers on our highways when there are, nationwide,

3,000 incidents of drug-impaired driving versus 73,000

incidents of alcohol-impaired driving. It defies logic to me

that you would create a law that would deal with the 3,000

and not deal with the 73,000.

There has been mention in this House about the cost of

unnecessary emergency room visits. Let me tell you,

Mr. Speaker —77,000 hospitalizations occurred in Canada

last year directly related to alcohol. Statistics Canada reported

that the average cost was $8,100 for each one of those 77,000

incidents, compared to a $5,000 cost for any other emergency

room visit.

In response to the same ministerial statement, we heard

some criticism from the Official Opposition Justice critic that

they were not supportive of the government’s plan to hold off

on privatization and to instead operate a temporary cannabis

outlet. They would rather have seen immediate privatization

with no involvement from the government.

When we look at what other provinces and territories

across the country have done, seven of them opted to base

sales out of a government-operated store. We have slowly

seen a transition where other jurisdictions are shifting to

private retail. Because legalization was brand new and work is

still being done at the federal level, I can appreciate why the

majority of provinces and territories opted to start off basing

sales through a government-operated store.

It takes a bit of time to work out the kinks and to learn the

regulations. Growers and distributors were getting set up and

learning how to navigate this very new market. In fact, we

saw a Canada-wide shortage in the availability of product.

Because of the excellent pre-planning on the Yukon

government’s part, we were one of the few jurisdictions in the

country that did not feel the effects of this. I think that we are

in a good position now to start having discussions about

moving to the privatization of sales in Yukon and how that

will look throughout the territory.

When it comes to privatization, there are a few things that

I am mindful of. A big one for me is the packaging and the

environmental and cost implications of the current packaging.

I remind folks here today that packaging is currently

determined by the federal government. It falls under part 7 of

the federal Cannabis Regulations, entitled “Packaging and
Labelling”. Section 108(a) stipulates that the packaging must

be opaque or translucent. Section 108(e) stipulates that the

packaging must meet the requirements of a child-resistant

package under subsections C.01.001(2) to (4) of the Food and
Drug Regulations.

Again, it makes for a very interesting dichotomy. When

you look at the alcohol that you purchase from the liquor

store, it is not individually packaged; it is not in opaque and

non-transparent containers; it is not in childproof containers.

It is an extremely poisonous intoxicant. The lethal dose

for alcohol is 13 one-ounce shots of alcohol in a 15-minute

period — that kills 50 percent of the populations being tested

on. The Drug Enforcement Administration in the United

States came to the conclusion that the LD50 for cannabis — a

person has to consume 1,500 pounds in 15 minutes in order to

overdose.

When you compare half a bottle of whisky to three-

quarters of a tonne of cannabis, how can you possibly think —

which one of those do children need protection from? It is

going to be very difficult for any child to consume 1,500

pounds of cannabis in 15 minutes, but they can twist a top off

of a bottle of whisky, drink half of it, and die from it. When

we are talking about public health and safety in this country,

we need to focus on the most dangerous drug that is out there

— we need to talk about alcohol.

Eight-two percent of Canadians over the age of 15 using

alcohol — it’s incredible that it has been so normalized and so

trivialized in our society. It seems that Canadian society is

prepared to accept four deaths every day from alcohol-

impaired driving on a road — just the cost of fun. The rest of

Canadians need to have fun. Why should we care that four

Canadians lose their life every day?

We heard talk across the floor about the opioid crisis.

10,000 Canadians have died in the past three years from

opioids — fentanyl, carfentanil, purple heroin. It is a crisis,

but I will tell you about an even bigger crisis: In the last three

years, over 15,000 Canadians have died directly from alcohol-

related causes. That is 1.5 times what the fentanyl problem is,

and it’s still not a crisis. These are not new numbers from this

year. You can track these numbers back to 17 years ago, when

there were 4,000 Canadians killed by impaired driving on our

roads. Fentanyl wasn’t even heard of then. If you look at the

toll that the drug alcohol has taken on our society, it far

exceeds the death toll of every other drug known to man out

there.

This fearmongering with cannabis needs to stop. The

moral panic, the notorious absence of debate — there is 100

years of evidence now. There is no longer any reason for

people to put this stigma on cannabis users when alcohol users

are killing people on our roads and highways every day. They

are jamming up our courts. They are jamming up our

emergency rooms and our hospitals. They are costing — last

year, Canadian taxpayers — $15 billion is the estimated cost

to our health care program from alcohol-related problems.

You don’t need to be a rocket scientist to figure out what the

real crisis is in this country — it is alcohol.

To get back on track here — we were talking about

cannabis and the regulations for the containers in which

cannabis is packaged — that’s what got me off on that little

tangent about how easy it is to open a bottle of whiskey

compared to one of these child-proof packages from the

cannabis store.

The regulations go on to stipulate the package finish. Not

only does this excessive packaging have negative effects on

the environment; it has serious cost implications. When we’re

talking about one of the primary goals of legalization being to
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eradicate the black market, prices need to be competitive. We

can’t force our private retail stores to bear a cost that the

illegal market does not have to deal with.

Again, I was really happy to hear from the minister this

afternoon in his ministerial statement that the Yukon has had

the highest monthly legal sales per capita in the country,

which tells us that we are making a positive shift toward

eradicating the illicit market. I believe we have a long way to

go, Mr. Speaker, but we are certainly taking steps in the right

direction.

I feel strongly that reducing the cost of packaging will

further aid in reducing the costs of legal sales, thus helping to

weaken the illicit market and strengthen the private retail

market.

I am looking forward to hearing from others in this House

this afternoon on the topic of packaging and if this is

something that they have given any thought to. I do see this as

a potential barrier for privatized operations to develop a

financially stable business model. It’s important that, if we’re

going to set up private retail, we set them up for success and

not for failure, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to talk a bit about cannabis in the rural

communities. I’m very happy to hear today that Whitehorse is

going to have its first private retail cannabis outlet in the very

near future. That is not going to be the same, unfortunately,

for many other communities in the Yukon. I don’t believe the

minister mentioned the online sales that are out there, but for

the most part, for people in the communities, online sales and

the black market are their two sources. The black market

online is one of their sources as well — so the online store

also has competition out there. It’s very difficult for the

RCMP to be able to deal with the number of sites that are out

there selling illegal products now. They have dramatically

proliferated, and there doesn’t seem to be a lot of success in

shutting them down.

I’ve seen in the news recently some decisions which are

being made at the municipal level across the territory with

respect to implementation of bylaws around cannabis retail

outlets. The City of Whitehorse recently adopted bylaw 2019-

08, which is a bylaw to amend the zoning bylaw to provide for

the private retail sale of cannabis and cannabis-containing

products. Under this bylaw, cannabis stores in Whitehorse will

be permitted to operate between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and

10:00 p.m. — again, a very interesting dichotomy in how the

intoxicant cannabis is dealt with in terms of hours of operation

versus the intoxicant alcohol. Alcohol can be purchased most

places in the territory at retail outlets until 2:00 in the

morning.

It is no coincidence, Mr. Speaker, that the vast majority of

alcohol-impaired driving incidents that happen in this country

happen between 10:00 at night and 4:00 in the morning. I

suspect that we could make some inroads there if perhaps we

quit selling alcohol at 10:00 at night, the same time as we quit

selling cannabis. If we are going to talk social responsibility

around one intoxicant, we surely need to talk about it around

the other one.

Under this bylaw, cannabis stores in Whitehorse will be

permitted to operate between 9:00 in the morning and 10:00

p.m. I don’t think too many cannabis users would find that

unreasonable, Mr. Speaker. Most of the other stores they shop

at close at 7:00 or 9:00 at night, so I don’t think it puts any

hardship on users out there to restrict the hours.

We also saw Watson Lake adopt a bylaw which permits

one store per 200 people. I believe this would allow for four

stores with their current population. As this process continues

to unfold across the territory and we see how other

communities respond, my hope is that governments respect

the community’s prerogative on these issues.

There is another option out there for people in rural

Yukon, and that is growing their own cannabis. Currently,

Yukon allows four plants per household. Yukon stipulates that

plants must be grown from legally obtained seeds or plant

material, and plants have to be grown at a private residence.

I am going to switch now to the second part of the

motion, Mr. Speaker, which deals with cannabis edibles.

Again, a tremendous amount of fear-mongering has taken

place because it seems like when cannabis was legalized,

edibles became invented. Cannabis edibles have been around

in China, Indian, Pakistan, and Morocco for thousands of

years. It is easy enough to get information from those

jurisdictions on the massive harm that cannabis edibles have

caused to their society. I hope you detected the sarcasm in my

voice, because I was not intending that as a real statement; I

was being facetious, Mr. Speaker.

Worldwide, three million people die annually from

alcohol. Six thousand years of cannabis use — there is not one

single recorded overdose death from cannabis alone in 6,000

years. When three million people across the globe die from

alcohol every year, it drives me insane when I hear people

point the finger at cannabis. Cannabis has been the red herring

for alcohol for 99 years in this country.

At about the time they legalized alcohol, they

criminalized cannabis, and the big alcohol companies in this

country have made hay with that ever since. In order for them

to keep raking in the massive profits that they make off their

drug of choice, they somehow managed to convince the

Canadian government, saying, “Don’t call alcohol a drug;

that’s going to hurt our business.” Well, Mr. Speaker, alcohol

is a drug. A rose by any other name smells just as sweet. You

can call alcohol anything you want, but it is a mind-altering,

psychotic drug and it is the drug that rules all others. It takes a

bigger toll on young Canadians, middle-aged Canadians,

senior Canadians — and, most innocent of all, 3,000 innocent

Canadian children are born every year in this country with

fetal alcohol spectrum disorder. This is not through any

decision they made.

If we as legislators are going to stand up and protect the

health and safety of the public out there, we need to educate

people about the harms of alcohol. Three thousand children

every year are born to live a life that has less quality than the

life that each one of us enjoys, through no decision of their

own. Poor decisions perhaps on their parents’ part — but

where is the government in all of this; where is the education?
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How can 10,000 deaths from fentanyl in three years be a

crisis, and 15,000 deaths from alcohol in that same period of

time not be a crisis? I just don’t get it.

So edibles, Mr. Speaker — Health Canada conducted

consultation on the strict regulation of edible cannabis extracts

and topicals, which ran from December 20, 2018 to February

20, 2019. These cannabis products will be permitted for legal

sale under the Cannabis Act no later than October 17, 2019.
This consultation sought feedback on draft regulations.

The conversation around edibles is an interesting one.

You might say that it opened a real can of worms,

Mr. Speaker — gummy worms — cannabis edible gummy

worms. It is a conversation that could have been had in this

country anytime between 1968 and 1972, when the Le Dain

Commission was given the resources to look at the non-

medicinal use of cannabis and all other drugs in this country.

Unfortunately, the good recommendations from that report

had no effect on legislation until 1996, when a few of the drug

laws were changed in this country. If we had the conversation

back then, we could have a lot less conversation around it

right now.

There are a lot of considerations when it comes to when,

where, and how it will be deemed acceptable to consume. I

can tell you that it will be very difficult to detect when

someone consumes at home and leaves their house. People are

going to have no idea about what they consumed.

So there are some challenges around this whole issue of

edibles, but I hope I provided some comfort for the

fearmongers out there who are creating the narrative that the

youth in our country are at risk of being poisoned from

cannabis overdoses. It’s not going to happen, Mr. Speaker.

Smoking is something that society has really changed its

norm on over the past 15 or 20 years. It is becoming very

unpopular, except among a very distinct age group.

The tobacco deaths in this country, if we want to talk

about social responsibility, are second only to alcohol. These

are both legal drugs, both sanctioned for sale by the

Government of Canada in every province and territory. Where

is the social responsibility attached to it? If you want social

responsibility, Mr. Speaker, you sue a company that makes

tobacco, and that’s where you get the social responsibility

from.

Until we start taking those steps, pushing back against big

tobacco and big alcohol, we’re going to continue to put our

citizens in this territory and this country at risk of harm. If we

really want to protect our citizens from harm, we need to get a

grip on alcohol and tobacco and the trivialization and

normalization of its use in this country. It’s just not

acceptable.

Some people who prefer not to smoke choose to ingest

their cannabis through edibles. There are many other people

who find smoking has a strong smell, and people find the

smoke bothersome. Of course, there are some people who

suffer allergies from being in contact with somebody who has

smoked. We have a right to protect those people as well, so if

edibles is the way to allow someone to enjoy their drug of

choice without impacting certain individuals who are allergic,

I don’t see anything wrong with consuming it in an edible

fashion, as opposed to smoking it.

My doctor strongly discouraged smoking cannabis or

smoking tobacco. He didn’t say anything about eating it,

though — but not tobacco.

Smoking of any kind is not permitted in public buildings

in the territory. We have legalized cannabis; we’re going to

allow people to consume it, but if we don’t want them to

smoke it, we need to provide other alternatives for them. With

edibles, it’s more discreet. You’re not dealing with the added

concerns of smell and smoke. Edibles also open up the

possibility of consumption of cannabis within a public space

— for example, in a café or a bar — similar to alcohol. It

would be really interesting to see what happens with

regulations around edibles if certain mixtures of ingredients

will be prohibited. For example, if it so happens that mixing

cannabis and caffeine is prohibited, that would rule out things

like chocolate bars from product menus.

There’s a lot of buzz out there about cannabis-infused

alcohol and beer right now. It seems there are already alcohol

products on the market that use hemp; however, it isn’t

currently permitted in Canada to have alcohol infused with

THC.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I really look forward to

comments from across the House. I hope that I have provided

some fodder for debate this afternoon. I know that I have

provided a perspective that’s not widely held in this country.

One hundred years of propaganda has really worked wonders

on a lot of people, and the fearmongers have that 100 years of

rhetoric behind them.

In closing, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and I look

forward to remarks from the members opposite.

Mr. Cathers: That was an interesting and, in some

aspects, surprising comment on behalf of the government by

the Member for Mayo-Tatchun.

In rising to speak to this motion, I just want to outline

again — as the Official Opposition Yukon Party has

consistently said regarding this issue: We recognize that the

issue of legalization of cannabis is one that there are strong

views on and we respect the fact that there are Yukoners who

are strongly in favour and Yukoners who are strongly against

it. We have taken the position that we respect the views of

Yukoners who support it and those who do not, and that since

the federal government made the decision to proceed with

legalization, we believe that it’s the job of the Government of

Yukon to responsibly manage cannabis, including responsibly

regulating, once it is legalized —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: Minister of Community Services, on a point

of order.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am just having a very difficult

time hearing the member opposite. I really do want to hear his

remarks, and I am just wondering if there is a way that his mic
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could be turned up — or something — so that we can hear

him better.

Speaker’s statement
Speaker: If there is anything that can be done to the

control panel; communication is limited. If the Member for

Lake Laberge could move as close to the mic as possible —

but perhaps there is just a technical issue.

Member for Lake Laberge, please.

Mr. Cathers: I think there may be a technical issue of

some sort. I am talking in a normal tone of voice. I do not

want to raise my voice too loud in speaking to this motion. I

will attempt to speak clearly and loud enough for members to

hear.

I am just going to recap since the minister did not hear

what I said in hopes that it is working better now.

In rising to speak to this motion brought forward by the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun, I want to make it very clear — as

the Official Opposition has consistently said regarding the

legalization and all aspects of it — that we recognize and

respect that Yukoners have strong views on the issue of

cannabis legalization. There are Yukoners who are strongly in

favour, Yukoners who are strongly against, and others in the

middle. We have taken the position that we respect the views

of those who support it and those who do not, but since the

federal government made it quite clear that they were

proceeding with legalization, we took the position at that time

that it’s the job of the Yukon government to responsibly

manage cannabis, including the responsibility to regulate it

after legalization and to take enforcement action to ensure that

the regulations are complied with. We believe that it is our

job, as the Official Opposition, to present our concerns with

the government’s approach and to bring forward constructive

suggestions. In fact, we have done so repeatedly through the

time that this has been discussed in this Legislative Assembly,

including the fact that we made it very clear from the

beginning that we believed that government should take a

model similar in structure to that in place in the Province of

Saskatchewan whereby government would not enter

distribution and not enter retail but would simply responsibly

regulate the private sector.

It is unfortunate the government has chosen not to do this

and we see that now again — in the third year of this

government — they’re still fumbling the ball on moving

forward with allowing the private sector to enter the retail

market. We again emphasize the fact that it was never

necessary for government to enter the retail market and it is

quite unfortunate — the concerns that we’ve heard from a

local company about the difficulties they have had with

proceeding through the government’s process for private

retail.

I think it’s important to specifically note that Triple J’s

Canna Space, which is owned by constituents of mine — this

is a company that has been very proactive in coming forward

with proposals to government. They had a very detailed

approach of how they intended to manage it well before

government had even developed legislation in this area. They

were proactive in coming up with policies around security and

management to ensure that it was being done in a responsible

way.

We go back to the early days in discussing this with the

Liberal government. I note that on October 18, 2017, during

debate on the issue of cannabis regulation in the Yukon, the

Premier was indicating that he was waiting on Ottawa and

that, at that point, he said — and I quote: “… hard to decide if

we are going purely public, purely private, hybrid — all of

those considerations.” Again, just for the reference of

Hansard, it is page 1185 from October 18.

Again, we do have to point out that we did throughout

this process bring forward constructive suggestions, some of

which were listened to. We note that the government had

indicated at one point that they intended to permanently be in

the area of retail of cannabis and have a public option, and

under relentless pressure from us, they did change their

position on that and commit to exiting the sale of cannabis.

But what we have heard from the private sector, from the first

company to go through the government’s application process

— it has to be pointed out, first of all, that they were ready

long before government was prepared to take their

applications to submit an application. But government took a

long portion of time to get its own affairs in order.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to recap the fact that, as noted by

my colleague the Official Opposition critic for the area of

permitting the cannabis corporation, in response to the

ministerial statement: We are concerned about how the

government has mishandled the file and the move toward

private retail. The fact that when the member raised the issue

of the delay in the company being able to open up their store

the Premier was actually laughing off-mic is an indication that

the government simply doesn’t understand the impact of their

fumbling the ball and what effect this has had on this small

business. They have told us that the cost of them being

delayed is roughly $10,000. As was noted earlier in the

House, they have 12 staff as well who are impacted by this

delay.

The fact that the Premier seemed to think a delay of one

day was a small issue for us to bring up and actually laughed

in response to the comments made by my colleague and then

the minister went to the point of seeming to blame the

company for this — this is concerning and it is, in our view,

an indication that the Liberal government really is out of touch

with the needs of the private sector. That certainly is part of

why the private sector has declined under the Liberals. We

have seen — according to the Bureau of Statistics branch

numbers — a loss of 900 jobs in the private sector since this

Liberal government has taken office. Some of those problems

are due to permitting and licensing issues — mostly not in the

areas of cannabis, but the challenges faced across the board,

whether it is in the mining sector or just within other segments

of the business sector. Dealing with permitting — whether it

be through YESAB or challenges they face with building

inspections or environmental health — all of these are areas

where the government is not recognizing that the problems



4486 HANSARD April 17, 2019

they are creating are causing a red tape burden and a cost to

Yukon businesses.

As noted by my colleague earlier — but I want to

reiterate in speaking to this motion — we took the position

from the start that the Yukon should use a model similar to

Saskatchewan’s, where distribution and retail are done by the

private sector and government’s role is as the regulator.

Instead, the Liberal government insisted on growing the size

the government and getting deeper into the business of doing

business, which again, as I pointed out earlier, is in direct

contrast to the rhetoric and the claims coming from the

Premier and this Liberal government. They claim to be in the

business of getting out of doing business and yet expand into

the private retail of cannabis. They claim to be interested in

working with NGOs, and again, not wanting to grow the size

of government. We have seen the demonstration that not only

was there a long list of NGOs that saw their funding frozen

earlier this year — many of them key service delivery partners

— but in fact, in the area of the Salvation Army, we saw an

example where government demonstrated that they would

quite literally rather hire 40 new employees than find a way to

work with and support an NGO.

Again, within the private sector, we hear growing

concerns from businesses that the government simply does not

understand when it is creating problems for the private sector,

and it doesn’t seem to think that the issues they raise with

government are significant. They seem to dismiss these issues

as complaints and not understand the significance of the

problems that are faced by the private sector and the cost, as

well as the uncertainty, that they face in dealing with

increasing government red tape.

Reiterating the fact that the Liberal government did not

need to get into the business of doing business in the area of

cannabis retail or distribution — in fact, what we have heard

is that for the first company that came in to apply for a licence

and was ready long before government was ready with its

legislation, in submitting a detailed proposal to government as

well as the policies they had worked out around security and

even lockdown, that in many areas are even better than the

Yukon government’s own policies for matters of that type.

We have seen a case where a company that has done

everything to follow the rules and to work with government is

running into roadblock after roadblock after roadblock —

changing information from government, government failing to

meet its own commitments to this company, including — as I

believe my colleague may have mentioned earlier — the fact

that we saw a situation where government took a very long

time to provide a product list to this company. They are

dependent on receiving that list because their only option is to

buy products from government as the distributor. Government

missed their own timeline by 2.5 months. Yet the minister, his

colleagues, and especially the Premier don’t seem to get how

they’ve made it harder for the private sector through their

fumbling of this file.

Mr. Speaker, the changing goalposts have been a

significant problem. The delay of Triple J’s getting their

licence again, according to the information they provided us,

is costing them about $10,000. The company has set up a

preauthorized payment with the government, but government

later changed the goalposts and told them they had to provide

a certified cheque for the first order of cannabis. To make

matters worse, the government refused to tell them how much

to make the cheque out for until they had their licence from

government, which didn’t happen until this morning.

Again, as I mentioned, in the area of the Yukon Liquor

Corporation, there has been a long practice where the Yukon

Liquor Corporation has understood and acknowledged the fact

that it is important to allow retailers to order product without

requiring them to take huge case lots, because that simply

becomes cost-prohibitive for any small business.

In the area of cannabis regulation, the government

changed the goalposts and is forcing the private retailer to

order large quantities, which adds a substantial cost, through

their decision not to break up case lots or pallets — whatever

the proper term may be — and it is just one more roadblock

the government has thrown in the way of allowing a private

sector company — which is doing everything it can to be a

responsible member of the business community — a

reasonable path forward to become licensed.

Again, there is the issue of requiring this company — and

we’ve heard that others have been in the same situation — to

submit three years of personal income tax statements and

three years of business income tax statements. Again, the

question was asked by my colleague the Member for Kluane:

Why is this information necessary for government to have? Is

the government actually trying to make life harder for local

small business? Is the government trying to set private retail

up for failure so that government can continue to handle

cannabis retail as the Liberals had originally planned? Or is

the government just out of touch with the needs of the private

sector and the reality of small business so that they don’t even

realize when they’re killing the private sector with

unnecessary red tape and roadblocks?

I have to go on to a few areas that were mentioned by the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun, as well as by the Minister

responsible for the Yukon Liquor Corporation and cannabis.

The government has presented their revenue numbers from

cannabis and has claimed that this proves that they are

displacing the black market. Mr. Speaker, that is a statement

that is not factually sound. For the minister to suggest that an

increase in government sales proves that the private sector

sales have gone down correspondingly — the minister does

not have the evidence to actually demonstrate that.

It is probable, in fact, that with the legalization of

cannabis that some people — and again, we don’t know the

exact numbers because we do not have the statistics, nor does

the minister. It is probable that legalization caused some

Yukoners who previously did not consume cannabis because

it was illegal to choose to try it. How many new consumers

there are — again, I don’t pretend to know the answer to that,

but the minister doesn’t have the answer to that either.

With a growth in the number of customers buying

cannabis, that would lead to some new revenue — or, if you

prefer, some increase in the amount being spent on cannabis
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within the territory. The portion of that roughly $2 million in

revenue that the minister referred to that is due to displaced

black market sales and the portion that is due to new cannabis

users is information that, to the best of my knowledge, no one

has at this point in time. Certainly, if the minister has that

information, he has provided no evidence of knowing the

answer to that.

Another thing that we have heard with the black market

— we expressed the concern to the government about how

slowly we are moving on private retail — the fact that they

were creating a single government retail outlet in Whitehorse

and delaying the rollout of the private sector option to rural

communities. During that time, we have heard the concern

that this may actually be making it easier for the black market

in rural Yukon, because we have heard from many sources

that it is harder now to crack down on cannabis use. It is

difficult for the police to enforce this. Determining the source

when someone is smoking cannabis in rural Yukon —

whether that came from the government’s online store or their

local dealer — is something that is hard to determine and even

harder to prosecute.

I want to turn to some of the comments made by the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun on behalf of the Liberal

government. I am concerned to hear the statements coming

from government which appear to actually encourage heavy

cannabis use and suggest that it’s fine. As the Official

Opposition, we respect the rights of Yukoners who choose to

consume legal intoxicating products and who choose to do so

in moderation, but we do encourage people to do that in

moderation, to know their limits, to ensure that they are never

behind the wheel when they are intoxicated, and to ensure that

their own choice to use alcohol or cannabis does not put

someone else’s life or safety at risk.

The comments coming from the Member for Mayo-

Tatchun and in fact the minister bragging about the per-capita

sales numbers of cannabis here compared to elsewhere —

suggesting that was proof of success and something to be

proud about — something that I found strange and perhaps

encouraging overconsumption or encouraging people to use

what is an intoxicating product. I think that the message

coming from government — it is always important that

government, in part of its role in social responsibility,

emphasizes moderation in consumption of any intoxicant and

encourages people to know their limits and to recognize where

there may be health effects from consuming that product.

For the member of the Liberal Party — many of his

comments, in my view, were not a responsible message about

moderation. While his criticisms about alcohol use and the

risks of it do have a point, when he drew the comparison to

cannabis use and suggested — according to information that

he was referring to — I’m not sure of the accuracy of that

information, but it seemed questionable to me. By his

conclusion, if you weren’t smoking 1,500 pounds of cannabis,

your usage is fine. That seemed to me to be a really bad

message about moderation.

I would encourage the government to refine their

messaging and to actually work with experts in public health

and health promotion to come up with a better thought-out

message about what responsible consumption limits are. In

fact, at well under that level, of course, people can become

intoxicated enough to make them unfit to be behind a wheel or

to operate heavy machinery. That may not have been what the

member was intending to convey, but the list of supposed

information that he was relaying seemed to be sending a

message that, for anybody listening or reading it, does come

from a member of the government caucus suggesting that

people can consume a very large amount of cannabis without

having to worry about it being a problem.

I just have to say that this is the wrong message. The

government should be talking about reasonable limits,

understanding what your limits are, and referring people to

information that is medically approved about responsible

consumption limits and how to ensure that you are not

intoxicated and putting others at risk if you choose to consume

cannabis.

I was also concerned, Mr. Speaker, with the comments

that the Member for Mayo-Tatchun made in speaking to the

motion about the hours that off-sales are open. His comments

appear to prejudge the outcome of the Liquor Act review and
suggest that the government is moving toward a 10:00 p.m.

closing hour for off-sales. I would hope that the government

hasn’t prejudged the result of the Liquor Act review before
they have concluded it. I would also encourage the member

and his colleagues, before rushing to a conclusion to have off-

sales close earlier than the current time, to be thoughtful and

work with experts in this area to seriously consider the

question of whether having off-sales close earlier would

actually reduce access to alcohol or whether that would

simply be a boon to the black market in increased bootlegging

between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 2:00 a.m. if someone —

whether in line for a bar or elsewhere — is wanting to buy

alcohol for consuming it at home after the bar — whether that

creates an opportunity, in fact — that there are no legal private

sector options during those hours if the government moves to

what the Member for Mayo-Tatchun seems to be suggesting.

Again, I do urge them to take a look at it with the experts

in this area before rushing to the conclusion that they should

do this, and think about whether — in solving what the

member seems to see as a problem — they in fact simply

increased the amount of bootlegging going on and black

market sales of alcohol.

Mr. Speaker, the last comment I am going to make on the

comments brought forward by the Liberal member who led

off this debate, before I move on, is that in referring to health

information about cannabis use from countries like China — I

would point out that when we’re dealing with authoritarian

regimes like the Chinese government — the health

information that comes out of those areas is often spotty at

best and should probably not be relied on as accurate.

The next area I want to move on to is the issue of

cannabis use in campgrounds. We heard on the radio this

morning an announcement from the director of Parks about

what the rules are going to be for where you can smoke in the

campgrounds — which is your own site and that you can’t be
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in a private area. But one of the concerns I have with that —

recognizing that with this issue, there are people who believe

that if you can smoke cannabis, you will have to be able to do

it in a campground and people who believe that if they’re at a

campground, they don’t want to have smoke from someone

who chooses to enjoy cannabis drifting over to their campsite

if they’re someone who does not wish to use cannabis.

But the other concerning part on this is that when we

discussed the legislation — at that point in time, the law in

that area was not clear. It’s questionable whether the decision

made by Parks in this area — whether the government

actually has the legal authority to do what they announced this

morning — because if they’re not empowered by the act or

regulations to take that action, then they may end up with a

situation where they can tell someone to do something, but

they have absolutely no authority to back up what they’ve

said. It can lead to a situation where, if they attempt to charge

someone, they find themselves unable to issue a ticket or take

action in that area.

I’m just looking to the part during debate last year where

I was discussing this issue with the Minister of Justice during

debate — I believe it was on April 5, 2018. At the time, I

noted that, under the current legislation as proposed, the “…

government has created a situation where — to protect the

public, including children, from unwanted exposure to

cannabis smoke — it won’t be legal to smoke marijuana in

public, on the streets or on Crown land that isn’t a government

campground, but at the moment, it may be legal to smoke in a

government campground.”

I went on to say: “I would appreciate it if the minister can

provide some clarity on that area. What is in the act? What is

government envisioning doing or considering doing, either

under this legislation or under the regulations that already

restrict activities at campgrounds…” — which of course are

regulations under the — I believe it is the Parks Act in that
case.

In response — again, from April 15, 2018 — for the

reference of Hansard, I am on page 2439 — the Minister of

Justice moved on to talk about — and I quote: “The question

then moved on to one about campgrounds generally. There are

campgrounds in the territory that are owned, run and regulated

by the federal government, there are some that are owned, run

and regulated by the territorial government and there are some

private campgrounds. Clearly the answer to this question

about cannabis use in and around that property will be

determined by who is the owner of the campground.”

In continuing to discuss this, it was clear from the

minister that, at that point in time, the government wasn’t

clear in bringing forward the act on whether cannabis use in

campgrounds would or would not be legal. Again, I just have

to draw government’s attention to the fact that if they wish to

make something an offence, they have to prescribe it

somewhere. They can’t just have the director of a branch

make an announcement without having the clear legal

authority to do what they say they are going to do under some

act or regulation. If some action has been taken that I am not

aware of, I would appreciate it if the minister — who I am

sure will be rising later to speak to this — could in fact clarify.

If that is the decision they have made around campgrounds,

have they passed a regulation to enable them to do that, or is

this another area where the government is going to be tripping

over its feet because the Liberal government has not figured

out what they are doing in this area until they are stumbling

through the process?

Mr. Speaker, I am returning as well to the issue of use in

campgrounds. The comments made by the Minister of Justice

at that time — on April 5, 2018, page 2440, the minister said

— and I quote: “In any event, one of the major determining

factors will likely be that an individual cannot interfere with

the quiet use and enjoyment of another individual. Maybe this

takes into account some of the earlier comments by the

member opposite with respect to allergies or those kinds of

things. Obviously we want to make sure that individuals are

not having their quiet use and enjoyment of the Yukon great

outdoors affected, but you know that certainly can happen

without an intoxicant.”

Again, I just want to also — if the government can

explain how, considering the comments there, whether they

feel that the approach they are taking with regard to

campgrounds is consistent with the minister’s comments in

those areas and also the question of: If there is a situation — if

this is the policy government has put in place — if there is an

issue with someone at a nearby campsite either finding the use

offensive or having their health affected by it or having

children present — what, if any, recourse would they have to

deal with the issue of their neighbours’ usage affecting their

own enjoyment and perhaps their health?

Again, recognizing that there are people on both sides of

that issue, this will be an issue this summer, and if the

government hasn’t provided clarity, there are going to be

problems and there will probably be conflict between

campground users, so clarity on the part of government is

important and necessary in this area.

Again, I should also note — as I have previously in

bringing forward comments about this legislation and

government’s approach to regulating cannabis — that we do

appreciate the work of public servants from multiple

departments in dealing with the approach to cannabis. We

recognize that the decisions that are made by Cabinet and the

elected level of government are not ones they are responsible

for. They act in accordance with the direction that they’re

given by Cabinet or the minister responsible. So I want to

make it very clear to them that the criticisms that we make of

government’s approach to this are 100-percent directed

toward the elected members of the Liberal government — the

decisions that Cabinet and individual ministers have made in

both the approach to regulating cannabis, the approach to

retail and distribution of cannabis and the mistakes during the

licensing process — the red tape that has been thrown up for

the one company that has tried to go through it and has finally

just managed to get a licence today.

It is my belief that if the government, at the Cabinet level,

had been more proactive and clear in setting the rules and

taking leadership on all these issues, we would not have seen
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the problems we see today. If the government had taken the

suggestions that we made about an approach to regulating the

use of cannabis instead of digging in their heels and arguing

against it, we would not be seeing the problems that we’re

seeing now.

I would note, as well, in talking about the structure of the

approach to cannabis, that we did tell the government — we

provided suggestions about how they could deal with this

dating back to, in some cases, a couple of years now. With the

comments we made to government, they have had ample time

to deal with this. We suggested that they could have moved

much more quickly on allowing private retail by doing a

model more similar to that which is done in matters such as a

YESAB review, where the onus is put on an applicant to

demonstrate that they have a reasonable and appropriate plan

for managing their operation in a way that protects public

safety as well as that of the environment and so on. By putting

the onus on the applicant to demonstrate that they have a plan

— perhaps even proceeding with a temporary regulatory

structure, with a clear condition to any applicant that

government would be likely developing further rules as time

goes on to ensure that it is better regulating this area — there

were a number of options open to government to deal with

this more expeditiously. Instead, they appear to have landed

on one of the most cumbersome models for the private sector

to deal with, creating uncertainty repeatedly through the

application process — everything from government missing

its own timeline for providing a product list to this local

business by over 2.5 months, by the government changing the

requirements around payment as well as requiring them to

purchase more product than necessary.

It does seem like — whether through intent on the part of

the government or simply through not understanding needs of

small businesses — they are unnecessarily creating

roadblocks and unnecessarily creating costs, and they are

doing a good job — whether intentional or unintentional — of

making it tough for small business to find their way through

the maze of government red tape to actually successfully

comply with the rules and operate in a lawful matter.

As I indicated earlier during Question Period, I think that

it’s really important to note that whether in this area or other

areas of the economy, government should be trying to set up a

structure where responsible businesses and responsible

business owners are being encouraged to succeed and where

government is taking steps to help them understand what they

need to do to comply with the legislation and to operate in a

responsible manner. They should not be penalizing the

companies that are trying to be good citizens of the business

community and good members of the overall community.

While doing so, and by making life tougher — in this case for

Triple J’s — while they were doing that, the black market was

proceeding largely unimpeded here in the territory — not

following the rules. Government was, through its own

fumbling, delaying competition that might displace the black

market.

I think I have outlined in some detail the problems with

the approach taken by government, the concerns with the

rhetoric coming from one Liberal member who seemed to be

suggesting an almost promotional approach to cannabis, and

suggesting that usage, as long as it was less than 1,500

pounds, was responsible. I do want to drive the point home

before I move on — that it is important for government to

come up with a better message about moderation in

consumption than that brought forward by one of their back-

bench members.

I would like to, at this time, bring forward a constructive

amendment to this motion to improve it. The original motion

reads:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with:

(1) the private sector to provide for the sale of cannabis

via the private sector; and

(2) the Government of Canada to regulate the use of

cannabis edibles.

That simply does not recognize the fact that the

government has taken a flawed approach to regulating the

private sector and has thrown roadblocks in the way of the

private sector repeatedly and unnecessarily.

Amendment proposed
Mr. Cathers: I am pleased to move the following

constructive amendment:

THAT Motion No. 423 be amended by adding the words

“recognize that its plan to grow government through a

government-run retail store and warehouse is flawed and

creating unnecessary roadblocks for private sector businesses;

and to” after the phrase “urges the Government of Yukon to”.

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the

proposed amendment to Motion No. 423 with Mr. Clerk and

can advise that it is procedurally in order.

It is moved by the Member for Lake Laberge:

THAT Motion No. 423 be amended by adding the words

“recognize that its plan to grow government through a

government-run retail store and warehouse is flawed and

creating unnecessary roadblocks for private sector businesses;

and to” after the phrase “urges the Government of Yukon to”.

As a result, the proposed amended motion would read:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

recognize that its plan to grow government through a

government-run retail store and warehouse is flawed and

creating unnecessary roadblocks for private sector businesses;

and to work with:

(1) the private sector to provide for the sale of cannabis

via the private sector; and

(2) the Government of Canada to regulate the use of

cannabis edibles.

The Member for Lake Laberge, on the proposed

amendment, you have 20 minutes.

Mr. Cathers: I am not going to go so far as to suggest

that it is a friendly amendment, but I do think that it is a

constructive amendment to this motion.
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Again, we see that the approach that has been taken is

problematic. We have also seen that there are a few other

areas related to the government’s claim that it is going to exit

retail that the government needs to answer, such as what the

plan is for the assets of the government retail store that they

have set up. What are they going to do with them? Are they

going to keep them? Are they going to sell them? If so, who

will be able to have the opportunity to purchase them?

Is it going to be perhaps sole-sourced to someone or by

invitation only? Or is it going to go to a competitive bid so

that anyone will be allowed to bid on them? What is the plan

in that area?

As well, it should be noted that what we’ve seen with the

government’s rollout of their retail store and warehouse is that

the expenditure — I do have to remind the House that last

year we spent a fair bit of time criticizing the government for

spending $3 million on setting this up and purchasing

inventory. Now the government is proudly talking about

having received $2 million in revenue. Well, Mr. Speaker, we

are talking about $3 million in expenditure that we know of

and $2 million in revenue. I know that there is not a lot of

small business experience on the other side of the floor with

the Liberal government, but I do have to ask them this: If you

are spending $3 million and you are bringing in $2 million in

revenue, are you making money or are you losing money? The

joke on the street from Yukoners about this is that only

government could lose money selling weed.

I don’t mean to be overly flippant about it, Mr. Speaker,

but it is a serious point and is a joke that ordinary Yukoners

have made about this. Government got into this area and it

does seem that only government could lose money selling

marijuana.

In discussing this proposed amendment and pointing out

the flaws in the approach that government has taken, we are

also looking for answers about what government is doing with

the retail store and the assets after it’s done. We understand

that the space they have is a government asset and we’re

assuming will be used for other purposes, but for the assets

they bought, we still don’t have clarity from the government

on what they are going to do with those assets after they exit

the market.

It is also concerning, as I noted in outlining the problem

my constituents have had trying to apply for a licence and,

finally, after many months, being successful just today — we

have seen a lack of clarity on the part of government about

what the rules are. We have seen a situation that has created

unnecessary roadblocks. It does beg the question about

whether the government is deliberately creating roadblocks to

make it harder to become licensed or whether they are simply

that out of touch with what the world looks like when you’re

running a small business that they don’t actually even get

when they are creating costly roadblocks and uncertainty that

causes a problem for somebody who is legitimately trying to

be a good citizen, a good member of the business community,

and a good member of the Yukon community. They are trying

to follow the rules, but are having trouble finding out from

government what the rules are, and when they get an answer,

they get a different answer just a few days or weeks after that.

That is a lack of certainty and clarity on the part of

government in their flawed approach to this. We are hoping

government will listen to this and recognize that this is not

just criticism coming from the Official Opposition, but this is

a real problem with the approach that they have taken. This

can be fixed. Government can do a better job of working with

the one retailer who has a licence and smoothing out the

process so that when future applicants and this retailer —

Triple J’s Canna Space — apply for a new licence the next

time they go around, this process doesn’t have to be as clunky,

cumbersome and full of changing government red tape as it

has been this time.

Another problem with the government’s flawed approach

— which is part of why we are bringing forward this

constructive amendment — as I have noted previously in the

House — and unfortunately that fell on deaf ears on the

government side — that a problem with the government’s

approach is they were proceeding in a way that they weren’t

allowing private retail until well after legalization. The plan to

have one government retail in Whitehorse and not allow

applications from the private sector, either in Whitehorse or

anywhere in the Yukon, to open a retail outlet means that rural

Yukon still does not have retail options in their communities.

That means that we have heard that this may actually be

causing an increase in the black market in rural Yukon. Again,

of course, statistics on black market sales are something that is

a challenge for government and the police to actually

understand what is being done illegally unless they have

caught somebody in the act. But we are hearing anecdotally

through constituents of my colleagues in rural Yukon that the

problem seems to have gotten worse. They have heard reports

that seem to be reliable of people purchasing from online

stores other than the government’s and receiving shipments of

cannabis in violation of the law, but distributed by Canada

Post through envelopes that are not clear about their contents.

We have a system that this government has taken that is just

not working well and there are solutions to this.

Again, the concern that I brought up over a year ago, that

the approach being taken on legalization and the fact that the

government was not only entering the retail market in

Whitehorse but leaving it open in rural Yukon without the

option for the private sector to become legally licensed in

those areas was good for the black market but not good for the

public. The government had indicated at the time, and I noted,

that for the government to delay allegedly on the basis of

taking the cautious approach, but enable the situation where it

would be once down the road before a legal retailer can

operate in one of the communities outside Whitehorse appears

to enter a situation where consuming cannabis is going to be

legal and thus it is much harder for government to determine

the source of cannabis if somebody is consuming it in rural

Yukon or is in possession of it.

That also brings to mind that another element of the

flawed approach taken by government was the amount of

packaging on the cannabis sold in the government retail store

and through the mail. It is certainly not very environmentally
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friendly or cost effective. We are pleased that the government

has indicated that they are going to take some action in this

area, but again, I have to note that this is a problem that they

created — that they didn’t recognize as a problem until the

Official Opposition brought this problem forward and pressed

the government to change its ways.

In talking about the government’s flawed approach with

the retail store and warehouse as well as selling it through the

mail, note that these issues did not just come up. On April 5,

2018, for example, the Minister of Justice and I had a lengthy

discussion around the legislation about displacement of illegal

sales and the problem that I just referred to in rural Yukon.

The minister, in responding to me, noted — and I will quote

from page 2435:

“The Yukon Liquor Corporation is working on the

e-commerce for safe delivery of cannabis by Canada Post, and

Canada Post will ensure age and identification verification

upon delivery, but Canada Post has been in the business in

many jurisdictions for liquor delivery already and will be the

delivery agent for cannabis in most jurisdictions.

“I need to note that not all Yukoners will be unfamiliar

with this, because there is online sale and delivery available

now via Canada Post with respect to the use of medical

marijuana; it is done this way across Canada.”

There was also discussion at the time — and the minister

talked about the assumptions for displacement of cannabis and

said — and I quote: “Our estimates are based on the

assumption that we may capture up to 45 percent of the total

illicit market — we hope, very soon into this process. In

Colorado, where cannabis was legalized some time ago, after

three years legal sales represent approximately 70 percent of

the total, so we are hopeful that we will be able to reach for

and achieve those goals. In Washington and Oregon, it’s

approximately 50 percent of legal versus illegal sales. Those

are the jurisdictions that we know or have some information

about that may be compatible with our own.”

That brings me back to the fact that the minister and the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun, in suggesting that their approach

has been successful, pointed to the revenue from sales and did

a per capita calculation. That is such an inaccurate way to

assess it. It doesn’t take into consideration — when comparing

the Yukon, for example, to Prince Edward Island — what the

average cost per gram of cannabis sold is. It doesn’t take into

account matters like the higher cost of shipping from

government retail stores. We recall a situation where one local

reporter — I believe it was from CKRW — had done a story

noting the amount of packaging that was received with the

marijuana that he purchased to test the system. He noted how

much extra packaging there was and how expensive the

shipping was. That expense is part of those total revenue

numbers.

If the government is selling cannabis and, on average, is

selling it for more per gram or more per gram once shipping is

folded in than other jurisdictions, it is a completely inaccurate

characterization to try to correlate the success. The reason we

are bringing forward this amendment to the motion and

pointing out the government’s flawed approach — I have to

go again go to the claim made repeatedly by members of the

Liberal government suggesting that an increase in government

sales is somehow proof that there has been a displacement of

black market sales. At this point in time, I think it is fair to say

that government can’t actually demonstrate that there has been

any drop in black market sales. They simply don’t have that

information, to the best of my knowledge. It makes a nice

talking point for them to say, “Oh, we have $2 million. We are

doing such a great job of displacing the black market with

private sales.” But they don’t know how much of that is new

consumers versus consumers who have chosen to shift from

purchasing on the black market to purchasing it in a legal

manner.

Bringing forward this amendment to the motion, we are

trying to draw government’s attention to the fact that the

model they have taken with the government-run retail store

and warehouse is flawed, that the process they have set up to

date for members of the Yukon private sector for local

companies to apply and try to become legally licensed is one

that throws many roadblocks in their way. Again, I have to

point out that, while responsible business owners had to fight

to get a license, the black market continued on unimpeded.

In wrapping up my comments on this amendment, in the

interest of allowing others to speak, I have to reiterate the

points as ministers literally trip over themselves on the other

side of the House. We saw a ministerial statement from

government on this, but it was odd considering how badly

they have mishandled this file. The government never needed

to spend $3 million getting into the business of selling

cannabis. They could have taken a model similar to

Saskatchewan’s. Again, I have to remind members that we

never suggested that the model be identical to Saskatchewan

and pointed out — which I will not recap at this point — the

ways in which we thought that structure should be different.

But we believe that Saskatchewan had largely got it right in

terms of their approach to legalization.

Early on when government was talking about this

legislation — the first time the government brought forward a

motion talking about cannabis, they were talking about

legalization by June 2018. I recall ministers being very quick

to dismiss my points about the fact that government would

simply not be ready by that point in time. It turned out that

governments across the country, not including Yukon

government, it appears, implored the federal government to

delay the legalization timeline. Ultimately, it was delayed till

September of that year. The government’s approach to

entering into retail and distribution of cannabis is one that has

been right in some ways but has had key flaws in it.

I do want, in bringing my remarks to an end, to note to

government staff who have worked in various areas on this

that there are many aspects of what the government and

government staff have done in terms of the legalization of

cannabis where they have done a good job, but the key and

very glaring flaw in this process is the decision made by the

Liberal Cabinet to go with a model that grew government

rather than working with and supporting the private sector.

The fact that we have seen a loss of 900 jobs in the private
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sector under the Liberal watch while they have grown the size

of government at an alarming rate across a number of

departments is a symptom of the problem about this

government’s attitude toward the private sector and lack of

understanding about the needs of the private sector and when

government decisions or inaction cause problems for Yukon

companies.

Those problems are not confined to the area of cannabis,

of course. We are seeing similar problems within the placer

mining and mining exploration sector. We have heard across

the board from Yukon companies that are concerned about the

government’s carbon tax increasing the cost of doing

business. Businesses were dismayed to find out that, despite

being told by government that they would get all their money

back, some companies are not eligible for anything. In that

particular area, I would note as well that, as it pertains to

agriculture — with cannabis and the potential — we have

heard that there are Yukon companies looking at becoming

licensed producers of cannabis. They are among the others in

the farming sector who — because there is an exemption

federally for a portion of the costs, according to what the

Premier told me, they will not be receiving any carbon tax

back and will not be eligible for a rebate. While I am not as

concerned about that when it comes to the area of cannabis —

though recognizing that those producers will be concerned

about those costs, the impact on the food sector and margins

— farmers who are already having difficulty making ends

meet — it is a concern.

In wrapping up my comments and speaking to this

amendment to the motion, I am doubtful that the government

will support it, though I am hopeful that they will admit that

they have made mistakes, recognize them, and take action to

correct them. I would hope that they do see the error in their

ways and we don’t see a situation where we are talking about

even more private sector jobs being lost in addition to the 900

jobs lost since this government took office.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am just acknowledging that, as

the Minister responsible for the Yukon Liquor Corporation

and now the cannabis corporation, I am standing to speak to

this amendment.

I am looking forward to debating the motion once we get

past this amendment. I really do want to talk here in this

Legislature about the issues that we have in front of us. I want

to thank the Member for Mayo-Tatchun for raising this

motion. There are important things that it would be useful for

us to discuss.

The Member for Lake Laberge has talked about — let me

just back up for a second, Mr. Speaker. What the opposition

has been doing in general — they talk about respecting

multiple points of view of Yukoners, yet they voted against

legalization of cannabis. Eighty percent of Yukoners said they

were in support of legalizing cannabis — 20 percent were

against — and so the opposition —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on a point of

order.

Mr. Cathers: The minister seems to be in

contravention of Standing Order 19(g), imputing motives to

another member, and is forgetting that the only reason the

opposition didn’t support the government motion is that the

government wasn’t willing to change the timeline from June

2018, and we said that was simply unrealistic and

irresponsible.

Speaker: The Government House Leader, on the point

of order.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: A point of order is not

appropriately called for the purposes of the member opposite

explaining what he thinks he disagrees with, with respect to

what the speaker —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Speaker: Order. I can’t hear the Government House

Leader. The Government House Leader can start again.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In my

submission to you, this is an inappropriate use of calling a

point of order and therefore not a point of order — because

the member has stood to explain what he disagrees with that is

being said by the Minister of Community Services. That is not

a point of order.

We have sat here for more than an hour listening to the

comments of the member opposite. We expect the same

respect for the Minister of Community Services.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: There is no point of order. This is, in my view

— I can review Hansard and return, if necessary, but in my

view, it is really just a matter of debate and dispute between

members.

The Minister responsible for the Yukon Liquor

Corporation can continue.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The members opposite voted against the legalization of

cannabis. We also know that Yukoners expressed

overwhelmingly that they were in support of the legalization

of cannabis. Through this amendment, what the member

opposite is proposing is that there is recognition around

roadblocks — unnecessary roadblocks — for the private

sector business. He gave some examples of those unnecessary

roadblocks. He talked about whether the newly licensed

licensee would pay by cheque or by direct deposit.

I have to tell you that, as the minister responsible for the

cannabis corporation and the Yukon Liquor Corporation, I

haven’t had that very direct discussion about whether they pay

by cheque or by direct deposit. I am sorry that, in my role as

minister, I haven’t been on top of that detail.

But when the member opposite talks about the fumbling,

he is, in my opinion, therefore talking about the corporation,

and I don’t think that is a great thing to be saying, because I

know how hard the corporation has worked in order to support



April 17, 2019 HANSARD 4493

the private sector and I want to stand up and say thank you to

them for that work.

He talked about delays, about getting product listings to

the licensee — just this past Friday, I heard that same

comment from the licensee and I will happily follow up on

that.

He talked about the division of product into smaller

quantities. He referred to it as “pallets”. I stood in this

Legislature earlier today through a ministerial statement and

said the $2 million-plus in sales was roughly equivalent to 140

kilograms. That 140 kilograms — all of the cannabis that has

been sold here in the territory — would fit on one pallet.

I appreciate that the member opposite is supportive of the

private sector. In his presentation and his submission to us on

this about how we should work to support the private sector

better, he turned around and used Saskatchewan as an

example again.

Let me just point out how Saskatchewan is doing. From

Statistics Canada — they list that Saskatchewan had $926,000

of sales in November. From the corporation, I know our sales

were $385,000. For the month of December, Statistics Canada

lists $970,000 for Saskatchewan; Statistics Canada lists our

sales as $403,000. For January of this year, they list

Saskatchewan sales as $960,000, and they list the Yukon sales

as $337,000.

Mr. Speaker, Saskatchewan is 30 times the size of the

Yukon in terms of population. If we’re talking about how well

this is working for Saskatchewan, I have to go back and figure

out my new math. There is no way that is working as well for

Saskatchewanites as it is for Yukoners — sorry.

It’s not about whether it is private or government — it’s

really about whether there was an adequate supply of cannabis

and the ability to get those stores in place. Let’s talk about the

dollars that were spent in preparing for that cannabis retail.

Let’s say that it was private retail — would we have to go off

and purchase cannabis? Yes, we would. How much have we

purchased? Around $1.5 million in cannabis. How much do

we have in inventory? Around $1.5 million in inventory,

because that’s the asset that’s there now — which would be

there if it were in a government warehouse, which would be

there if it were private retail or government retail. I’m sorry —

it really is a moot point.

The Member for Lake Laberge asked a very relevant

question about how we will deal with assets, and what I will

say is that what we did in designing the government store was

to make it so that we could dispose of those assets — and I’ll

work with the Minister of Highways and Public Works in

order to do this in a fair and equitable way that is appropriate

for all. We did it in a way that we could dispose of those

assets.

When we talk about growing government — I said in this

Legislature that I thought the number of staff we were going

to need — count them on one hand. I will say again that’s

whether it’s private retail or not, because we do need to have

inspectors, we do need to have the warehouse running, we

need to have some finance folks — it is all needed there.

I said to count them on one hand — that is what’s

happening.

When it came to the government-run store, what I said

was that we put in place temporary assignments and short-

term contracts. We did that so we would get out of the

business. This is exactly going as we had hoped.

I will come back and speak more about it, but when we

talk about the evidence that I have — and I think it’s

important to share the evidence with this Legislature about

what makes me confident about what we are displacing.

Here is a really simple point: I stood up and I said that

140 kilograms were sold so far. That is over six months. That

is today — six months. Look at that — roughly 140

kilograms. That means that we are on track to sell somewhere

over 200, probably 250 — maybe around 300. I’m hoping that

the number actually goes up with private retail.

When that number goes up, let’s compare it against what

we think we had for cannabis use in the territory ahead of us

legalizing. We don’t have a really solid number, but our best

estimates from bringing in third parties to do work for us —

600 to 1,000 kilograms. Okay.

We also have, Mr. Speaker, a quote from Statistics

Canada. I’m quoting now from the National Cannabis Survey,
fourth quarter 2018. This is the cannabis hub, where we are
collecting all of this information. Unfortunately, with a

population the size of the Yukon, we do not always have

enough data to say exactly how it is going for us, but across

Canada, this was the conclusion. This was released on

February 7: “About 4.6 million or 15% of Canadians aged 15

and older reported using cannabis in the last three months.

That was a similar percentage to what was reported before

legalization.” In other words, legalization has not, in an

overall fashion, led to a growth in cannabis use, and now you

get at the numbers. So if cannabis use, overall, has not gone

up, and if we have sold cannabis, then it is our best estimation

that it is displacing the black market. Is it 100 percent correct?

No, but it is a good rule of thumb — a very good rule of

thumb.

As I have said, we will never have exact numbers on this.

We have to work with our best understanding that we can

have — and reasonable and rational estimates. We shouldn’t

shy away from trying to work on it.

When the member stands up and starts talking about how

he has heard through anecdotal information that the costs are

going up in other places and that maybe this is increasing the

use — that, for me, feels like presenting a fearful proposition

to Yukoners. I do not think it is healthy for the Yukon. I don’t

think that is the type of thing that we want to do as legislators.

I do not support the amendment. I am sorry. I appreciate

that the member opposite wants to support private retail, and I

do too. What I am saying is that we have been working hard

as a government to do it. I want to give kudos to the Yukon

Liquor Corporation for doing an extreme amount of work to

try to support — have there been missteps? Yes. Should I take

responsibility for those? Yes. I will happily follow up on all of

the list. In fact, I will say again to the members opposite that

when they hear these things — by all means, let me know. I
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will get to work on them right away. What I would like to say

is that the corporation has done an upstanding job at trying to

move all of this forward in an expeditious manner in order to

support private retail getting licensed by April 20, which was

the date that our newly licensed proponent asked us to try to

achieve.

I am so happy about the work that the corporation has

done. I don’t believe in any way that it was fumbling. I am

concerned about those types of comments here in this

Legislature from the members opposite.

I am not supportive of the amendment. I am so interested

in getting back to the debate on this motion, because there are

many things that we should discuss across all party lines about

how we want to develop the future of cannabis in this

territory.

Mr. Hassard: In speaking to the amendment brought

forward by the Member for Lake Laberge, I want to quickly

touch on a couple of things that the minister mentioned in his

responses.

Firstly, I want to ensure that the minister understands that

the Member for Lake Laberge was talking about the

government itself fumbling, certainly not the department.

Another thing — when the Member for Lake Laberge

was talking about the increases, those were numbers directly

from Statistics Canada. They certainly are not numbers that he

was just pulling out of the air, as the minister seemed to think.

A couple of other things that I would like to correct the

record on that the minister said — he talked about the vote on

the legalization. I think it’s important that when the minister is

up speaking that he be clear for Yukoners so that they

understand that the vote on legalization actually happened in

Ottawa, not here in the Yukon. The minister appears to be

confused on that because we actually voted against the

Liberals’ approach to grow government — just to clarify that.

Something else that I think is a little concerning —

maybe a lot concerning — is the fact that the minister stood

here today and talked about how much cannabis the Yukon

government has sold compared to other jurisdictions. I

certainly find this disturbing because I hope that this isn’t a

competition. You know, “Hey, the Yukon sold 12 times as

much as Saskatchewan.” I don’t necessarily think that is

something that anybody would be necessarily proud of. Then

he went on to say that he hopes that the sales go up. Again,

this is disturbing because here we have the minister standing

in the Legislature here today essentially promoting the

purchase of cannabis. It was my understanding, when

attending community meetings with the department and the

Department of Health and Social Services, that they were

actually out trying to educate Yukoners on the harms of

cannabis use. So it is really concerning to see the minister here

today essentially promoting it and proud of the fact that we

are selling, in some cases, so much more than other

jurisdictions.

Just to get back to the actual amendment — I want to

highlight that I think it is an important amendment, because

this government has a checkered past when it comes to

supporting the private sector — or to put it in simple terms:

Their record is terrible.

The Minister of Community Services has mishandled this

file from day one. Instead of helping the private sector, he has

made life more difficult and is suffocating the private sector in

red tape. That’s why I felt it was important to speak today on

behalf of this amendment.

First off, I need to say that the Liberal government’s

approach to this file has certainly not been surprising. Their

main goal seems to have been to grow government right from

the very beginning. We have seen that theme play out through

pretty much every decision made by this Liberal government

over the last 2.5 years. I guess that’s why I thought it was

interesting that they chose to do a ministerial statement about

the private retail of cannabis earlier today. Where I come

from, we call that leading with your chin.

As I have said, the Minister of Community Services and

this government, quite frankly, have handled this file very

poorly.

When the federal government moved to legalize cannabis

we, the Official Opposition, took the position that the Yukon

should use a model similar to Saskatchewan’s where

distribution and retail are done by the private sector and the

government’s role is just to be the regulator. Instead, what

path did the Yukon Liberals take? They chose the “grow the

government” option. Despite the Premier’s claims that he

wanted to get out of the business of doing business, he was

actually designing a system that expanded the government

into a completely new business. That’s certainly interesting —

but, again, not surprising.

Let’s rewind to last year. The government needlessly

spent $3 million getting into this business — which they

certainly did not need to do — but instead of supporting the

private sector to allow them to take on the sales, they seemed

to be just itching to grow government. I do truly believe that it

was only because of the pressure that we put on the

government that the Liberals finally agreed to eventually shut

down the government cannabis store, even though we don’t

know if it will actually happen.

We acknowledge the work that Triple J’s Canna Space

and its owners have put into preparing their application for a

licence and to actually get their doors open. It’s quite clear

that they had a better developed plan than the Liberal

government well before the government even developed

legislation, and they have done everything that they can to

play by the rules. They have succeeded despite the series of

roadblocks put in their way by the Liberals.

It’s important to understand that the government changed

or moved the goalposts many times on these individuals. They

have also failed to come through on promises that they made,

and in some cases, they seem to be actively trying to make

things harder for this local business. I would like to just make

a note of a few of those examples.

The government made a commitment to provide Triple

J’s with a product list by early this year, and that deadline

came and went. Then, based on assurances from the

government, Triple J’s expected to have their licence in hand
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and be open today, but no, it didn’t happen. The Liberal

government dragged its feet and Triple J’s did not get their

licence — hopefully tomorrow.

Now this —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Minister responsible for the Yukon

Liquor Corporation, on a point of order.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Under Standing Order 19(f), it

states that the member shall not refer to a matter that is “…

pending in a court or before a judge for judicial

determination...” I wish to state that the Cannabis Licensing

Board is a quasi-judicial body that makes that determination.

It is not our responsibility to interfere with that in any way.

Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on the point

of order.

Mr. Cathers: The minister is simply wrong about what

that Standing Order says. It is referring to a court or a judge,

not to quasi-judicial processes. Even if that were the case,

considering that the licence has already been issued by the

cannabis board, it is certainly not even before that board —

which, again, I have to point out is quasi-judicial, not judicial.

The member is confusing the court system and the

government board system. He is just quite simply wrong.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I would have to review exactly what the

Leader of the Official Opposition said; however, I do agree

that the plain language interpretation of Standing Order 19(f)

does refer to “… any matter that is pending in a court of

before a judge for judicial determination…” It seems like the

plain language interpretation is just that — that it is a court or

a judge. It does not talk about quasi-judicial or administrative

bodies.

In any event, as I said, I would have to review exactly

what the Leader of the Official Opposition said. I will return

to the Assembly if required, but for now, there is no point of

order.

Mr. Hassard: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As I was

saying, this delay may seem like a minor issue, but in fact the

owners of Triple J’s told us that it cost them in the

neighbourhood of $10,000. I think that I just need to note and

really express some concern on this point, because earlier

today, when we raised this issue — the issue of a private

business getting financially hit because of some government

red tape — the Premier sat in this House and laughed. It is

really concerning that the Premier would sit here in this

Legislature and laugh at very real problems that a private

sector business is facing.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Minister responsible for the Yukon

Liquor Corporation, on a point of order.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Under Standing Order 19(g), it

says that we won’t impute unavowed motives. This is

unavowed. So the member opposite is saying what the

Premier was thinking or doing. I just believe that he is

attributing a motive that isn’t there.

Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on the point

of order.

Mr. Cathers: The minister seems to be mistaking the

Standing Orders. I would point out that what he just said

contradicts what the Government House Leader said earlier.

In fact, my colleague the Leader of the Official Opposition

was simply noting what the Premier did in response to

comments that were made. That is a fact, not an imputation of

motive.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I have heard enough, I believe, on this. We

have various issues. Obviously we all know that, although it

would be an interesting process for the Chair to be involved in

determining the facts of debate, that is not the Chair’s role.

But, in my view, this section — and I can come back with

the comments that I provided to the House before with respect

to Standing Order 19(g). Generally speaking, the false or

unavowed motives generally refer to something like financial

gain by virtue of a government decision or some sort of unjust

enrichment that may have occurred by virtue of a government

decision or by virtue of the office that some members have.

My sense is that the minister is trying to put a square peg

in a round hole with respect to the applicable Standing Order.

I may be mistaken. As I said, I will review Hansard, but my

recollection as to how the Speaker has reviewed this and

received guidance from the Clerks-at-the-Table on this is that

Standing Order 19(g) does generally refer to some sort of

imputation or allegation of a member having received

financial gain or some sort of unjust enrichment by virtue of

their office. This is clearly not the case with respect to

whatever exchange is happening here.

I believe it is open. The Member for Lake Laberge talks

about the determination of facts. Well, it seems to me that

members will characterize what other members are doing in

the House, and members will thoroughly disagree with that

characterization, but that is up to the members to disagree as

to the characterization of what members have said, their

gesticulations or laughter or their demeanor.

That is, once again, a very difficult thing for the Chair to

make any sort of determination on.

I apologize for being somewhat long-winded on this, but I

will review Hansard and I will come back to the House as

might be required.

Mr. Hassard: It seems to have touched a nerve, so we

will move along.

Just to go back to some of the concerns that have been

raised in this instance — as we mentioned earlier, the

company had set up preauthorized payments with the

government, but then the government again moved the

goalposts and demanded a certified cheque for the first order.
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On top of that, the government, at the time, refused to even

tell Triple J’s how much to make the cheque out for until they

had a licence in their hand from the government. Of course we

know, Mr. Speaker, that it didn’t happen until this morning.

It is interesting — if the Liberals had the concerns of the

private sector in the forefront, then maybe we would have

seen them act somewhat more quickly on this.

Earlier today, the minister mentioned the Be a

Responsible Server training required as part of Triple J’s

licence. It is also interesting to note that it wasn’t until this

week that the government even informed Triple J’s that their

staff would be required to have this type of training.

I should note that this is typical behaviour of this Liberal

government because they certainly do not seem to understand

the realities of small businesses. We are left wondering

whether this Liberal government is actually trying to make life

harder for this local small business because it certainly looks

that way. It’s disturbing, because it looks like the minister is

actually trying to set private retail up for failure so that this

government can continue to run the cannabis retail store.

I think I should mention too that this Liberal

government’s record with private sector growth certainly isn’t

very good. We know that since the Liberals have taken office,

the Yukon has lost 900 private sector jobs. I know that the

Premier probably doesn’t like to hear it, but the reality is that

his government is a big part of this problem. Carbon taxes,

more red tape, and growing government — these things all

make life more difficult for people to do business here in the

territory.

When you have this Liberal government growing the size

of the public service so much, they actually end up competing

against the private sector for employees. We know that not a

lot of small businesses can compete with government wages

and, as a result, they have difficulty hiring and certainly have

difficulty retaining employees. This is just another example of

how the Premier’s approach of growing government is hurting

the private sector.

With that, I will just once again highlight the importance

of this amendment. I think that the government’s approach so

far has been flawed. It has hurt the private sector. I think that

the government needs to re-think it so that we can actually get

the government out of the business of doing business.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I wasn’t going to enter the fray this

afternoon, but I have heard so much codswallop in the House

from the Official Opposition that I felt I had to weigh in.

First, we know that the members opposite have long

advocated the Saskatchewan model of cannabis distribution

and sale. We know that, six months after legalization, the

Saskatchewan model has become a case study in how not to

do it. In Saskatchewan, the government is not in distribution

or retail, as the members opposite noted. Some have noted that

it is not raising enough money to train its workers in the safe

distribution of the substance. According to a report on CTV,

“A union representing government workers has said the

province won’t take in enough revenue to offset the costs of

cannabis-related training and enforcement.” Failure.

I have also noted that cannabis sales in Saskatchewan are

the lowest of any jurisdiction in the country, as has been noted

this afternoon. According to CBC reporting on Statistics

Canada research: “In the first months after the legalization of

cannabis, sales at cannabis stores in Saskatchewan were

lagging behind every other province in the country…”

“Saskatchewan cannabis stores sold just under

$2.5 million in product in that time, below Prince Edward

Island’s sales of just under $3.4 million.”

It bears noting that “P.E.I.’s population is about 150,000

people, compared with Saskatchewan’s population of just

1.2 million… In comparison, people in Saskatchewan spent

$227.7 million at beer, wine and liquor stores in the months

from October to December.”

Some working in the industry have said that the

Conservative government in Saskatchewan’s approach has

driven the public to illegal sources of marijuana. According to

CBC: “Recreational cannabis has been legal in Canada for six

months, but licensed retailers in Saskatchewan say they are

still struggling to compete with the illegal market…

According to Statistics Canada, marijuana users who buy their

product legally are paying, on average, almost 57 percent

more than those who buy it illegally.” A failure —

Mr. Speaker, the Saskatchewan model is clearly a failure.

“Across Canada, $151.5 million in cannabis was sold

from the date of legalization… cannabis stores sold just under

$2.5 million…” in the period of time, as noted.

As my colleague the Minister responsible for the Yukon

Liquor Corporation has said, Saskatchewan is 30 times larger

than the Yukon — 30 times, Mr. Speaker. Its sales are way

less per capita than ours. So it seems that, unless you support

the illegal market, Saskatchewan’s system just doesn’t work. I

for one am proud about the way the Yukon has implemented

the legalization of cannabis. I am proud of the Yukon

corporation for doing that. I am proud of my colleague for his

thoughtful and diligent approach to this very tricky file.

The member opposite, the Leader of the Official

Opposition, has spoken about disposal of assets. Well, this

government, this Cabinet, this caucus has worked thoughtfully

and planned with a view to the future on how to implement

the sale of cannabis in the territory. I was in the discussions

early. I can say that there was no relentless pressure on the

part of the opposition that has led us to do this. That’s utter

codswallop. As I said earlier, that’s not what happened. What

happened is that my colleagues on these benches worked very

hard with an eye to the future, something that has been rare in

the territory over the last 15 years — to have a view to the

future, to work diligently and thoughtfully, not fast and loose,

but with an eye to the future — and that’s what we have done.

My colleague and I worked very closely to come up with

a plan and a retail outlet that could be rolled up at the end of

our foray into the sale of cannabis fairly easily.

We looked at having our structures all easily disposed of.

The store itself is on a temporary lease; the employees

themselves are temporary. They are not permanent employees,

so we can roll them back and actually get out of the business

of business, which is exactly what we’re doing just six months
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after the legalization of cannabis. How did we get there? By

forethought, planning and strategic procurement.

Now, I want to take the members opposite back to the

findings of the Procurement Advisory Panel — their panel —

which reported in May of 2016. This is an issue we may get to

discuss this afternoon. I mentioned the Procurement Advisory

Panel because the key finding of the committee was that the

government did not understand procurement, did not

understand its use in achieving the strategic goals of the

government — in this case, the launching of private sales of

cannabis in the territory.

We did the procurement strategically using the tools at

our disposal to launch a retail establishment on behalf of the

government to get cannabis legally sold in the territory with

an eye to the future — the strategic goal to roll back and get

out of the way once that had been done and once the private

sector was ready to take on that role.

Six months later — just six short months — we’re now

getting out of that business and we’re able to do it

thoughtfully because we used the procurement models; we

used the HR roles that made sense. Going back a few years,

government didn’t even understand how to do that. That’s the

findings of its own Procurement Advisory Panel — the

government didn’t understand procurement or its strategic use.

This government does. We used the tools at our disposal to get

out of the business of doing business.

I heard the Leader of the Official Opposition work very

hard to walk back their criticism of the hard-working civil

servants in the Liquor Corporation and in Justice and in

Highways and Public Works — all those departments that

have done an exemplary job rolling out this very complicated

change in society in a thoughtful and methodical way. Of

course, we want more sales of cannabis because we want to

displace the illegal market — that’s the goal; that’s what my

colleague the Member responsible for the Yukon Liquor

Corporation has said. It makes total sense, but it’s lost on the

Leader of the Official Opposition, who is befuddled: Why

would you want more sales? Well, because, unlike

Saskatchewan, we want to get the sales out of the illegal

market and into the legal market, so we want those sales to

increase — but that thought is lost on the Official Opposition,

clearly.

Let’s be clear: We do want more sales. My colleague in

Health and Social Services is going to be running the public

awareness campaigns about the perils of cannabis use, but we

do want to get those sales up so we get it out of the illegal

market.

Lastly, the Leader of the Official Opposition talked about

growing government. So let’s go there for a minute this

afternoon. We have not grown government, Mr. Speaker —

not on this file. We have from the start worked very hard to

launch cannabis in the territory with a view to getting private

sales and moving out of that business within six months. Look

at that, Mr. Speaker — six months later, we are there. Promise

made, promise delivered. My colleague hit the mark. Private

sales are now happening before 4/20, just as the industry

wanted. Again, promise made, promise delivered.

I will note that the Official Opposition knows very well

about growing government. They were experts at it,

Mr. Speaker. In 2003-04, they increased the size of

government by roughly 12 percent. In 2009-10, they grew the

government by roughly 11 percent. In 2013-14, they grew the

government by almost 14 percent. As we know from the

diligent analysis of the Financial Advisory Panel, they spent

$1.50 for every dollar they collected. We also know that was

never sustainable. We have been working very hard to curb

that trajectory and trim the growth in government. We have

been relatively successful in continuing services while curbing

that growth. We have done that through our diligence and

thoughtful attention to the strategic goals of this government

— attributes that my colleague the Minister responsible for

the Yukon Liquor Corporation has in spades. That includes

getting out of the business of business. As to the sale of

cannabis, six months after legalization, we now have private

sales of cannabis in the territory.

We do not support the amendment as presented,

Mr. Speaker. With that, I am going to leave it to the vote.

Mr. Kent: Like others who have spoken to this

amendment, when it was initially moved — obviously, I

support it — I wasn’t planning on speaking to it, but

comments by the Minister of Highways and Public Works in

particular have led me to want to provide a few comments

here this afternoon.

I am pleased that the minister was given such a wide-

ranging opportunity to speak about procurement and other

things, because I think when it comes to the wording in the

amendment about creating unnecessary roadblocks for private

sector businesses and then, from that, extrapolating that they

are getting out of the business of doing business, we have seen

several examples recently of both of those issues. The

Minister of Highways and Public Works is certainly not

immune to some of those transgressions that we speak about

with this amendment.

Again, earlier this afternoon, the Minister of Community

Services made a statement suggesting that the Official

Opposition had voted against legalization. My colleague from

Pelly-Nisutlin, the Leader of the Official Opposition,

indicated at that time that is inaccurate information. The

minister should know that the vote on whether or not to

legalize cannabis happened in Ottawa. It did not happen here

in the Yukon, so it would actually have been impossible for us

to vote against the legalization of cannabis.

MLAs in this House are supposed to come to this

Legislature with accurate information, so when they share

inaccurate information with Yukoners, it is very

disappointing. Mr. Speaker, it is falsehoods, to be quite frank

with you.

Perhaps he is just trying to deflect from how poorly he

has handled this file.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Speaker: It is not a point of order.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)



4498 HANSARD April 17, 2019

Point of order
Speaker: I don’t necessarily have to hear you, but, yes.

The Minister of Community Services, on a point of order.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, just a moment ago,

the member charged me with uttering a deliberate falsehood.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: No, he didn’t, in my recollection. He advised

that there was inaccurate information and that what was said

from the government benches was a falsehood.

If the members wish to hear my comments about

deliberate falsehoods, I have them prepared if you wish to

hear them again.

Just briefly then, for the benefit of the members: It is

significant that Standing Order 19(h) prohibits members from

accusing other members of uttering a ‘deliberate falsehood.’

To quote annotation 494 of the sixth edition of Beauchesne’s
Parliamentary Rules and Forms: ‘It is not unparliamentary to
temperately criticize statements made by Members as being

contrary to the facts; but no imputation of intentional

falsehood is permissible. On rare occasions, this may result in

the House having to accept two contradictory accounts of the

same incident.’ In other words, members are not to be called

to order because they assert that another member has

furnished the House with information that is false, inaccurate

or wrong. Members are called to order when they are found to

have accused another member of having deliberately

furnished the House with information that is false, inaccurate

or wrong. This distinction is important because the Chair is

trying to maintain a debate dynamic and atmosphere in the

House where members can, in an orderly fashion, exercise

their fundamental privilege as Members of the Legislative

Assembly: that of freedom of speech.

Mr. Kent: The quote — again, what I mentioned —

was that when MLAs share inaccurate information with

Yukoners, it is very disappointing. I did use an exact quote

that the Government House Leader used previously in this

House — that it was falsehoods, to be quite frank with you —

and that is an exact quote from that minister and that

Government House Leader.

Perhaps the minister is just trying to deflect from how

poorly he has handled this file. We saw that today with how

he has created a bunch of roadblocks for the private sector.

What we did vote against were the Liberals’ flawed plans to

grow government with a new government-run retail store. I

think that just speaks again to how flawed this Liberal plan

has been.

It also speaks once again to how badly the Minister

responsible for the Yukon Liquor Corporation has handled

this file. We saw a private sector retailer run into huge

roadblocks because this minister bobbled the file. That is why

I think it is very important for us to support this amendment

today. I would encourage the government to support this

constructive amendment as well.

Now just to speak a little bit more about the particular

point in the motion with respect to creating unnecessary

roadblocks for private sector businesses — I think it is

important to highlight some of the recent examples that this

government has created. As I mentioned, I was pleased that

the Minister of Highways and Public Works had some latitude

to touch on procurement and other issues when speaking to

this amendment because I would like to do the same.

There are a couple examples in particular that I would

like to highlight. The first — and again, this government uses

the catchphrase “getting out of the business of doing business”

quite often, but they don’t walk the walk, they just talk the

talk. When you look at the new housing development that is

going into downtown Whitehorse that the Minister responsible

for the Yukon Housing Corporation has talked about —

whether it is mixed income or mixed use — we haven’t

determined that. It has been referred to as both — one in a

news release and one by the minister on the floor of the

House. But that said, I think the important aspect that we need

to touch on — that the minister did confirm to my colleague

during debate — that there will be market rental units in that

building. That is competing directly with the private sector.

Private sector landlords have many rental units throughout the

City of Whitehorse that they use. That is not getting out of the

business of doing business — it is directly competing with the

private sector, and it is a direct roadblock for private sector

businesses.

Using government money — using taxpayers’ money —

whether it is Yukon money or money from the Government of

Canada, it all belongs to the taxpayer — to compete against

the private sector is not okay. It is something that this

government should take a serious look at with respect to that

model for that mixed-use/mixed-income development that

they are doing.

Mr. Speaker, the other example that I wanted to cite was

one we talked about earlier today in Question Period — that is

the Public Airports Act and the regulations that we are looking
to develop. I know that we have spoken in this House before

and we have talked about the government getting into a trap of

paralysis by analysis, and that certainly seems to be the case

here. The minister today in Question Period didn’t even

remember who initiated many of these studies that have been

undertaken. The Erik Nielsen Whitehorse International

Airport 2040 study — the tender closed two years ago in May,

under this minister, but for some reason he accused the

previous government —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Porter Creek Centre, on a

point of order.

Mr. Gallina: I am failing to see how this is relevant to

this specific amendment. I am quoting Standing Order 19(b)(i)

— the question under discussion. I am failing to see how the

Erik Nielsen airport and the housing project that the member

opposite is referring to is relevant to the amendment being

debated.

Speaker: The Member for Copperbelt South, on the

point of order.
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Mr. Kent: The amendment speaks to creating

unnecessary roadblocks for private sector businesses, and we

feel that market rentals in a housing development downtown

create unnecessary roadblocks for private sector businesses —

as have the actions and the studies of the Public Airports Act
that I am speaking of.

Again, as I mentioned in my remarks, I was pleased that

you gave the latitude to the Minister of Highways and Public

Works to talk about procurement, because I felt that gave me

the latitude to talk about these other roadblocks that we are

seeing from this government.

Speaker: Briefly, the Member for Porter Creek Centre.

Mr. Gallina: As you have stated, members are bringing

the points of order forward; it’s not necessarily the Speaker

who is bringing the points of order forward, and I respect that

the member opposite has suggested that there was some

latitude given in the minister being able to raise certain

projects that he spoke to — but at the end of the day, it’s the

members who are bringing forward the points of order.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I agree that it wasn’t specifically the Chair

who was providing the latitude. The issue about whether a

Yukon Speaker currently, in the future or in the past, has been

or ought to be more interventionist — I suppose we can have

that discussion with House Leaders as to whether that’s the

preference of the members, as I am a servant of the House.

That’s a different issue.

I agree that I did not provide specific latitude. With

respect to the Member for Copperbelt South — I would say

that his comments with respect to government housing

competing with the private sector are likely tangentially

related to the proposed amendment, as it talks about

unnecessary roadblocks for private sector businesses. Yes,

there’s a tangential relationship. I fail to see, at least at first

blush, the connection with the debate about the airport issues.

In any event, it’s a split decision, I suppose.

Mr. Kent: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker —

pardon me; just for clarification — I am okay to continue on

that line of my debate with respect to the airport act?

Speaker: I’m sorry; I’m not convinced about the airport

portion of that. I see your point with respect to downtown

mixed-use government rental housing, yes. I see that point. So

I would move on to another area, if you have one.

Mr. Kent: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for that. I’ll move

on and I will perhaps address that in a future Question Period

before the end of the Spring Sitting — with respect to the

airport issue.

Just to close then, maybe I’ll talk a little bit about

procurement, because I know the minister was talking about

that. I recognize that the minister has been in his position for

almost 2.5 years and feels that he has made great strides with

respect to improving procurement and improving things like

highway maintenance. We have heard a lot about that here in

the Legislative Assembly. But I think it does a bit of a

disservice — well, it does a major disservice, I think — to the

public sector officials who work in procurement on a daily

basis and have done so long before this minister, did so long

before my time as minister and my colleagues’ time — going

back decades. It’s a disservice to them to suggest that

procurement wasn’t done properly or the procurement was

done poorly under them or that highway maintenance wasn’t

done properly or that the highway maintenance was done

poorly under them.

Again, I know that after the minister’s statements on

some of these issues last week, colleagues heard from former

public sector individuals who were involved in those files, and

they were certainly disappointed with the minister’s remarks

when it comes to what was done in the past and how it was

done.

I just wanted to caution the Minister of Highways and

Public Works on that. As I said, procurement has been

happening in this territory long before he and I were ministers,

and it will continue to happen long after our time here is done.

I would hope that, out of respect for those professional public

servants who deliver on things like procurement and highway

maintenance on a day-to-day basis, the minister — and indeed

all colleagues in the House — show those individuals the

respect that they deserve.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the proposed

amendment to Motion No. 423?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Disagree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Disagree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Disagree.

Mr. Gallina: Disagree.

Mr. Adel: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Disagree.

Mr. Hutton: Disagree.

Mr. Hassard: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Disagree.

Ms. White: Disagree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are six yea, 11 nay.

Speaker: The nays have it. I declare the amendment

defeated.

Amendment to Motion No. 423 negatived
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Speaker: Is there further debate on the main motion?

Ms. Hanson: So the trajectory back to the main motion

— as I recall, the Member for Mayo-Tatchun had moved:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with:

(1) the private sector to provide for the sale of cannabis

via the private sector; and

(2) the Government of Canada to regulate the use of

cannabis edibles.

So I just wanted to touch on a couple of things. The

Member for Mayo-Tatchun made a number of important

points, I thought, with respect to the issues and the fact of how

we have approached consumption, use, and regulation of

alcohol versus cannabis. Much of what he said, I would tend

to agree with. I think that it is important to point out that in

fact there are still some legitimate concerns about cannabis,

and we all accept that, but we also know, as with alcohol,

there are clear social uses and medicinal uses of cannabis.

I wanted to say that I am hopeful, having heard the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun, that he will maintain that fervor

and passion that he expressed this afternoon with respect to

the deleterious impact of alcohol in the communities and in

this territory when we get to talking about some of the issues

that will arise as a result of the Government of Yukon’s

review of the Liquor Act. There have been serious issues and
concerns raised by many people over the last couple of years,

particularly since the expansion — in August 2016 I think it

was — of the hours for off-sales — from 9:00 a.m. to 2:00

a.m. Certainly, in my riding, that has a huge impact when we

see the difficulties that has created when municipalities —

particularly in Whitehorse — were not aware and then have to

deal with the impacts for businesses. When we see what is

essentially the privatizing of alcohol sales for almost 24 hours

a day, you begin to wonder what is driving that. This really

does go to the really strong obligations that government has

with respect to not talking about social responsibility, but

acting on it.

The reason I raise this, in respect of this motion with

regard to the private sector and sale of cannabis, is because it

is my assessment that there is a very strong pressure to

privatize liquor sales entirely, not just as much as we have

done through the off-sales side of the market. We currently

have off-sales premises that are advertising as liquor stores.

Well, that is one thing. That should be a surprise to us, but it

seems to be just accepted as “business as usual”. I think that is

a real concern.

The Government of Yukon started with a really brave

exercise a couple of years ago when it took the initiative — in

terms of exercising social responsibility — when the Minister

responsible for the Liquor Corporation in November 2017

announced, to great fanfare, the initiative of working on the

northern territories’ alcohol study and looking at putting on

labels saying that the chief medical officer of health advises

alcohol can cause cancer, including breast and colon cancers

and to reduce health risks, to drink no more than two standard

drinks a day for women, three for men — they were affixed

on bottles. Then that suddenly collapsed because of the

pressure from the lobbyists for the alcohol industry.

One of the things, when I read this — and I’m going to

keep coming back to social responsibility, because it applies

equally as hard with respect to cannabis as it does to alcohol.

When I was sitting here all afternoon listening to the back-

and-forth on various issues and points of order, I was

reminded of the article by André Picard, who is a noted

national public health journalist who has received many

awards in terms of his public health reporting.

In an article in The Globe and Mail on January 2, 2018 —
the article was called “Removing warning labels from Yukon

liquor is shameful”. It goes on to talk about the fact, as the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun mentioned, that alcohol misuse

kills more than 5,000 Canadians annually. I believe the

member opposite had quoted something similar. He quotes:

“The research that shows alcohol increases the risk of a

number of cancers, including breast and colon cancer, is solid.

Excessive drinking can cause a wide range of other chronic

health problems, such as cirrhosis of the liver.” As the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun pointed out: “Impaired driving is

the leading cause of criminal death in Canada.”

As Mr. Picard pointed out, there’s nothing defamatory in

saying so — those are facts — solid research. “The claim that

placing health warnings on products that pose a risk to the

public is somehow a trademark infringement is complete

poppycock.”

There are lots of concerns that happen as a result of

government getting into the business of selling and marketing,

and the conflict is between marketing — making a profit —

and having some social responsibility. I think the Member for

Mayo-Tatchun did point out that Yukon has one of the — it’s

interesting, because we have one of the highest rates of

substance use disorders in the country, but we also have one

of the highest rates of abstinence. About 35 percent of

Yukoners don’t use any intoxicants of any kind, compared to

24 percent across the country.

Mr. Picard actually used a phrase that I think is something

that we need to think about in this Legislative Assembly.

“Research published earlier…” in 2017 “… in the Journal of

Substance Use and Misuse found that provincial liquor boards

put far more effort…” — and I would say Yukon liquor board,

by the same token — “… (and money) into marketing than

they do into health messaging.”

That is a perversity in a country where alcohol misuse

costs the economy $14.6 billion annually in lost productivity,

direct health costs, and enforcement.

Mr. Speaker, I agree entirely with the issues that the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun raised with respect to the

challenges we face with alcohol management and marketing

and how we are going to deal with the serious consequences

of expanding that. Well, we can’t expand it a hell of a lot

more than we have already done, but it’s happening.

One of the things that the member’s motion does not

mention is the fact that edibles are not legal until October

2019, so this is obviously a future — well, it’s not so obvious

in terms of the way the motion is drafted, but I’m not planning
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to put any sort of amendments forward. I just wanted to make

the point that edible cannabis, cannabis extracts, and cannabis

topicals will not be available for legal sale until October 17,

2019 — so at some point after that in the Yukon, I would

imagine.

One of the challenges that we face — not solely in the

Yukon — is that in the rush to go to market and expand this

sector, the regulatory side of this, in terms of the health of the

product, has been slow to catch up. Health Canada was very

slow to put in place regulations and oversight mechanisms

with respect to the use of pesticides in the growing of

cannabis. There is currently a class action suit — and I say

this because I think it’s incredibly important that people be

aware of the dangers. I will come back to this when I get to

the illicit sales aspect of this. There are 23 registered

pesticides that are permitted by Health Canada for use on

cannabis as it is being grown. It took until this last year for

Health Canada to put in place a mechanism for unannounced

inspections. They had taken the position up until the class

action suit by a small group of people in the Maritimes against

OrganiGram — I say this because I have a sister who has used

medicinal marijuana from that very source, as have veterans

and people who are suffering from all sorts of medical issues.

They started using this and started having side effects,

including paralysis and a litany of side effects of a drug called

myclobutanil, which Health Canada, until 2016, was allowing

medicinal marijuana producers to use.

We know that Health Canada has put in place a form of

regulatory oversight for the licensed producers. What we

don’t know is what people are using on the illicit market. This

is why it is so imperative that we get a handle on the illicit

market in this territory. The Member for Mayo-Tatchun

touched on this as well. I said this afternoon that we were told

in the briefing at that time that the government had, I think,

sold about $1.8 million through their store and about $40,000

through the website.

I will continue to say that the reason why this number is

so telling is, as the Member for Mayo-Tatchun said, it’s the

only way for Yukoners in communities to access cannabis

legally, unless they drive into town, and not that many people

are driving into town.

Speaker’s statement
Speaker: Order for a moment, please. Just a quick

reminder for the Leader of the Third Party to, from time to

time — as I have suggested before — address the Chair. As I

have suggested before, you can just pivot from time to time.

But if you could direct or redirect your comments through the

Speaker from time to time, that would be appreciated.

Ms. Hanson: I would love to pivot. Thank you.

There are still, we think — and I would agree with the

Member for Mayo-Tatchun — a large number of people in

Yukon purchasing from the illicit market. I do believe that this

has to do with availability, but when you are in the

communities, there is a cost factor here. A recent Stats Canada

report documented that Canada-wide, across the country,

illicit cannabis prices are 32 percent cheaper than legal sales.

If you get it cheaper, you may be getting flawed product or

you may be getting something that is laced with pesticides that

will kill you over time — but it is cheap.

If one of the outcomes in terms of responsible sales that

this government has is to ensure that people are getting safe

cannabis, then every effort should be made now — not over

time — to expand the access to legal cannabis. We wouldn’t

sell moonshine in our liquor stores, because we wouldn’t

know whose still it came from. We regulate the production of

alcohol pretty carefully.

When you include the shipping cost, Mr. Speaker, for

cannabis in Yukon — because when you order online, it can

cost you up to $12 to get it shipped to you in Mayo or Ross

River. Do we believe that this is a factor in increasing the

likelihood of people seeking out the illicit cannabis market?

I’m not an economist, and I do not pretend to know the best

way to price out the black market, but perhaps the

Government of Yukon should consider lowering prices to

better compete with the illicit market in these early stages. I’m

not saying forever, but if the intention of this legislation and

the intention of these regulations is to push out the illicit

market, then the government has at its hands a variety of

options and a variety of tools. We would urge the government

to do so. I would continue to urge the minister opposite to

develop greater rigour in our data gathering on this matter and

their analysis of it.

Mr. Speaker, we wholly support the underlying premises

of the motion put forward by the Member for Mayo-Tatchun,

and we look forward to its speedy and rapid passage.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: In speaking to the main motion

now, let me turn back to address some of the comments that I

have heard from members opposite and then try to get to a few

other pieces here that the Member for Mayo-Tatchun has

raised through the motion.

First of all, what was the purpose of our act? If the federal

government legalized it, what was the purpose of our act?

Here it is — I am reading now. I am quoting from the

explanatory note of the Cannabis Control and Regulation Act.
This is how the act starts — and I quote: “This enactment

complements federal legislation that creates the framework for

legal access to cannabis by establishing prohibitions relating

to the importation, sale, distribution, possession, purchase,

cultivation, propagation, harvesting, and consumption of

cannabis, and to public intoxication. For the protection of

public health and safety, in particular by discouraging access

to cannabis by young persons, the enactment provides for the

imposition of serious penalties for those who engage in illicit

activity in relation to cannabis.”

That is what the opposition voted against. Pardon me,

Mr. Speaker — that is what the Yukon Party, the Official

Opposition, voted against.

Overall, we have stated over and over again that our

principles have been to promote health and safety, especially

around our youth — to inform them and to discourage them

from using cannabis early in their lives while their brains are
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still developing — and finally, to displace the black market. It

is important to displace the black market. I will start where the

Leader of the Third Party finished off.

To that point, I will say again that I am so glad that we

did not take the advice of the Official Opposition to use the

Saskatchewan model. The Saskatchewan model has not been

successful at displacing the black market.

We may not have all the information that we want, and to

the Leader of the Third Party’s point, we do need to get more

information. We do need to be more diligent about it and we

are working with Statistics Canada. I want to put a call out to

all Yukoners to please use the crowdsourcing for Statistics

Canada, because you need a certain threshold of response in

order for it to be statistically significant, in order for them to

provide the information back to us. I am happy to talk with

our own statistics branch to get all the information we can. I

love getting information — I believe in it.

Why did we start with a government retail store? It was

for several reasons. The first reason was that we wanted to

establish those principles early — the principles of promoting

health and safety, of displacing the black market, and

discouraging youth. By the way, I bring to the floor of the

Legislature — I can table statistics on how many people we

have turned away for lack of identification because we are

tracking that.

We also wanted to introduce a government store because

we wanted to deal with some of the legitimate fears that

Yukoners had. This is a large change for everyone. Some

people are totally comfortable with it; some people are not.

We wanted to address those fears and concerns. We

wanted to help Yukoners to see this as something that can be

normal, not promoting irresponsible use, but rather can be

normal. I kept hearing the members of the Official Opposition

refer to people as “users”. I think that we should get rid of that

word. That word relates to illicit drugs, and I would like to

refer to them as “consumers” just like I would if they were

consuming alcohol. We need to normalize these things

somewhat. We deal with the fears, and I am concerned that

the Yukon Party is promoting fear. That is what I hear from

them in their words opposite —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on a point of

order.

Mr. Cathers: The Minister responsible for the cannabis

corporation I know has been feeling frustrated this afternoon,

but I think he is in contravention of Standing Order 19(h) or

possibly Standing Order 19(i): “… abusive or insulting

language…” when he accuses members of this side, the

Yukon Party, because we use the term “user” versus

“consumer”, of promoting fear is clearly insulting language if

not imputing false motives to another member.

Speaker: Are there any further submissions on that?

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: You are certainly not praising each other. I

would concur with that; I would agree with that. Perhaps the

minister could avoid that turn of phrase in this context today.

It is perhaps in context today likely to create disorder.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thanks, Mr. Speaker. I will

rephrase, and I thank you for your direction.

I hear the members opposite raising fears and I believe

that the context of those points that they are raising are

unfounded and inaccurate. Therefore, I don’t think it’s a

healthy thing. I think it is important that we change the culture

around cannabis. It is now moved to being a legal or licit

situation, and so we need to not be judging Yukoners for their

use.

This was one of the important points when we opened the

government store, to try to establish that out there. A few

weeks afterward, I was thinking about how the legalization of

cannabis had rolled out here in the territory. Do you know

what it reminded me of? The year 2000 — Y2K. There was a

lot of concern leading up to Y2K. “Oh, airplanes are going to

come out of the sky.” There was a lot of worry, and then it

happened and everyone was like, “Oh, okay, not so bad.” That

is how I have interpreted it.

That is not to say that there aren’t still lingering concerns

that we need to address; there are. We also established a

government store in order to work out the kinks with the

supply to make sure that we had our programs and processes

in place. Do you know what? I think it was about one or two

months after the government store had opened, I was having

one of my several conversations with the owners of Triple J’s,

talking with them about their work to introduce Canna Space.

Again, I am very happy that they now have their licence in

place.

What I heard from the owner was, “You know, I’m happy

that it was the government that went first and dealt with some

of those problems. I’m glad that got out of the way. I’m

looking forward to when we get to legalization. Can you

please get it done by April 20?” I’m sorry, but I think the

members opposite give me too much credit when they talk

about my job as minister and knowing things like whether

Triple J’s was able to pay by cheque or direct deposit, whether

there were delays on the produce list — they raised a number

of concerns. I’m going to go back through Hansard to try to

find those concerns and talk with the corporation and work

through them, because we definitely want to make sure that

we’re supporting the private sector.

I’m sure the first group that comes forward will forge the

way through and they will find where our bumps and warts

are, and I want to make sure we fix those things. My direction

to the corporation has been to do whatever they can to support

the private sector. I don’t agree that they are fumbling. I think

they are doing very well.

I just want to talk for a second about competition. I am

not in any way — nor did I hear my colleague the Member for

Mayo-Tatchun try to promote the irresponsible use of

cannabis in any way. What I heard was that we were talking
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about trying to displace the black market. How do you do

that? You increase your sales. By the way, I hope Triple J’s

sales go through the roof. I hope they do great. I want them to

do well in order to displace the black market. I also encourage

all Yukoners not to overuse any intoxicant, not to drive with

any intoxicant, to try to consume responsibly.

When Triple J’s talked about the amount of money that

they lost for the day the Cannabis Licensing Board didn’t get

the decision to them in time, it was $10,000. When I look

back at what the government store sells every day, it’s

$10,000, more or less — $10,000 and change — and that’s

great. I would love it if we have two stores selling $10,000

each because that’s twice as much that we’re going to take out

of the black market.

I don’t agree, as I said — and I quoted from the national

survey — that the black market is increasing. By the way,

there are other ways that the black market might be

decreasing, but it’s tough to get a handle on. For example,

there’s the ability to grow your own plants, and again, I hope

that Yukoners are taking advantage of that — again,

responsibly.

I’m just very concerned that there was some reference

that we were creating red tape with the Cannabis Licensing

Board. No, that is not correct. What we are doing is ensuring

the safety of Yukoners and having a diligent process. Why did

we ask that they give us their financial statements for the past

several years? In order to ensure that the black market is not

the folks who are coming in and starting to sell legally. That

would kind of defeat the purpose.

I have one more thing, Mr. Speaker: I tabled a document

in this Legislature — I believe it was in October of last year.

That document was the Canadian Substance Use Costs and
Harms, with a Yukon infographic. They released a national
report and I reached out to them to ask about the Yukon-

specific information. They gave it to us — thank you very

much to them. I tabled it here in this Legislature. Let’s talk

about that for a second because there is information and there

is evidence.

When I look, the costs of harms in this territory on an

annual basis — and this is based on 2014 data — of alcohol

are $41 million a year to Yukoners. It is incredible. Tobacco,

by comparison, is $17 million of harm. Opioids come in at

$4 million of harm. Cannabis is at $3 million of harm, and

over one-third of that is due to the criminal justice system —

which, by the way, in 2014, cannabis was illegal; now it is

not. Of course, there is still the black market. There still will

be criminal cases, I am sure. But generally speaking, simple

use is not what we’re worried about. We are just trying to deal

with the black market.

What that says to me is that there really is an issue that

needs to be addressed here. I thank the Member for Mayo-

Tatchun for pointing out those differences. Alcohol and

cannabis are not the same thing, here in this territory. I tabled

that information here and I think that we should all have it at

our disposal.

I want to just make a couple of quick comments. Online

sales across the country have been very low and very small.

The percentage basis might be a little different from here, but

generally speaking, it’s not how consumers of cannabis are

purchasing their legal cannabis. They are going to stores.

They want to look at the product. They want to see it, judge it,

and then buy it. So it’s not an online type of choice, so that’s

what has been happening — but it is important that we

provide the opportunity for Yukoners to purchase their

cannabis online if they wish.

We definitely want to work to lower prices. I think that is

an excellent suggestion. That is why I said in my ministerial

statement that the cannabis corporation is looking to have no

net profit. We don’t want to raise the prices. We don’t want to

use this to increase revenues to the government. We want to

get the prices as low as we can. Can we go lower? Sure, but I

think that we are going to have to do that by working with the

private sector. That is the point. I am so looking forward to

when we have a couple of private retailers out there, because

we will sit down with them and talk about this. It will take us

all working together to do it.

Again, I encourage all Yukoners to please use a legal

source. It is safer and it is better for all of us.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I just want to talk about when

edibles become legal. It’s coming. On November 7 of this last

year, Yukon Brewing announced that they are brewing a beer

that has cannabis in it, but not with THC. So the real question

that is going to come for us as a territory is: What happens

when we get alcohol and cannabis together? What should we

do? That is what I was hoping we would debate here today. I

haven’t heard it from the members opposite, but this is our

chance to talk about those things.

What I will say — I will just put it out there, Mr. Speaker

— I am so happy if members of this Legislature have opinions

— please share them, because as we head into the next six

months leading up to the legalization of edibles, we need to

tackle that question and I’m looking forward to having that

conversation with Yukoners.

Speaker: Is there further debate on the main motion?

If the member now speaks, he will close debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard on Motion

No. 423?

Mr. Hutton: I will keep my remarks fairly brief. I do

want to correct for the record the very interesting spin that the

Member for Lake Laberge put on some information that I put

before the House. I quoted from a drug enforcement agency of

the United States of America chart that said that the lethal

dose for 50 percent of the population that is being tested is

1,500 pounds of cannabis in 15 minutes. The Member for

Lake Laberge somehow interpreted that to mean that anybody

who smokes any less than that amount is just fine. That is just

bizarre, Mr. Speaker. I will just leave that alone.

I was only trying to make the point that it takes 13 one-

ounce shots of alcohol to kill 50 percent of that same

population. The comparison was about how toxic alcohol is

compared to cannabis. Cannabis is not harmless, but it was

down on the end of the harm spectrum compared to alcohol.
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Alcohol is without a doubt at the very top of all the most

dangerous drugs in this country and in the world. It takes a

death toll accordingly. That’s the point that I was trying to

make.

I would not encourage any Yukoner to smoke cannabis

and get behind the wheel of their vehicle and drive. It is not

only illegal — it is a foolish act. We have enough people

dying on our roads from alcohol-impaired driving right now

and we certainly don’t need any more out there from cannabis.

We really need to focus on the 72,000 alcohol-impaired

drivers who are out there, versus the somewhere between

1,000 and 3,000 who were impaired with cannabis, plus every

other drug combined.

When you have a problem with people being killed with

guns, Mr. Speaker, you don’t pass a law against knives. That

is the point that I’m trying to make.

I totally agree with my colleagues across the way about

social responsibility. It is absolutely imperative that we be

more socially responsible. Canada, as a country, didn’t get

into the business of dealing drugs on October 17, 2018. In

1920, when they legalized alcohol, Canada became the biggest

drug dealer in this country, and they should have accepted the

social responsibility that goes along with it. The fact that they

don’t call it a drug doesn’t mean it’s not a drug. You can call

it alcohol, drink it, and call it a beverage — it is still a mind-

altering psychotic drug that has extreme consequences for

those who abuse it.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 17 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion No. 423 agreed to

Speaker: The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now

stands adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

The following sessional paper was tabled April 17,
2019:

34-2-93
Allegations of Wrongdoing in the Delivery of Group

Home Care — Final Special Investigation Report under the
Public Interest Disclosure of Wrongdoing Act (April 10,
2019) (Speaker Clarke)

The following legislative returns were tabled April 17,
2019:

34-2-207
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. Van Bibber related to general debate on Vote 51,
Department of Community Services, in Bill No. 210, First
Appropriation Act 2019-20 — community recreation active
living budget (Streicker)

34-2-208
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. Van Bibber related to general debate on Vote 51,
Department of Community Services, in Bill No. 210, First
Appropriation Act 2019-20 — clean water and wastewater
fund (Streicker)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Thursday, April 18, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Ms. Hanson: I would ask members of the House to join

me in welcoming a couple of old friends — well, I shouldn’t

say that — Betty Sutton, Paul Warner, Mary Whitley and

Gerry Whitley — who are all here I’m sure for the Earth Day

tributes, and who are long-time birders in this territory.

Applause

Hon. Ms. Frost: I ask my colleagues to help me in

welcoming from Zero Waste Yukon Irma Webb and

Joy Sneider. We have from the Department of Environment

Jennifer Dagg, Sarah Chan, Erin Loxam, Bryna Cable, and

Cameron Eckert, and then from the Yukon Bird Club, we have

Betty Sutton, Paul Warner, and Mary and Gerry Whitley.

Welcome today.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of Dawson International Short Film
Festival

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today on behalf of all

Members of the Yukon Legislative Assembly to pay tribute to

the committee members and volunteers of the Dawson City

International Short Film Festival. The festival — run by the

Klondike Institute of Art and Culture, also known as KIAK,

and a large number of volunteers — is celebrating its 20th

year. This is a fantastic opportunity to highlight the hard work

and passion of those who make it a success each and every

year.

The Dawson City International Short Film Festival is a

chance to see unique films that you may not come across in

mainstream media. To mark the 20th anniversary, members of

the Dawson City International Short Film Festival committee

will pick their favourite Yukon-made movies over the past 20

years. Those Yukon gems will be screened alongside a variety

of other short films from around the world.

In addition, special events, such as panelled discussions,

meet-and-greets, workshops, and awards help filmmakers to

build networks and seize marketing opportunities.

Mr. Speaker, the festival was one of the first initiatives of

the Klondike Institute of Art and Culture when the

organization opened its doors in 1999. It is an event that has a

positive impact on the community every year in a typically

quiet shoulder season. The festival keeps hotels and

restaurants busy and attracts industry professionals and

curious visitors from around the world.

This would not be possible without passionate and

dedicated volunteers. Thank you for all of your dedication to

the festival and to our community. The event is a testament to

the people of Dawson. Dan Sokolowski is the long-time

organizer of the festival and he works incredibly hard to make

sure that the event is a success every year, and I have seen this

first-hand. He works very, very hard. More than 80 volunteers

put hundreds of hours in throughout the year to view,

recommend the films to be screened, and contribute to making

the festival happen and to an amazing weekend.

Mr. Speaker, this will be my third time attending this

amazing event. It is becoming a familiar Easter tradition and a

great chance to reconnect with the community before the busy

summer season begins. I am excited to see re-screenings of

some of the top picks from the past 20 years in celebration of

this important milestone. This is certainly one of my favourite

Dawson weekends, and one that I absolutely recommend to

visitors and Yukoners on a regular basis. A highlight really is

the interaction with the filmmakers, which takes place

casually throughout the weekend and in a way that is only

uniquely Dawson.

Thank you again for your energy, passion, and

commitment to this wonderful festival that we all enjoy each

and every year.

Applause

In recognition of Earth Day
Hon. Ms. Frost: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Liberal government ahead of Earth Day on April 22 to pay

tribute to the world in which we live and to those who serve to

protect it.

Yukoners have made it clear that the environment matters

to all of us. A healthy environment with sustainable wildlife

populations and opportunities to enjoy the wilderness are

fundamental to our quality of life here in the Yukon.

I would like to take a moment to recognize a few leaders

in our community who help us to open our eyes and even

change our behaviour to better support the environment

around us.

This year marks the 25th anniversary of the Yukon Bird

Club. This non-profit organization helps Yukoners become

aware of, appreciate, and work to conserve our winged friends

in the Yukon. Whether you are an avid birder trying to add to

a life list or if you are participating in your first Birdathon, the

Yukon Bird Club is a great resource to help you to open your

eyes and ears to the sights and sounds of our rich and varied

bird populations.

The stewardship of our environment is more than

monitoring and protecting our natural species; it is also about

recognizing our impact on the Earth. From climate change to
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contamination, we need to do a better job, and doing a better

job requires effort from all of us. For example, our disposable

lifestyles are taking a toll on the land, water, and atmosphere.

I would also like to take a moment to recognize Zero

Waste Yukon for pushing the envelope on issues around waste

and waste management. Zero Waste Yukon works to reduce

the amount of material that we send to the landfill by helping

Yukoners to think about what we buy, reusing and

repurposing what we no longer need, and recycling or

composting what remains.

For the last five years, Zero Waste Yukon has been

working to inspire change through public education,

engagement, events, and initiatives. Most recently, they have

been pushing for surcharges on single-use shopping bags, and

we are listening. Yukoners only have one more week to

answer the survey on engageyukon.ca about how we should

implement surcharges on single-use bags. The push to reduce

waste won’t stop here. This is just one more stop in our

ongoing effort to improve Yukon’s waste management.

There is no second chance when it comes to protecting

the Earth that gives us so much. Let us get on the right path

now to protect what we have, to save our ecosystems before

they are lost, and to make better futures for the next

generation of Yukoners. I hope that everyone will join me in

celebrating Earth Day on Monday, April 22. Thank you.

Applause

Mr. Istchenko: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party

Official Opposition to pay tribute to and recognize Monday,

April 22 as Earth Day. This year, Earth Day is centred around

the theme “Protect our Species”. Earth Day is recognized as

the largest environmental awareness event in the world. It has

begun to hold more and more significance to those who take

part in events across Canada and around the world. As we face

climate change and an increasing global population, it is

becoming so much more important to make a conscious effort

to consider environmental impacts in our daily activities.

I would like to focus on this year’s Earth Day theme. We

hear more and more about the near extinction of so many

species around the world. We can appreciate those species and

their importance in the world, although most of us have never

set eyes on their beauty in person. Here in the Yukon, many

people are probably not aware that we too have species at risk.

While they may not be in imminent danger of extinction, we

must work to protect and respect them to ensure that they

continue to grace our beautiful territory.

One species here in the Yukon that was once considered

to be of special concern in Canada is the trumpeter swan. It

has been deemed to not be at risk since a population increase

was noted in 1996, but I feel it is timely to mention this

majestic bird, as Earth Day and the Celebration of Swans

coincide annually.

While the trumpeter swan is not considered at risk in

Canada, it is listed with the Yukon Wildlife Act as specially
protected, along with the peregrine falcon, the cougar, and

others. While we have a vast range of species that have been

deemed to be threatened, Yukon is home to only a small

handful of endangered species. These include two species of

bat, a species of bumblebee, and a species of bird.

I do want to thank those who work in the field of biology,

among others, who research and monitor species across the

Yukon and their habitats. Their work greatly benefits Yukon’s

conservation efforts and it is great to have the opportunity to

thank them for their work on this Earth Day.

We are doing so many things to improve the quality of

our environment, and I would like to take this moment to

remind Yukoners that every small act makes a big difference.

Applause

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus

to tribute Earth Day. From its beginnings in the United States

in 1970, much in the world has changed. In the beginning, the

debate was whether or not climate change was real, but we no

longer have the luxury of that debate. We see the effects

worldwide of a changing climate on the human family as

floods, fires, and other disasters continue to ravish the planet.

We know that climate change is real. The climate change

debate has ceased to be a debate at all, and it should now be

viewed as a rallying cry for action.

I think of myself as a global citizen. Living here, I’m

surrounded by other global citizens. We try to make decisions

that will have the least amount of impact on the world around

us, knowing that our actions affect the global environment

and, in turn, affect people in countries far, far away from our

borders.

Life in the Yukon is very different from many realities

worldwide. We have access to open spaces, an abundance of

fresh water, and air that is safe to breathe. At every turn, I am

reminded of how lucky we are living where we do.

Sometimes, I wonder if we don’t take all of these things for

granted because for us, it’s our everyday reality.

Humanity has come to a critical point. Two futures stand

before us: We can continue on our current path, where we rely

on outdated electrical grids, inefficient buildings, and dirty

power plants that contaminate our air. We can continue to kill

the planet that sustains us, or we can change. We can create

greener cities, where solar panels and wind turbines power our

homes, where buildings use less energy and save money,

where our air and our water are cleaner, our quality of life is

better, and our economy is stronger. This cleaner, more

sustainable future is within our grasp, but to get there, we

need to rethink old conventions, improve energy efficiency,

and invest in green technology. We need to change the way

we see the world, understanding that all actions that we take

have consequences.

Every day that passes without concrete actions to combat

climate change, that sustainable future we want moves farther

from our grasp. We need to stand up for the future we deserve.

Mr. Speaker, we’re lucky to live in a territory where our

population is aware of the changes that are happening

worldwide. Yukoners understand our vulnerability but respect

the food and energy security, and we understand the very real

effects of climate change as seen in this year’s record-low

snowfall and above-average winter temperatures. Yukoners
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understand our responsibility to break away from our fossil

fuel dependency, which worsens climate change.

So that leaves me with two final questions, Mr. Speaker:

What choices are we as decision-makers making here in the

Yukon to support the efforts of Yukoners to develop a more

resilient and sustainable future, and — maybe most

importantly — are we doing it quickly enough?

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further tributes?

Are there any returns or documents for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Are there any petitions?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Adel: I rise today to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with the Yukon Hospital Corporation to plan and design

a new secure medical unit at the Whitehorse General Hospital.

Mr. Kent: I rise to give notice of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada to

fulfill the spirit and intent of the Protecting Canadians from
Unsafe Drugs Act — otherwise known as Vanessa’s Law —

by working with health care practitioners and administrators

to improve reporting and mitigation of adverse drug reactions,

which are Canada’s fourth leading cause of death, by:

(1) expanding the definition of a “prescribed health care

institution” either in the Food and Drugs Act or corresponding
regulations; and

(2) expanding the definition of a “serious adverse drug

reaction” either in the Food and Drugs Act or corresponding
regulations to include all adverse drug reactions.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Wildland fire and emergency measures

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I rise before the House today to

highlight the ways that our government is preparing for the

2019 wildfire season.

Mr. Speaker, just this morning, our wildland fire team

provided a seasonal risk and readiness briefing for Members

of the Legislative Assembly, and this afternoon, they will be

briefing the media.

I want to take this opportunity to speak to wildland fire

preparation, as we move into another fire season in the Yukon,

and to acknowledge our emergency response professionals, as

they work to safeguard our communities.

It has been a rather dry start to spring. Snow cover is gone

in the valley bottoms three to four weeks earlier than we have

seen in many years. Our wildland fire specialists are

monitoring conditions, including early lightning strikes. Our

crews are assembling and training, and will exercise our

emergency plans. We have already seen one wildfire start in

the Dawson area. Overall, the service is planning operations

based on their ongoing assessment of wildland fire risk.

Protecting the Yukon is a top priority for all the men and

women of the fire service. As of April 1, wildland fire crew

leaders and seasonal officers were on strength. Twenty-four

type 1 initial attack crews, including 13 First Nation crews,

are now preparing for the 2019 season. Yesterday, the Yukon

First Nations Wildfire’s “Beat the Heat” boot camp wrapped

up, with a record 52 trainees, including nine women — more

than we have ever seen before. In total, over 100 people

contributed to the success of the boot camp.

For the first time ever, Wildland Fire Management

worked with the Yukon First Nations Wildfire organization to

certify the trainees as type 2 wildland firefighters. On April

29, Wildland Fire Management kicks off the annual initial

attack type 1 crew training. Over a two-week period, these

firefighters will be trained, tested, and challenged so that they

are ready for whatever the season may bring.

These early season training courses safeguard the men

and women in the wildland fire service, ensuring that they

have the essential training they need to assess wildfires,

anticipate fire behaviour, make critical choices for the safety

and security of people and infrastructure, and train and re-train

on safe work practices around wildfire and heavy equipment.

Mr. Speaker, our crews are preparing to respond and

protect Yukon communities from wildfires, but it is important

to highlight that it takes more than firefighters to safeguard

our homes. It’s also important that every citizen take steps to

prevent wildfires. This means ensuring that campfires are

fully extinguished, that we only burn when permitted, and that

we firesmart around our homes. We know from experience

that firesmarting can be the difference between a house that is

lost and a house that is saved in an urban interface fire.

Wildland fire prevention will also be highlighted during

Emergency Preparedness Week — May 5 to 11 — and

through Operation Nanook in June. Operation Nanook is an

important emergency planning exercise that will centre on a

wildfire scenario in the Southern Lakes, interfacing with

Whitehorse. It will test our emergency management

mechanisms and readiness. I would like to thank the City of

Whitehorse, the Village of Teslin, the Teslin Tlingit Council,

the Carcross/Tagish First Nation, the Department of National

Defence, Public Safety Canada, and the many government

departments for their involvement and contribution.

Next month, we will also be conducting an emergency

alert test on May 8. This system allows us to deliver essential

updates and is critical to saving lives and protecting Yukoners.

Mr. Speaker, I will close by thanking our wildland fire

professionals and emergency responders who stand on the

frontlines to protect our families and homes. I urge all

Yukoners to participate in Emergency Preparedness Week.

Let’s take emergency preparedness into our own hands.

Mr. Cathers: I’m pleased to rise on behalf of the

Official Opposition in response to this ministerial statement
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about wildfire readiness. First of all, I would like to thank the

government employees who provided us with a briefing this

morning about wildfire risk, precipitation, snowpack levels,

and Operation Nanook. I would also like to thank everyone

who is working to prepare the Yukon for a season that appears

to have a higher than normal risk of fire, including Wildland

Fire Management, Yukon First Nations Wildfire, volunteer

fire departments, EMO, and others across the territory.

We are also pleased to see the type 2 training for wildland

firefighters that the minister mentioned as being made

available. However, I do have to emphasize the fact that more

needs to be done in the area of wildfire risk reduction. As we

have discussed a number of times in this Assembly, the

Yukon Party Official Opposition appreciates the work being

done by FireSmart Whitehorse, the Yukon Wood Products

Association, and other Yukon citizens to raise awareness of

the importance of reducing wildfire risk in and around

communities.

Yukoners are growing increasingly aware of the

importance of this due to these efforts as well as seeing the

effects of serious wildfires in areas including Telegraph

Creek, Lower Post, and Fort McMurray, as well as the

Paradise fire in California and other wildfires in BC. This has

all resulted in an increased public awareness of wildfire risk.

The beauty of the boreal forest here in the Yukon is an

important part of what many of us love about the Yukon, but

we also need to recognize that when it is in or near

communities, it does pose an additional wildfire risk. We need

to take a realistic look at this through a lens of fire risk

reduction and do more targeted harvesting to reduce that fire

risk in and near communities.

I am again encouraging the government to take advantage

of this wave of public support and awareness and to use this

opportunity to work with other levels of government, the

private sector, and citizens to develop an action plan for

targeted harvesting. It is important to deal with this as a matter

of high priority rather than this becoming a long planning

process. There needs to be some sense of urgency, as targeted

harvesting to reduce wildfire risk in and near communities

should be done right now.

This is a problem, but it is also an opportunity to grow the

private sector and work with First Nation development

corporations by rethinking how we deal with fire risk

reduction and providing the opportunity for long-term private

sector jobs in targeted harvesting. It is also an opportunity to

reduce our dependence on fossil fuels and move toward wood

or biomass heating solutions for government, commercial, and

residential buildings. This is an opportunity to increase the

Yukon’s ability to be more self-sufficient and meet our own

needs through smart use of our renewable resources and

effective solutions to reduce wildfire risk while growing the

private sector.

Ms. White: In response to the minister’s statement, we

would like to thank the government officials who spoke at the

briefing this morning. It was insightful, interesting, and —

most importantly — comforting to know that our emergency

preparedness is in such good hands.

For several years, we have been pushing for expanded

emergency preparedness plans that are publicly available, and

department officials informed us that we would be seeing

those rolled out by the City of Whitehorse shortly. These are

essential because they allow residents to do their part in

preparing for an emergency. Not only will that make

Yukoners safer, but they will take pressure off of emergency

responders by creating a more responsible and informed

public.

We will also be intently following the progress and

lessons learned from Operation Nanook this summer. Our

briefing this morning was an encouraging one, as it is

apparent that EMO is doing their best to cast out as wide a net

as possible when it comes to working cooperatively, including

levels of federal, territorial, and municipal levels of

government, as well as volunteer organizations.

The Yukon government mentioned that there would be a

lessons-learned document prepared after the operation. We

would like a commitment from the minister to share that with

the opposition and the public.

As the minister stated, we have seen a warmer spring than

usual, which has the potential to push up the onset of our fire

season. We believe that we cannot talk about wildland fire

management without talking about climate change. We know

that there will be seasonal effects on Yukon’s climate that

have the potential to impact our fire seasons. Not only do we

have a duty to understand how those climate events might

affect seasonal fire risk, but we also have a duty to reduce our

own generation of greenhouse gas emissions that are

contributing to that climate change.

Mr. Speaker, for the sake of wildland fire crews and

Yukon residents, we are hoping for a mild and boring fire

season.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Well said to the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King. First of all, I just wanted to respond to

a couple of comments and just add a couple more.

With respect to the Official Opposition — the member

spoke about going further for fuel reduction. I was just at a

public meeting this past Tuesday — a community meeting —

where we talked about wildfire risk, FireSmart, and

emergency planning, and I laid out our overall plan to

reducing fuel load over the next several years. I talked as well

about doing some fuel reduction this year within the City of

Whitehorse, and later — next week, I think it is — I will be

touring those areas with the Mayor of Whitehorse to look at

fuel reduction strategies within the City of Whitehorse.

I also appreciate the comments from the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King talking about the emergency plan. I note

that it is the City of Whitehorse that has the lead on the City of

Whitehorse emergency plan; however, our departments are

working very closely with the City of Whitehorse.

I will do my best to always try to share all documents. I

think that they are way more important when they are in
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public hands and everybody’s hands. It is so important that we

continue to address these issues.

With respect to climate change, I can say that we are also

working with a national group talking about codes, standards,

and best practices and about how our homes are designed in

our subdivisions to keep them safer from wildfire.

I wanted to note that our crews are certified to the highest

standard in Canada. They will be qualified to size fires,

anticipate fire behaviour, and direct our air resources and

heavy equipment.

I think that we have also been a leader when it comes to

addressing First Nation capacity and wildland firefighting.

This is a priority action under the national report on increasing

wildland fire resilience in Canada. I was really happy that we

got to the type 2 level of training that the Member for Lake

Laberge noted.

To those crews who will be tasked by us to protect Yukon

this summer, I say this: You are taking the next step on a new

chapter in your lives — a step toward adventure and

camaraderie. But firefighting is also a step toward learning

about self-sacrifice, a step toward discovering what you are

made of, and a step toward discovering your limitations and

pushing past them.

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Children in care

Ms. McLeod: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Last February,

the Minister of Health and Social Services met with a young

person who made allegations of abuse within government-run

group homes. For months, the minister and the Liberals

plugged their ears and did nothing about this. Seven months

later, the minister gave a half-hearted apology, where she

accepted no responsibility. The problem was that, from the

beginning of this scandal, the minister and her government did

not believe the children or the whistle-blowers, and they took

no action. In fact, they actively launched a witch hunt to find

the whistle-blowers — even sending in people pretending to

be plumbers to kick people out of their offices as they

searched through computers.

Now that the Public Interest and Disclosure

Commissioner has released her report and has found

wrongdoing, will the minister apologize that she and her

government did not believe the allegations being made by the

children and the whistle-blowers?

Hon. Ms. Frost: First off, I would like to thank the

PIDWA commissioner for the report — the special

investigation that was tabled. I would also like to

acknowledge Pam Costanzo for her report — and all of the

staff for the great work that they have done to address the

historical wrongdoings, to look at the faults in the structural

design of the Family and Children’s Services unit.

Historically, we have gone out — I have publicly apologized.

What I didn’t hear from the opposition members was their

apologies for what they did when they were in office

managing the department — because, Mr. Speaker, this report

goes back quite a lot of years.

We have done a lot — and I am very pleased about that

— in terms of participating fully with the commission’s

reports and going above and beyond to address — and

working with the youth. I have worked with the youth in

question. I am happy to say that I have. Why? Because the

youth is directly connected to my First Nation, and it is

imperative that we look at indigenous children in care, try to

eliminate the barriers that are there for all of the children, and

ensure that we have adequate resources and supports for all of

the children.

Ms. McLeod: When CBC first broke the story, the

Minister of Justice dismissed it and told Yukoners not to

believe everything you read in the news. A few weeks later,

the Premier went on the radio and dismissed it further by

suggesting that the media was only dealing in rumors and that

he had all of the facts.

So let’s look at the facts. The commissioner’s report says:

“I found that the youth, who was in the care of the Director,

was evicted from the group home without suitable alternate

accommodation and that the decisions, actions or omissions of

Department employees involved amounted to wrongdoing.”

She goes on to say that the wrongdoing amounted to a

fundamental contravention of the Child and Family Services
Act. The Minister of Justice and the Premier should have
taken the media reports more seriously instead of dismissing

them. Now that the commissioner has completed her

investigation and she has made eight recommendations to

remedy the wrongdoing, will the minister accept and

implement all of the recommendations?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am very pleased with the report. In

fact, it’s welcome. It is welcome because it highlights for us

historical pressures. Members of the opposition — the

previous government, who followed this system — were in

office during this time. The question I would ask is: What did

they do during this time when the wrongdoing took place?

What I can say is that the commissioner has identified one

wrongdoing — that report occurred in November 2016.

We have also, through the Costanzo report, identified that

same wrongdoing through that commission report, and we

have taken the necessary action. I am very pleased about that.

I am pleased about how far the department has come. Our

partnership is really important — in terms of looking at

supports and reconciliation — respecting the indigenous

communities, respecting the foster parents and respecting all

of our partners in the Yukon — to look at our priorities and of

course continuing to ensure that the youth who we have in our

care are given the absolute best support and services. That is

our duty as a government.

Ms. McLeod: The Premier himself suggested that the

media’s reporting was untrue. On CBC radio on April 25,

2018, the Premier was point-blank asked why his government

hadn’t taken action on the allegations of abuse, and he

suggested that the reporting was false. His exact quote was:

“While the opposition and the media deals with allegations,

we as a government are dealing with facts.”
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Well, it turns out that it was actually the media that was

dealing with facts. The government has until mid-June to

notify the commissioner about the steps it is taking to address

the recommendations, but that doesn’t mean that it has to wait

until the last minute to notify the commissioner. If the

minister wanted to make these a priority, she could expedite

the response and implementation of these recommendations.

Instead of delaying, will the minister agree to begin

implementation of these recommendations immediately?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I can say is that we have

received the report. We have received the Costanzo report.

We received the report from the PIDWA commissioner. We

are waiting for the Child and Family Services Act review to
conclude. We have done exceptional work to address the

challenges, the barriers, and the policy advancements that we

needed to do within Health and Social Services and Family

and Children’s Services.

With responsibilities as a government — we cannot take

responsibility for what the Yukon Party has done historically

in terms of structure. What I have control over — and what

the department has control over — is what do we do in this

circumstance as we move forward.

What I can say is that in 2016, when we took office, we

had 158 children in care. We were at capacity. We could not

take more children in. That resulted in some of the challenges.

Through collaborative efforts with our partners, we have

reduced that number to 92. In 2016, when the incident took

place, we had ranging from 46 to 60 children in group homes.

We now have 19. How did that happen? It was by aligning our

systems to better work with our communities and our partners

in addressing the children’s core needs and bringing them

back to their families through extended family care programs.

Question re: Private sector employment
Mr. Hassard: On April 12, the government released its

monthly employment report, which confirmed what many

Yukoners already knew. The private sector growth under this

Liberal government not only stalled, but in fact is shrinking —

but the public sector is growing.

According to the government’s own statistics, private

sector employment is down five percent from December 2016,

while public sector has increased by 16.25 percent. There has

been a 50-percent increase in the number of people who are

unemployed compared to one year ago, and this is in the face

of the Liberal’s massive government hiring spree.

Could the minister tell us why our private sector is

shrinking?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I appreciate the question and the

opportunity to really talk about our economy, our private

sector diversification, and the health that we’re seeing.

The Member for Lake Laberge always uses that line —

“what regular people are saying on the street”. Well, do you

know what regular people are saying on the street? That they

see investor confidence back in the Yukon.

When you take a look at what employers and businesses

want to see — they want to see that you actually have an

economy where they can grow, see increased revenues, and

strengthen the ability to expand.

The challenges now — there are some challenges. Those

challenges are trying to ensure that we have enough

individuals to take the many jobs that we have. That is the

conversation that I’m having — is to ensure that we have

people to take those private sector jobs — just conversations

that I was having today.

First and foremost, I think that some of the data the

opposition uses is very — they’re pretty fast and loose with it.

You have to take into consideration that the Yukon

government statistics — and also when you look at the public

sector — it takes into consideration not only the Government

of Yukon but the federal government, First Nation

governments, and municipal government hires as well.

We are seeing some cherry-picking of the facts, but I will

get into private sector growth and success with my compadres

across the way once we get to question number two.

Mr. Hassard: The Liberals seem to like to brag about

employment being high, but they forget to mention that all of

that job growth under this government has been in the public

sector. In fact, the private sector has shrunk under this

government.

According to the government statistics — and those are

government statistics, Mr. Speaker — private sector

employment was down by five percent compared to December

2016, which is in fact a loss of 600 private sector jobs. We are

hearing from local small businesses about why this is

happening. One local restaurant posted on Facebook last night

that they’re having to cut back their hours because they can’t

compete with all of the government hiring. Simply put, the

Liberals’ hiring spree is directly competing with the private

sector.

Why are more and more businesses coming forward to

say that it is becoming more difficult to run a business here in

this territory?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, if the Leader of the

Official Opposition has done his research on his own, he has

either made his own decision to leave out the entire context of

what was said in that particular posting, or the chief of staff —

when he wrote him the question — left it out.

They said two things: Because of the strong mining sector

and government opportunities, there has been more of a

competition out there. We hear that the sky is falling when it

comes to the mining sector, but I guess it’s not because, as the

member opposite is saying — they’re stating that a private

sector business — which I just touched on in my first answer

— is having some strain with finding people because there are

so many opportunities.

If you go back to the last year of active governance by the

Yukon Party, you will see that there were 2,000 private sector

jobs lost in the Yukon — 2,000 jobs lost at that particular

time. I would ask the Member for Lake Laberge to go back

and look at the same statistics. Since he touched on that, of

course I did some homework and went over the last decade of

numbers — 2,000.
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At the same time, if you look at our record — while we

have been in government, from the month that we took on this

responsibility until today, every single month, we have had

the lowest unemployment in the country.

Cherry-picking a fact to spin doesn’t work. We all know

people are building things, there are more jobs, and this

economy is getting diversified.

Mr. Hassard: It’s unfortunate that this government still

refuses to take responsibility. You know, they are in fact the

government, and they need to understand that.

Under this Liberal government’s watch, the territory, as I

said, has lost 600 private sector jobs. Local businesses are

raising concerns about the growth of the public sector. They

are being suffocated by Liberal red tape. The carbon tax is

causing NGOs to say that they will have to lay people off —

but all of this is falling on the deaf ears of this government.

As I mentioned, a local restaurant put out a plea last night

about the issues facing small businesses here in our territory.

They highlighted that there is little or no housing available

and that the houses that are on the market are very expensive.

Life is becoming unaffordable for small businesses and

Yukoners, so what is this Liberal government doing to reduce

the cost of living?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I appreciate that the Leader of the

Official Opposition wanted to go right on to the third question

after I essentially answered the third question with my second

answer — that’s fine, but I will go back to it.

Once again, for anybody who would like to look at that

comment — it was a local restaurant identifying the fact that

the mining sector has been so strong that it’s difficult for

hospitality jobs to compete with the high salaries in the private

sector that are now available because we are seeing the mining

sector have a resurgence.

The resurgence is because of our commitment to

reconciliation, which in turn builds a foundation of trust.

That’s why we see the announcements that are being made for

diversification. That’s why we see companies saying that they

are having a — it’s a competitive job market because there is

a ton of opportunity in the private sector right now. We are

seeing the innovation sector begin to grow; we’re seeing the

resurgence in both exploration and the mining sector.

At the same time, we hear about red tape. The city, which

has most of our population, was just named the number one

city out of 125 cities in Canada — partially for entrepreneurial

growth and partially because of this government’s work to

reduce red tape. It’s clear and simple. Take a look at the

Financial Post, take a look at the numbers, and take a look at
the GDP growth and the opportunities that are available each

and every day.

Question re: Public interest disclosure of
wrongdoing process

Ms. Hanson: I also want to thank the Public Interest

Disclosure Commissioner for her report on allegations of

wrongdoing in the delivery of group home care. The

commissioner made a number of observations and

recommendations for this government. In order to complete

her work, the commissioner logically requested access to the

case files and noted that, instead of a succinct and

chronological file containing incidents, case plan reviews, and

other relevant documentation, the department produced a

collection of e-mails and memos. There was much redundancy

and repetition of information.

These findings and recommendations are not new. The

2014 Auditor General of Canada report on Family and

Children’s Services recommended a case management system

to meet legislative and policy requirements for all children in

care. The government agreed and said it would implement the

Auditor General’s recommendations.

Can the minister confirm whether or not there is now a

proper case management system for all children in care?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m pleased to rise today to speak

about the great work that’s happening within Family and

Children’s Services with regard to what we have learned —

and we have learned a lot from all the commission’s reports

and assessments. With respect to the direct question — we are

looking at an improved, efficient system and we will continue

to do that and take under consideration and advisement the

recommendations that have come forward. I’m happy to say

that work continues, and we will ensure that we have

efficiencies as we move forward.

Ms. Hanson: That was five years ago.

The commissioner discussed her role in this investigation

and noted how difficult it was to get access to records and to

interview staff. In fact — and I’m quoting here: “… requests

for the production of records and requests for employee

witness interviews were vigorously met with numerous legal

challenges…”

She goes on to describe the government’s insistence that

government legal counsel be present during staff interviews. I

can’t imagine staff feeling at all comfortable reporting their

concerns with government lawyers sitting there. The

commissioner suggested that this in fact was an obstacle to the

ability of the commissioner to conduct a thorough

investigation. She suggests the need for the authority of the

commissioner and the whistle-blowing act to be reviewed and

clarified.

Is this government committed to the principles and intent

of the Public Interest Disclosure of Wrongdoing Act? Will the
minister commit to amending this vital piece of legislation to

clarify the authority of the commissioner?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The Yukon Public Interest

Disclosure Commissioner released a special investigation

report, as we are aware, under the Public Interest Disclosure
of Wrongdoing Act just yesterday. We certainly thank the
commissioner for her report, and we will fully consider all of

the recommendations and suggestions that she made in that

report to develop a plan and a timeline for areas of

improvement.

I recollect — although I may stand corrected — that this

is the first type of report done under this legislation. Clearly

there were opportunities for information to be provided to her.

We understand that she was provided all of that information.

There is, of course, the concept of legal counsel being
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involved in that process. We will review her comments and

her recommendations and make a determination going

forward as to whether there is the need for any clarification.

Ms. Hanson: To be clear, the report was provided to

government on April 10. Mr. Speaker, in the commissioner’s

final observations, she discussed the Ombudsman Act, as there
are areas where there are crossovers in her investigations.

Many of the issues identified by the disclosers, as well as

those that came to light during the investigation, were more

about policy, procedure, and the availability of resources. The

individuals could not make a complaint under the Ombudsman
Act, since they were not directly affected by the wrongdoing.

Other jurisdictions addressed this by providing the

Ombudsman the ability to investigate a complaint on their

own initiative. Our legislation does not provide that same

authority, thus tying the Ombudsman’s hands. This is

especially important as the individual may be a child or youth,

have a developmental disability or lack freedom, or for other

reasons may not be able to complain on their own.

Will this government commit to reviewing and changing

the powers of the Yukon Ombudsman to allow them to initiate

their own investigations?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am very pleased to rise today to

talk about the concept of the Ombudsman investigations and

the Ombudsman Act here in the territory, which is something
that I am quite familiar with and certainly believe in as a

concept for resolving issues and complaints about

government. I have much respect for that process.

As I have noted with respect to the recommendations of

the PIDWA commissioner, who is also the Ombudsman — for

those Yukoners who may not know that — I think it is very

important for us to review her recommendations with respect

to this report that has been filed in relation to the other pieces

of legislation that exist here in the territory and the interplay

between those. That is absolutely critical. As the

recommendations are considered, that work will be done.

Question re: Children in care
Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, all hell broke loose when

serious issues at Yukon government-run group homes were

raised. Youth were locked out in the middle of winter and

were being denied placement, despite the dire circumstances

that they were experiencing. Quite frankly, it was a mess, and

the government’s response was equally messy. First we had

denials that nothing had happened and that the media stories

were not true. Eventually, the minister and her deputy

apologized for statements that were made with regard to group

homes.

You will recall, Mr. Speaker, that the positive outcomes

of this debacle were that the Child and Youth Advocate

agreed to do an independent systemic review of government

group homes and then the repeatedly referenced Costanzo

report.

Can the minister tell this House when the Child and

Youth Advocate’s report on the systemic issues related to

government-run group homes will be completed and tabled in

this Assembly, and will she share the Costanzo report

publicly?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am always pleased to rise to speak

about the processes by which we govern ourselves — in

particular, with youth and children who we have in our care.

As noted previously, the historical pressures that we have seen

and the wrongdoing took effect prior to my taking office.

What I do want to say is that I have acknowledged — I have

apologized, and I have met with the youth. I will continue to

advocate in support of children who have come into the

system — into our care — and ensure that they have the

supports they require.

The commissioned report from Costanzo was really a

report that we initiated. Why? Because we wanted to take

some proactive measures. We went ahead and supported the

PIDWA commissioner with everything that she could possibly

require to help her in her reports.

I made a call and spoke to the Child and Youth Advocate

in March 2018. At that time, she agreed to conduct an

independent and impartial systemic review of transitional

support services. From that time until now, she has completed

her work, and I understand that she will have that report ready

to table very shortly.

Ms. White: I thank the minister for that correction, but

I would also like to see the Costanzo report that she has

referenced repeatedly.

It has been over a year since the whole story around the

government-run group homes unravelled. We saw the closure

of Integrated Supports for Yukon Youth and the program was

then transferred to Skookum Jim Friendship Centre. We have

also asked about whether or not those files were available to

follow the individuals.

As well, new policies around staff working alone in group

homes was implemented through union pressures and a ruling

from the Public Service Commissioner.

Mr. Speaker, what has changed for youth in the care of

these group homes, and how is this minister measuring the

successes of those changes?

Hon. Ms. Frost: We measure the outcomes by the

supports and of course the realignment of case management,

working with our families, and working on ensuring that the

children who are aging out of our system are provided the

support they require — that means looking at an expanded

program. The Wann Road project does just that.

Our support with Skookum Jim Friendship Centre allows

us then to work with our partners and our communities. Keep

in mind that the independent supported youth program that

was on 2nd Avenue was a pilot project from the previous

government to address the concerns or perhaps the supports

that were required. Out of that, we have learned a lot. We

have expanded the scope of care, and we will continue to do

that by aligning policies and services and ensuring that the

youth who come into our care are either transitioned back

home into their communities through an extended program —

or if they are residing continuously within Health and Social

Services, we will ensure that they have the supports that they

require to be successful in transitioning into adulthood.
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Ms. White: In response to the concerns raised a year

ago with the government group homes, it was announced that

the Yukon government was creating a new transitional group

home on Wann Road in Porter Creek. This was to be a home

for youth transitioning out of Family and Children’s Services

and into independent living. Over a million dollars was used

to purchase the home and another million dollars to renovate

the home, and to date it still hasn’t opened. In the meantime,

youth continue to age out of the system.

What transitional supports are currently being provided to

youth over the age of 18 who are transitioning out of the

system, and where are these programs being offered?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to maybe talk a little bit

about the demographics of the youth who are in care. We

know that we talk about reconciliation; we talk about the

reintegration of children back into their communities. A very

few short years ago, we had in excess of 160 youth in care.

We currently have 19 — ranging from 17 to 19 and 20. It

fluctuates, but we have very few youth in group homes. We

have 92 youth in our care currently through extended family

care programs in their communities.

How do we transition them? We help and we work with

our partners. We ensure that the supports are there. We work

with the Yukon College to ensure that they are supported

through capacity and capacity development.

We are working on the Wann Road project, effectively

trying to provide a venue or an avenue for the youth to have a

stable environment in which to transition out of a group home

environment into independent living. We are very pleased

about that and we will continue to work with our partners to

ensure that all youth are supported and that we track the

youth.

Perhaps that hasn’t historically been the case, but what

we’re focusing on now is ensuring that transitioning youth

into healthy independence is successful, that we will hold up

in the future.

Question re: Government support for non-
governmental organizations

Ms. McLeod: Yesterday, we found out from the Yukon
News that the Liberals had conducted a review of the

territory’s NGOs over the last year. According to the

department, it was because of this review that the Liberals

froze funding to the territory’s NGOs. However, when asked

by media to release this information, the answer was a flat-out

no. There is no reason for the secrecy, unless there is

something to hide.

Will the minister agree to release the documentation from

the NGO review?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I can’t speak about all the NGOs, but I

will speak about the 33 that are currently within Health and

Social Services. Of those, we have two that are for-profit. We

have worked and we will continue to work with each one of

the NGOs to ensure that they have the supports that they

require.

Whether we make this public or not, I don’t believe that

is going to be the case. We will work with all of our NGOs,

but in time, perhaps — I think right now, what we’re looking

for is ensuring that we provide additional supports for

operational requirements within each one of these transfer

payment agreements that we have with all our NGO groups —

really pleased about that.

I think that significant participation and engagement with

all the NGO groups is showing us that they are there working

with us, and the review process is done to ensure that we

assess efficiencies. We are a growing government. We are

seeing the population rising. We are seeing different

demographic groups coming into the communities. We are

seeing changes within each one of these areas.

We are looking to find efficiencies with the NGO groups.

That is driven by them, not by us as a government.

Ms. McLeod: This is bizarre and needlessly secretive

behaviour by this Liberal government. The NGO review took

place. The deputy minister of Health and Social Services told

media that there is documentation, but apparently it is not

public documentation. Yukoners have a right to see the

documentation from this review, as it was used as an excuse to

freeze NGO funding.

Why is the minister hiding this information?

Hon. Ms. Frost: No hiding behind anything — I think

what I have said is that we are working with the NGOs. Now,

the NGOs have received a cost of living adjustment for

2019-20 of two percent. We will continue to assess and apply

the supports that are required under Health and Social

Services — under those NGO groups that we have reviewed.

There are many.

We did not take, as a government, a comprehensive

review of all the NGO groups, but we really want to take this

time to acknowledge that the majority of the NGOs are not-

for-profit organizations that do exceptional work in our

communities. I want to uphold them and give them the

support that they require. That is done in good faith, with

transparency, and of course in good collaboration.

The transfer payment agreements really reflect that, going

out into future years — rather than having something status

quo for the last 10 years, looking at better alignments on

service delivery to better align with the people’s needs and

ensuring that we have direct input from the NGO groups as

we look at future amendments on their transfer payment

agreements. That is certainly something that we are open to.

Ms. McLeod: The minister has said that NGOs will be

reviewed part of the comprehensive health review. Her

department did a review of NGOs. Documentation from this

review does exist. However, as reported by the Yukon News,
this documentation will not even be provided to the expert

panel conducting the health review.

What was the point of the NGO review if the information

isn’t even going to feed into the health review? How can a

health review even be considered comprehensive if it doesn’t

consider the information from the NGO review?

Hon. Ms. Frost: We did our due diligence working

with the NGO groups to determine who they are serving, what

services they are providing, what their objectives are, and
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what the outcomes are. This was to ensure that we are being

good stewards of public resources.

Most NGOs are now on three-year funding agreements.

In that time — I’m not suggesting in any way that they will

stay status quo within that envelope — I think that there are

always opportunities for improvements and we will continue

to do that good work as we work with the independent expert

panel. Then we will assess all of the services. We have set the

release of that document most recently, which sets in place the

themes and the priorities.

As part of the comprehensive review — certainly that will

be considered. The panel’s report will come out and I’m

hoping that we can assess and look at efficiencies around

programs and services and expand that to better align with all

of Yukoners’ needs. Why? Because we need to ensure that

Yukoners have healthy, happy lives wherever they reside.

That’s the objective. The NGO groups stand across the

Yukon.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of

the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): Order, please. Committee of the

Whole will now come to order.

Motion re appearance of witnesses
Committee of the Whole Motion No. 10

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I move:

THAT from 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. today on Thursday,

April 18, 2019, Mike Pemberton, chair of the Yukon

Development Corporation board of directors; Justin Ferbey,

president and chief executive officer of the Yukon

Development Corporation; Lesley Cabott, chair of the Yukon

Energy Corporation board of directors; and Andrew Hall,

president and chief executive officer of the Yukon Energy

Corporation, appear as witnesses before Committee of the

Whole to discuss matters related to the Yukon Development

Corporation and the Yukon Energy Corporation.

Chair: It is moved by Mr. Pillai:

THAT from 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. on Thursday, April

18, 2019, Mike Pemberton, chair of the Yukon Development

Corporation board of directors; Justin Ferbey, president and

chief executive officer of the Yukon Development

Corporation; Lesley Cabott, chair of the Yukon Energy

Corporation board of directors; and Andrew Hall, president

and chief executive officer of the Yukon Energy Corporation,

appear as witnesses before Committee of the Whole to discuss

matters related to the Yukon Development Corporation and

the Yukon Energy Corporation.

Committee of the Whole Motion No. 10 agreed to

The matter now before the Committee is Vote 10, Public

Service Commission, in Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Vote 10,

Public Service Commission, in Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Is there any general debate?

Public Service Commission
Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I appreciate the opportunity this

afternoon to speak about the Public Service Commission

budget for the 2019-20 fiscal year.

The Public Service Commission is a central agency

department of Yukon government. It is responsible for a range

of human resources-related programs and services. The Public

Service Commission is an adequate description of the

department, but I don’t think it does the relatively small crew

justice.

The Public Service Commission represents the pay and

benefits folks. They are the planners, communicators,

managers and troubleshooters of the government. They make

sure that money for your food, rent, transport, communication

and other needs and wants are deposited on time. They make

sure that people are given time off. They ensure that the

workplace is respectful and that the civil service is well-

trained. They navigate the hardest human interactions you can

have in the workplace.

If you are injured, they will work to find you a way to get

back to work. If you have an addiction, they will try to find

you help. They deal with mental health in the workplace and

ensure that employees are properly looked after when

someone falls ill or dies.

They recognize long-serving employees and make sure

that they get the recognition that they deserve. They provide

advice on pensions and benefits. They recruit for new

positions across the country and have probably the busiest

web portal in the Yukon, the Yukon job site.
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They ensure that the civil service represents our society

and vice versa. They lead negotiations with the territory’s

labour unions, and they ensure that settlements are fair to

employees and managers alike. They do all of this and more,

and they do it well.

Yukon is one of the nation’s top 100 employers, and that

does not happen by accident. The Public Service

Commission’s work is critical to that success.

Of course, not to be crass, but money is critical to the

department’s work, and that is what we are talking about this

afternoon.

There are two themes to the Public Service Commission’s

budget: strategic and government-wide. This is because the

majority of the Public Service Commission’s requests relate to

programs or services delivered on behalf of all of government.

This is done with a whole-of-government approach in mind

and with the aim of delivering existing services more

efficiently and effectively.

The Public Service Commission is in the process of

developing the capacity to work more effectively with the

human resource community in departments as business

partners on human resource matters. Human resource business

partners work together to align organization-wide objectives

with employees and management needs. They also serve as

consultants to senior management and as employee champions

and change agents.

These goals are consistent with the recommendations of

the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel and support the enduring

priorities of this government. Leading and supporting these

strategic human resource partnerships is where the Public

Service Commission is headed. You will have seen evidence

of this in the human resource sustainability initiative. The first

phase of this is now complete, with the Human Resource

Service Centre division now established, effective April 1, on

an ongoing basis.

The Public Service Commission continues its work on

subsequent phases of the human resource sustainability

initiative by piloting other initiatives that also assist in

developing and supporting the value-added strategic human

resources capacity of client departments and human resource

business partners. You will also have observed the

government-wide theme in the Public Service Commission’s

budget, not only in the employee future benefits and workers’

compensation funds that the Public Service Commission

administers on behalf of all departments, but in the Public

Service Commission’s provision of corporate support

programs directed at promoting the health and safety of all

Yukon government employees, as well as providing

accommodation and support for employees with disabilities

and supporting a respectful, healthy and well-functioning

workplace by addressing disrespectful conduct and

interpersonal conflict.

Some of the specific actions to be undertaken by the

Public Service Commission in the 2019-20 budget include:

implementation of the shared services model, which will, over

time, assist in developing and support value-added strategic

human resource capacity of all Yukon government

departments; a review of hiring, promotion and retention

practices to ensure they are transparent and inclusive;

implementing changes to the cost-sharing of extended health

care benefits for new Yukon government retirees; and

improvements to the integration and security of the Public

Service Commission information systems.

I will now provide an overview of both the operation and

maintenance and capital budgets for the Public Service

Commission.

Mr. Chair, the Public Service Commission’s overall

estimated budget for the 2019-20 year is $52,452,000. The

overall budget is comprised mainly of the operation and

maintenance budget, which is estimated at $51.73 million.

This O&M increase is an increase of $3.378 million, or about

seven percent, from the 2018-19 main estimates. It is needed

to continue to carry out the strategic and government-wide

initiatives that benefit all the Yukon government, contribute to

a merit-based public service that is healthy and well-

supported, and develop improved business efficiencies and

effectiveness that directly support capacity development

within the Yukon government’s human resource community.

The increase is mainly due to $1.47 million for the two

funds administered on behalf of all Yukon government

departments — that would be the Yukon workers’

compensation fund and the employee future benefits fund —

and a $1.29-million increase reflecting funds and human

resources transferred from Yukon government departments for

the transition of the human resource shared-service model

pilot project into an ongoing program: the Human Resource

Shared Services branch.

The Employee Future Benefits budget is the largest line

item in the Public Service Commission budget. This item

totals $26.895 million, or 52 percent of the Public Service

Commission operation and maintenance budget. This

represents an increase of $957,000, or 3.7 percent, from the

2018-19 estimates for this program.

Employee future benefits are paid to employees when

they leave the government or retire. The amount is determined

by actuarial review — you’ve never had fun until you’ve met

an actuary — and it takes into account a variety of factors

such as accumulated service, wage rates and demographic

factors such as the rate of retirement.

Retirement benefits are also affected by extended health

care cost trends and the rate at which retired employees

participate in the benefit plan. The slowed pace of growth for

the employee future benefits fund for 2019-20 reflects

implementation of a new cost-sharing arrangement for this

component of the fund that went into effect for new retirees

on January 1, 2019.

The other main component of the Public Service

Commission budget is the $1.466 million to establish the

Human Resource Shared Services branch. This branch and

two other existing branches — the Compensation and

Classification branch and the Human Resource Management

Systems branch — were restructured into the new Human

Resource Service Centre division.
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As a central agency, the Public Service Commission’s

role encompasses broad responsibilities that demand

organizational leadership, innovative and strategic thinking

and a whole-of-government approach. The government

recognizes the strategic value of these new human resource

projects and efficiency initiatives that support capacity

development within the Yukon government’s human resource

community.

In order to achieve the strategic value and planned

efficiencies, an upfront investment in additional human

resources is needed. This is reflected in an increase of

$472,000 for four new full-time positions to support pay

equity, health and safety, and respectful conduct in the public

service. This increase is partially offset by a $287,000

decrease in overall estimated Public Service Commission

salaries due to adjustments in the personnel forecasting

method across government.

This was implemented across government in response to

the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel’s recommendations.

Beginning in 2019-20 and going onward, a standard set of

criteria to develop personnel budgets was established and

applied across government to promote organizational

consistency in personnel budgeting.

With the exception of $100,000 identified on a one-time

basis for a review of hiring, promotion and retention practices,

most other changes are small and reflect changes to salary

costs for the current staff complement.

I will now turn to the Public Service Commission’s

capital vote. The capital budget is $722,000. This is an

increase of $137,000 — or 23 percent from 2018-19. The

capital budget allocation is project-specific and will differ

from year to year, depending on projects that are being done.

Except for human resource systems development and

related support costs supported through the IT government-

wide envelope, the Public Service Commission’s capital

budget generally consists of funding to replace worn-out and

obsolete equipment, as well as purchasing specialized

adaptive equipment to assist employees with disabilities to

better function in their workplace.

Most of the Public Service Commission’s capital budget

of $505,000 — or 70 percent of that budget — is for the

development and support of corporate human resource

information systems. The remainder is for operational

equipment upgrades, including the purchase of furniture and

equipment related to office relocations that are part of an

ongoing main administration building renovation project, new

parts and equipment for the document destruction centre, and

equipment to accommodate employees with disabilities.

The $505,000 is integral to the department’s functioning.

We have to move this government from the 19th century

paper-based model that we currently have been working in for

so many years into something that is a lot more modern so that

we have the proper information, data, and the tools we need to

actually effectively manage many things within the

government, including the people who work so hard for us.

With that, I want to thank you for this opportunity to

speak about the Public Service Commission’s programs and

the department’s financial responsibilities. I am going to

throw the floor open to some questions.

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for his overview of

the Public Service Commission and the updating with respect

to some of the implementation of some of the

recommendations of the Financial Advisory Panel. I would be

remiss if I didn’t also welcome the officials here today. I am

looking forward to the discussion with the minister this

afternoon about the Public Service Commission because, as he

knows, this is probably, in my mind, at the heart of the

effective delivery of government services and programs on

behalf of all Yukoners.

I want to start with a matter that we have touched on

before. I want to — for the record — have an update. The

minister and members opposite are familiar now with the

tabling of the report by the commissioner responsible for the

Public Interest Disclosure of Wrongdoing Act and the

Ombudsman Act — the report that was tabled in this

Legislature yesterday, made available to the Government of

Yukon on April 10.

I am raising this particularly because the minister will

recall many conversations that we had in this Assembly last

year with respect to confusion that existed within the

government side with respect to how to advise public servants

about their rights and responsibilities under the whistle-

blowing legislation. The commissioner noted that

communications “… about the procedures under PIDWA

demonstrated confusion about the protections afforded to

employees thereunder, including that a disclosure must follow

the process set out in PIDWA. A failure to have proper

disclosure procedures in place puts employees at risk who are

courageous enough to bring a matter forward. Proper

procedures ensure confidentiality and anonymity for the

discloser, which is critically important for reprisal protection.

Additionally, an employee who fails to follow proper

procedure in reporting wrongdoing may not be afforded the

protection…” of this important piece of legislation — and the

commissioner said: “In my view, this is serious.”

“Given the foregoing, the Department…” — in this case,

we are also talking about government-wide — the Public

Service Commission should work “… to develop disclosure

procedures.” The reason I am raising this is because — again,

this is a document that was tabled here yesterday. The

footnote to that point that I just made was that “At the writing

of this Report, the Public Service Commission announced that

it is preparing guidelines on disclosure procedures that a

public entity could follow to ensure that its employees are

protected by PIDWA and that disclosures made to the public

entity by its employees are done in accordance with PIDWA.”

Can the minister now confirm that all government

departments and entities have in fact put in place guidelines

on disclosure procedures to follow to ensure that employees

are protected by this legislation and that disclosures made to

the public entity by its employees are done in accordance with

PIDWA?
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Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I too want to express my apologies

to my colleagues here, Pam and Kim, and welcome them to

the floor today to help us with this process this afternoon.

The question related to the Public Interest Disclosure of
Wrongdoing Act and the recent report by the PIDWA

commissioner, which was received this week, and some

questions that the member opposite brought forward last year

when we were going through this process. As the member

opposite knows, the Public Interest Disclosure of Wrongdoing
Act is a mechanism for addressing serious wrongdoings that

may be committed within a public entity covered by the act,

and it affords specific reprisal protections to employees of

those entities.

The act obligations of each public entity include the

obligation to ensure wide communication to their employees

about the act, including how to disclose a wrongdoing. Since

we last met and discussed this, we have worked very hard to

pull together guidelines that have been distributed to every

single department and every single deputy. The Public Service

Commissioner has met with deputies and has spoken about the

Public Interest Disclosure of Wrongdoing Act and the

guidelines. The guidelines were pulled together, I believe, in

collaboration with the department. As I said, we have now

presented, through the Public Service Commission, those

guidelines to every department.

We have online training that is being developed. It will be

available to employees in the next few months, and we have

also met with the Public Interest Disclosure Commissioner in

the drafting of the guidelines that we have brought before the

departments. She was consulted and brought into the process

to develop these guidelines. We have adopted many of the

recommendations that she brought forward in our

consultations.

I was very happy with her participation in this process. I

recently met with her. We talked about the Public Interest
Disclosure of Wrongdoing Act and the guidelines, and it was
good. We had a great conversation in my office, and she did

mention the review of the act that is scheduled to be

happening next year. I assured her that we would be taking

another look at the act next year, which is five years after it

had been passed, and we are happy to do that review. We will,

of course, be involving her in that review when it happens.

Ms. Hanson: I am pleased to hear from the minister

that the recommendations — well, the implementation of

procedures to ensure that employees are clear and ensure that

the deputies for each of the departments are being held

accountable for ensuring that, as changes occur in staffing,

every employee is aware of the rights and responsibilities

under this legislation.

As we talk about changes and employees — during the

briefing, officials mentioned that one of the activities in the

past year was a talent acquisition and retention performance

audit. This was conducted by the audit branch of the

Executive Council Office.

Basically, the question was about why they completed the

audit, and the answer to that is: “As the Government of Yukon

(YG) is expected to deliver on its priorities and objectives,

key talent positions need to be filled with the right people in

order to achieve results.”

The minister and I have talked about the importance of

ensuring that how the Government of Yukon acquires and

retains staff — employees across the spectrum — the

necessity of making sure that it is open, transparent, and

inclusive to ensure a professional, merit-based public service.

The audit found that, at this point, it’s not possible to

make a statement that in fact the talent, acquisition, and

retention process within the Yukon government is open,

transparent, and inclusive. They said that more needed data.

They basically said, Mr. Chair, that there is no talent

management strategy in place for the Yukon government.

I just want to point out a couple of things that I would like

to have the minister comment on. One of the issues raised by

the fact — and they noted this in their report — that recent

key challenges within the Yukon government include turnover

at the senior level, managers posted to “acting” at two or more

levels above their regular positions — so an MG04 to an

MG02 — and high impact or difficult-to-fill positions are

vacant, which may indicate scarce resources and poor

succession planning.

This is where it links to the fact that there is no evidence

of a talent management strategy in place for the Yukon

government. Without that, the audit says that Yukon

government “… cannot know if it has the capacity to deliver

on its priorities and commitments. Leadership skills are

important, but the public service needs to have the right

people at multiple levels to deliver services internally and to

citizens. The best results depend on the capacity of all levels,

not only capacity at the top of the organizational chart.”

This was an audit that was done for the fiscal year

2018-18. At that time, there was no documented talent

management strategy for the Yukon government as a whole.

There was a staff development strategy in 2015-18, which was

written with a view to be doing something, but it doesn’t

appear that was done.

The question I have for the minister is — if he could

update what has changed and if in fact there is a talent

management strategy in place for the Yukon government

public service.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I will take a stab at this, this

afternoon.

The Leader of the Third Party has asked me about shared

services or talent management within the civil service. I can

say that it is well underway. It is not complete, but it is

underway.

In August 2018, as the member noted, a talent acquisition

and retention performance audit was completed by the Yukon

government’s Internal Audit Services branch. The audit

focused on Yukon government’s human resource processes

for acquiring and retaining senior-level, high-impact, and

difficult-to-fill positions. The three recommendations in the

audit report are being addressed in the strategic planning

process for human resources this fiscal year 2019-20 and will

include an improved approach to measuring and reporting on

outcomes.
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With the shared-services model, we have drawn together

HR professionals to take some of the paperwork models into a

central place and allow the human resource professionals in

the department to take a more strategic approach in order to

free up their time to be able to start to do the very necessary

and important work of succession planning and basically

filling those positions that need filling. There are, throughout

government, positions that require some attention. We are

shifting to a more strategic human resources process, such as

how we develop and retain talent and the processes and

linkages of our work with a view to better positioning the

public service to more efficiently and effectively deliver good

quality programs and services to Yukon citizens, now and into

the future.

The Public Service Commission itself is changing. We

are looking at the organization of the Public Service

Commission to see how — it hasn’t changed in a very long

time. We are looking to see how we can take the various

branches of the department and move them into a position

where they better serve the client departments that we are

endeavouring to serve. So that organizational design process

is also well underway. It will help the department, the Public

Service Commissioner and all of her senior leaders to better

serve the civil service of the territory and provide some of that

strategic support that they need to better train and prepare our

line employees who are within the union and also our existing

managers to take on the tasks in this highly fluid job market

that we see today.

We are seeing a lot of retirement in the civil service now.

We are seeing the babyboomer generation step into their

much-deserved rest and blissful retirement — hopefully

fruitful retirement — and we are seeing a whole new wave of

young people come into the civil service with fresh ideas and

a new way of doing business.

We are a bit betwixt and between right now, to be

perfectly honest. We have the next generation coming in who

are technologically savvy, who know how to wield their

phones like musical instruments, and then you have the

dinosaurs like ourselves, who are having a hard time

managing the technology and are really paper-based. Our

government is somewhat digital but with a lot of paper, and

that is really inhibiting our ability to do our job well.

I would say that this has been a long time coming. There

hasn’t been a lot of investment in this — a lot of attention

paid. The tools the government uses, from HR management

tools to budgeting software that isn’t department-specific —

that actually goes across the entire government — to HR

processes that are standard and ubiquitous across government

to document management systems. They just do not exist and

so we have new employees struggling to sort of juggle this

strange format of paper while they use their phones, and we

have the older people struggling to figure out how to use these

new technologies. We really have to invest heavily, which is

why I highlighted the $500,000 investment this year.

There is a lot going on here, but the Public Service

Commissioner and I have been talking about finding new

ways and new tools and actually modernizing the civil service

so that we have the tools we need to extract the data to help

fill these positions, to help provide the training and to better

serve our clients, both within government and outside. That

work is ongoing. It started awhile ago, but it is advanced

through this budget.

Ms. Hanson: One of the things that the audit looked at

was the starting salary of successful candidates — candidates

who get through the process of being screened, interviewed

and then ultimately hired. One of the things that concerns me

— and I am interested in knowing the minister’s views on this

and what the Public Service Commission’s views are and

what they are planning to do. What they looked at was the

salary range, and from the testing sample, the average starting

salary for women was 38 percent and 69 percent for men.

Essentially, guys who are getting hired are getting offered

more money than women who are getting hired in the Yukon

public service.

Given the information — and I will just quote from the

audit: “Sixty-five percent (11/17) of women landed at or

below 44% of the potential salary range for their position.

Seven (41%) of these women started at 10% or less, including

five (29%) at 0%, or the lowest possible salary. On the other

hand, 10/13 (77%) of men landed above the midway point in

the salary range for their position. Just 3/13 (23%) of male

hires fell below the 50th percentile and no men were awarded a

starting salary at 0% of the range.”

I would believe that the minister would agree that, with

the findings of the audit — given this information, we

question whether this reflects a fair and merit-based hiring

system for the talent group that is aligned with the spirit of the

employment equity program.

The audit was clear. They said that their sample size does

not support drawing statistical conclusions about group

differences. The observed data from their sample should

provide the Yukon government with reason to collect and

analyze the data to establish if there is a gender bias and, if

this is the case, to address it through various mechanisms,

such as training or hiring process improvements.

Can the minister inform this House as to what work is

being done to collect and analyze the data with respect to

potential gender bias in hiring and particularly in starting

salaries between men and women? What is being done to

address the difference in order to eliminate any gender bias?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I really want to thank the Leader of

the Third Party for bringing this question forward. I consider

it to be a very important question and a very important issue.

As the Leader of the Third Party noted, it wasn’t a

statistically significant sample, but the conclusion that she is

drawing from the information that she brought to the floor of

the House today is, I’m sure, disturbing to her, and it is

disturbing to me as well.

I think we have to acknowledge that there is a disparity in

our society between the sexes — and perhaps the genders, if

you want to widen it — and also between some groups in

society. We must do a better job at closing that gap —

eliminating that gap. There is no reason why a woman in

Canada today should be making less for doing the same job as
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a man, given the same education and same skill set. There is

absolutely no reason; it’s wrong.

We must, as a society and certainly as a government, do

better on this front, and I am fully in agreement with the

member opposite. I pledge to explore this subject and do

better. We have to root out these things. I’m sure that there are

legitimate examples of the disparity. So we will do better.

I was having a brief conversation with my colleague the

Public Service Commissioner about this, and we have had this

conversation in the last couple of weeks. Shockingly, we have

very little capacity or capability to be able to analyze these

trends within the Public Service Commission. We don’t have

the tools. This is exactly what I was talking about a few

minutes ago. We have fallen behind. We haven’t made the

strategic investments that we need to get better HR data. We

do not have a full picture of the metrics, and that really does

hurt us in analyzing this data and rooting out the problems.

But it is starting to change. I am making the investments and

pushing to get the money to invest heavily in better digital

systems and tools — giving our civil service the tools that

they need to do the job they have to do so that this type of

information pops to the surface and we can deal with it.

This year, we are spending $100,000 for a review of

hiring practices, identified. That has been identified in the

budget. It is not a lot of money, but it is something and is our

first step of this modernization and revitalization of the tools.

It is not just the tools. The tools will help us to identify the

disparity, but there has to be a will to act. I can assure the

member opposite that I have the will to root out some of these

problems and inequities within the civil service, both in terms

of making sure that it is a more representative civil service

and that the representative civil service has some equity in the

way it pays its employees.

Ms. Hanson: I will then ask the minister: This audit

was done in 2018-18 and it identified a number of issues. In

this particular area, it is a clear area where there is a need for

data and analyses. What I am looking for is — because when

we get these budgets, we don’t have any information, and in

order to make an assessment of whether we’re moving the

yardsticks at all, will the minister be tabling — as part of his

budget submissions or other reports — what is being done, as

Minister responsible for the Public Service Commission, to

ensure — this is just one example, and I will come to others in

a moment — but one example with respect to ensuring a

merit-based public service regardless of gender identification.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We really have a chicken-and-egg

kind of problem here that I am really committed to cracking.

The member opposite is asking for commitments and I have

absolutely no problem at all providing information to the

opposition parties and to the Yukon public about how we are

doing. I think we have to start measuring the way we do

business and developing realistic success measures and then

working to get there. I have no problem releasing the

information and being held to account to our progress. I think

that is natural and I think this is part of accountability; I fully

endorse that.

I have mentioned and said that the recommendations in

the audit report are being addressed in a strategic planning

process that we are going through. We are developing a plan

to address the concerns raised in that audit. Part of the

problem that I have is that right now at this very moment —

and the plan will start to develop the metrics and the

measurements we are going to need — but right now we don’t

have those. We haven’t got them. That is shocking; it is where

we are at. In 2019, this is where we’re at. Do I think it’s

acceptable? No. Do I know how much it costs to fix it?

Yes, it’s millions and millions of dollars to actually get

the systems in place and the processes in place to do that. To

get a document management system inside the Yukon

government, it has been estimated — I’ve been told

it’s millions of dollars. We have to find that money to bring

these processes in place.

The Public Service Commissioner and her team are

working on a plan to try to get the data together so we can

start to collect and measure the data properly. Currently, those

tools are really feeble. We have to make them more robust.

We are starting that process, and I will fully commit to

providing as much information as I can on this matter to make

sure that our civil service is representative and equitable. I

think those are the goals, and I want to advance those goals

and bring them forward. I want to have the information that

the member desires so that she can actually see how we are

doing. Right now, I don’t want to say that we are flying

completely blind, but we are certainly in a fog bank that we

are trying to clear out.

We are going to do better. I want to address a lot of these

issues. I think it’s essential that this government, this territory

and this society do so, and I will endeavour to work with the

member opposite to make that happen.

Ms. Hanson: It’s really not about me; it’s about the

public service. It’s not whether I am satisfied with the

information. We are talking about ensuring that we have a

merit-based public service in the territory so that both the

employees and the ministers opposite can assure Yukon

citizens that services are being delivered by public servants

who are acknowledged for their professional capability and

are being recognized in every aspect of that.

One of the questions that I have asked this minister since

he has become minister — and previous ministers as well —

was the process with respect to — in the management cadre

— performance pay. I know it’s called many things in many

jurisdictions. The Yukon government says the “performance

development plan”, and within that “performance

development plan”, there is a process with the Public Service

Commission — and this is again from the audit. The Public

Service Commission provides a “… process flow chart along

with general guidelines, and calculates departmental averages

and distribution for performance awards.”

The thing that I found interesting in the audit — I am

very interested in seeing the minister’s response in terms of

how he intends to remedy this. The internal audit “…

examined all PDP data by performance level and by

classification level, and found that there is an apparent link
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between job classification and PDP award…” So the higher

you are, the more you get as performance pay, and

“… overall, the higher the MG level, the higher an individual

is recognized to be performing.”

The audit goes on to say: “There is no explanation

aligned with the PDP’s stated objectives, or the Section M

documentation governing MG-level employees, that would

account for the fact that higher-level managers receive higher

percentage performance awards than lower-level managers

do.”

This throws into question whether the performance

development plan is strictly a merit-based award. I am reading

this from the audit; I am not making this up. “As a system of

recognition is made to encourage a high-performing public

service, we would expect an even distribution of award levels

independent of classification level, as well as consistency

from year to year. Salary ranges for each classification level

are already in place to account for differences in the level of

responsibility and nature of work duties — classification

should not affect performance pay.”

Does the minister agree with that?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The Leader of the Third Party has

asked me whether or not higher ranking — if I understand the

question correctly — or more senior civil servants should be

getting a higher pay raise.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Performance pay — yes. That is a

tricky question. What happens with performance pay within

the civil service? The Public Service Commission has

guidelines that they have laid out for the deputy ministers. The

deputy ministers come together and review, as a group,

awards, and the deputies within the departments manage the

departments with their senior management and hand out that

performance pay. It comes down to management, doesn’t it?

We have a professional civil service that is trained and is

asked to manage the staff in a way that is — as I have said

here, I want it to be fair and equitable. That is the direction

that I give.

There are guidelines in place to manage the performance

awards, and we expect the managers who are paid to manage

the departments to manage that equitably and fairly. Do they

hit the mark 100 percent of the time? I don’t know. You have

information that says maybe things are skewed. I haven’t seen

that.

We are working on plans to more closely link

performance pay to results and accountability. We are

working on that within the government, within senior

management. My ministerial colleagues and I are working on

that as well. We have had these discussions and we will

continue to do that, but that’s really where we have to go. The

performance pay should reflect performance, and we have to

trust that the civil service — the professionals who we have

managing the departments — does so in a way that is fair and

equitable to the employees they are managing.

Ms. Hanson: I absolutely agree with the minister. We

need to have a fair and equitable approach to this. It’s true that

the audit does point out, as I said, that the Public Service

Commission does provide those guidelines, but the fact of the

matter is that the audit showed that the management category

with the most employees rated as outstanding — i.e. getting a

six- to eight-percent bonus — in their work was the MG01

category. Almost half — 48 percent of eligible MG01s

received an outstanding contribution in one year, and only one

MG06 received an outstanding reward. Over the following

three years, no MG06 employees were deemed to be

performing at the top level.

There are questions around how they — there’s an

arbitrary nature to how this is swinging. You have a common

assessment process — who is doing it?

I ask this question because I have seen different methods

employed, and I’m curious as to what method is employed to

ensure that there’s a common form of assessment of

performance so that you are again ensuring a merit-based

approach — that it’s not — and it has happened in other

public services where this has been the subject of a significant

amount of review, because you can cause real dysfunction

when you start getting into what some people call the “star

chamber” — what has been described as the star chamber in

other sectors — in terms of the determining behind — very

strange ways — who gets these merit awards.

So unless and until we can say to all public servants

within the public service — and particularly those who are

eligible for performance pay recognition — that there is an

objective criteria and standard — that’s what I’m looking for

from the minister. I hear that he says that should be the way.

What I’m looking for is, if it’s not there now, then what is

being done to ensure that it will be?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This has been a great conversation

with the Leader of the Third Party this afternoon, and I can

assure her that this Cabinet is working to raise the bar on

accountability and oversight of the senior management of the

civil service. We have guidelines in place, as I have said. The

Public Service Commission has guidelines that they have

shared with deputies. The Cabinet itself has discussed

performance with the deputy ministers. The deputy ministers

come together and oversee the disbursement of the

performance pay and the deputies themselves oversee the

disbursement of pay.

The member opposite has brought forward some

shortcomings that she has identified. I am going to review the

years that those are done, but I can assure her that we are

working to increase accountability of the senior level. We

have personal development plans that are done. They all have

to be done by the departments. We actually tie that into those

plans being done. There are measures that we are taking to

ensure that the senior management of the civil service is

disbursing the performance pay fairly.

I would like to take a second to thank my officials, Pam

and Kim, for coming in and helping us this afternoon.

With that, Mr. Chair, seeing the time, I move that you

report progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Mostyn that the Chair

report progress.

Motion agreed to
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Chair: Pursuant to Committee of the Whole Motion

No. 10 adopted earlier today, Committee of the Whole will

receive witnesses from the Yukon Development Corporation

and the Yukon Energy Corporation.

In order to allow the witnesses to take their places in the

Chamber, the Committee will now recess and reconvene at

3:30 p.m.

Recess

Deputy Chair (Mr. Adel): Committee of the Whole

will now come to order.

Appearance of witnesses
Deputy Chair: Pursuant to Committee of the Whole

Motion No. 10 adopted this day, Committee of the Whole will

now receive witnesses from the Yukon Development

Corporation and the Yukon Energy Corporation.

I would ask all members to refer their remarks through

the Chair when addressing the witnesses. I would also ask the

witnesses to refer their answers through the Chair when they

are responding to members of the Committee.

Mr. Pillai, I believe you will introduce the witnesses.

Witnesses introduced
Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Deputy Chair, before I start, I will

just ask your indulgence. I would like to recognize a former

Member of the Legislative Assembly as well as Commissioner

— and every day, his words echo in my mind from when I

signed on to this job. He said, “This is the best day. It goes

downhill from here.”

On the tough days, I definitely think about that. Thank

you for coming into today, Mr. Doug Phillips.

I also would like to take the opportunity to just mention a

couple of other people who are in the gallery as well with an

interest in our topics today: Mr. Hector Campbell is here, the

former senior leader within the Yukon Energy Corporation; as

well, Mr. Michael Brandt, who is a current member of that

team. Stephanie — I apologize that I don’t know your last

name — but she also is someone who has just come over with

a great amount of experience from her time at, I believe,

ATCO Electric, and now has taken on that important role of

being part of our communications team and she has already

made a very positive impact.

Before I start, I am just going to make a couple of

comments quickly about some new individuals who are here

and then I will get into the formal introductions. We are

feeling very lucky. This is an immense task. There is great

interest and we will hear lots of great questions from both the

Official Opposition and the Third Party today.

We are at a critical time to make a number of investments

and to ensure that the investments that have been made are

looked after. I feel very comfortable with the fact that we now

have the same leadership at the senior public servant level, but

two new leaders that are here with us.

They are, of course, Mr. Pemberton, who has a great

extensive background in business who is bringing that acumen

to the table and great relationships across the Yukon in the

role as chair of Yukon Development Corporation, and

Ms. Lesley Cabott — from an extremely strong technical

background, who has advised other energy corporations across

the north — primarily Northwest Territories — and who is

part of many dynamic studies and engineering work that is

being done across the north, from her leadership role in

planning organizations here in western Canada, nationally, as

well as her work at the municipal level — so really a strong

understanding of all of the pieces that have to come into play

and all of the impacts that we’re understanding. I want to

thank both of them for taking those roles on. We are in a great

spot.

With that being said, the witnesses appearing before

Committee of the Whole today are Mike Pemberton, chair of

the Yukon Development Corporation board of directors;

Justin Ferbey, president and chief executive officer of the

Yukon Development Corporation, Lesley Cabott; chair of the

Yukon Energy Corporation board of directors; and Andrew

Hall, president and chief executive officer of the Yukon

Energy Corporation.

Chair: Would the witnesses like to make opening

remarks?

Mr. Pemberton: It is my pleasure to appear this

afternoon representing the Yukon Development Corporation. I

will be brief so as to ensure as much time as possible for

discussion.

As the sole shareholder of Yukon Energy Corporation,

Yukon Development Corporation is committed to ensuring

that YEC supports government objectives while fulfilling its

operating responsibilities. We are continuing to work with our

subsidiary to improve accountability and corporate

governance. The recent completion of a financial review of

Yukon Energy is an important step in that direction.

As the minister indicated, we continue to encourage the

development of renewable energy generation projects in

Yukon communities through the innovative renewable energy

initiative. Yukon Development Corporation is supporting First

Nations, communities, and private sector organizations to

reduce Yukon’s reliance on fossil fuels to generate electricity

and heat. A solar project for Old Crow, a wind project for

Burwash Landing and Destruction Bay, and a biomass district

heating system for Teslin are just a few of the initiatives

Yukon Development Corporation has supported.

The corporation also looks forward to helping Yukon

communities leverage federal funds such as the Arctic energy

fund to bring the renewable energy vision to life.

By supporting innovative energy management projects

such as the residential demand response pilot program, Yukon

Development Corporation is also contributing to efforts to

improve the efficiency of Yukon’s electrical grid. Through

this initiative, individual Yukon households will be able to

play a role in reducing Yukon’s peak electricity demand,

which will reduce the need for fossil fuel generation and, in

turn, reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
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Additionally, Yukon Development Corporation continues

to research alternatives for large-scale renewable energy

generation and storage that will provide a clean, reliable

energy base to support Yukon’s long-term growth.

We will continue to work with a number of Government

of Yukon departments to ensure that the corporation’s

activities align with government objectives and priorities.

Mr. Deputy Chair, I thank you for the opportunity to appear

before you today.

Ms. Cabott will now provide you with an update of

Yukon Energy Corporation’s activities.

Ms. Cabott: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Chair, and thank

you, Mr. Pemberton. Thank you for providing an opportunity

for Yukon Energy and the Yukon Development Corporation

to appear before Committee of the Whole.

Today I will speak about how Yukon Energy is

supporting this government’s goals of increasing the

availability of renewable energy, reducing reliance on non-

renewable sources, and lessening energy consumption in the

Yukon. I will also speak about what is necessary for Yukon

Energy to continue to support growth and prosperity in the

territory into the future.

I am pleased to say that, since the last time I appeared

before this Committee almost exactly a year ago today, Yukon

Energy has made considerable progress in maximizing the

value of our existing generation facilities and building and

integrating renewables into the Yukon electrical grid.

Earlier this year, Yukon Energy, together with ATCO

Electric Yukon, Yukon Development Corporation, and the

Yukon government, fully launched the standing-offer program

of the independent power production policy. This

accomplishment now clears the way for new sources of

renewable electricity and investment, primarily in the form of

First Nation ownership, to participate in Yukon’s utility

sector. This milestone was the culmination of several years of

hard work and collaboration between government and the

utility sector.

I would like to recognize Andrew Hall and

Michael Brandt from Yukon Energy, Geoff Woodhouse from

Yukon Development Corporation, Shane Andre and

Ryan Hennessey from the Yukon government, and Jay Massie

and Doug Tenney from ATCO Electric Yukon on this

significant achievement.

Yukon Energy has also made progress on a number of

other projects, including applying for federal funding for a

grid-scale battery storage system to help with managing our

load, particularly during our peaks.

This includes the preliminary planning work on the

development of new mid-scale hydro facilities commencing

work to increase the output of our existing Whitehorse 2 and 4

hydro facilities and installing a third LNG engine at our

generation facility in Whitehorse to better equip us to meet

peak demands for electricity.

We also continue to develop and pursue energy

conservation programs such as, as Mr. Pemberton mentioned,

the residential demand response pilot program that was

announced last week. We believe that electrical utility

providers like ourselves have a key role to play in the delivery

of demand-side management programs to electricity

customers and the public.

Subject to the approval of our regulator, the Yukon

Utilities Board, we will continue to pursue demand-side

management projects that address our capacity needs and we

will work with the Yukon government to deliver these

programs. As I reflect on where we are today and look ahead

to what is required to electrify the Yukon’s long-term

prosperity, I believe strongly that indigenous partnerships and

new renewable generation are the cornerstones of our future

— this, along with the additional thermal that we need as our

insurance policy because we are an isolated grid.

By 2030, Yukon Energy Corporation aims to be a

Canadian leader in clean, renewable energy again. We have

traditionally been at around 98-percent renewable generation.

We have, however, dropped in the last couple of years to 94

percent, mainly because of low water levels in our Mayo and

Aishihik systems. With our low snow load this year, we may

see this number even lower. This is why we have, and need to

have, our thermal backup and why demand-side management

is so important.

Last year, I advised this Committee that our board was

going to work on a strategic plan. I will now share some of

those results with you.

Mr. Deputy Chair, we envision a robust and affordable

energy system that is based on renewable sources, is abundant

enough to support Yukon’s growth and prosperity, and is

reliable enough to keep the lights on in minus 40 degrees

during the winter, even if a major generator or transmission

line fails — an energy system that is forged through

respectful, mutually beneficial and truly collaborative

partnerships with First Nations and, as well, with the Yukon

and federal governments.

To achieve this vision, the Yukon Energy Corporation

Board of Directors has set six strategic priorities over the next

five years. The first is to generate reliable and renewable

energy. We will plan and build a 10-year portfolio of projects

to meet Yukon’s energy and capacity needs and work with

IPPs to bring new sources of renewable electricity onto the

grid.

The second is to secure long-term sustainable financing.

We will work with our shareholder, Yukon Development

Corporation, to facilitate access to flexible financing in the

future and develop models and options for First Nation

investment in energy projects.

The third is to develop mutually beneficial First Nation

partnerships. We will strengthen relationships and develop a

framework of partnership options with First Nations.

The fourth is to achieve excellence in employee

engagement. We will inspire the corporation with a goal of

zero lost-time incidents each year and develop strategies to

attract and retain leaders in our industry.

The fifth is to streamline and clarify governance. We will

work with the Yukon Development Corporation to rationalize

processes between our organizations and support mutual

solution building.
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The sixth is to provide outstanding, reliable customer

value. We will examine options to streamline operations and

collaborate with Yukon government on the delivery of energy-

efficient programs and value-added services to Yukon homes

and businesses.

As I stated earlier, Yukon Energy Corporation is

positioned to be an industry leader, and we are making

progress, but we need your continued support to achieve our

vision and to help drive growth and prosperity in the territory.

I will stop there for now, Mr. Deputy Chair.

Mr. Istchenko: I do want to thank the witnesses who

are appearing here today. I also want to thank those in the

gallery who came to listen to this. I might note that we are

overrun with previous Commissioners here today, and I think

we can get by with them all being here today.

I will start with my first question: According to the April

16, 2019 press release, water was used to generate 94 percent

of electricity — six from LNG and diesel. With minimal rain

and snowpack — which we heard about during the witnesses’

opening remarks — this means that more of our power has to

come from alternative sources. With no new renewable energy

projects, what does YEC see as the next big project for power

generation?

Mr. Hall: In terms of the portfolio of projects that we

are working on going forward — they include both renewable

options, as Ms. Cabott suggested, and thermal. I will just give

an overview of what they are.

As Ms. Cabott suggested, with the standing-offer program

of the independent power producers policy, we expect that —

or we would hope that — a number of proponents will come

forward over the next few years to meet the initial allocation

of 20 gigawatt hours of renewable energy through that

program.

Secondly, we are looking at maximizing our existing fleet

of hydro units so that is what is technically referred to as

operating of our Whitehorse 2 and 4 turbines, in particular

focusing on getting extra capacity out of those units during

cold weather.

Thirdly, we certainly intend or hope to remain in the

demand-side management game. That will be subject to final

approval by our regulator, but we are quite excited by the

prospect of additional energy-efficiency programs specifically

targeted again at addressing that capacity need that we have

during very cold weather.

As Ms. Cabott mentioned, we have kicked off planning

work on what I would call a mid-scale hydro facility. There

are a number of options that were identified in our 2016

resource plan. Obviously those will take some time to

develop, given the environmental and technical work that is

required and working with First Nations on the business

model for moving those forward. Those would add in the

range of six to eight megawatts each. There are a couple of

sites that we are looking at right now.

Finally, again to address capacity, there is the idea of a

grid-scale battery — so an eight-megawatt battery offering 20

megawatt hours of energy. We have submitted a federal

funding application for that, given that funding really is

required to bring the economics of battery storage in line with

our thermal alternatives.

So that is a summary of the renewable part of the

portfolio that we are working on at this time.

Mr. Istchenko: The witness’s microphone is not

working. I have good hearing, but some might not.

My next question is — just sticking with this — for

backup power generation and generators that we need

basically to subsidize the grid — can I just get a bit of a

breakdown, I guess, on the difference, cost-wise and energy-

efficiency-wise, between LNG and diesel fuel?

Mr. Hall: In terms of cost — so we look at variable-

cost fuel. In 2018, the variable cost of LNG fuel was 15 cents

a kilowatt hour, and diesel was 28 cents a kilowatt hour — so

it’s about a 35-percent cost advantage for LNG.

Mr. Istchenko: On April 3, the minister indicated that

an application had been submitted to the Natural Sciences and

Engineering Research Council of Canada, or NSERC, for a

battery storage project, which was brought up earlier. Can the

witness provide a bit more detail on this proposal? How much

are we asking for? What is the actual project?

Mr. Hall: The application is for a staged

implementation of grid-scale battery storage, so we’re looking

at a first phase of — as I said earlier — eight megawatts of

output and 20 megawatt hours of storage. The second phase

would be the same amount of energy again — so another 20

megawatt hours — but at some point in the future.

The total project cost of $19 million and requested

funding of $10 million was the request. Just to clarify, that

was submitted to the clean energy for rural and remote

communities stream of the NRCan federal funding bucket.

In terms of location — we have not yet determined the

location of where that battery would exist. It’s most likely in

the Whitehorse area, given this is our load centre, but final

location is not determined.

Just in terms of the benefits that such a grid-scale battery

would bring, the primary benefit is around meeting peak

demand during very cold weather — so that’s the morning and

evening peak on our load curve — but we certainly identify a

number of additional operational advantages in terms of

assisting with frequency control in the integration of

intermittent renewable sources in the future.

It also allows us to make full utilization of our hydro

capacity by eliminating what is called “spinning reserve”,

which is the amount we hold back on our hydro generators in

anticipation of system upsets. It would also allow for very fast

restoration. Batteries can ramp up to full output in a matter of

milliseconds — so the ability to restore after outages should

certainly be enhanced, which ultimately is a customer benefit

in terms of reduced outage time.

Finally, load rejection, which is a technical term, but it

basically allows us to maintain grid stability if we lose a large

customer — for example, if a mine trips off, we can keep the

system together without having outages in any part of the

system. So we are highly optimistic about not only the

operational benefits, but the benefits in terms of greenhouse

gas mitigation that a battery would bring.
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Mr. Istchenko: When do we expect to hear back on

that proposal?

Mr. Hall: A very good question. We’re not certain —

hopefully over the next few months.

Mr. Istchenko: My next question: Did the Yukon

Energy Corporation or the Yukon Development Corporation

participate in any conversations or attend any meetings this

year to discuss the possibility of selling off assets to First

Nation development corporations or to their trusts?

Mr. Ferbey: We have not attended meetings; however,

I do know there has been interest over the years of particular

First Nations talking about the agreements and the ability to

make an equity investment in the corporation. However, we

haven’t had any formal discussions to progress those inquiries

at this point.

Mr. Istchenko: Have there been any discussions with

anyone else about the potential of selling YEC assets or a

share in those assets or a share in the company?

Mr. Ferbey: No — as far as I am aware, there have

been no discussions about any sale of assets or any sale of

shares of the Yukon Energy Corporation at this point.

Mr. Istchenko: With respect to the power agreement

between the corporation and Kwanlin Dün First Nation

development corporation for the LNG plant, what has the rate

of return been per year? How much has Kwanlin Dün First

Nation received as a result of this agreement?

Mr. Ferbey: The rate of return is a blended mix of the

rate of return from YEC with the interest rate — I will have to

get the exact number, but I would say that it is around five or

six percent. The money that they have received over the

course of that period of time — I will also have to get the

exact amounts.

Mr. Istchenko: I look forward to receiving that

information.

There is $1.5 million in this year’s budget for the

innovative renewable energy initiative — no change, of

course, from last year. So how many projects were funded last

year, and how many to this date?

Mr. Ferbey: 2018-19 was the full implementation of

the program. I will go through the investments that were

made. In Burwash Landing, there is a wind project. We

provided $58,000 to the Kluane Community Development

Corporation. For Carcross wind, we provided $125,000 to the

Carcross Tagish Management Corporation to install wind

monitors on Montana Mountain. Teslin and Old Crow had

LED lights — $47,000 provided to the Village of Teslin and

$7,000 to the community of Old Crow. For Teslin biomass in

2018-19 — $314,000 was provided for the implementation of

their biomass district heating system. For Whitehorse, in

2018-19, $162,000 was distributed to Chu Niikwan

Development Corporation to assist with the feasibility of the

Haeckel farm. An additional $205,000 provided in 2019-20

has been committed for the third year of funding for the wind

project.

Other key investments were for Dawson City hydro —

$80,000 in 2018-19 for ORO Enterprises for feasibility work

on a microhydro. In Old Crow, $500,000 in 2018-19 was

provided to the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation for construction

of the work of their solar project. In Whitehorse, as recently

announced, for demand-side management in 2018-19, $35,000

was committed to the Yukon Energy Corporation for the

residential demand response project. Finally, in 2018-19,

$85,000 was for a pilot project for solar crosswalks.

Deputy Chair’s statement
Deputy Chair: I love looking at all of your smiling

faces, but could you just sort of indicate who is going to

answer the question by a nod or whatever? It just makes it

easier for me to recognize you. Thank you very much.

Mr. Istchenko: I understand that the initiative was

fully subscribed last year. It sounds like it was, anyway.

I guess my next question on this is: How many projects

are anticipated for this year? This is a four-year initiative, so

depending on its success, is the corporation willing to look at

extending this initiative or making it a permanent yearly

initiative?

Mr. Ferbey: The subscription has been subscribed for

this year. What we are finding is that there is a lot of success

in the program. A number of the projects that I mentioned

were not fully implemented. They were in the first year, for

early planning. Right now, we are going through an

assessment to determine the level of support for each of the

projects given the fact that, now that the word is out, more

proponents are coming forward. What we have done in all of

these programs is provided a program review. This is a four-

year program. It’s anticipated that we would also have an

assessment at the end of that period for the government’s

determination if they would extend the program or not.

Mr. Istchenko: Next question: How much money in

total was spent on the most recent examination of whether to

connect to the BC grid?

Mr. Ferbey: There have been some technical studies

that were commissioned to look at the BC grid. There were

two studies that were completed by Midgard. The

approximate cost of the two studies was $150,000.

Mr. Istchenko: Last year, the government had been

putting the finishing touches on a proposal to send to the

federal government for connecting to the BC grid. What

happened to that proposal? How much did it cost to develop

the proposal? How much money were we planning on asking

for? What was the money then going to be used for?

Mr. Ferbey: The two feasibility studies were early-

stage tabletop studies to determine the feasibility of the

project. We did not approach the government for any formal

funding. What we did was complete these studies and assess

the viability of the project. We looked at a connection to

Watson Lake as one phase and connecting to the BC grid for

another phase, but we didn’t seek any federal funding for the

due diligence. This was funded through YEC's budget.

Mr. Istchenko: With respect to energy storage: In

April of last year, Yukon Energy Corporation was in the

process of submitting an application to Natural Resources

Canada for the Clean Energy for Rural and Remote
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Communities fund. I believe they touched on this a little bit,

but can the witnesses confirm the status of this application and

the work that is being done?

Mr. Hall: The application has been submitted and we

are waiting for a response from the federal government.

Mr. Istchenko: Next question: What is the status of the

Stewart-Keno transmission line project?

Mr. Hall: The funding application for that project

recently was submitted to a bilateral fund under Infrastructure

Canada. We have received questions which we are working

through, but we are optimistic that those questions will be

resolved promptly and we will receive a response from the

feds on that funding.

Mr. Istchenko: With respect to Victoria Gold power

usage: Can the witnesses explain the arrangement with

Victoria Gold and whether anything has changed with regard

to that?

Mr. Hall: As the member opposite may be aware, we

had a power-purchase agreement before the Yukon Utilities

Board that was approved. There have been no material

changes to that at all. We are currently working with them on

the technical connection of the mine to our system. The

construction of the McQuesten substation is complete and that

substation has been energized, so we are feeding the Keno

community through that new substation, which was paid for

by Victoria Gold. It will be transferred to Yukon Energy

Corporation at the appropriate time when the commercial

triggers have been reached.

We are working on the system improvements, which were

again funded by Victoria Gold. These are improvements to the

system protection — to protect the grid in the event that the

mine trips off, for example. That work is proceeding and will

be complete mid-May, we expect.

In terms of the final connection of the mine and initiating

of the continuous power supply, I don’t have a definitive date.

It will be in May sometime. That is our current understanding.

Mr. Istchenko: The witness did speak about the

McQuesten substation. With the new generation assets being

added to the grid to pick up Victoria Gold, this is one of the

things that Victoria Gold will pay for. Was there anything else

that was a cost that needed to be paid for by Victoria Gold, or

would that be passed on to all of our customer classes?

Mr. Hall: In terms of the McQuesten substation, the

majority of those costs were covered by Victoria Gold. There

is a portion of the costs — about $1 million — that Yukon

Energy Corporation will contribute. Those are costs related to

the construction of the substation to 138-kV capability. The

mine itself only needs 69-kV capability, but our position was

that we wanted that substation to be capable of supporting

further load growth in that area, so we’re building for the long

term with 138-kV capability in mind.

Other than that, in terms of Yukon Energy Corporation’s

contributions, no — I mean, it will depend on the funding

situation for the Stewart-Keno transmission line, but that was

submitted at a 75/25-percent funding split between the federal

government, with the balance being put into rates by Yukon

Energy Corporation.

Mr. Istchenko: I do thank the witness for that answer.

If they have to burn more diesel or LNG to handle load

from Victoria Gold, will costs be handled by Victoria Gold, or

will it be passed on to all customers?

Mr. Hall: The rate-impact analysis that we presented as

part of our application package to the YUB for the approval of

the power-purchase agreement showed that, if anything, there

would be a slight rate decrease for all customers in the Yukon.

The principal reason for that is that Victoria Gold is a summer

load. They do most of their mining and processing during the

summer when we have surplus hydro available, so it allows us

to utilize that surplus hydro and there is a financial benefit

from that, so rate impacts are flat or slightly beneficial.

Mr. Istchenko: I want to speak a little bit about the

Aishihik dam next here. Can I get an update on the status of

the agreement between Champagne and Aishihik and the

Yukon Energy Corporation around the Aishihik dam?

Mr. Hall: If members recall, we have been working

over the last three years on what is called a “co-management

agreement” between ourselves and the Champagne and

Aishihik First Nations. The intent of that was to complete the

technical and socio-economic studies around the relicensing

project and the attempt of reaching an agreement on the basis

for a new licence application.

In the fall of last year, we did go forward with preparation

of a submission for YESAB, which was submitted in

February. We have had a bit of a hiatus in terms of working

with the First Nations in the fall, but with the help of our chair

and the chief, we have a re-engagement underway and are

actively engaging with them now.

The Yukon government also has a bilateral engagement

with the First Nation and weigh its presence as well, but we’re

now working on the details of some of the particulars of our

water licence application — for example, what’s called the

monitoring and adaptive management plan, which is for the

downstream section of that system. That’s again a

collaborative effort between us and Champagne and Aishihik

First Nations.

The other piece that we’re engaging with the First

Nations on relates to compensation that will be paid as part of

the water licence process for approval by the Water Board.

Mr. Istchenko: The witness did mention bilateral

conversations with the Yukon government. Who sits at the

table from the Yukon government?

Mr. Ferbey: We understand that there are government-

to-government discussions with the Champagne and Aishihik

First Nations through Aboriginal Relations.

Mr. Istchenko: For timelines, basically, just a broad

status of the water licence renewal — I’m just wondering how

it’s going and if everything is on track — the status of it.

Mr. Hall: Our current water licence expires on

December 31 of this year, so the timeline is extremely tight to

progress through both YESAB and the Water Board. We have

had active dialogue with both bodies in terms of monitoring

the progress through the regulatory process — so monitoring

things as they go.
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I will make one further clarification: The application that

was submitted was for a three-year licence. There were a

number of reasons why we changed the approach to focus on

the three-year licence. The feeling at the time was that it

should be an easier licence concept to progress through the

regulatory channels and also provided additional time to have

further negotiations with the First Nations on particular topics.

So it was a bit of a change that happened earlier this year and

led to the submission of a three-year application.

So a tight timeline, but we are working diligently toward

that.

Mr. Istchenko: What was the previous licence? Was it

a 20-year licence?

Mr. Hall: It was a 17-year licence.

Mr. Istchenko: I want to speak about the Southern

Lakes enhancement project. On April 3, the minister

mentioned there was a final consultation being looked at.

Could the witness provide us with an update on that

consultation, or has it taken place? If not, when is it planned?

What is the cost of that consultation?

Ms. Cabott: I’ll respond to that. The Southern Lakes

project has been a project that has been before our board for

consideration. Mr. Deputy Chair, we have a relatively new

board, and we felt that we needed additional information —

we needed to do our due diligence — hence the additional

consultation with community members, Yukoners, and First

Nations. The board has asked for that work. It is our

understanding that the Energy Corporation — Andrew and his

team — have requested proposals and will be awarding a

contract shortly in order to re-engage. The board would like a

report back to us in the fall to help us make some decisions.

Mr. Istchenko: Is there an estimated cost of that

consultation?

Mr. Hall: As Ms. Cabott mentioned, it is still out —

gathering proposals from potential vendors — so we don’t

have a cost estimate at this time.

Mr. Istchenko: Right now, does the Yukon Energy

Corporation have support from the affected First Nations for

this project?

Mr. Hall: When we completed a prior round of

engagement, we do have supports in the form of a letter from

the Carcross/Tagish Land Management Board. We will, as

Ms. Cabott mentioned — one of the purposes of this re-

engagement is to go back and just validate that support and

also complete our work with the other two affected First

Nations: namely Kwanlin Dün and Ta’an Kwäch’än Council.

Mr. Istchenko: If the government goes forward with

this project, there is the question of compensation for those

living around the shoreline. Has there been any estimate done

of what that total cost of compensation for residents along the

Southern Lakes would be?

Mr. Hall: I believe the term “compensation” perhaps

refers to investments that we would make in, for example,

shoreline protection in areas where there would be expected

increased erosion. Likewise, for property owners who may

experience increased levels of groundwater, there would be

investments made to protect their dwellings and property from

that. I don’t have an updated number in terms of what that

estimate is, but it would be included in the project cost that

would ultimately be approved by the Yukon Utilities Board,

as a Yukon Energy project, should we go forward.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would also like to add to this

conversation about the Southern Lakes, being that it is a long-

standing project that has been worked on by Yukon Energy

Corporation — extensive funds have been spent on the

project. I know that Mr. Hall may touch on this, but there was

a period of time where the costs associated with the Southern

Lakes project were brought to rates. Looking to close out the

file at that particular time, the Utilities Board had requested

that the Yukon Energy Corporation go back and do further

consultations. I think it is important to note that.

I think it is also important to note — I know that the

member opposite, who is asking questions today as a critic,

has brought this to this House during Question Period on a

number of occasions — in sort of a supportive manner for the

Southern Lakes project, asking why we haven’t begun the

project. Of course, there was the letter of support first from

the Carcross/Tagish Land Management Board and then some

discussions with their lands committee. I appreciate today that

we do have an opportunity to explain to the member opposite

that we think there also have to be more thorough

conversations, not just with those one or two documents

saying that we should begin the project.

We understand the sensitivity of the project. The staff at

YEC and YDC have done a great job of briefing me on some

of the studies that have been done to date. We have taken into

consideration some of the historical impacts to the Southern

Lakes, especially through the Marsh Lake area — not because

of the infrastructure that is in place, but because of different

climate issues that have occurred — of course we all

remember the significant flooding. So there is very strong

sensitivity in that area, as well as taking into consideration

that there are assertion areas for transboundary First Nations

within some of these areas. We are really trying to balance all

of those conversations while still being respectful of the

requests of the Yukon Utilities Board to take this into

consideration. It is very complex, but we have the right team

here taking on this work.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that.

Regarding the Mayo Lake storage enhancement project, it

was mentioned by the minister also on April 3 that “… Yukon

Energy Corporation is planning to proceed with detailed

design and planning in 2019.”

Can the witness update us on the status of this project?

Mr. Hall: In 2018, we completed a preliminary

engineering exercise specifically to look at the required

dredging of the outlet channel of Mayo Lake. Over the life of

that lake since the 1950s, that channel has had sediments build

up to the point that it needs to be dredged to take advantage of

the storage project should it go ahead. We went through a

study that concluded that the dredging costs were lower than

we expected, which is a positive development. We are just

packaging that up for our board to take back for a decision,

but at this time, it looks like economics are quite favourable
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and, subject to the board’s approval, we are looking to move

forward with the detailed design, engaging with contractors to

finalize costs, et cetera.

Mr. Istchenko: Are any of those costs that the minister

was talking about — is he able to bring them to the House

today?

Mr. Hall: In our budget for this year, we have a budget

allocation of $1 million. I will comment that it is subject to

approval of our 2019 capital plan by Management Board,

which is required for our debt financing for the year.

Mr. Istchenko: Earlier today, my first question was

from a press release on April 16, 2019 about how water was

used to generate 94 percent of electricity, and six percent was

from LNG and diesel. As we know, a few years back, it used

to be higher than 94 percent, so it is actually going down. We

are relying more on LNG and diesel. It’s because of minimal

rain and snowpack — and of course the Yukon is always

growing. So like I said, more power has to come from

alternative sources.

The witnesses spoke a little bit about mid-range hydro

projects and things like that: Can they expand a little bit on the

vision of Yukon Energy and YDC — as the money people

behind it — for the next, say, 10 years for power for the

Yukon?

Mr. Hall: As Ms. Cabott outlined in her opening

remarks, the overall long-term intent is to build a portfolio of

largely renewable supply options to meet Yukon’s growth. As

the member points out, the Yukon continues to grow. We see

population growth. We see growth in the economy. We see

the connection of new mines. In the long term, renewable

energy sources are required and necessary to meet that future

demand.

However, we do remain an isolated grid. Given that

circumstance, we have to meet load at all times of the day and

weather, and we have to cover off not only day-to-day

operations, but a worst-case contingency event where we lose

our largest generator, for example. That’s where the role that

our thermal resources play — LNG and diesel — in terms of

providing that insurance policy against not only that worst-

case event, but also, as the member points out, low-water

events, droughts, et cetera.

So while we remain an isolated grid, those thermal

resources will play a role. Our plan, as Ms. Cabott outlined in

the strategic plan, is to over time try to minimize the use of

thermal — but it will take time to get there. It’s not going to

be an immediate solution. Things like the battery, if it receives

federal funding, will certainly help in terms of meeting peak

load, not necessarily with thermal resources.

Mr. Istchenko: I want to speak a little bit about — a

couple of questions — power outages. How many were there

over 2018, and how did they, on average, compare with other

years? How many of these were controlled or planned outages

versus uncontrolled outages?

Mr. Hall: It’s a very good question. I don’t have the

data with me. I know that we track — one of our key

performance indicators is controllable outages, and actually I

do have the stats for those.

If I look at total system outages in 2018, we’re 34

compared to 59 the year before and 48 in 2016 — so a good

performance in total. In terms of controllable — so these are

outages that we can ascribe to human error or maintenance

issues — for example, we had 11 compared to 16 in 2017, so

an improvement in that performance as well.

Mr. Istchenko: My last line of questioning — I want to

return to the issue of Yukon Energy Corporation assets.

Earlier, the president of YDC mentioned being aware of an

interest by First Nation development corporations to buying

assets, or an interest in YEC. How was he made aware of

these interests?

Mr. Ferbey: I’m aware because there has been some

discussion with First Nations as they’re looking at some of the

power lines. For example, there have been discussions with

the Na Cho Nyäk Dun. So from time to time, people have

asked about the agreements and talking about a potential

equity stake. First Nations haven’t formally approached the

corporation with any correspondence other than to ask from

time to time about the equity stake, and that language is in the

final agreements. I have had casual conversations and it has

come up from time to time, but never any formal

correspondence to progress the conversation.

Mr. Istchenko: Then I can assume the government

wouldn’t have received any proposals or any types of

requests.

Mr. Ferbey: No, I’m not aware of any formal requests

or proposals to enter into dialogues with the corporation

around a sale of assets or an equity position in the company.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Deputy Chair, just for the public

record, I can say that as long as I have been in this role we

have not received any proposals for purchase of assets —

formal proposals put on the table. I know that in my previous

work in the private sector — and I’m sure it’s the same for the

president of the Yukon Development Corporation — I have

heard from First Nation leaders on multiple occasions about

their experiences working. To be very open, I don’t know if it

was under the previous government. It could be more

historical than that. It could even be back to a different time

and period. But I know that there definitely were, through

conversations with the Yukon Indian Development

Corporation, early negotiations put in place where asset

purchases or partnerships were discussed. That has definitely

been passed on to me.

I have heard of these things in the past, but we haven’t

had any formal discussions and now, of course, the Yukon

Indian Development Corporation is not as active as it was

previously. I can say that my support to both the Yukon

Development Corporation and Yukon Energy Corporation is

that when we are working in any traditional territory, we

maximize the opportunity for joint venture and try to live the

spirit of the chapter 22 agreement. In some cases, chapter 22

clearly speaks to what that relationship would look like when

we look at new generation, but also the team at Yukon Energy

Corporation has done a phenomenal job to try to take that

same spirit and parallel it with investment opportunities

around other assets — that may be transmission or the like.
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Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that.

This is my last question on this, which will either be

answered by the witnesses or the minister: Have any of the

witnesses had a discussion with the minister about selling

assets or interests in Yukon Energy Corporation?

Mr. Ferbey: No, we have not had a discussion about

selling assets of the corporation or any shares of YEC or

YDC.

Mr. Istchenko: I guess that ends my line of questions

today. I want to thank the witnesses for being here and I will

cede the floor to the Third Party.

Ms. White: I am so surprised to be up so soon. I thank

my colleague the Member for Kluane for his questions. I

welcome the officials — especially Mr. Pemberton, as it is his

first appearance in the House.

I would first like to start by asking both the officials from

the Yukon Energy Corporation and the Yukon Development

Corporation about their appeal to the Yukon Utilities Board

regarding their demand-side management programs. I wanted

to know the status of that appeal.

Mr. Hall: The nature of the appeal was against a ruling

that the Yukon Utilities Board related to the acceptance of

prior costs related to our in-charge program. The Yukon

Utilities Board had previously approved the in-charge

program and the scope thereof. We had accumulated costs,

with the understanding that the board would then approve

those costs. They changed their mind on that, and so we

appealed against that. Those were both historic and costs

within the test years. We have not yet heard back on the final

decision there.

Ms. White: So does that mean that other demand-side

management projects that the Yukon Energy Corporation does

are still allowed to go forward?

Mr. Hall: In a separate section of the decision, the

Yukon Utilities Board also passed a ruling effectively saying

that they believe that government was better positioned to

deliver demand-side management programs, and they

indicated that they would not accept future costs on DSM.

There is no way for us to formally appeal that. We added

some correspondence into our R&V on the in-charge just to

state our position on that. We will see what happens in their

final decision.

This is a very unusual thing that has happened with the

Yukon Utilities Board. We are going to get two decision

documents, which is not typical.

Ms. White: Just in tying that to the mandate letter —

and maybe this is just a quick question for the minister — the

YUB recommendation to not follow through with DSM

projects — just very quickly, does that affect the minister’s

ability to follow through with his mandate letter that talks

about energy conservation?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I am just continuing to communicate

with the Yukon Development Corporation and Yukon Energy

Corporation to understand what the final decision will be

concerning the YUB ruling, but also taking into consideration

that we had a very positive announcement that was just made

— we are going to continue to do that type of work. Our

expectation is that we will have the ability to bring those costs

to rate, because we believe that is the appropriate thing.

I have directed — and I can leave that to the Yukon

Development Corporation team that is here to talk about it —

but essentially to understand, as a plan B, what tools are

available from a legislative perspective that we have as well. I

know that the Third Party has touched upon some of those

potential tools, which are really directives in government.

There have been good exchanges here concerning that, and

I’m really looking at all particular options.

Of course, my mandate letter — taped to the wall in my

office, which I look at each and every day — becomes a

blueprint for the work that I try to accomplish with the

individuals and the technical team we have here.

Ms. White: I thank the minister for just that quick

clarification. I would like the officials of the Yukon Energy

Corporation to know that I fundamentally disagree with the

Yukon Utilities Board decision, as I believe the entity that is

in charge of generating energy as well as trying to achieve

renewable energy is the best suited to try to manage that.

I’ll just put that out there. I don’t think that’s a surprise to

anyone.

As a follow-up question to my original one about DSM

— this is a speculation question. I appreciate that it’s

speculation, and if we can’t go there, then I understand that. If

the Yukon Utilities Board mandate was updated to include

social and environmental considerations, would your ability to

carry out demand-side management projects and renewable

projects be expanded in its current state?

Mr. Hall: That is truly a speculative question. I don’t

think we can really say. If you look around the regulatory

world in North America, it’s one in flux. Governments are

searching for regulatory models that are suited to the times,

but I’m not sure there’s any one silver bullet out there in terms

of regulatory form. Jurisdictions have tried different things,

and it’s something that we have an active interest in, but we

don’t really have a firm position on what that might look like

and what it would mean for our business, specifically.

Ms. White: I do appreciate that answer. In the April 12

news release, when we’re talking about energy storage and

400 homes — does this need to go in front of the YUB? I’m

just wondering if it will affect the ability to move forward

with that announcement from last Friday.

Mr. Hall: The costs that Yukon Energy Corporation

will contribute to that project — we will include that in a

future rate application, but not right now. When we go next to

the YUB, that will be included in those test years and the

YUB will get to rule on it at that time.

By then, the program will probably be underway to some

degree.

Ms. White: I do appreciate that second part. I guess the

reason I was asking this question was that I was trying to

understand. I appreciate that the target number has been 400

homes. As we have discussed here, I am a proponent for

energy, storage, and innovation — and kind of being the first.

The reason I wanted to know about whether it was going to be

affected by the YUB — so if it’s already underway by the
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time of the next rate application, how would that affect the

program and how would that affect the future, if it proves to

be effective?

Mr. Hall: If Yukon Energy Corporation incurs the

costs and the YUB then denies them, what happens is that gets

charged to essentially our shareholder. It gets deducted from

shareholder return. So ultimately, the shareholder will then

bear those costs.

Ms. White: I do appreciate that answer as well.

In the announcement, it didn’t talk about how it was

going to work. Last year, we talked about a smart grid

conference that I had been to and we talked about the time-of-

use rates. In the announcement of this program, it didn’t say

when it was going to roll out, it didn’t say how it was going to

roll out, and it didn’t let people know how they could apply to

be one of those first 400 — so if the utility could talk more

about that.

Mr. Hall: The member opposite is correct. The details

of how people would sign up haven’t been released yet. We

did say that we would be coming out with that sometime in

the late summer or early fall, because we do want to be ready

for this winter. There will be some kind of subscription

process. We will probably work with partners, including

perhaps the conservation society, to enlist interested parties.

We are looking for early adopters, innovators, and people who

have an interest in this kind of solution.

In terms of cost — we don’t have time-of-use rates at the

moment in the Yukon, so there is no real financial benefit

during this pilot phase in people participating, other than

knowing that they have played an active role in helping the

utility to shift peaks and manage our greenhouse gas

emissions. The hardware itself will be paid for, so there won’t

be any financial outlay for participants.

Ms. White: Was there a reason why it was decided on

400 homes as opposed to expanding the pilot to include a

larger number?

Mr. Hall: That was driven mostly by the financial

envelope that we had to work in — what the different partners

were able to bring to the table. Four hundred homes is an

estimate based on what we believe the costs per household

will be, plus overhead project management costs. There is a

fair amount of fixed costs to run a pilot like this. From a

statistical basis, 400 homes is more than enough to get a real

handle on the effectiveness of this kind of program. You could

argue that you probably could get away with less. At the end

of the day, we will see how many volunteers we get and how

much we can afford. That will determine the final number.

Ms. White: It is just my eagerness in seeing the smart

meters go up that I would hope that it would be expanded.

I know that there is a community group that is trying to

do a federal funding application to do a pilot project with

electrical thermal storage units. If any of the witnesses are

familiar with that project, do they have any thoughts about it?

Mr. Hall: The ETS — I will use the acronym — was a

solution that was identified during our resource plan in terms

of managing capacity — an energy-efficiency program

targeted at capacity issues. We certainly worked

collaboratively with the proponent who brought that funding

application forward. We are keen to participate in that pilot

and are waiting to see how the feds come through with the

money.

Ms. White: It is another one I am hopeful for. In an

ideal world, I would have both the air source heat pump, the

ETS system, the smart meter that could turn them on and off

as we go — it would be a great day. I am also hopeful about

that.

From where you stand as a utility, what is your

assessment of the recent IPP policy and the impact it might

have on renewable energy projects?

Mr. Hall: Mr. Deputy Chair, there is a strong policy

bent to that question, which we as a utility don’t venture into,

but I think we are extremely optimistic about the standing-

offer program. We have seen some strong proponents working

on projects. Hopefully, it is just a matter of time before we see

some progress through the application process to the point

where we can enter into negotiations for the commercial

contracts to buy power.

We have seen some surprising things. For example, the

price of solar has come down to the point that it seems that

smaller scale solar projects will be able to compete at the price

of the standing-offer program, which is encouraging. Again,

those have been added at a very early stage to the funnel of

potential opportunities. The Yukon Development Corporation

is the initial entity that deals at the pre-application phase, and

they process and review applications. If they are complete and

assessed to be within the mandate of the program, they are

then passed to us.

Ms. White: I was online looking for the numbers for

the price of the standing-offer program. We talked about —

initially the witness said I believe that LNG was 15 cents and

diesel was 35 cents. I wanted to know how the standing-offer

program and the price set for that worked.

Mr. Hall: So the way the price was set in the standing-

offer program was based on the cost of both LNG and diesel

as approved by the YUB and what is incorporated into rates. It

is a number that is approved at every GRA. Then there is an

escalator where, if we sign a contract, for the future years of

that contract, it escalates at 50 percent of CPI. That is

consistent with, for example, the way BC Hydro’s standing-

offer program works.

Ms. White: Just out of the assessment of the witnesses,

is the pricing scheme structured in such a way that allows and

encourages renewable projects to be successful?

Mr. Hall: There was a philosophy that was applied

when the pricing was formally set which essentially protects

ratepayers from any impact on rates from buying that power.

That was the primary consideration that was used when

setting that price.

Ms. White: As an example, if I had put in an

application or a proposal for a program and been approved by

the YDC, what would that rate be right now?

Mr. Hall: I believe it starts at 15.8 cents, yes. That is

the rate that is approved by the Yukon Utilities Board. As I
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referenced, it’s a number that people can go and look up every

time we do a GRA.

Ms. White: One of the reasons why I was asking that

question was just a curiosity or concern as to whether or not a

renewable project, for example, wind — if we are talking

about wind on Haeckel Hill here, having had very limited

conversations as to whether or not they would be able to reach

that target amount.

Just a question to the experts who are in the room: For

clarification, would the proponent then have to pay for the

connection to the grid? If they were to put in the proposal for

the project, if they were to be accepted, would they also be

responsible for the cost of the connection?

Mr. Hall: Yes, that is correct. They would have to pay

for the cost of connection to the grid.

Ms. White: To go back to the April 12 announcement

about the storage, there was the conversation we just touched

on about the time-of-use rates. Was there consideration in

trying to include that into the pilot project to see how that

would affect households?

Mr. Hall: No, there was not. We are not able to offer a

different rate to any customer. That is a pretty hard and fast

rule that we live by. Even within the pilot, I could not really

change the price I charge to that particular customer.

Ms. White: Since the witnesses have been in the House

previously, especially the President of Yukon Energy

Corporation, he knows I look forward to the date where we do

have the ability to do that.

I have a question about street lights, as odd as that

sounds. I’ll ask this first: What communities is Yukon Energy

Corporation responsible for as far as power supply? Which

communities do they do direct sales to?

Mr. Hall: I am going to forget some of the little ones

probably, but they are Dawson, Mayo, Faro, Mendenhall,

Johnsons Crossing — I am probably missing a little pocket

somewhere. Perhaps to anticipate the next question: We have

replaced all of our streetlights within those service areas with

LED.

Ms. White: That is fantastic news. I won’t hold it

against anyone if we have forgotten any small communities,

but I can’t guarantee for others.

Do we know what the energy savings has been since

those have been changed? Do we have a pre-LED light and a

post-LED light number?

Mr. Hall: I don’t have that number with me. I have

certainly seen the number drop as we compare years prior to

the LEDs and post-LEDs. We can provide those numbers as a

follow-up.

Ms. White: When I say “cost”, that is just one way to

measure the energy generation and the usage of that. The

reason I ask is that it’s my understanding that ATCO Electric

is talking about changing their lights over at end of use, so not

even necessarily when the bulb goes out but when the ballast

— I believe is the terminology — needs to be replaced.

This is a question maybe for YDC whose mandate is to

work on that energy conservation. Has there been any

conversations with ATCO about speeding up that process?

Mr. Ferbey: ATCO has completed LED streetlight

conversions for Old Crow and Teslin. There have been

discussions and costing of other communities to transition to

LED lights.

Ms. White: Does the official have any idea of how

many have been done or the percentage that have been done in

the City of Whitehorse?

Mr. Ferbey: That is information that we will have to

talk to our partners at ATCO about. I don’t have the

information on hand.

Ms. White: That is absolutely fair. I was curious.

When we have the two corporations in the House,

including the ones that do the generation and then they sell to

ATCO and then ATCO sells out — one of the reasons why I

was asking about trying to speed up that process is the fact

that it would be less energy that would be consumed in the

long run. If we are talking about managing our energy usage, I

would encourage that to be actively pursued, understanding

that it is not necessarily within something that can be done by

the witnesses who are here — but I encourage that in the long

run.

At the moment, we are seeing an increased reliance on

fossil fuel-generated electricity, and we have often talked

about demand-side management, time-of-use rates, and most

recently, of course, the CEO of Yukon Energy Corporation

has mentioned conservation. I would like to ask: What, if any,

programs do the witnesses believe could be carried out, but

currently are not, that would be most effective in reducing the

need for us to run the LNG or diesel generators?

Mr. Hall: Looking at the question narrowly, I think that

a positive funding announcement on the battery would

certainly help.

In the longer term, any funding helps, subject to the

constraints that we all live under, but a number of the projects

that we are working on take time. They can’t be instantly

implemented, and that’s the reality that we live in. Even if you

added money, it wouldn’t necessarily bring those projects

forward in time.

Ms. White: I do appreciate that answer. The position

that I come from is that, for the last eight years, I have asked

about renewable projects, understanding that it takes time,

money and a combination of those two things and the will to

do it and all the rest of it.

One of the things that we have discussed previously is

how to make sure that energy planning carries past and

through election cycles.

One of the things mentioned, of course, was the

renewable options. We were told about the standing offer. We

were told about maximizing our hydro units 2 and 4. I believe

that when the witnesses were here last year, we were told that

2 was on the way and that 4 was soon to happen.

Can I just get confirmation as to whether or not we have

maximized both of those units — No. 2 Whitehorse and No. 4

Whitehorse?

Mr. Hall: Just for a bit more detail, the Whitehorse unit

4 upgrading is related to increasing the instantaneous output

of the unit. I am getting a bit technical here, but it is allowing
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us to open the turbine gates a bit more fully. That is a

relatively easy project to implement, so it should be

implemented next spring.

In terms of operating unit 2, that’s a much more extensive

exercise. It involves installing a new turbine runner, which is a

bit of the unit that has the blades and spins around. That is a

much more significant exercise. The delivery lead time for a

new piece of hardware like that is almost a year, so we are

looking at the spring of 2021 for that implementation.

This is all subject to getting board approval, because we

are progressing it through a stage-gate approach — just being

diligent about proving economics and managing risk.

Assuming that it will progress as planned, that is the timing

that we are looking at.

Ms. White: The reason I’m asking is last year — just to

quote back to the witness, which I apologize for, but I’m not

really going to apologize for it — it says: “This year, we’re

moving forward with two pieces of engineering work. One is

to increase the output of Whitehorse No. 4…” — which he

has just mentioned — “… and that would actually increase

capacity, so the megawatt output, which is of great use to us.”

I agree. “The second one is to look at efficiency

improvements to Whitehorse 2. That’s a longer-term

opportunity, but we’re going through the initial engineering of

that. Together, we plan to spend approximately $750,000 on

those two exercises.”

The reason I was asking about it now is it was mentioned

last year. Now we’re talking about doing 4 in spring of 2020.

I’ll leave it at that. Are we doing the improvements to unit 4 in

2020, or is it later this spring?

Mr. Hall: There are a bit of semantics about what does

“doing” mean. You have to do design work; you have to put

equipment on order, and then you go in the field and you do

the installation. Perhaps a year ago, when I talked about doing

it or moving forward, I was talking about the engineering

phase. Where we are with Whitehorse 4 is we have done the

design; we’re planning to bring it to our board in June and

then proceed immediately with putting hardware on order.

The other thing we have to realize here is we only have

specific windows when we can take these hydro units down,

and it’s typically in the spring of each year. So if you miss a

window, everything gets bumped out a year. That actually

happened to us with unit 2. We were hoping to hit the 2020

window; we missed it; it slipped out a year.

Ms. White: I do appreciate that, and I also appreciate

the answer. In the conversations we have had — not on the

floor of the Assembly — I have said, and I’ll say it here, that

I’m not an expert but I’m curious and willing to learn. I look

forward to when it can actually be implemented through the

engineering and actually see that change.

The witnesses talked a bit about Victoria Gold. The

Member for Kluane had questions. Last year again, it was

talked about how there’s a summer load and how that would

work because of how that works. The one question I have is

that the recent announcement about the snowpack and the

current projections for the summer’s hydro — is there an

expected increase of thermal usage, and if so, has that been

calculated ahead of time?

Mr. Hall: Earlier this week, we came out in the media

with some numbers on what the snowpack looks like at the

moment and what the implications were for our system this

year. As part of that, we gave a range of numbers on what

thermal generation will look like in 2019. That range is driven

largely by uncertainty around how much rain we’re going to

receive this summer — because that’s a key driver of

ultimately how much water we have in our reservoirs come

the fall as we get ready for the winter season.

That range was approximately between 50 and 100

gigawatt hours, and that includes the expected mine load from

Victoria Gold this year.

Ms. White: I appreciate the answer and I appreciate

that planning. Earlier there was reference to a power rate —

maybe that’s not the right terminology — but that the contract

had been signed with Victoria Gold. I wanted to know if the

witness is able to share what Victoria Gold would be paying

as their cost of power.

Mr. Hall: That was all disclosed in our power purchase

agreement regulatory proceeding, so it is available for public

consumption. Industrial customers pay both an energy charge

and a demand charge, depending on what their peak

consumption is, but we estimate that it comes in at around 15

cents per kilowatt hour. That will be subject to any rate

increases approved by the YUB as part of this GRA that is

still underway.

Ms. White: I thank the witness for that answer. In the

introductory statements, there was mention of a strategic plan

for the Yukon Energy Corporation. I was online — on the

website, which I do appreciate. I also appreciate the updates of

the Yukon Development Corporation, but I couldn’t find the

strategic plan online — maybe I could be told where I could

find a copy of that.

Ms. Cabott: The board worked on the strategic plan in

December — we had originally planned it in July. It was

delayed due to board members and availability, so we have

been finalizing that strategic plan. It will go before the board

at our May meeting and it will be final and then up on the

website.

Ms. White: I look forward to seeing it. There was

reference made to the strategic plan, and I can’t find the

strategic plan just to take a look at it. I was just looking

forward to that.

A compliment for the Yukon Development Corporation,

who I maybe dragged through the coals a bit with the minister

when the witnesses weren’t here — but I do appreciate the

updated website. I think it is a lot more exciting for what gets

done there, so I do appreciate that. I think that, at this point, I

don’t have any other questions. I know that the Member for

Lake Laberge does have questions and if he rattles something

loose in my mind, I may stand up again.

To that point, thank you very much. Energy is one of my

favourite things. I had no idea I was going to like it as much

as I do, but I do look forward to future conversations and I do
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look forward to future announcements when we talk about

renewables coming online.

Mr. Cathers: I thank the witnesses for appearing here

this afternoon, as well as the answers they have given. I have

been listening with interest.

I would like to just ask a question regarding, first of all, a

matter that is of interest and potential concern to my

constituents. If I understand correctly — and please correct

me if I am mistaken on this — the consideration about adding

a battery storage unit and potentially diesel generation

capacity — if I understand correctly, the location for those

potential projects has not been finalized and some

consideration is being given to it being on the site of the

Takhini substation, which — though it sounds to many like it

might be somewhere else — the location of that is at about

mile 5.1 on the Mayo Road, which of course is in my riding of

Lake Laberge. It is within the Mayo Road zoning area and

also adjacent to a number of properties that are rural

residential, as well as a significant neighbourhood in the

surrounding area that is primarily rural residential and

agricultural, with a little bit of commercial mixed in there.

I would just like to ask first of all if the witnesses can

confirm that I’m correct in understanding that this option is

being considered for both battery storage and diesel.

Secondly, if that is correct, can they confirm what the

timelines are for making a decision on the options and

whether they plan on doing public consultation with people in

that area or another area if they choose other options? I know

that the potential of an increase in noise is certainly something

that would be of interest to my constituents in the area and

they would want an opportunity to be involved.

Mr. Hall: It is correct that the Takhini substation is one

of the locations that we are looking at for both the battery

storage and a potential new thermal plant. There are a number

of other locations, which range from retrofitting our existing

blue diesel building to a number of what we would call

“brownfield sites” at the Whitehorse landfill near the sewage

lagoons and actually on a piece of settlement land on the south

access from our current facility. There are a number of

locations. At this point, we are assessing both technologies

and locations, so there is a matrix of almost 20 different

combinations possible.

We do plan to, once the preliminary engineering work is

complete, complete a round of public engagement to solicit

views from the communities around those sites on relative

preferences, et cetera. We certainly will be looking at some of

the attributes that the member mentioned, such as noise, air

emissions — so modelling to see the dispersion of any

emissions — aesthetics, et cetera. It’s not just a purely

financial decision. We will be evaluating those socio-

economic types of features of each location and combinations.

We are very interested to hear the public’s feedback on which

relative site is preferred in general. We will then bring that

information back in that stage-gate approach to make a

recommendation to our board on a location and a fuel type, for

example.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the information. I would just

like to take this opportunity to flag for the board and

management of Yukon Energy that I know that if they do

decide to proceed with the option of developing diesel-

generation capacity or thermal or if the LNG is being

considered on that site, it definitely would be of concern to a

number of my constituents in terms of the impact on quality of

life. For people who have moved out to the Mayo Road area,

the rural nature, including quiet evenings and the opportunity

to be a bit out of town is a big part of what drove a number of

people to choose to live outside of city limits. Something that

would have an impact on that would certainly be of great

concern to some.

I should also flag the fact that there are several tourism

businesses in the nearby area, including an outdoor learning

centre and a northern lights tourism business that might

actually see a negative financial impact on their ability to run

their businesses — especially in the case of the aurora-

viewing company, as the experience that guests are paying for

would include — I would assume — in part, the quiet

evenings that guests would experience. If there is a diesel

generator a couple of miles down the road — actually less

than that, come to think of it — I would think that it would

potentially have a significant negative affect on their business.

Again, recognizing that more is to be done, I do just want

to flag those concerns and encourage Yukon Energy — if they

give serious consideration to that site, to not only directly

inform people in the area so that they an opportunity to have

their views heard, but to reach out directly as well to the

businesses which might be financially affected by that so that

we don’t have a situation where someone has a negative

impact to their livelihood as a result of the power generation

proceeding, especially if there may be other sites or

alternatives that can avoid that type of negative impact on

anyone.

I would just ask a couple other questions related to that —

particularly in this case I am asking about the battery storage.

Not being intimately familiar with the type of technology that

is being discussed for this battery storage, I am wondering

whether there is an increased fire risk that is potentially posed

as a result of this battery storage capacity if something goes

wrong. If so, what the plans would be to mitigate that for any

neighbourhood it might be placed in.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think it is important for the record

and for Hansard here today — I will defer the question

concerning the technology of the battery. I believe that the

member opposite — for continuity, the work that we are

trying to do here was the previous Minister responsible for

Yukon Energy Corporation and Yukon Development

Corporation. Upon taking on this role — I was sworn in

probably on December 5, 2016 — my first briefing

concerning the integrated resource plan took place the third

week of January, on a Friday after Roundup.

I think it is very important for everyone in the Yukon to

understand that the member opposite oversaw the building of

the integrated resource — was responsible for that very

significant work that was done, which of course inevitably led
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to some of the final results — the potential of a thermal plant.

It is something that I think is appropriate. It is one of those

things where I appreciate his work on it. So no matter what

happens, I know he played a large role in it, and I think it is

important to put that on the public record.

Chair: Mr. Hall, did you want to answer the technical?

Mr. Hall: The specific question around the design of

the battery and risk of overheating — obviously, we as the

prudent utility would take due care and attention during the

design phase to manage those risks. Batteries need to be

cooled. They often have liquid cooling systems to withdraw

heat when they are drawing power. We are fortunate in the

Yukon that we have cold temperatures, so it should help with

that. We will take the appropriate measures to manage risks,

as we do when we design storage facilities that store large

amounts of fossil fuels which have equal risks that we

manage. We put the appropriate safeguards in place.

Mr. Cathers: I do have to point out to the minister — it

was an interesting spin on his part. I was hoping we could

focus on the more traditional, technical conversations with

witnesses. I do have to chide the minister and point out that, as

he would know very well if he checked, he will never find any

record of me approving, recommending, or supporting the

idea of adding a diesel generator at mile 5.1 on the Mayo

Road. That is an option I recognize that YEC, through its

work, has come up with as an option, but I would just

encourage the minister to check his facts, rather than resorting

to spin at this point.

I also want to acknowledge that, if Yukon Energy

Corporation is looking at adding diesel generation anywhere

— while I want to especially emphasize as MLA for Lake

Laberge the interest of my constituents in the area, I do

encourage them to consult with anyone who may be affected

by that, because it’s certainly something that could have a

negative impact on quality of life if it is not being placed at a

spot, such as the Whitehorse dam site, where there’s already

the noise from that type of generation.

Mr. Deputy Chair, just moving on to the next area that I

had a question on — with regard to Victoria Gold, could the

witnesses please clarify what the current estimated load is of

Victoria Gold? I know it’s seasonal, but could they just

clarify? I know the numbers have adjusted over the years — if

the witnesses could just clarify for the record what the current

estimated summer load is of Victoria Gold and how that

changes on a seasonal basis.

Yes, that was the end of that question.

Mr. Hall: The power purchase agreement talks about a

phased approach to increasing energy supply to the mine. At

present, in the very short term, we would be limited to about

two megawatts. Then, prior to upgrading of the transmission

line, it’s limited at 10 megawatts. After the transmission line

replacement, they can draw up to 14 megawatts. That’s a

summer draw. The winter draw is around 50 percent of those

numbers.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. With regard to

additional generation capacity that is being added to the grid

— specifically the third LNG generator — could the witnesses

please just confirm what the current cost of that project is?

Mr. Hall: The LNG third engine project was completed

around the end of 2018. Total costs were $8.1 million.

Mr. Cathers: I didn’t quite hear the number. I think —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Mr. Cathers: $8.1 million? Okay. With regard to that

$8.1-million project, recognizing that some of the capacity

may be required for Victoria Gold, could the witness confirm

whether Victoria Gold is paying a larger share of that

$8.1 million, or is that amount being spread equally among all

customer classes?

Mr. Hall: The regulatory rules do not allow for the cost

of generation to be ascribed to particular customers. For

example, if a residential customer on the Mayo Road was to

connect, we don’t charge and drive our incremental thermal

generation — we don’t charge that customer all that thermal.

They get to share in the complete pool of all of our generation.

That is a regulatory principle that applies to residential

customers and industrial customers. There is no way for us to

ascribe the cost of generation to an industrial customer in the

way that the member is suggesting.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer.

With regard to the planned upgrading of the turbines at

the Whitehorse dam, could the witnesses please confirm —

correct me if I misheard earlier, but I understood that there

was money allocated last year and there is work still being

done on WH2 and WH4, but please correct me if I misheard

that. Could you please indicate what the total estimated costs

are of both of those upgrading projects and what the estimated

change in the output is as a result — whether that would be on

the basis of total capacity or gigawatt hours in terms of annual

production?

Mr. Hall: The Whitehorse 4 upgrading increases

capacity by 1.4 megawatts. That estimated capital cost is

around $750,000. The upgrading of Whitehorse 2 is an

increase in capacity of around one megawatt. It adds

incremental energy production through an increase in

efficiency of the turbine of around six to seven gigawatt hours

per year. The capital cost of that has not been confirmed at

this time. We have engaged with a contractor — so we have

selected a contractor. They are going through a value

engineering exercise at this time to confirm the scope of work

and what items are going to be replaced versus refurbished, so

I can’t specify a capital cost at this time. That will be

confirmed as part of the next stage-gate approval of that

project.

Mr. Cathers: Do you have a rough cost estimate of that

— understanding that the number is subject to change,

confirmation and approval? Do you have a current ballpark

estimate of what that will cost?

Mr. Hall: Around $10 million — but again, probably

quite a big margin of error on that number at this time.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. I do note as well

that we will not hold the Yukon Energy Corporation too

closely to that number, understanding that it is a ballpark

figure at this point in time.
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Could you please provide some information about what

planning and engineering work is being done this year by

Yukon Energy Corporation? Basically what that portfolio

looks like — what items of planning and engineering work are

to be done and the total cost that is being spent on planning

and engineering work.

Mr. Hall: I will start by just making a comment — and

I mentioned this earlier — that our financing for 2019 is in the

process of going through approvals. That is approval for short-

term debt required and used to fund some of this work. All of

what I am going to talk about here is subject to that approval

step, but if I go through the projects and identify the ones that

I believe relate more to the new supply — which is what the

member opposite is, I think, referring to — certainly

investments targeted in continued demand-side management,

which again — as we have talked a lot about earlier this

afternoon — is all subject to YUB approval.

There is planning work on a new thermal plant, on small

hydro, the two operating projects that we have talked about —

so WH2 and WH4 — energy storage system planning work,

and budget for continued wind monitoring on Mount

Sumanik. Those are the major activities. I don’t have the

mental capability to add up all the numbers to tell you what

that total is on the fly, but I can get you a total number on all

of that.

Mr. Cathers: Actually, if the witness has the individual

numbers, I would be happy to hear those, if he has those in

front of him.

Mr. Hall: Yes, we can provide those numbers.

Mr. Cathers: Okay, I look forward to receiving that

then at a later date.

Mr. Deputy Chair, the witness made mention of small

hydro work being done. Can he indicate what is being looked

at for small hydro? What site or sites are being considered at

this point? What stage would that evaluation be at?

Mr. Hall: Back in the resource plan, there were two

potential sites identified. The first was Drury Creek, on the

way to Faro, and the second is the Atlin expansion project.

Those are the two projects that are receiving attention right

now. Work is at different stages on those two and it takes a

different form. Obviously Atlin is a proponent that would

likely move forward under some kind of IPP arrangement, so

they end up doing most of the work in terms of technical

feasibility and permitting that would be required. What we

would be focusing on there are the transmission upgrades that

would be required to connect that supply source.

For Drury Creek, it is the typical work that is required

early on in looking at environmental monitoring, assessing

some of the key risks around geotechnical work and then

starting to look at really pre-feasibility engineering around

what a containment structure would involve, et cetera — then

obviously a significant piece of First Nation engagement with

the affected First Nations to build acceptance of the project

and explore different investment models that might be

possible in allowing for participation of the First Nation in

that project.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer from the witness.

In the area of the Mayo hydro dam — I may get the

terminology slightly off on this — there was a life-cycle or

end-of-life review of the Mayo dam project. It was not of

course looking at or suggesting that the dam wouldn’t

continue, but there was a review being done. Again, if I have

the terminology wrong — I am pulling it from memory, and I

think I have the terminology slightly off on this. Could you

just advise where that review is at? Is it complete? What are

the next steps and is there additional work required to

maintain the ongoing viability and production of Mayo A and

Mayo B?

Mr. Hall: I believe that the member is referring to work

that we did on the original — what is called the Mayo A plant

which dates back to the 1950s. Our assessment had indicated

that the plant was approaching its end of life and it needed to

be overhauled, which is the work that we did last year. We

went in and really did a fairly thorough refurbishment of one

of the turbines up there. As part of that work, we actually

found that some of the equipment is still in quite good shape,

so our initial view that we actually need to do a full rebuild of

Mayo A at some point in the future — that’s probably been

extended by a number of years. There is no doubt that certain

components of that plant are at their end of life. The electrical

switch gear — there is no doubt that it will need replacement.

But I think we were pleasantly surprised by the condition of,

for example, the runners. Even though they are very old, they

are in good shape. We have great water quality in the Yukon

and we don’t get a lot of runner erosion, so I think our view

has changed in that the rebuild of that plant is probably further

out in time than we were initially planning.

We didn’t do anything on Mayo B. As the member

knows, it is a relatively new plant. There was no work done on

that last year.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer.

Just continuing with Mayo, as the witnesses know, there

have been some ongoing effects and challenges affecting

property owners near Mayo Lake, Ralph and Norma Mease.

Could the witness please provide an update on what work is

being done with them as far as dealing with the effects that

they have seen of seepage of water, which has had a negative

effect on their property?

Secondly, just in the area — there have been problems, as

the witnesses know very well, of flooding at times in Mayo.

Of course, the management of the water is affected in part by

the levels flowing over or through the dam, Mr. Deputy Chair.

What is the status of work with the town of Mayo in dealing

with all of the issues pertaining to trying to prevent flooding

in the winter months, particularly?

Mr. Hall: Mr. Deputy Chair, I will answer the second

part of the question first. With regard to the town of Mayo

itself — and this goes back now five years — one of my first

assignments when I started this job was concerns around

water levels in the village there. What we did at that time is

that we really worked with a multi-stakeholder group,

including some real ice management experts, on changing the

way we set ice in the lower Mayo River.
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That ice management protocol has been very successful

in terms of ensuring that we set a good ice cover. We have had

good success in terms of really eliminating any over-ice water

that appears in that system. I think that it has worked very

well. We continue to meet with that committee during the

winter season to inform them, but I think that — so far, so

good. That ice management protocol has been successful.

Work done by the Yukon government, I believe two

summers ago, to work on some of the flow channels within

the lower Mayo River certainly seems to have helped as well,

so we appreciate that from Community Services.

With regard to the Mease farm, there is a fairly long

history of water issues on the Mease property — and I have a

memo here — going back to 2003. There is a long history that

actually predates construction of Mayo B, for example, which

is often being associated with what is experienced on the

Mease farm. I think that it is fair to say that it is a fairly

complex problem. Essentially, we have a farm built on the

floodplain of a river. In addition, we have a changing river

environment. We have siltation happening in the river,

probably due to a number of causes. Around the Minto bridge,

it is certainly very apparent to anyone who is there that the

area upstream is getting silted up. People have spoken to me

about the possibility of a link to the placer miners who are on

some of the tributaries, but we don’t have any evidence to

really confirm that.

Suffice it to say, it is a changing environment. We have

not seen any correlation between lake levels and any flooding

events that may happen on the Mease property, so it is very

hard to draw a distinct and very data-driven relationship

between how we operate and what Mr. Mease may experience

on his property.

We have made several investments over time in trying to

help him out. Most recently, in 2016, we spent $25,000 to fill

in a depression on his property and help with a berm around

his garden. We have, over time, invested amounts of money to

try to help, but it is a challenge. That farm is situated in a very

challenging location. I think it is fair to say that not all of

what’s observed on that farm is in any way related to Yukon

Energy’s operations.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. Recognizing the

ongoing challenges that the Meases have had, I would just

encourage the president to make sure that he is in contact with

them on a semi-regular basis at least. I actually encourage the

minister responsible to consider reaching out to the Meases

and sitting down with them to discuss their ongoing concerns.

Moving on to a couple of other areas — could the

witnesses please provide information on what the total cost is

in the budget for sponsorships by Yukon Energy as well as the

cost of — Yukon Energy recently did a new logo. I know they

released information about the costs of doing that logo design,

but that cost didn’t seem to include the new signage — or we

see a lot of Yukon Energy Corporation vehicles with new

signs — or I think they may be called vehicle wraps — as

well as letterhead, business cards, et cetera. Could we get an

estimate of the total cost of moving to that new logo and all of

the additional things that were done and changed as a result?

Last but not least in that list, could the witnesses please

confirm and clarify what the total budget is this year for

capital maintenance by Yukon Energy Corporation?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: For the record, what I will do is — I

appreciate the advice from the member opposite concerning

outreach that he has proposed for me to do. The fact that the

chief executive officer from Yukon Energy Corporation has

identified that this has been an ongoing problem since 2003 —

quickly looking at the bio of the member opposite — he has

taken on many roles at Yukon Energy Corporation, so I will

confer at a sidebar to sit with him to review his notes of his, I

assume, many consultations with this individual — because

this has been an ongoing problem — to help direct me in

being more effective when I reach out.

Mr. Hall: In terms of the exact numbers on rebranding

and sponsorships — I don’t have those exact numbers in front

of me. From memory, the rebranding exercise was around

$30,000. All of the artwork had been done previously, a long

time ago, so we actually just dug up what I believe is a very

attractive design. We didn’t have to spend any more dollars on

that.

In terms of the signage and decals — I think that’s

included in the $30,000, and we got some funding from

French Language Services, because a number of the signs are

in both official languages. So there was some assistance given

through that funding mechanism.

In terms of sponsorship funding, I can say that there’s no

significant change in that number. It has been constant for a

while. I think our board has looked at creating a new category

for sponsorship of First Nation-related initiatives and

approved an additional, I believe, $20,000 for that. This was

passed at a recent board meeting, and we can get the specific

numbers back after this meeting.

Mr. Cathers: I would appreciate and hope that we can

get from Yukon Energy Corporation the details on those

numbers and sponsorships, as well as the cost of the logo and

branding.

Noting the time — although I could easily go on for a

while asking questions, I would just take this opportunity to

thank the witnesses for appearing here this afternoon and

would turn it over to them, or perhaps the minister also wishes

to thank them before they depart here this afternoon.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Yes, I would like to thank the member

opposite for that. I just want to take an opportunity to thank

the witnesses for appearing before Committee of the Whole

today. Once again, Mr. Pemberton, Ms. Cabott, Mr. Ferbey,

and Mr. Hall, I would like to thank you for coming in today.

I would hope that today the Assembly has a stronger

understanding of the activities that are occurring. I hope that I

have done a good job of reflecting the work that you have

been doing when questioned during the Legislative Assembly.

I know that we are in good hands, but there are also some

parameters and complexity around some of the things as we

move toward what I think we want to see — as much of a

renewable option as possible. Thank you for the work that you

do.
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I thank the individuals who are here today. Stephanie

Cunha — I think I got it right now — thank you again for

being here with us today.

Deputy Chair: The witnesses are now excused with

our thanks. Enjoy your Easter weekend.

Witnesses excused

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Deputy Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that

the Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Deputy Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Adel: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report progress.

Also, pursuant to Committee of the Whole Motion

No. 10, witnesses appeared before the Committee of the

Whole to discuss matters related to the Yukon Development

Corporation and the Yukon Energy Corporation.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Deputy

Chair of Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

The time being 5:32 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, April 23, 2019.

I wish all members a safe and relaxing long Easter

weekend.

The House adjourned at 5:32 p.m.

Written notice was given of the following motion for
the production of papers April 18, 2019:

Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19
Re: Department of Health and Social Services non-

governmental organization review (McLeod)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Tuesday, April 23, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

In remembrance of victims of the terrorist attack in
Sri Lanka

Speaker: I would ask all members and people in the

gallery to remain standing.

On behalf of the Yukon Legislative Assembly, I wish to

express our shock and sadness at the horrifying loss of life in

Sri Lanka, where 321 people perished and many more were

injured in a series of coordinated attacks on Easter Sunday.

We condemn these attacks unequivocally, and we are

saddened that this is the second time this Sitting that a terrorist

attack has resulted in a mass loss of life. There is no place in

our world for this kind of behaviour and the hatred that drives

it.

We offer our sincere condolences and prayers for this

tragedy and, in turn, we offer our support for the Government

of Sri Lanka as it works to restore order and to identify those

who were responsible for this vicious and calculated attack

against innocent people. We stand in solidarity with the

families of the victims and ask that justice prevails for the

perpetrators of these terrible crimes.

Last month, it was members of the Muslim community

who were the victims of an awful attack in Christchurch,

New Zealand. This past weekend, the violence appears to be

targeted toward Christians.

We must ask ourselves: Where will it end, and what can

we do about it? Standing here today and saying no to violence,

saying no to terror, and saying no to hatred is a good first step.

We must never forget the many lives lost and work constantly

to denounce the motives that lead to senseless violence and

murder.

Where people advocate hate, we must advocate

understanding. Where people choose violence, we must

choose peace. This was undoubtedly the hopeful message that

many of the worshippers were receiving at their Easter

celebrations in Sri Lanka and around the world.

We will now observe a moment of silence.

Moment of silence observed

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I would ask all Members

of the Legislative Assembly to help me in welcoming the

many visitors who we have here today. I will just go through

and welcome the guests who will be part of our tribute. There

are many players who have been very successful this spring,

along with their coaches. I want to make sure for the parents

here — I did get some of their names. I don’t want to miss any

parents. These are the people, of course, who get up each

morning and make sure that all this comes about — the moms

and dads, the uncles and aunts and the grandparents — but I

will focus on our players and coaches here today.

I would like to welcome to the Assembly

Taylor Bierlmeier, who also is a member of the boys’ peewee

team that is here today as well, and Caely Burdes from

Watson Lake. I will just touch on some of the people who

have travelled in every weekend from the communities to be

part of these teams: Clementine Burgess, Emma Curtis,

Alia Drummond from Haines Junction — who I don’t believe

is here today — and Maelle Gouaillier. Be easy on me folks, I

will do my best to get these pronunciations right. We have

Kianna Loots, Livia Mortimer — who would be travelling in

each weekend and for practices during the week from

Carmacks — Heidi Nash, Kennedy O’Brien, Isabelle Paquette

from Watson Lake, Callie Quaile, Jayda Steele,

Brooke Tobler, and Emery Twardochleb. Their coaches are

here with them as well: Pat Tobler, Trevor Twardochleb, and

Collin Nash.

On our peewee Mustangs team: Gavin McKenna — who

is in Italy at the World Selects Invitational — Luke Cozens,

Jase Johnstone, Kaelen Halowaty, Keaton MacIntosh,

Zack Seguin, Kayce Saligo, Conner Labar, Axel Anderson —

I know that Noah Kinney is also on the team, but I don’t know

if he made it today — Zander Underhill, Nash Holmes,

Landon Cowper, Chase Tuton, Robert Matthews, and

Kieran Mooney. Their coaches are here as well:

Derek Johnstone, Justin Halowaty, and Mike Tuton.

Mr. Hassard: If all members could join me in

welcoming Kayce’s dad — Lance Saligo is here as well. He is

fortunate enough to have made about 900 trips from Teslin to

Whitehorse over the last couple of years.

As well, we have Mr. Bill Burdes from Watson Lake, a

friend of mine, and of course Richelle Bierlmeier. Thanks for

being here.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: If we can welcome one of the

hockey moms here today — Ms. Tiff Tasane. She is a past

neighbour from Marsh Lake, and she does a lot for our

community around mental wellness. She is Clem’s mom.

Mr. Adel: I would like to ask my colleagues to

welcome today from Tai Chi Yukon Marina McCready,

Alison Conant, Lorne Whittaker, Helene Dobrowolsky, Janet

MacLachlan, and Jo-Ann Gates. Thank you very much for

being here.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I will take a quick opportunity to

recognize Lareina Twardochleb, who is here with one of the

hockey players today — a parent who is no doubt tired from
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all of the hockey season, but also an integral part of our team

at the Department of Justice.

Mr. Gallina: I would like to also introduce Trevor

Twardochleb, who is a long-time colleague of mine in sport.

This is the first time that he has been in the House and that I

have had an opportunity to introduce him. We have had the

opportunity to travel with Team Yukon together to many

events, and I know that, in my new career here as an elected

official, Trevor still appreciates receiving my updates. It is

good to see you in the House today, Trevor.

Applause

Ms. White: I invite my colleagues to help me in

welcoming — there are two people in the back row who are

super uncomfortable about being here. Tanya is now trying to

avoid eye contact. We have Tanya Ordish and Ken Anderson

— a carver, as you may know.

I am super happy when high school friends come in

because I never thought I would be here, but I never thought

that you would have kids that we are paying tribute. So thank

you, Jill Nash and thank you, Shawn Underhill — and of

course, Mike is a hockey coach. It is lovely to have you guys

here in this different capacity. Some of you, I will see on the

trails; some I will see tomorrow, and some I see occasionally

at the rink. Thank you so much.

Applause

Ms. McLeod: I invite the House to join me in

welcoming some Watson Lakers — and kind of a Watson

Laker — to the House today. I want to welcome

Sylvain Paquette, and Bill Burdes, of course — and

Meaghen Kimmitt, who sadly was stolen away from us by

Whitehorse.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of Whitehorse Mustangs and Yukon
North Stars hockey teams

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I am pleased to rise today on behalf of

the Yukon Liberal government to acknowledge the success of

two Yukon minor hockey teams, who have joined us today in

the Legislative Assembly.

I will start with the female squad, the Yukon North Stars.

They participated in two tournaments: WickFest in Calgary in

November and the Ice Classic in Richmond in March. They

won gold in both events. They were in fact undefeated in both.

I understand that a couple of the girls only attended

WickFest, but I know they’re also with us here today. While

the team is based in Whitehorse, there are players from

several Yukon communities, including Watson Lake, Haines

Junction, and Carmacks.

I also want to congratulate their coaches — Pat Tobler,

Collin Nash, and Trevor Twardochleb — for the success of

this team both on and off the ice. They have certainly done

Yukon proud. We have seen a lot of growth in the Yukon’s

female hockey program, and Pat has been instrumental in that

development.

I also note that there’s a player in the gallery today who

actually was on both the female and male teams. Taylor

Bierlmeier led the North Stars and the entire tournament in

scoring in Calgary with 13 points — all goals, Mr. Speaker —

what we would call a “sniper”.

Taylor also plays in goal for the Peewee Mustangs, who

are also with us today. The under-13 Whitehorse Peewee

Mustangs are this year’s Peewee Tier Three BC champions

after a successful trip to the 2019 Peewee BC hockey

championships in Powell River on March 16 to 21.

I know getting to Powell River and back over the course

of March break was a feat in itself that involved planes, buses,

and ferries as well. An assist goes to Air North for changing

their flights to accommodate this team of Yukon hockey

players.

The gold is only the third medal won by the Yukon at a

BC championship and they are the first peewee team to do so.

They did it with a strong offence, scoring an incredible 61

goals in only six games, with Gavin McKenna leading the

tournament in points. To the head coach of the Mustangs,

Derek Johnstone — as well as the assistant coach, Justin

Halowaty — congratulations of course and thank you for your

countless hours that you put in as president of Whitehorse

Minor Hockey Association. As well, Mr. Mike Tuton, who I

know has been around any winning hockey team — Mike is

usually there, providing great leadership.

Mr. Speaker, the young people in the gallery today make

us all proud as Yukoners. They play hockey for fun, for

recreation, and to spend time with their friends. Some of them

may go on and continue to play and represent the Yukon. Both

this men’s team and women’s team have done a phenomenal

job in how they placed in BC. I know it is important to touch

on as well — I know his little brother is here but as well,

Dylan Cozens — a born-and-raised Yukoner of course, who

we have been watching over the last weekend. He started

playing in Whitehorse minor hockey and is set to be drafted of

course in the first round of the NHL draft this summer.

What I would say to the children is: Dream big, and

remember that, with hard work and dedication, absolutely so

many things are possible. But I guess the most important thing

to remember is that all of those people who are sitting with

you today — the ones who get up an hour before you each

morning and drive from Watson Lake and Carmacks — they

play such an important role in making all this happen for you

— so as much congratulations to the parents as to the coaches

and to the players.

Applause

Mr. Istchenko: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party

Official Opposition and the Third Party to pay tribute to

hockey here in the territory as we celebrate some incredible
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hockey players here in the Yukon — and even in the gallery

here today.

Being a rural MLA and a coach of minor hockey for

many years, I have seen the Mustangs hockey provide so

many opportunities for youth from Haines Junction — and all

the communities across the Yukon — and here in Whitehorse.

I was intrigued to find out that the Yukon North Stars is

made up of female players from across the territory, and I

can’t help but think that the communities’ diversity is a

contribution to what makes them so great.

Rural players — male and female — from over the years

have had to travel sometimes three times a week or more all

winter long to get to the games and tournaments. Players like

Casey — the MLA for Pelly-Nisutlin figures he already has a

harder shot than him — who is from Teslin — and Ecko Kirk

from Haines Junction can attest to what it takes to be a rural

player. Ecko has also been selected to play in the National

Aboriginal Hockey Championships here in Whitehorse. I am

sure she will continue to make her community proud. I can tell

you that she has a way more accurate shot than I do, because

we old-timers get a chance to play against the kids in Haines

Junction so they can get some competition — and she has a

good shot.

In cold weather and adverse road conditions, their

dedication is phenomenal. The cost to hockey parents is

incredibly high — not just financially, but in time and energy

as well. Their dedication must also be highlighted and

celebrated. So many of our Yukon youth have to travel hours

— rather than minutes — to the arena. Quite often, you will

hear them tell stories of doing homework and studying for

tests on the road more often than at home. I wanted to be sure

to recognize the efforts made across the territory so that these

kids can play the sport that they love.

March 29 to 31, the ladies took to the ice in Richmond,

BC for the 22nd Annual Ice Hockey Classic Female Hockey

Tournament. The Yukon sent three teams south. The Atom

girls made it to the semi-final round, while the midget Female

Mustangs took silver. Our Yukon Peewee North Stars brought

home gold. I would like to thank all Yukon players on a job

well done in those tournaments and on maintaining Yukon’s

status as a fierce competitor outside of the territory.

Hockey continues to grow here in the Yukon. There are

so many opportunities to play competitive hockey, both in the

Yukon and Outside. We continue to see our home-grown

talent, and we look forward to seeing just how far our players

can go.

Speaking of home-grown talent, the minister mentioned

Dylan Cozens. He is ranked fifth right now in the NHL draft. I

do look forward to Don Cherry holding his top prospects and

interviewing him. When we left our offices, it was 6 to 2 for

Canada over the Czech Republic in the under-18 worlds.

Congratulations to all our Yukon Mustang players who

are here today and all those who couldn’t make it. Thank you

to all the coaches and parents — especially organizers and

volunteers — for making hockey possible for our youth.

Applause

In recognition of 30th anniversary of Tai Chi Yukon
Mr. Adel: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon Liberal

government to pay tribute to Tai Chi Yukon’s 30th

anniversary.

In 1989, Cheryl Buchan moved to Whitehorse and began

teaching tai chi and 90 students tried to sign up for that class.

Today, hundreds of Yukoners have experienced the benefits

of tai chi. They have taught as many as 10 classes per week,

they have hosted guest instructors, and they have organized

special events. Their chief instructor, Pam Boyd, achieved

international recognition when she was named as a disciple by

Grandmaster Yang Jun of the Yang Family Tai Chi

organizations. Three of the other instructors —

Helen Dobrowolsky, Jo-Ann Gates, and Lisa Pan — have also

studied in China and ranked within the system.

This year, they are celebrating their 30th anniversary with

a two-part celebration. They are reaching out to all former

students and instructors who have supported them over the

years, as well as anyone interested in learning more about tai

chi. The two-part celebration will kick off at the Kwanlin Dün

Cultural Centre this Saturday, on April 27, where they will be

joining tai chi players worldwide to send a healing wave of

chi around the planet to celebrate World Tai Chi and Qigong

Day. They will be wrapping up with a birthday celebration

that evening, which will include demos, audience participation

events, a slide show of Tai Chi Yukon’s highlights, draws,

and a few surprises.

Congratulations to Tai Chi Yukon on this exciting

milestone. Thank you for being here.

Applause

Ms. Hanson: On behalf of the Yukon New Democratic

Party and the Official Opposition, I am happy to join in

paying tribute to the 30th anniversary of Tai Chai Yukon.

While the official celebration will be on Saturday, April 27, it

is great to see some of the key players from Tai Chai Yukon

here with us today and I just will note for the record that Pam

Boyde has joined us. She wasn’t available for introduction at

the beginning.

As was mentioned, since 1989, when Cheryl Buchan

moved to Whitehorse and began teaching tai chi, this ancient

practice has captivated the minds, souls and bodies of many

Yukoners. Although tai chi originated as a martial art, most

folks are attracted to its health and meditative aspects. The

many benefits of tai chi include calming the mind, relaxing

the body, increasing strength and flexibility, relieving stress

and improving general health.

A few years ago, Mr. Speaker, members of the then-

Yukon NDP Official Opposition caucus sought to explore the

benefits of tai chi. As all members of this House will know,

there are days when anything will help to deal with the day-to-

day stresses of this unusual environment and it is worth trying

something. Under the guiding eye and hands of Pam Boyde,

the senior instructor for Tai Chai Yukon, we dutifully

gathered at 7:30 a.m., pushed office furniture aside and turned

our minds to tai chi.
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Although I cannot report that we became proficient,

because to do so would be uttering a falsehood and we all

know that is prohibited in these hallowed halls, but we did

gain an appreciation of the potential that tai chi holds to help

centre a person and with time, perhaps increase one’s

flexibility and calmness of mind.

Today we salute the many Yukoners who have not only

worked to develop their own skills in the practice of both tai

chi and qigong, but also their commitment to continuous

learning and to reaching out to as many Yukoners as possible,

including outreach to Yukon communities by offering special

camps and seminars with visiting instructors once or twice a

year. Yukon Tai Chi instructors also travel elsewhere to gain

new skills and fresh insights. In fact, Pam Boyde, who started

tai chi after moving to Whitehorse from Mayo, became the

first Canadian to be certified as an instructor in the Yang

Family Tai Chi Chuan organization. She — along with

Helen Dobrowolsky, Jo-ann Gates and Lisa Pan — has

studied in China and are ranked within this system. And, in

only another Yukon type of story, Pam was recognized as a

disciple of the grand master of this international organization

and is currently organizing an international tai chi gathering in

Salerno, Italy for May of this year. Five Yukoners will be

joining over 350 fellow tai chi practitioners from around the

world.

Mr. Speaker, perhaps, as members of this Assembly, we

would all do well to attend this weekend’s celebration of

World Tai Chi and Qigong Day at the Kwanlin Dün Cultural

Centre. There is something to the idea of a practice that

teaches one to work with your energy, to use intent instead of

brute force to achieve one’s objectives.

Congratulations to all members of Tai Chi Yukon. We

look forward to seeing you on Saturday and all through the

summer, practising at Shipyards Park.

Applause

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Mr. Adel: Mr. Speaker, if you could just indulge me.

We had a late arrival: Lillian Nakamura Maguire for Tai Chi

Yukon tried to sneak in unannounced.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for

tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Are there any petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Adel: I rise to give notice of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

work with the Yukon Hospital Corporation to modernize

Yukon’s hospital information system.

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada to

pass and enact the Accessible Canada Act before it rises at the
end of the 42nd Parliament.

Mr. Cathers: I rise to give notice of the following

motion for the production of papers:

THAT this House urges the Yukon Liberal government to

provide any evidence it may have to back up its assertion that

legal cannabis sales have displaced black market sales.

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

consult with Yukoners and disability experts on creating

Yukon accessibility legislation to remove barriers and

mandate a minimum accessibility standard that enables

meaningful access that creates a place where people with

disabilities can live to their full potential.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Procurement policy

Mr. Hassard: In February, the Liberals announced

their new flawed procurement strategy. Included in this

strategy is a watered down definition of a Yukon business.

Under the new definition, a company could be considered a

Yukon business even if it does not have an office here in

Yukon. Further, it is not a requirement that Yukoners own a

portion of the company, nor is there any requirement that

Yukoners be employed by the company.

In defending the Liberals’ new policy, the Minister of

Highways and Public Works told media on February 19 that

his department will now be using tax returns and

documentation from the Canada Revenue Agency in Yukon to

determine how much of a business’s money is made in the

territory. This will be used to determine what constitutes a

Yukon business.

Can the minister tell us how the Department of Highways

and Public Works will get access to this private tax

information of Yukon businesses?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am very happy to be talking about

the improvements that we have made to the procurement

system on the floor of the Legislature this afternoon. Our

government is building a very strong future for all Yukoners,

and the procurement improvements that we have undertaken

within Highways and Public Works are part of that work.

Mr. Speaker, I think it bears noting that the definition of a

business that we are now using in the territory, which is

consistent across many different initiatives, is one that we

developed in concert with the business community. We have

an advisory committee made up of Yukon businesses that we

worked very closely with to develop this definition.

Defining a Yukon business has bedeviled governments in

this territory for many decades. We have come up with a
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workable solution in concert with business that they felt

adequately addressed the issue of what is a Yukon business.

We are very happy to have put that definition in place.

We work very closely with the business community on

this issue, and we will continue to work with them as we

continuously improve procurement in the territory. I say that

because we are not done yet. As I have said, procurement

improvement is a journey, not a destination.

Mr. Hassard: We certainly didn’t hear an answer there,

so let’s try this again.

Here is a quote from the minister, as I said, on February

19 defending his own new watered-down definition of a

Yukon business: “Now we can actually look at the Canada

Revenue Agency documents and see how much money a

business actually makes in the Yukon, or is it all going to BC

or Alberta?”

As indicated by the minister, the Department of

Highways and Public Works is now going through CRA tax

returns and documents from Yukon businesses. Mr. Speaker,

this seems to me like a bit of a privacy breach waiting to

happen, but as part of this process, is the government asking

permission from the businesses to access their taxation

information? What new process has the minister implemented

in his department to protect the private tax information of

these Yukon businesses?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I really do appreciate the Leader of

the Official Opposition’s interest in this matter. We know that

defining a Yukon business — and he knows very well how

difficult that process is. They suggested that this government

was not going to redefine what a Yukon business is, and, lo

and behold, we did — promise made, promise delivered.

Mr. Speaker, that’s what we did.

We had a whole panel of recommendations from the

procurement improvement process that the former government

launched. That process was launched because there was a

problem with the way that procurement was being done in the

territory. There were several problems, in fact, as I have said.

The chief recommendation among the Procurement Advisory

Panel’s recommendations was that there was a lack of

understanding in the government — meaning, I believe, from

the point of view of the government — of how to use

procurement to obtain these strategic objectives of the Yukon

government.

We have recognized the importance of procurement in

achieving these strategic objectives of the Yukon government.

That is, we are making sure that we are spending as much of

the $280-million capital budget that we have identified inside

the territory to benefit the territory.

Mr. Hassard: I think the lack of understanding lies

with this minister. We certainly would like to see an answer to

this question — not in my interest, but in the interest of

Yukon businesses.

As we have indicated, the Liberals have brought in a

watered-down definition of a Yukon business. To compensate

for this, the minister announced that his department will now

be going through Canada Revenue Agency taxation

documents of companies to ensure that they are keeping a

certain amount of money here in the territory.

Can the minister tell us this: Under his new procurement

policy, with the department now going through taxation

documents from the CRA to determine if a business is a

Yukon business for the purpose of awarding them a tender,

what information in these documents will be used to

determine whether a business will be awarded a tender? What

will the thresholds be, or will it just be an arbitrary

determination?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am very disappointed in the tone

of the of Leader of the Official Opposition this afternoon —

using terms like “watered down”, and raising fears that we are

going to breach privacy concerns. That is all patently false.

The truth is that we had to come up with a better definition of

a “Yukon business” because, for many years, the existing

definition wasn’t serving the needs of the territory. We knew

that because of the Procurement Advisory Panel’s final

recommendations, and so we strove to enact, within a very

short period of time — two years, as a matter of fact — all the

panel recommendations of the Procurement Advisory Panel.

We worked in concert with business to find a definition that

the Yukon business community could live with. We consulted

with many businesses, and that definition was reached with

the participation of Yukon businesses.

Guess what, Mr. Speaker — the member opposite is

calling it “watered down”. I call it collaborative. I call it a

better definition. It was endorsed by the Yukon Chamber of

Commerce and the Yukon business community, and I am

proud of the work our department has done in implementing

all of the recommendations of the Procurement Advisory

Panel and improving Yukon procurement because we know

how strategically important it is to spend the government’s

money in the territory.

Question re: Government contract budgeting
Mr. Kent: Last week, in response to a question about

why the Liberals are cancelling work at the Ross River School

because the lowest bid came in $200,000 overbudget, the

Minister of Highways and Public Works said — and I quote:

“We are not going to award contracts that are grossly

overbudget.”

That is interesting because this Liberal government has

already awarded a number of overbudget contracts. For

example, the government had budgeted $2.7 million for the

Housing First project that is being built in downtown

Whitehorse; however, the contract awarded was for

$3.9 million, or 44 percent overbudget.

Can the Minister of Highways and Public Works explain:

Why, if his government doesn’t award contracts that are

grossly overbudget, they awarded this contract?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the Member for Copperbelt

South for his questions this afternoon. It is again a

procurement issue, and one that we take seriously. We saw

enormous growth in the government over the last 10 years.

The Financial Advisory Panel charted that, with 14 percent

growth in O&M costs, 12 percent or 11 percent growth in
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O&M costs — it’s unsustainable. We knew that $1.50 was

going out for every $1.00 collected. We cannot sustain that, so

we are doing things differently. We are fixing the way the

government works — modernizing it and improving it.

When it comes to the Ross River School that the member

opposite mentioned, our number one priority is the health and

safety of all students and staff inhabiting that school. The

school continues to be a safe place to learn and work, and the

future of the Ross River School is not a decision that our

government will make unilaterally. We will continue to work

with the Ross River Dena Council to listen to the

community’s needs and to jointly determine a long-term

solution to the future of the school. That does not entail

awarding a contract for $1.6 million worth of work that was

supposed to be for three projects. That is the old way of doing

business, not our way.

Mr. Kent: The minister is off to a pretty tough start

here this afternoon, so we will ask some other questions on

this line.

Just going back to what he said — and I quote: “We are

not going to award contracts that are grossly overbudget.”

Obviously that wasn’t the case with the Housing First project.

Now let’s look at the francophone high school.

On March 6, 2018, the Minister of Education told this

House — and I quote: “… there has been much work done

with the partners on this project to maintain the maximum

current budget, which is $20 million from the territorial

government and $7.5 million from the federal government, for

a total of $27.5 million.” However, according to information

from the Department of Education earlier this month, this has

now skyrocketed to $35.3 million. That is almost $8 million

overbudget — strange, because the minister claims his

government doesn’t award contracts that are grossly

overbudget.

Can the minister explain why this project was handled so

badly that it is now $8 million overbudget?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The main estimates for this school

this year included $3 million for the French first language

secondary school project, and the Department of Education is

forecasting that actual expenditures by the end of this fiscal

year will be $2.33 million.

In fact, I am glad they brought up the French first

language school this afternoon. I am happy to talk about that

because it provides a good contrast to the way that things used

to be done. The French first language school is being built by

Ketza Construction. It is a local company that will employ

local Yukon people. It was awarded through a procurement

that took advantage of local knowledge — something that was

absent in the past procurements.

One of the reasons we had a Procurement Advisory Panel

is because the citizens of the territory were upset with money

from the territorial government flowing south. We have taken

steps to change that flow of money to the south. One of the

ways we did this was through having local knowledge, and

that was employed in this procurement — which we worked

very closely with the business community on — and actually

got a local company to win the contract. In the past, the

F.H. Collins project went south and a lot of money went into

southern hands. We worked very hard to prevent that. I can

say, Mr. Speaker, that on December 7, 2018, a contract for

just over $29 million was awarded to Ketza Construction.

Mr. Kent: That is interesting that the minister brought

up F.H. Collins, because when the initial bids came in on that

project, they were $9 million overbudget. The Premier — the

Leader of the Third Party of the day — put out a press release

in which he said that he was open to several options to get the

project down to a more reasonable number, including delaying

the project, redesigning it, and considering a new location —

which is what we actually did with that project and we did

bring it in underbudget.

But once again, I just want to bring everyone back to the

minister’s comments from last week. Again, he said that the

Liberals are — and I quote: “… not going to award contracts

that are grossly overbudget.” Let’s look at this year’s budget.

On March 25, the minister told us that his government

budgeted $1.9 million for the Klondike River bridge on the

Dempster Highway. On April 11, the tender for this project

closed, and the lowest bid was a million dollars over the

minister’s budget.

Can the minister tell us — since he claims his

government does not award contracts that are grossly

overbudget, and since this project is overbudget — will they

be cancelling the work on the Klondike River bridge?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for his

question this afternoon. We are not going to be cancelling

work on the Klondike River bridge. We are not in the habit of

cancelling.

The member opposite did bring up the F.H. Collins

debacle, and I do want to address that for a second, because

the member opposite is forgetting some history. The fact is

that the school was delayed by many years. I believe that close

to $6 million worth of design work was thrown out — just

squandered and tossed on the rubbish heap of history. Citizens

of the territory remember that and say that it was a colossal

waste of the public’s money. I would agree with them.

We are not in that habit. We have delivered the French

first language school. The contract award was $29 million,

which is within acceptable parameters, as far as I am

concerned. That money went to a local company. That money

will go to local Yukoners.

We have also, as I said earlier today, got a new definition

of a “Yukon business” — one that the opposition apparently

thinks is watered down, but was developed in concert with the

business community — they endorsed and stand behind it. I

am happy with the work that we have done to implement all of

the recommendations of the Procurement Advisory Panel to

capture the strategic importance of procurement in the

territory.

Speaker: Order.

Question re: Death of Yukoner in custody in
Alberta

Ms. Hanson: In July 2018, a young man from Yukon

died while on remand in Edmonton, Alberta. He died of a
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fentanyl and carfentanil overdose. I bring this up because this

young man had been placed in a program in Alberta through

Health and Social Services, but was in the process of coming

back to Yukon under an order of the Yukon Review Board, a

board of the Department of Justice.

There are a lot of moving pieces and complications with

this particular case. This young man was diagnosed with

FASD and was in Alberta to receive training and support not

available here. In Alberta, when an individual dies while in

custody under the Fatality Inquiries Act, an investigation must
take place. Justice in Yukon — a public inquest must take

place when an individual dies in custody.

Has the Department of Justice or the Department of

Health and Social Services requested any information from

Alberta since this Yukoner’s death nearly a year ago?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question from the

Leader of the Third Party. I don’t disagree that this is, of

course, something that Yukon officials should be concerned

about. The jurisdiction with respect to the death of the young

man who is described in the question is and does rest with the

Alberta coroner’s services and the Alberta officials. We are

working in concert with them and we expect that information

produced from that investigation and those findings will be

given to our department so that it can be adequately reviewed

and dealt with.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate the answer from the minister,

because when the death of this young man occurred, the

spokesperson for the Department of Health and Social

Services said — and I quote: “… the department will be doing

a critical incident review as standard procedure because even

though an individual may have been out of the Yukon,

‘they’re still our clients, they’re still considered to be in our

care.’”

It was noted that because the young man was in remand,

the justice system of Alberta trumped any responsibility of

this government.

Can the minister tell this House when she followed up

with the chief medical examiner with regard to an inquest

report, and has an inquest been done on the death of this

young man at the Edmonton Remand Centre?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, I appreciate the question. I

think it is an important matter that we must follow up on. I

don’t have any information as of yet from the coroner’s report

in the Province of Alberta. I will inquire after that and provide

the same to the Leader of the Third Party, if it is available to

us at this point. If not, I will inquire as to when it will be

available and provide those dates to her as well.

Ms. Hanson: We raise these questions because the

parents of this young man have been seeking answers into the

death of their son. They approached both the departments of

Health and Social Services and Justice looking for reports or

any information on what happened to their son. Unfortunately,

they have been met with silence — no reports, no follow up.

The Department of Justice, through the Yukon Review

Board, had issued an order for this return to Yukon, and the

Department of Health and Social Services was responsible for

his placement, treatment, and training in Alberta. This

government talks about a whole-of-government approach, and

it’s time to walk the talk.

Mr. Speaker, who is going to take responsibility for

following up on the death of this young man from Yukon, and

who will share this information with his parents who, nearly

one year later, are still seeking answers?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think that it’s important to note

for Yukoners that the Yukon Review Board operates

independently of the Yukon government. Of course

appointments are made, but the Yukon Review Board’s

purpose and jurisdiction is as a result of the Criminal Code of
Canada.

I don’t disagree. I’m not aware that these inquiries had

come to the Department of Justice. I will ask about them today

— if not immediately upon leaving the House — and

determine where we are. I agree that if it is the case that

inquiries have come and have not been met with either

updates or the appropriate information sought, that is

unacceptable. I won’t comment further other than to say that

when Yukoners request this kind of information or help with

these kinds of situations — or any situation, frankly — it is

our government’s approach — we are proud to say that we

have answered those inquiries at the best possible time, at the

quickest possible opportunity because we work for Yukoners

and that’s the service that they deserve and the service that

they should have. I won’t comment on the specific questions

other than to say that we will absolutely follow up.

Question re: Procurement policy
Mr. Hassard: Back to the Minister of Highways and

Public Works on his announcement that his department will

now be reviewing Canada Revenue Agency taxation

documents of businesses — the minister talked about support

for this from the business community. Would the minister be

able to tell us today: Which businesses actually asked him to

go through their taxation documents?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: As I said earlier today, I’m very

happy to talk about procurement and the way we’re going

about doing this differently. It distinguishes the approach that

we’re taking over past practices in the territory, and I’m very

happy with the progress we’re making on procurement.

We have a Procurement Business Committee. It is chaired

by the deputy minister of Highways and Public Works. It’s

providing valuable input on evaluation clauses, procurement

policy changes, and project selection criteria and ensures

improvements to our procurement processes work for

business. Our business community is fully involved in that

process. They were involved in the development of the new

definition of a “Yukon business” — which the Leader of the

Official Opposition criticizes as being “watered down.” I

don’t think that’s a fair characterization of the new definition.

I don’t think that the business community feels that way. They

are actually the ones who helped to draft the new definition,

and they are fully supportive of it.

The member opposite as well has talked about privacy

concerns. Well, Mr. Speaker, the Department of Highways

and Public Works, under this government, just rewrote the
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Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act to
modernize that piece of legislation and to make sure that the

protection of personal privacy is taken care of through that

new, modern piece of legislation — something that was

woefully neglected.

Question re: Internet connectivity
Mr. Istchenko: Regarding the Dempster fibre project, I

asked the Minister of Highways and Public Works this

question two weeks ago, but he was unable to answer the

question. Maybe he has had a chance to read his briefing

binder, or he will stand up, shoot from the hip all willy-nilly

and think that is really entertaining and maybe even Oscar-

worthy, but we on this side just want answers — and so do

Yukoners.

When will the regulatory submission for this project be

submitted? Will the government be tendering any of the

construction work for this project prior to the approval from

any of the regulatory bodies?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It is a new topic, and I am happy to

address the fibre optic loop for the territory. We are delivering

on our commitment to build a fibre optic loop. Reliable

telecommunications are vital to diversifying our economy and

will help Yukoners and northern residents to participate fully

in the digital economy, which is why this is such an important

project.

Our government is building a strong future for all

Yukoners, and this fibre loop project is an essential part of

that whole modernization of the territory that we are

undertaking. The project will benefit more than 70

communities, including 63 indigenous communities in Yukon,

Nunavut, the Northwest Territories, and northern British

Columbia. The northern route will create more employment

opportunities for Yukon contractors and residents.

Something that is integral to this government’s approach

is making sure that local companies benefit from the contracts

that we are letting. We have formed partnerships with the

federal government and with Northwestel to deliver this

project, and this is going to be an important modernization

initiative for the territories, because it will be a pan-northern

project that will bring benefits to Canada’s north as a whole.

Question re: School catchment areas
Mr. Kent: I have some questions for the Minister of

Education regarding capital projects. During general debate in

Education, I asked the minister to confirm that no schools

would be closed as part of the Whitehorse area school

attendance review, which was, of course, initiated as part of

Whistle Bend school planning. In response, the minister said

— and I quote: “I suppose that if there are new attendance

areas and individuals are moving neighbourhoods and all of a

sudden we have a school somewhere that has very few

students, that will affect decisions going forward.”

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, this minister tries her hardest at

every opportunity to never give us a straight answer, but

school communities deserve to know if school closures are on

the table as part of this review.

Can the minister confirm that no schools will be closed as

part of her attendance review?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Aside from the personal insults, I

will just speak about attendance areas — if that is okay with

the member opposite. The Education Act requires, of course,
that attendance areas are assigned to every school and, as part

of the Whistle Bend elementary school project — which is

how this conversation started — we will review all existing

Whitehorse attendance areas. When we establish the

attendance area for a new school, this work will be done with

the Whistle Bend community and the nearby school

communities.

We have already reached out to the Whistle Bend

Community Association. I will use a section of the Education
Act to form a committee that can be populated by some

community members. We will speak to them and have their

input on the review of that particular school attendance area

— what it should be. Of course it will affect additional

schools in that area as well.

Mr. Kent: Previously, we have asked the minister why

Holy Family Elementary School and Christ the King

Elementary School were in the capital concept and then later

removed. In her responses, she had suggested that her

department had spoken with the Catholic school councils

about the future plans for these two schools. She has also

indicated that the Whistle Bend school would be used as a flex

space to send students from other schools as they are

renovated and replaced. Since it is contemplated as part of the

planning of the Whistle Bend school, it sounds like the

government has started to consider which other schools will

be renovated or replaced.

Previously, we have asked the minister to provide more

details about her 10-year capital plan, but she has been

evasive. I am hoping that today she will directly answer the

question: What schools are being considered for replacement?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I can indicate that — perhaps the

member opposite knows this — we recently started to have

meetings with school councils regarding the attendance area

review of Whitehorse elementary schools. We are working

closely with the elementary school councils as the spring

progresses and into the fall of next year. We will continue to

do that. Conversations have begun with school councils, and

we are having those conversations based firstly on the first

five Whitehorse elementary schools that are the oldest and

have a seismic risk.

As previously reviewed by the Department of Education

and the Department of Health and Social Services, the five

oldest schools are Whitehorse Elementary, Wood Street

Centre, Selkirk Elementary — all built in the 1950s — and

Takhini Elementary and Christ the King Elementary — both

built in 1960.

Mr. Kent: I appreciate that response. I think it would

be easier for all of us in this Legislature to do our jobs as

MLAs more effectively if the minister were to table the 10-

year plan that she has promised this House on previous

occasions when it comes to education facilities. However, the

five-year capital concept lists an item called “Future school
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planning and development”, which starts in the fiscal year of

2022-23. Considering that the Whistle Bend school is

intended to be used as a flex space for other schools as they

are renovated and replaced, it seems odd that future school

planning would only occur three years after planning for the

Whistle Bend school begins.

Can the minister explain how the Whistle Bend school

planning can be properly done if future school planning isn’t

set to begin until one year after the next election?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am afraid that I don’t understand

the question, but I do understand that the member opposite is

asking about the five-year capital plan. It may be that there is

a misunderstanding with respect to when planning will

happen.

Planning for a school and building a school, of course,

takes a significant amount of time. The budgetary items in the

2019-20 budget that will begin the work on the Whistle Bend

elementary school are not being done in isolation. They will,

of course, as we have noted earlier in answer to some

questions regarding the education budget, use the scalable

plan — the functional plan for education facilities here in the

territory. That planning will continue. The Whistle Bend

school money is in the budgets going out into the five-year

plan. There are also indications in that five-year capital plan

for continued planning with respect to what is currently being

called “Whitehorse school No. 1”. Ultimately, as well,

Whitehorse school No. 2 — we are working closely with

school councils to make sure that the planning for those

buildings takes into account the five schools that I have

mentioned or some of those schools as being the oldest and

have the most seismic issues and, as a result, we will work

with the community to make those decisions.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

Notice of opposition private members’ business
Ms. White: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(3), I

would like to identify the item standing in the name of the

Third Party to be called on Wednesday, April 24, 2019. It is

Motion No. 481, standing in the name of the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King.

Mr. Kent: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(3), I would

like to identify the items standing in the name of the Official

Opposition to be called on Wednesday, April 24, 2019. They

are Motion No. 484, standing in the name of the Member for

Copperbelt South and Motion for the Production of Papers

No. 19, standing in the name of the Member for Watson Lake.

Speaker: We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of

the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): I will now call Committee of the

Whole to order.

The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 31, entitled

Act to Amend the Employment Standards Act.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 31: Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general

debate on Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act.

Is there any general debate?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: To begin with, I would like to

welcome to the Assembly today Ms. Louise Michaud, who is

our assistant deputy minister for Corporate Policy and

Consumer Affairs. She is joined by Ms. Bhreagh Dabbs, who

is one of our very capable drafters from the Legislative

Counsel office and who, I think, this past weekend, had a bit

of a trek in my riding from Kookatsoon Lake down to the

community of Tagish — which I am interested to hear about

some other day. Today, what I want to do is to rise to speak

again to Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act.

I will just review very quickly, Mr. Chair, that the main

types of leave that are being amended with this proposed act

will affect parental leave and three types of special leave. The

changes will allow an extension of parental leave to 63 weeks

and support access to parental sharing benefits by adjusting

the period in which parental leave may be taken. Changes to

special leave include: extending compassionate care leave to

28 weeks and allowing intermittent use over a 52-week

period; adjusting the leave related to critical illness of a child

so that it can be used either consecutively or intermittently

over a 52-week period; and adding leave related to critical

illness of an adult, which provides 17 weeks of unpaid leave

for a person to provide care or support for an adult family

member who is critically ill or injured. This leave can also be

used intermittently over a 52-week period.

The bill aligns leave allotments and other criteria under

the Employment Standards Act with the federal employment
insurance program so that employees in the private sector can
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access the benefits without risk of losing their jobs. Increasing

the overall time allotment to parental leave supports families

with new additions by allowing employees to access both

extended parental benefits and shared parental benefits.

The changes in this bill reflect changes in society, the role

of the family, the expansion of the definition of “family”, and

work-life balance. These amendments are consistent with

similar changes in most other Canadian jurisdictions, and they

help to modernize the Yukon labour market.

Overall, I just wanted to give those opening remarks,

Mr. Chair, and I look forward to a more fulsome discussion

about the bill this afternoon with colleagues.

Ms. Van Bibber: Welcome to the officials. We really

don’t have too much to discuss on third reading. I think we

had raised a number of questions previously around the

Employment Standards Act and the amendments being made.
We are in support of these changes, as they will provide

much-needed additional support to caregivers within families.

So it’s pretty straightforward, but we have a couple of

questions regarding the consultation.

According to the “what we heard” document, it says that

the government heard concerns from one chamber of

commerce around some proposed changes. Specifically, they

had concerns around increased costs, both direct and indirect,

to employers such as top-ups, increased corporate taxes or

lower productivity. That was just in summary form from the

“what we heard” document, and it was very high-level and

vague, so there wasn’t much more detail than what I just

stated.

I am wondering if the minister is able to give a bit more

detail around those concerns that the government heard from

this particular chamber on these changes.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Chair, I can give some high-

level response today. I don’t have specific details in front of

me. What I want to say is that when we engaged with the

chambers, we heard a range of viewpoints, but we tried to

make sure to capture some of those dissenting viewpoints so

that they were there and reflected in the “what we heard”

document. I don’t think that they were an indication of an

overwhelming response from the chambers themselves.

For example, something that I can also say about the bill

and what changes it would bring with respect to employers is

that not all of the impacts are negative. For example, when we

support employees to have the flexibility to take leave, it also

helps to increase job satisfaction and increase retention. For

example, when we are a jurisdiction that hasn’t yet introduced

these — and I think only the territories, largely, are seeking to

bring these in; the other provinces already have these leaves

— then when employees are looking around the country for

work, this is an indication that this is a progressive work

environment, so that is positive.

Finally, Mr. Chair, none of these leaves that we are

talking about are leaves with pay. They are all leaves without

pay. In other words, there should not be any direct financial

burden.

What you are weighing as an employer, in the types of

conversations I have had, is the cost of bringing into place a

temporary worker versus the cost of having to find a brand

new worker altogether and retraining someone. So those are

the trade-offs at work.

I don’t have any more specific details about those

comments that came from the chamber. Usually what happens

— by the time the “what we heard” document comes to me,

they are very broad statements. They are not attributed to any

one group. I can always turn back to the department and ask

those folks who were involved in the engagement to try to see

if there was something specific, but I haven’t heard anything

further in particular around this topic.

Ms. Van Bibber: That pretty well sums up what we

had — the concerns that are going to be addressed at a high

level with the chamber — there is really not much more that

we can add from this side. Thank you for bringing this

forward.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Just a small response — just one

other thing that I forgot to say for the member opposite —

these leaves that we are seeing right now are not frequently

used leaves. They are very special circumstance leaves which

deal with critical stresses that families and people aren’t

typically under — at least in how we see them utilized across

the rest of the country, it is the exception, not the rule —

typically.

We hope of course that our families don’t ever have to

face these situations, but I think that this is a comfort for them.

I think for our employers — they also are compassionate

toward their employees and would recognize that when these

critical situations arise, that there is the ability for their

employees to take leave in order to provide the support and

comfort that they need for their families because I think, at

that time, it is hard for them even to be at work when their

minds are so preoccupied with the things that are overtaking

them at that point.

Ms. White: I of course welcome the officials for what

is probably going to be the quickest Committee of the Whole

debate ever on a piece of legislation or changes to legislation.

I have no comments other than what I made initially,

which is: I appreciate the definition of “family” and how that

includes not just the family we’re born to, but the family we

choose. More than that, I believe that compassion is always

the way we should respond to a situation. If someone requires

these changes, the leave changes — that extends it by a great

deal. The response is compassion. This is not a situation that

we wish people to be in.

I thank the Yukon government for making the changes to

align with the federal government. I thank the drafter and of

course the assistant deputy minister, who is here with us

today. With that, Mr. Chair, I have no questions today.

Chair: Is there any further general debate?

Seeing none, we will proceed to line-by-line debate.

Ms. White: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I request

the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to deem all

clauses and the title of Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend the
Employment Standards Act, read and agreed to.
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Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title
of Bill No. 31 read and agreed to

Chair: Ms. White has, pursuant to Standing Order 14.3,

requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole

to deem all clauses and the title of Bill No. 31, entitled Act to
Amend the Employment Standards Act, read and agreed to.

Are you agreed?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Unanimous consent has been granted.

Clauses 1 to 15 deemed read and agreed to
On Title
Title agreed to

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Chair, I move that you report

Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend the Employment Standards
Act, without amendment.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Streicker that the

Chair report Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend the
Employment Standards Act, without amendment.

Motion agreed to

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 8, Department of Justice, in Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Vote 8,

Department of Justice, in Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Is there any general debate?

Department of Justice
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am going to ask my colleagues to

welcome to the House today Mr. John Phelps who is the

deputy minister of Justice and Luda Ayzenberg who is the

director of finance for the Department of Justice. I will rely on

them for some assistance today with questions. Thank you

both for coming.

I have a few opening remarks, Mr. Chair. I rise today to

speak to the Department of Justice main operation and

maintenance and capital budget for 2019-20. The Department

of Justice remains focused on the modernization of Yukon’s

statutes and programs in order to serve Yukoners better.

I will summarize just a few of the items here that pave the

way for significant improvements to program infrastructure,

data collection systems and promotion of access to justice for

all. This budget ensures that a number of exciting pilot

projects will remain well-resourced as more permanent

funding options are explored. It ensures that the courts can

support access to justice for victims, the accused and their

communities, and it ensures that our policing partners, with

whom we share the responsibility for Yukon’s public safety,

are fully staffed and trained in providing culturally sensitive

and relevant policing services. We look forward to these

budget items advancing Yukon’s justice and court system

through better program evaluation capacity, allowing

departmental officials to make better informed and evidence-

based policy decisions.

Over the last year, it has been my pleasure to oversee the

Department of Justice’s progress toward the goals that are set

out in our mandate. To do this, we are continuing our

collaboration between our government, Yukon First Nations,

the RCMP, independent agencies and communities on a

variety of initiatives that are making our communities safer

and healthier places and our justice system more accessible

and hopefully easier to navigate.

The estimates outlined in the 2019-20 budget consist of

capital investments of $5.15 million and operation and

maintenance expenditures of $73.23 million. Our government

is being prudent in its expenditures to ensure that we remain

within our means as a government while improving services

to Yukoners.

Just some of the highlights of the budget include funding

from the federal government for the guns and gangs initiative

in order for Yukon to deal with organized crime. I am sad to

say that our isolated communities do not leave us immune to

the scourge of gang violence and the drug activity that fuels it.

We are actively working with Canada to increase capacity and

training for front-line enforcement officers and in researching

the best practices to prevent gang violence. This year, we will

be expending $198,000 of that new money, 100-percent

recoverable from Canada from the guns and gang violence

action fund.

This year, the Department of Justice is winding down

expenditures for Canada’s legislation and implementation.

Our portion of that work is coming to a close — at least, the

initial legislation and implementation of that legislation.

I am very pleased to say that we are making tremendous

progress toward transition from a public retail model to

private sales. We heard a bit about that last week here in the

House. The federal government is expected to finalize its

regulation package dealing with edible cannabis products that

it released in draft in December of last year. By October 2019,

the full legalization of cannabis products is planned to be

complete, and work continues regarding edible products.

The legalization of cannabis is supported by more than 80

percent of Canadians, Mr. Chair, and Yukon’s largest public

engagement poll in its history was to do with cannabis.

Support for legalization by Yukoners was 81 percent.

We must always be vigilant with respect to impaired

driving. We are acting responsibly as the cannabis portion of

our legislation is rolled out.

Yukon is working with law enforcement in managing

impaired driving — drug and alcohol impaired. The RCMP M
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Division has trained 15 officers in the standard field sobriety

test and two officers as drug recognition experts. The

Department of Justice is working with its partners in Health

and Social Services, Highways and Public Works, and the

Yukon Liquor Corporation on educating Yukoners on the

dangers of driving impaired as well as informing Yukoners of

the offenses under the cannabis control and regulation act.

This means a reduction of $166,000, as the funding for the

initial policy work for the cannabis control and regulation act

are no longer required by the Department of Justice.

Mr. Chair, the land titles modernization project continues

to move forward toward full implementation, and there is

$720,000 in capital dollars set aside in this budget for the new

system known as the “Yukon electronic title information

system”, or YETI. This year, the YETI system will get turned

on, as it were, for the first time, marking another significant

milestone in the ongoing land titles modernization project.

The department’s capital budget also addresses an update of

the public guardian and trustee interface. That office’s current

system is rigid, dated and no longer capable of supporting its

users’ needs, so $200,000 has been allocated for the

redevelopment of a modern system that will effectively

support the staff and the client base of the Office of the Public

Guardian and Trustee and serve Yukoners better.

With respect to the always-important topic of access to

justice, this budget has a number of items that support fair and

equitable access to justice for Yukoners navigating the justice

and court systems. In the modern context, we know that

access to justice means different things to different people,

taking into account the needs of each individual and the reality

that no two cases or experiences are alike. We have a number

of initiatives that will support access to justice for Yukoners

and promote safe and healthy community outcomes. As a

result of a new access to justice agreement with Canada, Legal

Aid will receive an $86,000 increase in funding, 50 percent of

which is recoverable from Canada, to ensure that those

navigating the courts receive the best legal representation

possible.

Yukon’s Community Wellness Court continues to be a

therapeutic option for Yukon offenders in the criminal justice

system who are dealing with addiction, mental health issues or

FASD. Offenders who enter the Community Wellness Court

can access community supports and referrals to relevant

agencies to help combat the root causes of their criminality

and facilitate their wellness and rehabilitation.

The court is also supported by the operation of the Justice

Wellness Centre, which acts as a primary checkpoint for

wellness court participants to receive support in case

management services. As such, I am very pleased to note that

this budget includes $100,000 in funding for an additional

full-time case manager/probation officer position to be housed

at the Justice Wellness Centre. That funding, which is made

possible through Canada’s drug treatment court funding

project, is also 100-percent recoverable from Canada.

Another exciting initiative that will support access to

justice in the territory is the independent legal advice pilot

project, which will receive an increase of $240,000 in time-

limited funding. The funding is 100-percent recoverable from

Canada and provides independent legal advice for victims of

intimate partner violence and sexualized violence. Victims

will be able to access specially trained lawyers to discuss their

case at any point in the process, including the pre-charge

phase and during trials so that victims can make well-

informed choices.

This project will also support training for service

providers focused on the unique dynamics inherent to sexual

violence and intimate partner violence and will assist justice

professionals in understanding the complex legal framework

surrounding sexual assault and developing case law in relation

to consent.

Yukon’s family mediation pilot project is moving into its

third year and will receive an increase of $34,000 as per a

recently updated family justice funding agreement with

Canada. The Yukon family mediation service project is a

people-centred alternative to settling family disputes. Parents

are held to make decisions about parenting arrangements,

child and spousal support, and property division together

through mediation.

Yukon’s Court Services branch continues to make

investments in videoconferencing equipment to support their

operations here in Whitehorse and in the communities.

Increasingly, the courts use conference technology to allow a

client, judge, lawyer or observer to appear in court from

another location. This $75,000 investment supports court

appearances from a distance by witnesses and victims of

crime, and it enhances the quality and reliability of the court

record. Investment in videoconferencing has significantly

reduced travel costs for court participants, increased court

efficiency, and improved public safety by reducing the

frequency of prisoner transports.

With respect to public safety, this budget supports public

safety by ensuring that Yukon RCMP remain well-resourced

in their efforts to keep our communities safe from harm.

Through the Territorial Police Service Agreement with
Canada, Yukon and Canada cost-share the operation of the

territorial policing service at 70 percent Yukon and 30 percent

Canada. This agreement and the annual accommodations

program charge provide for the ongoing maintenance,

renovation and replacement of RCMP-owned policing

infrastructure in the territory. As is currently the case each

year, a fixed budget of $2.273 million is allotted for the

creation and renovation of RCMP detachments in the territory.

The annual cost is based on the total estimated capital and

maintenance costs for RCMP detachments and buildings

averaged out over five years. The RCMP lead all capital

projects related to their buildings.

In terms of operation and maintenance funding, the

department has earmarked an increase of $31,000 for RCMP

resources. This is an ongoing increase to the territorial

policing services budget for RCMP resources and the

continuation of the phased implementation of our four-year

resource plan, which began in the 2016-17 fiscal year.

The Department of Justice and the RCMP continue to

work closely to monitor changing policing needs through a
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multi-year planning process. In 2017, the federal government

announced the renewal and increase of funding to the First

Nation policing program. An increase of $220,000 represents

the change in Yukon’s contribution to the First Nation

policing program through a more favourable cost-share of 48

percent for the Yukon and 52 percent for Canada.

It also includes $5,000 in support of the operation of

community consultation groups in each of the 12 Yukon First

Nations covered under the program. Currently, the First

Nation policing program provides funding for 17 dedicated

culturally responsible RCMP police members serving First

Nation communities across the territory. We have an

agreement with the Government of British Columbia that sees

Yukon Victim Services provide timely support to victims of

crime in remote BC communities such as Atlin, Good Hope

Lake, and Lower Post. The $9,000 increase is a result of a

new funding formula and ongoing negotiations between

Yukon and British Columbia. This funding is 100-percent

recoverable from the Government of British Columbia.

Mr. Chair, with this increase, this agreement provides

Yukon with $39,355 per year and access 24 hours a day to

VictimLINK, a crisis and referral line, in exchange for service

delivery to these northern British Columbia communities — I

would say a unique and modern opportunity for collaboration.

Mr. Chair, I thank you for the opportunity to outline these

budgetary initiatives and I look forward to the positive

outcomes that these items will provide over the coming fiscal

year. I look forward to questions on the Justice budget.

Mr. Cathers: I would like to welcome the officials here

today as well.

Beginning my remarks here during general debate, I

would just like to start out with an area of concern — that is

with regard to the RCMP auxiliary constable program. The

minister will recall that we have debated this a number of

times in this Assembly.

Just to recap for those listening or reading Hansard, in

2016, largely out of concern for the potential of Canadians in

uniform potentially to be targeted by terrorists or other

extremists, the RCMP, at a national level, made changes that

effectively suspended the operation of the RCMP auxiliary

constable program. This had a real impact on several

provinces and territories, and in 2016, several provinces and

territories — including the former Yukon government, with

letters written by myself as then-Minister of Justice — lobbied

the federal Minister of Public Safety and the commissioner of

the RCMP to reinstate the program. As well, the then-Yukon

Senator Hon. Dan Lang worked in support of seeing this

program reactivated across the country. There are other —

some of the provinces are affected to a greater extent than

Yukon.

My concern in this area is that this program is a very

valuable program which has been effectively suspended here

for years now in the territory. It’s a program that helps a lot

with community safety, including playing a very valuable role

in areas such as the checkstop program. These volunteers —

RCMP auxiliary constables — do offer to serve the Yukon

and, through their work in areas such as the checkstop

program, literally save lives.

I have raised this with the minister a number of times,

including going back to the Spring Sitting of last year when

the minister and I debated this on March 15, 2018. At the

time, the minister indicated that — and I quote: “… absolutely

supports the reintegration of the auxiliary policing program. In

fact, Yukon benefits from the auxiliary constables...”

The minister went on at that point indicating that she was

committed to moving forward with activating this program

here. There are, as members may know, the changes made by

the RCMP that resulted in there being three tiers made

available of the program, with it being left to each jurisdiction

to decide whether they wanted to implement some of those

options or all of those options. Of course we, as the Official

Opposition, have been encouraging the government to

implement all three tiers of the program.

But we are now at the situation where, despite the

reactivation that occurred, we are now in year 3 of the Liberal

government’s term and we really have heard nothing but radio

silence on this important area. Every time I have raised it with

the minister, I have received a response indicating that it is

important to her, but we are waiting to see action.

Could the minister indicate what is happening with this

program?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am happy to be asked about this

because it is something that our government supports with

respect to the auxiliary constables program, but I think the

piece that is missing perhaps in the understanding is that the

RCMP must reinstate the program. It is not something that the

Government of Yukon can do. We certainly have explained

our support for that, but in 2017, Mr. Chair, the RCMP

announced that they were moving forward with the new three-

tiered policing program, as mentioned in the question,

allowing for different duties to be performed by different

individuals based on their training and their competency. The

information that we have is that the progress of implementing

the revised program has been delayed while further

consideration is given by the RCMP to addressing training

capacity and contemplation of new insurance standards, which

is an issue that must be addressed by the RCMP.

I must also emphasize that across Canada, the information

that I have to date is that there are no auxiliary policing

programs currently in operation as a result of the RCMP

looking at this across Canada for implementation and having

not resolved those issues which are clearly in their purview —

that of training and the insurance standards.

The Department of Justice will continue to work in

partnership with the RCMP as well as First Nation

governments, First Nations, and the Yukon Police Council as

well as communities to evaluate the feasibility and the

operational requirements for implementing the volunteer

auxiliary program, along with other alternative service

delivery options that complement community policing — an

example might be the Kwanlin Dün community safety

officers.
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The auxiliary policing program continues to be the

responsibility of the RCMP. We are discussing it across

jurisdictions at the provincial and territorial levels — and at

the Contract Management Committee level, which is for

providing services here in the territory by the RCMP.

Discussions, as I have noted, have been focused on enhancing

national insurance standards established by the RCMP and

how provinces and territories are to meet that standard.

While I certainly don’t disagree with the member

opposite that the value of the auxiliary policing program here

in the territory was known to us and that it was previously

cancelled by the RCMP and then reinstated in 2017, it is again

the RCMP in the driver’s seat with respect to reinstating this

program. I will continue to advocate and explain the impact of

that in our discussions with our partners in justice, but it is not

something that we can reinstate ourselves at this time.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that the RCMP does have a

role, but it seems to me from what the minister was just saying

on the record that the minister was not aware of a piece of

legislation that she is actually responsible for, which is that

the Yukon has the Auxiliary Police Act. Under that act, the
powers of appointment of someone as a member of the

auxiliary police officers are vested in the Minister of Justice

for the Yukon. The duties, as set out in section 5 of the Yukon

legislation, and the act further provides, under section 10, that

— and again this relates specifically to the minister’s

indication that it was all about the RCMP needing to deal with

insurance concerns at the national level. In fact, one of the key

factors that have to be noted with the RCMP auxiliary

program is that there is responsibility placed on the individual

jurisdiction. Under section 10 of the act — and I will quote

from section 10 of the Auxiliary Police Act: “The Minister, on
behalf of the government, is jointly and severally liable for

torts committed by officers in the performance of their

duties.”

Mr. Chair, that section goes on to outline the

responsibilities of both the Minister of Justice and the

Minister of Finance if something goes wrong. So the

minister’s comments suggesting that it was all about waiting

for the RCMP to deal with their insurance issues seems to

ignore the fact that if there was an incident, the Yukon

government bears responsibility just as it itself insures for a

variety of matters within the purview of the Yukon

government, including everything from road safety to building

maintenance — the list goes on — across government. It does

seem that this has been relegated to a briefing note in the

minister’s binder rather than a top-of-mind issue or something

that the government is really pushing for.

I would challenge the minister to provide any letter she

has written to the federal minister raising the issue and any

letter she has written to the commissioner of the RCMP. I

have previously tabled such correspondence from me as then-

Minister of Justice to both the minister of public safety and

the commissioner of the RCMP.

What we’re hearing is bland assurances without any

evidence that the minister is actually pushing for this issue. I

do have to emphasize the importance of this program. This is

something that the minister should be making a high priority

and raising this with the federal government rather than

simply waiting for someone else to make a decision and do

something. If there is action required by the RCMP — again, I

have to question the minister’s assertions about what action

was required by the RCMP. I would ask the minister: What, if

anything, has she done to work with provincial counterparts to

push this issue toward a resolution if indeed there are matters

that need to be addressed at a national level?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am fully aware of the legislation

that the member opposite has brought to our attention. It

doesn’t change my answer in any way. What I have noted

earlier in my response to this question is in fact that the

auxiliary policing program continues to be discussed across

jurisdictions — the federal, provincial, and territorial — and

in our discussions territorially at the contract management

committee level with senior management of the RCMP. The

information we received is as I have said in my previous

answer — the RCMP are looking at training opportunities.

They’re looking at the training capacity for their three tiers of

auxiliary police officers and they are contemplating the new

insurance standards and how the provinces and territories will

meet those insurance standards.

Mr. Cathers: Again, it’s unfortunate that this issue is

not more important to the minister. The Yukon legislation as

well as the fact that coverage, I believe, is provided under

workers’ compensation to RCMP auxiliary members — if

there were to be an incident while they were performing their

duties — my point is that the insurance coverage that has been

provided by the Yukon government for RCMP auxiliary

constables for decades should be sufficient to meet whatever

the RCMP requires.

I guess I’m not going to get very far with the minister

today. I have asked about this repeatedly. The answers really

have not changed much since the Spring Sitting of last year

when we debated this on March 15. Again, the minister has

given no indication and provided no evidence that she has

actually written to the federal minister — Minister Goodale —

about this issue or written to the commissioner of the RCMP

— both, as I mentioned, were things which I did when we

were trying to get the program reinstated. We have seen no

evidence that the minister has raised this issue at FPT

meetings with provinces and territories. If she can provide

evidence of that, I would invite her and welcome her to do so,

because it does seem — the impression that Yukoners

interested in this are getting and that I am getting is that this is

an issue that the minister requested a briefing note on, but she

is really waiting for somebody else to do something and does

not see this as a high priority.

I’m going to move on to another area related to the

RCMP — that is with regard to the mention that was made in

the budget highlights — again, from last year — supporting

community safety.

On page 4 of the budget highlights, there was $442,000

announced for a new RCMP unit to investigate unsolved

homicides and $320,000 for a coordinated response team to

give victims of sexualized assault the services they need when
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they need them. I would ask the minister if she could provide

an update on those areas. What has transpired with that

funding?

Specific to the RCMP — were they able to fill the

positions that the funding was allocated for? What results

have we seen from both the funding for the new RCMP unit

for unsolved homicides and the sexualized assault response

team, including a specific concern that I had heard from

Yukoners about whether the funding for the new RCMP unit

for unsolved homicides might end up being reallocated to

other cost pressures within the RCMP? Can the minister

advise me as to what has happened in those areas and what the

results have been from that funding that was included in last

year’s budget?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I understand the question with

respect to the Historical Case Unit and with respect to the

sexualized assault response team. I think that there was a third

question near the end that I didn’t hear. I will respond now,

and when the member opposite is on his feet again, he can

perhaps repeat that — or he may have the answer. Since I

didn’t hear it, it might be included here.

With respect to the Historical Case Unit — which has

been referred to by the member opposite as “unsolved

homicides” — I can indicate that unsolved homicides and

major crimes such as those involving violence against women

remain a policing priority not only for our government, but for

the RCMP and for the Police Council — always — and they

are of deep concern here in the territory. Yukon provided

funding for three years, starting in 2018-19, for the creation of

a Historical Case Unit, which ensures that the RCMP have a

greater capacity to effectively investigate historical homicides

and missing person investigations. The members of the

Historical Case Unit have extensive experience and expertise

in carrying out in-depth and sensitive investigations related to

serious crime. The Department of Justice officials meet

regularly with the RCMP to ensure that our policing resources

and funding are in place to solve these crimes. The

information that I have is that those positions have all been

staffed now, that we were fully staffed by February 2019, and

that the work has begun with respect to those important

resolutions to those important cases.

With respect to the sexualized assault response team — it

is a multi-disciplined and multi-departmental project between

the Women’s Directorate, the Department of Justice, and the

Department of Health and Social Services. The key

components of the SART implementation are well underway,

including the training of physicians and nurse practitioners in

sexual assault examinations. This is just one element of the

opportunity here to have a fully responsive sexualized assault

response team.

As a result of our government’s SART initiative, victims

of sexual assault in Whitehorse and in rural communities have

priority access to mental wellness care through our new

Mental Wellness and Substance Use hubs. During the

implementation phase of the SART team, we continue to offer

core support for victims through Victim Services, through

project links, through the hospitals, through health centres,

through Mental Wellness and Substance Use Services,

through the RCMP, through the Crown prosecutor’s office,

through witness coordinators, and through other services that

support victims within and across the territory.

We remain committed to the development and

implementation of SART and the approach to support

improved access and care for victims of sexual violence. No

matter where or how they enter the system, the response must

be compassionate; it must be understanding; it must be swift,

and it must provide the information to those victims where

and how they need to receive it.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the personal answer from the

minister.

Another area related to the RCMP — we were advised by

the RCMP that there had been a reduction to the 100-percent

federally funded policing program — or pardon me, the

portion of the RCMP federal policing positions that are

100-percent federally funded — that they had seen a cut.

Again, according to what I understand from the information

the RCMP provided in response to a request for information

that I made — that there had been a $254,000 cut, which

effectively meant that they lost two investigator positions. I

should note that my understanding is that they didn’t lay

anyone off. They simply had two positions that they had

planned on staffing which they were then not able to proceed

with and instead collapsed those positions.

Could the minister clarify her understanding about what

cuts have already occurred to the federal policing portion of

the RCMP budget? She also made mention when I asked

about this earlier to the possible impact on future years. I think

she indicated at the time a potential impact of four positions

that were being looked at. Can she clarify: What cuts have

occurred in federal funding to the RCMP in this area? What

cuts are being contemplated? What steps has the Yukon

government taken, if any, to express concern to the federal

government and impress upon them the importance of these

positions?

I would note, particularly in light of the opioid crisis that

we are seeing in the Yukon as well as across the country, that

since dealing with drugs and organized crime is part of what

this area of the policing program is dedicated for, it is

particularly concerning, at a time when we should be seeing

an increase in federal resources, to see what appears to have

been cuts made to this program. Based on the indication that

the minister gave earlier, it sounds like future cuts may be

contemplated.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have answered this previously,

but I am happy to provide more information regarding the

federal policing funding here in the territory.

Reduction of the investigation- and enforcement-oriented

federal RCMP resources took place in 2018-19 and this was a

result of reductions in federal government funding to the

RCMP. The Yukon Territory is seeking assurances from

Canada to confirm their commitment to a strong federal

policing presence in the Yukon by maintaining the funding

and the resources in the federal policing budget that ensure

effective investigation of organized crime, drug trafficking,
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and border integrity. The conversations that we have been

having with the RCMP have been to emphasize the Yukon’s

unique perspective and unique place with respect to those

important public safety issues.

The Yukon has requested that the federal government

review this issue and support northern federal policing

enforcement and sovereignty. We are committed to working

closely with the RCMP and Canada to ensure that the

investment in Yukon policing supports effective and efficient

enforcement and increased public safety.

The Yukon Territory is working with Nunavut and with

the Northwest Territories in its conversations with the RCMP

and the federal RCMP to request that the federal government

re-examine the changes to federal policing and in particular

with respect to the effect it will have here in the territory. We

have explained the unique Yukon circumstances and the

unique circumstances of the north. I have written over the last

year on no less than four occasions, and we have sent a pan-

territorial letter to Minister Goodale, to Minister Blair, and to

the then-Minister of Justice. Those letters I am referring to

went to Minister Goodale, but I have also had individual

meetings with Minister Goodale, Minister Blair and then-

Minister Wilson-Raybould about this particular issue. We

have met with senior officials with the RCMP and the federal

RCMP to discuss this issue, to discuss the effect it will have

here in the territory. Those conversations continue and I

expect to continue them in the very near future with the senior

officials at the RCMP.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer that the minister

provided. She did provide some additional information, but

we still didn’t actually get the numbers that are being dealt

with here. We understand, based on what the RCMP advised

us in response to the request we made for information, that it

is a cut of $254,000 that had affected them already in the

2018-19 fiscal year.

The minister again made mentioned of planned cuts — if

she could provide the dollar figures for those as well as the

estimated impact on the RCMP in terms of the number of

positions that would be affected at M Division if the federal

government proceeds as planned, I would appreciate that

information.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The numbers presented by the

Member for Lake Laberge are correct with respect to the

initial reduction. I know that he has received those directly

from the RCMP, so far be it from me to correct those. I can

also indicate that we are seeking that no further direct

reductions be made on behalf of, or affecting, the Yukon

Territory, and that those conversations are ongoing.

Mr. Cathers: That again was a partial answer. It

sounds like the government has had some indication via

expected future federal cuts. I appreciate that the minister is

indicating that the government has taken the position that

there shouldn’t be future cuts.

I would hope — and I think she said that this is what has

been done, but perhaps she could clarify — that they have

argued for the reinstatement of the money which has already

been reduced by the federal government.

The additional point that I am asking about is: They have

had an indication of federal cuts that the federal government is

currently planning on making, so what is the impact of those

cuts? Clearly, if there has been an indication from the federal

government of anticipated cuts in a future fiscal year, there

must be a number associated with it. What we are looking for

is simply public transparency on what the anticipated federal

cut to this area is in future years, based on current indications

from the federal government.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I can advise — and I hope that this

will help the member opposite — that the federal policing

business line of the RCMP is undergoing — I think he might

be aware of this as well — a three-year transition. I think that

previously when I was asked about this, I indicated that the

RCMP is looking at a three-year transition, which would see

all the federal policing units in the country be either reduced

or realigned. I think there is concern — I don’t want to speak

for the federal RCMP, but my understanding is that there is

concern about the kind of work those individuals are doing

and the focus that they have with respect to the funding that is

directly related to federal policing business, and that is the

conversation that is happening across the country.

I can also advise that the conversations with respect to

Yukon’s point of view were that this should no longer be

reduced or should not be reduced any further, and of course

that we would be looking for a full complement of officers

and their work responsibilities. The conversation is revolving

around restructuring and providing resources to the northern

territories in their unique circumstances so that even if this

work continues federally on behalf of the RCMP in other

provinces — that the three territories should be exempted

from such further reductions.

I can also advise that the current Yukon federal

investigation unit complement is — or was, prior to the

decision made that the member opposite has noted — 12 full-

time officers or full-time equivalents doing that work. As the

member opposite knows, the reduction was of two officers, so

they have 10 full-time equivalents working in the Yukon

federal investigation unit today.

Mr. Cathers: We still didn’t get an answer on the

projected impact on future years. Again, I would encourage

the minister, if she has that information — has any

information on that area — that is something that I think is

perfectly reasonable, not only for me to ask as the Official

Opposition Justice critic, but for the public to know about

what impacts the federal government — what reductions the

federal government is looking at in this area.

The public information about this as well, considering the

fact that it is a federal election year — that while we in this

House are focused on our job as representatives of Yukoners

at a territorial level — for Yukoners who may be concerned

about federal government decisions, I would argue that they

have a right to information about what the current federal

government is currently planning when it comes to future cuts

to the RCMP which they have indicated they plan on making

so that they have an opportunity to raise that with all of the

candidates running in the federal election if indeed they share
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the concern that we have about the federal government’s

vision in this area.

I would just go on to note that, in this area, we’re seeing

across the country an opioid crisis that has had impacts,

according to Statistics Canada information in a period of

roughly 2.5 years — the information released by Statistics

Canada is that over 10,000 Canadians have died in connection

to opioid overdose or to contamination of that. This is really a

tragedy and it’s a grave public health concern, but it is also a

matter related to police enforcement. At the time when we’re

seeing this tragedy across the country and Yukoners and

Canadians in other provinces and territories are seeing the

impacts to their communities and, in some cases, their own

families as a result of the opioid crisis and the inability of the

enforcement agencies so far to prevent it — the fact that the

federal government at that time would choose to cut funding

in the very area of the RCMP that deals with enforcement is

absolutely baffling.

In fairness to the minister — and I apologize for the

impassioned tone in my voice. I’m not directing this to the

Yukon’s Minister of Justice; I know that this is not a decision

made by the territorial government. But the fact that the

federal government would even dream of cutting funding to

the RCMP in this area is absolutely baffling. I cannot, for the

life of me, understand why they would choose to make this

decision.

In this area — and again, recognizing that the decision to

cut the federal policing area of the RCMP is not the

responsibility of the Yukon government — what I would urge

the Yukon’s Minister of Justice and the government to take

responsibility for is championing this issue at the national

level, working with provinces and the other territories to push

the federal government for increased funding in this area,

including to combat the opioid crisis and illegal drug

trafficking and to crack down on this problem rather than

simply letting it occur. Of course, no province or territory

controls what the federal government does, but each

government at a provincial and territorial level does have the

option to choose to champion an issue and to try to get the

support of other provinces and territories in making this a high

priority and presenting, hopefully, a united front to the federal

government in pushing them to reconsider their decision and

cancel their plans to cut this funding and instead increase the

resources to the federal policing budget of the RCMP.

I would encourage the minister to do exactly that — to

contact every one of her colleagues and counterparts across

the country and to do her part in trying to get a united national

front of provincial and territorial ministers pushing the federal

government to cancel their plans to cut the RCMP in this area,

to restore the funding that has been cut already, and in fact to

increase the funding that is available for the RCMP to combat

illegal opioid use and the drug trade in general, as well as

organized crime.

Mr. Chair, I am going to move on to another area of

importance, and that is the Community Wellness Court in the

Department of Justice. The minister made some mention to

the implementation of a wellness case manager. Could the

minister just elaborate on what is occurring in the area of the

Community Wellness Court? I notice that this area and the

programming has been very successful within the Department

of Justice. Could the minister provide us with an update on

what is currently being done? If they are seeing a situation of

allowing them to take on additional case work as a result of

this new position, what is that envisioned to look like?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The drug treatment court funding,

as I mentioned in my opening remarks in the budget that is

before the House, will be an increase — that funding will

come from that federal program to increase $100,000 into the

budget for the Community Wellness Court and the community

wellness centre. I also noted that increase is being paid for 100

percent by Canada. The funding will provide for a second full-

time equivalent of a probation officer and case manager for

the Justice Wellness Centre.

The member opposite is quite correct. The experience at

the Community Wellness Court, as well as the community

wellness centre, has been quite remarkable and successful. I

can indicate that, previously, when the court began a number

of years ago — almost many years ago now, but a number of

years ago — there was a coordinator for the court and then

probation officers were assigned from the probation office,

and they worked with clients who were going through the

Community Wellness Court and the community wellness

centre and the services there, but we have now progressed to

there being two full-time individuals who work and are

assigned directly to that centre and to the clients of the court.

The capacity has grown with respect to the court and the

individuals who it serves, and the opportunity has been there

most recently to increase to two full-time individuals who will

supervise and assist those clients going through that process. I

understand that one of those has been staffed for quite some

time, but the new person — the competition closed not that

long ago and the hiring of that individual is underway.

I can indicate that the annual budget for operating the

courts and the wellness centre — that budget line item

supports a number of the specialized courts — the Community

Wellness Court and the Domestic Violence Treatment Option

Court and their clients. Statistics collected over the last seven

months show an average of 13 Community Wellness Court

clients monthly, and approximately 23 clients have been

involved with the Community Wellness Court at varying

stages of engagement over the same period. I think that the

member opposite and perhaps many Yukoners will know that

individuals are attached to this process for quite a long time

— almost a year and sometimes more than a year — so that

the underlying issues that they present with can be addressed

through that process.

A recent development of the therapeutic jurisprudence

model of both of those two courts supported the expansion of

programming and services offered at the wellness centre. Both

DVTO, or domestic violence treatment option, and

Community Wellness Court clients report to the wellness

centre for primary case management programming when

available or referral to programming and ongoing supports,
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including wraparound services, which is of course the delivery

model for those folks to be involved with the court.

I hope that answers the member opposite’s question. If

not, I am happy to provide more information, if I have it.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. Earlier, the

minister and I — I believe it was during debate on the

2018-19 supplementary estimates — had some discussion

regarding the gun and gang violence action funding from the

federal government. At the time, the minister had indicated

that the federal restrictions on the use of the money prevented

them from using any of that money to support the RCMP

directly and it would be going to other uses.

Can the minister advise me of two things — one, whether

the federal government consulted the provinces and territories

on the terms of this funding, including whether provinces and

territories could use that money to support police resources?

Secondly in that area, could the minister outline — within the

money that is allocated in her budget from that fund for this

current fiscal year — what activities the government is

currently planning on funding — whether it’s within the

SCAN office or other areas — what they are planning on

putting that money to use for this fiscal year?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the opportunity to

confer with the officials. I can indicate that we were not

consulted. The Government of Yukon was not consulted by

the federal government prior to the announcement of that

funding and the situation involving how it can be used.

That said, I can indicate that immediately upon

understanding what was being presented by the federal

government — and I want to confirm or remind Yukoners that

it is about $2.2 million over five years for the territory. The

item that I mentioned earlier, which I will come back to —

which is the expenditure for this year — increases over the

next five years. Immediately upon understanding the

limitations of that programming and that funding, we

contacted the federal department regarding public safety and

indicated that it would have an impact on the north that might

not have been anticipated, because the funding can be used for

police forces. It’s just restricted from being used for federal

police forces, because their focus was to get these funds

across the country to a localized level — perhaps

municipalities and others. Of course, the effect in the north,

where we have the federal organization of the RCMP

providing policing for us through our arrangements and

agreements with the federal government and with the RCMP

— that effect was perhaps misunderstood.

That being said, I can indicate that conversations again

are ongoing. I understand it is an agenda item on the future

federal-provincial-territorial meeting scheduled for May by

the deputy ministers. So we continue to advocate on behalf of

the north with respect to the use of that funding going forward

and seek flexibility, as we do with all things with the federal

government involving the north — because it is a unique,

small population, but we wrestle with the same — not all of

the same, but many of the same — problems that provinces

and territories do.

That said, I can indicate that work is ongoing. As I noted,

there is $198,000 in this 2019-20 budget, which is the first

instalment — if I can call it that — focused on the Yukon. The

Yukon is actively working with Canada to have those

discussions moved forward. The $198,000 is for the first year

of the time-limited funding for the initiative under the

federally funded countering gun and gang violence action

fund. It is again 100-percent recoverable from Canada. The

Department of Justice will add an investigative and

intelligence capacity in this year — or begin to — we expect

to do so over a number of years, but certainly in this year —

to the safer communities and neighbourhoods unit — or what

is known as the SCAN unit in the presentation by the member

opposite — and some in Corrections, along with a new

divisional policy analyst, which will help us determine how to

best use these funds over the next what will be four years after

the $198,000.

The focus at this time is to determine how to best

proceed, making sure that the funds are appropriately

expended over this first year, with a focus on the SCAN unit

as noted, as well as some elements in Corrections.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the information. I would just

like to ask a couple of questions related to Bill C-46, which as

the minister will know is federal legislation that made changes

around impaired driving.

First of all, the minister had made mention of funding

being provided last year — she indicated that the amount was

$525,000, 100-percent recoverable from the Government of

Canada — for the implementation of Bill C-46. I would just

ask for an update on what the money has been used for and

what is being done in this fiscal year in that area. Is there

federal money that is still being spent in this, or is it money

lapsed?

Secondly, in the area of Bill C-46, there were some

significant changes made and, as the minister will know well,

there has been concern across the country by civil liberty

advocates and some within the legal community about the

constitutionality of some of the provisions in Bill C-46 — that

includes the ability to do random breath sampling and random

saliva testing, as well as the ability to demand a breath sample

within two hours of somebody being on the road — which

confers a power on police that has not previously existed to

potentially show up at someone’s house within two hours of

them driving and ask them to demonstrate that they are not

impaired.

Could the minister please elaborate: Did the federal

government consult with the Yukon government on those

provisions of Bill C-46 before putting them into legislation? If

so, what feedback did she or the government as a whole

provide regarding those proposed provisions before they were

put in legislation? Thirdly, since Bill C-46 has been passed by

the federal government, what concerns, if any, has the

minister relayed about the potential impact of those provisions

on civil liberties, or does she feel that the federal government

has struck the right balance in this area?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: There is one question about

consulting, and I think I know, but I just want to confirm.
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With respect to the question regarding consultation, I can

advise the member opposite that the concepts of Bill C-46

were discussed at the federal-provincial-territorial tables.

With respect to deputy ministers — our current deputy

minister was not there because he came to us in January —

but I know that it continued to be a topic for conversation with

respect to the deputy ministers, as well as at the ministers of

Justice table. I am not sure if consultation or those agenda

items would be considered the same thing by the member

opposite, but certainly there were some conversations about

that.

I can indicate that with respect to the funding, pursuant to

the implementation of the new provisions of the Criminal
Code, Canada had allocated certain funds that would come
forward, but they did not provide them in 2018-19 — but

through our conversations with them, they will extend the

agreement for a further year and will provide funding through

2019-20 and likely 2020-21 as a result. Some of that funding

was used for training of individual officers with respect to

enforcement of Bill C-46, remembering that the changes to the

Criminal Code regarding impaired driving — drug-impaired

and alcohol-impaired driving — were partly related to the

legalization of cannabis in October 2018. They were also

based on the concept of protecting Canadian citizens from

what is a completely and utterly preventable crime, where far

too many Canadians are affected, as well as Yukoners.

I note that the provisions have been discussed widely and

are somewhat controversial. I expect that the court cases —

the challenges to those new provisions will play out in the

Canadian court system, and those individuals — the judiciary

who are required to test the constitutionality of those

provisions will do so in due course. I can indicate that alcohol-

impaired driving and drug-impaired driving in the Yukon are

a combined public health and safety issue that we must all

work to address. The changes coming forward — it continues

to be a priority for the RCMP, and Yukon continues to work

closely with Public Safety Canada, other provinces and

territories, and the RCMP to determine alcohol and drug

enforcement issues and how they can be properly addressed in

our communities — addressed by the RCMP — not only their

capacity and their testing, but the methodology and the

training that is needed.

This is absolutely an ongoing implementation of these

changes to the Criminal Code and something that —

Canadians have supported stronger impaired driving laws

throughout the country. Certainly we know that impaired

driving continues to be an issue here in the territory that we

must address, and we will do so with all available resources.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that the minister did answer

parts of the question, but she did not provide a fulsome

response. I was just asking — primarily in the area of Bill

C-46 — what the Government of Yukon was consulted on,

what feedback they provided, and after the passage of that

legislation, whether they have expressed any concerns with it,

or if the minister believes that it struck the right balance. I

didn’t get an answer on that area.

I just want to note that of course we in the Official

Opposition are strongly in favour of efforts to reduce impaired

driving, to catch it, and to encourage people not to drink and

drive — or to consume cannabis or other intoxicating

substances and drive. Personally, I am a strong believer in

personal responsibility for not taking actions like that which

could put other people at risk.

The significant changes in Bill C-46 — as the minister

will recall, the Canadian Bar Association, when the original

legislation was presented publicly for the first time, wrote and

expressed concern about the constitutionality of the provisions

and expressed the concern that provisions contained in Bill

C-46 were similar to provisions in a previous private

members’ bill about which they had then raised concern. They

noted that the provisions were not identical, but they

expressed similar concerns. It appears to me that those matters

were not addressed within the final legislation.

Notably, the most significant change in Bill C-46 is one

that has not gotten too much public attention, and that is the

fact — and I am looking — according to the federal

government’s Justice website page regarding impaired driving

laws — that, in explaining what the legislation does, they note

themselves under the penalties that, for the charge of alcohol-

impaired driving, having a blood alcohol concentration at or

over 80 milligrams for 100 millilitres of blood within two

hours of driving is an offence. They go on to note that for

drug-impaired driving, having more than a certain amount of

THC per millilitre of blood within two hours of driving is an

offence.

The primary concern — I think it is fair to say — with

civil libertarians and the Canadian Bar Association is that the

change from roadside sobriety testing to the ability for an

officer without a warrant to go to someone’s house and

require that they provide a breath or other sample — there are

concerns about the constitutionality of it. What I am asking

the minister to indicate is: Did the Government of Yukon

express an opinion on the appropriateness of that ability to

demand a sample within two hours after driving? If so, what

opinion did they provide? Can she provide us with any

documentation or letters — either at a ministerial level or at

an official level between themselves and the federal

government — both before the legislation was passed and

after it was passed? Last but not least, can she indicate

whether she thinks that the federal government has struck the

right line in terms of that legislative provision? If not, what

are they going to do to encourage the federal government to

adjust this legislation?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The significant change with respect

to the Criminal Code that has been expressed by the Member
for Lake Laberge seems to indicate that there is a change

about the impaired driving readings being within two hours of

driving. The law has always been that a breath sample could

be taken and the idea of somebody having operated a motor

vehicle — that a breath sample could be taken within two

hours of operation of a motor vehicle and could be evidence

of the offence, evidence of the crime.
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What has changed now in — it is not Bill C-46 anymore

— the changes to the Criminal Code that were the result of
Bill C-46 were in fact about the continuity of that breath

sample and the responsibility of the individual — if they were

to have left the scene of an accident, for instance, or if they

left a vehicle on the side of the road and there was evidence

that the individual had been driving that vehicle, that the

sample could be taken by the RCMP and that continuity of

their location of that individual would not be an issue.

Proving an impaired driving charge by drugs or alcohol

has always been a complex and sometimes technical situation,

Mr. Chair. There has often been expert evidence required. In

some cases, there is an extrapolation that might be required.

The changes that have been made to the Criminal Code with
respect to the results of Bill C-46 have not changed that

situation.

I can indicate that, other than the discussions that I have

already noted, with respect to the FPT meetings — the

federal-provincial-territorial meetings — the Government of

Yukon did not express an opinion on the changes other than

the conversations, as I have noted, that took place at those

meetings with respect to the provisions that were changed. I

have noted that the constitutionality remains an issue — that

there will be individual lawyers, individual clients, and

individual offenders who will bring forward those challenges

through the court system and that is where they should be.

I did not express publicly or otherwise my opinion on

whether or not the government struck the right balance. It is

the law passed by the federal government, by the Parliament

of Canada — changes to the Criminal Code as the result of
Bill C-46 — therefore it is the law of the land. Challenges,

like many challenges, may come forward and the court system

will sort out appropriately whether or not the right balance has

been struck.

Mr. Cathers: I would just note before moving on to

other questions that I appreciate the minister’s point that it is

the law of the land; however, I would contend that there is a

role for ministers of Justice and the Attorney General at a

territorial or provincial level, if they have concerns with

provisions in federal legislation, to choose to raise those

matters with the federal government.

I am just going to quote two excerpts from the federal

government’s own website — the Department of Justice Bill

C-46, An Act to amend the Criminal Code (offenses related to
conveyances) and to make consequential amendments to other
Acts. This is from the Charter statement, as shown on the

Department of Justice’s website. I will quote two parts of that

Charter statement on the Justice website: “Searches or

Seizures (section 8) — A number of provisions in the bill

have the potential to engage section 8 of the Charter, which

protects against ‘unreasonable’ searches and seizures. A

search or seizure will be reasonable if it is authorized by a

law, the law itself is reasonable in striking an appropriate

balance between privacy interests and the state interest being

pursued, and the search is carried out in a reasonable manner.

“Rules surrounding roadside screening for alcohol and

drugs, and rules surrounding breath and blood testing, govern

searches and seizures and therefore implicate section 8 of the

Charter.”

The other excerpt, I would just note, is that — the

statement makes mention of “Life, liberty and security of the

person (section 7) — Section 7 of the Charter guarantees to

everyone the right to life, liberty and security of the person,

and the right not to be deprived thereof except in accordance

with the principles of fundamental justice.”

I am just going to move on to that same section a little

later: “Change to ‘over 80’ offence — Clause 15 (new

paragraph 320.14.(1)(b)) rewords the current ‘over 80’

offence to prohibit having a BAC at or over 80 mg/100 ml

within two hours of driving. This would be subject to an

exception for ‘innocent intervening consumption’, meaning

consumption that occurred after driving, where the individual

had no reason to expect a breath or blood demand, and where

the quantity consumed was consistent with a BAC that was

below 80 at the time of driving. This would criminalize

consumption of alcohol prior to driving in quantities sufficient

to result in a BAC at or over 80, (‘bolus drinking’), even

where the BAC at time of driving may have not yet risen

above the limit. It also criminalizes consumption after driving,

in situations where an individual had a reasonable expectation

that he or she may be required to provide a sample (for

example, after an accident), and that may serve to obstruct

investigation of the offence.”

Again, I would just leave that out there for the minister

and invite her to express her opinion of the Government of

Yukon’s view on whether they are concerned that this has

overstepped the constitutionality or whether they support that

current level. I do just want to note, in closing on that point,

that we all do support the efforts of course to crack down on

impaired driving, but — as always in these types of matters —

in the balance between the ability of enforcement agencies to

catch someone who is committing an offence and civil

liberties, including the right against self-incrimination and the

protection of the rights of the person protected in sections 7

and 8 of the Charter, as I referred to — these are important

matters that must be taken in balance.

I am going to move on to a related area that the minister

referred to — what they used funding from the federal

government for in terms of the training of RCMP members. I

believe she indicated that there are only two who are currently

trained in drug-recognition efforts. Could the minister confirm

that this is the case or correct me if I misheard her?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I will give a little bit of

background. I appreciate the concise question, for which I

have an answer. Since the fall of 2018, Yukon has had

approval to spend funds from Canada under the program

while waiting to sign a finalized contribution agreement —

that is the implementation of the impaired-driving provisions

and the drug-impaired provisions as well.

A total of 15 officers have been trained in the standard

field sobriety tests, so they are in-the-field officers who are

authorized to determine sobriety tests at the roadside, either

with or without machines, for the individual drug-impaired

charges that may come forward. There are two officers who
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have been trained as drug-recognition experts — so back at

the detachment — and who are authorized and determined to

be experts in providing evidence gathered on any particular

case that someone was or was not drug impaired.

I hope that is of assistance.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answer, and I would

just ask a related question — whether there is a plan to train

more drug-recognition experts. It does seem, in a territory of

our size, that having a situation where there are only two

RCMP members who have that training — it is concerning

when it comes to the issue of enforcement, especially as it

relates to cannabis and other impairments.

Just a related question in that area — I would ask the

minister if she would provide information about what

additional steps the government is planning to take, or is

considering taking, as far as educating people about the

responsible usage levels of cannabis. It is an area where —

cannabis and alcohol actually, I would add. In the area of

cannabis, it is something that people may not be clear about

what the appropriate limit is, and with it being legalized, an

important part of that equation is: What steps is government

taking to educate people, rather than simply arrest them —

ensuring that government is educating people on what the

responsible usage levels are or what responsible behaviour is.

I know what the government has put out so far — but if the

minister could clarify whether they are planning on doing

more in this area, specifically pertaining to cannabis.

Secondly, as it relates to alcohol impairment — the

government is currently consulting on changes to the Motor
Vehicles Act, and in their survey questions, it appears to be
indicating that they may be lowering the legal limit of alcohol

in the bloodstream. I would ask in that area: If the government

is indeed pursuing that step, or is considering it, what steps are

they considering to educate people that even having two

drinks may be more than is legally allowable under the law?

As the minister is no doubt aware, for some people, even

consuming two drinks — which is generally thought by many

people to be the acceptable consumption level before driving

— some people will blow over the lower limit if they

consume just two drinks.

Again, both areas that I am asking about are — not only

what the government is doing around enforcement, but what

they are doing around education, so that hopefully we avoid

the situation where people who genuinely think they are

behaving responsibly end up running into problems with the

law. Instead, we should be taking the steps to help people be

aware of what responsible behaviour is before getting behind

the wheel, rather than surprising them when they find out that

they have crossed over a line, even when they thought they

were doing the right thing.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: With respect to the first part of the

question from the Member for Lake Laberge — yes, we are

committed to training more officers. I think the number I saw

recently — although I wouldn’t quote me on this — was that

across the country, there are 96 individuals — that might be a

few months old — who were trained at that level. Of course,

more are needed in all jurisdictions. We have our officers

trained through the program in British Columbia. It is of

course in high demand for training, and it takes six weeks for

an individual officer to complete that. They have to be in

British Columbia at the training facility, but they also have to

be away from their duties here. So yes, we are intending to

continue that opportunity and make sure that we have

individuals who can properly assess, provide evidence, and

enforce drug-impaired driving.

With respect to the Motor Vehicles Act provisions — I

appreciate that there is a question regarding the lowering of

what is currently the limit of 0.08 in the Criminal Code to
0.05. It is a question on the engagement survey, and the

question on the engagement is exactly for the purpose of

obtaining individuals’ ideas and thoughts about that. I can

indicate that 0.05 is a provincially regulated limit in many

jurisdictions across Canada. I can indicate that there are even

jurisdictions in the world that have zero tolerance for the use

of alcohol and vehicles. At this point, it is an opportunity to

engage with Yukoners, to find out their ideas with respect to

that. Would the members opposite see that as a plan to go

there? I think it’s appropriate for me to explain that the

question is an appropriate one in the survey, in the

engagement, to find out what Yukoners think about that limit

on the use of alcohol and operating a motor vehicle because it

is widely used in other jurisdictions.

I can indicate, with respect to the concept of public

education — it is an absolutely key component. Any of us

who are — I’ll say older than 20 — which all of us are in this

room at the moment — maybe even older than 30 —

understand the evolution of the changes in impaired driving

laws since the 1970s here in Canada — maybe even earlier

than that. But I will say that public education has been a

primary driver. Of course accidents — needless deaths caused

by individuals getting behind the wheel of a vehicle in an

impaired state have been determined by our society to be

completely unacceptable, and our laws have changed as a

result of that; our practice has changed as a result of that.

We hope that we are penetrating the use of individuals

getting behind the wheel of a vehicle after having used alcohol

or drugs in any way.

Public education has been a very key factor in changes

and the public acceptance of that behaviour over the years.

That being said, I think that needs to be continued. We are in

the process, of course, of making sure that people are

informed about drug use and getting behind the wheel of a

vehicle. It is, of course, completely subjective. It depends on

the individual; it depends on the use; it depends, like alcohol,

on body mass; it depends on the strength of the intoxicant —

all of these are impossible to regulate and give anyone the

idea that one marijuana cigarette or two drinks is sufficient

and you can still drive a vehicle. My answer to that is that you

should never drive a vehicle having consumed an intoxicant.

Health and Social Services’ campaign was introduced to

focus on the effects of cannabis use on a person’s mental and

physical well-being. Highways and Public Works has a social

media education plan that is being implemented and an

awareness campaign to communicate the dangers of driving
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under the influence of cannabis. The Department of Justice

has rules for the legal possession, consumption and sale,

which come under our department’s jurisdiction. The Public

Service Commission has education out to individuals and to

Yukoners about the health and safety obligations of Yukon

government employees and Yukon government policies and

procedures governing the YG employment health and safety.

The Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board,

I know, is working on educating its individuals and Yukon

citizens about the use and dangers of the use of drugs and

alcohol of any kind when trying to go to work or operate

machinery. It doesn’t really matter what sort of work you

have.

The cannabis legislation was carefully designed to

legalize cannabis because Canadians, of course, have spoken

very clearly on this issue, but we have also been careful in the

Yukon legislation to make sure that it is used in people’s

homes and that it is not being permitted to be used in public

places — all of which is to indicate that your personal

decisions while you are not at work or endangering others are

in fact your personal decision, but you cannot infringe on the

rights of other individuals. Certainly, drug-impaired driving

does that, Mr. Chair.

Those education components will continue, and I think

they will continue for many years to come, to be frank,

because our society is trying to decide and adjust to the

legalization of cannabis. We are still working hard to convince

individuals that any alcohol consumption and driving of a

motor vehicle can be dangerous and that other citizens’ lives

are in your hands when you do so, so please do not.

Chair: Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is Vote 8, Department

of Justice, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20.

Mr. Cathers: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Just briefly,

before moving on from the issue of impaired driving, testing

and so on, I am going to encourage the minister and her

colleagues to have a focus, when they are talking about —

especially when they are considering new legislative

provisions, but even with the existing ones, I would think that

public education about the effects of alcohol consumption,

cannabis use and the potential impairment that may result is

something that government should be communicating on with

the public and doing so regularly and in an easily digestible

fashion. It is important, in my opinion, to ensure that we do

our very best to prevent a situation where someone who

genuinely thinks they are being responsible ends up finding

themselves stranded at the side of the road, having

contravened the impaired driving laws with no intention of

doing so. Ensuring that the government is taking a leadership

role in helping people understand their responsibilities and

reasonable consumption limits is absolutely vital in this area.

I would just note, as well, Mr. Chair, that with regard to

the often-criticized government surveys that ask very leading

questions — often present biased information and then ask

people a fairly broad question — when the minister and I

discussed the fact that the Motor Vehicles Act survey that is
currently out talks about lowering the allowable blood

concentration of alcohol to 0.05, one of the things that this

survey, like many others, missed is that it doesn’t provide

information to people on what that means — the fact that for

many people this may mean that two drinks may be fine, but

for some, two drinks would put them afoul of that legislation.

Providing that information and background to people in

an easily digestible way is an important part of actually

getting sound public feedback on any survey questions. If

someone doesn’t understand what they are commenting on

and they are asked a question in a way that — to me, current

government surveys often seem inclined to provoke a quick

response or an emotional response or an off-the-cuff response

to a survey question rather than providing detail, making it

available to people so that they can research and consider if

they wish. They are given where they have to click through

each page and you have your multiple-choice options on each

question, and it is not the best way to have an informed public

debate and to seek public input with people actually

understanding what they are commenting on.

Moving on to a few other areas — previously, I have

raised with the minister, as well as the Premier and others, the

issue of the mental health framework critical incidents stress

management to avoid first responders and others ending up

with post-traumatic stress disorder. I have expressed concern

in that area and suggested that the government needs to do

more to protect both their staff and volunteers. That includes

in areas such as Victim Services and the coroner’s office. I

would ask the minister if she can provide us with an update on

what the government is doing in that area.

Secondly, in the area of the coroner’s office specifically,

there have been changes to the act. The minister still has not

agreed to add a second full-time coroner as I have previously

suggested they consider. I have heard concern from

communities that there seems to be increased centralization of

the responsibilities and concern that there has been a reduction

in support available to communities and community coroners.

I would ask the minister if she could provide any information

about what, if anything, government is doing in regard to

those areas.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I agree and our government agrees

that looking after the mental health of our employees and

front-line workers — whether they are connected to the

departments of Justice, Community Services or Health and

Social Services or any other department — is in fact a key

component of safety in the workplace and of productive and

happy Yukon employees. I can indicate, for instance, that at

the Victim Services unit in the Department of Justice, they

have extensive opportunities and they work to make sure that
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vicarious trauma is dealt with, and safety plans are in place for

individual front-line workers there. I can also indicate that I

know of some — although I don’t want to speak specifically

of them — in the Department of Health and Social Services,

as well as opportunities for employees through the Public

Service Commission to access supports.

It is something frankly that was relegated in the past, I

think, to sort of “Go seek your own supports” or “Here’s the

counselling service that we have available”. The concept of

mental health and the effect of individuals’ work on their own

mental health and how that affects a team or a unit is

something that is recognized more and more now as being the

responsibility of all individual departments and individual

service units that work in this area. I can also indicate that, for

instance, at the Whitehorse Correctional Centre, the

correctional officers are also availed of that opportunity.

I will turn my comments now to the Coroner’s Service. I

am quite concerned that the comments made by the Member

for Lake Laberge would indicate that there are some

community coroners not feeling supported. Very recently,

Mr. Phelps, as the deputy minister, and I attended part of a

morning session with the community coroners who were

being trained. There were individuals from almost every

community — maybe not Old Crow, but certainly individuals

from almost every community. There were more individuals

present than I have seen in the last number of years. We were

trying to fill all the vacancies or make sure that communities

have more than one person so that they can not only obtain the

training together, but support each other in the communities.

I can indicate that on many more than one occasion,

Mr. Chair, I have personally spoken to the chief coroner to

indicate that whatever her or her staff need, we are keen to

work with them, that we find it a priority, that with the very

difficult work that is done by her and her staff and community

coroners together on individual cases and on a daily basis, we

need to make sure that the office and individual community

coroners are very well supported going forward. As a matter

of fact, there are probably not too many conversations I have

even had with the chief coroner that didn’t involve at least

part of me expressing that to her, because it is something that

the department believes; it is something that I personally

believe.

The work that we ask of the chief coroner and of

community coroners is extraordinary and in order to have

good people take on that challenge and to be supported — we

have community coroners — some individuals have been

community coroners for many, many years. I trust that they

feel supported. If they don’t, we have asked them to please tell

us, tell the chief coroner, and tell the department so that we

can make sure that they are well-supported so that they can

have those jobs long into the future. They can continue their

commitment because what we all know is that they need to be

looked after, they need to be safe, and they need to feel that

they are supported. Communities that have a community

coroner for a longer period of time — rather than changing

people — who have some sort of investment in the

community and have some opportunity to know the

community and the community members — they will be far

more effective individuals in those very difficult roles than

individuals who are brand new to the job or who change

frequently.

I encourage the member opposite, if he is aware of

individuals who have expressed their concerns to him and not

to the chief coroner and not to our department, to please

encourage them to do so because it is a conversation, as I have

said, that I have had many times, and I certainly don’t want

someone out there feeling like they are not properly supported

in that role.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the response from the

minister and her positive comments, but I would encourage

her to ensure that good intentions are actually being translated

into results because I have heard the concern coming from

communities that there is a feeling that there has been a

reduction in support for communities and community

coroners. I would ask the minister to look into areas such as

whether there are any areas that community coroners are

being asked to cover out of their own pocket — such as the

training session the minister made reference to — whether

their costs were paid to attend it and to participate in it. It is an

area where I think that more is needed. I would just flag those

issues for the minister’s attention and would also suggest that

it may be time, in addition, to consider adding a second full-

time person in the chief coroner’s office — that it may be time

to look at just expanding the number of community coroners

who are in place in each area.

Of course, as the minister knows, those people who are

appointed are in a position that they are called as needed, and

it seems to me that there may be issues — I have heard

concerns about this — that in some communities, due to the

small number of people who are available with the authority

to act — that various things such as somebody being away or

having an illness or an injury can effectively reduce it to the

point where, on paper, there are multiple people, but in fact it

may be down to one person having no choice but to carry the

load all the time.

I would just encourage the minister to look at those areas.

I am not going to press her for further information. I

appreciate her statement about intent. In making this point, I

do just want to encourage the minister to look into the details

of this and ensure that good intentions are not being

sidetracked in the details — that in fact the support that should

be there for communities and community coroners is in place

and that steps are being taken to ensure that there is not too

much load being placed on anyone or that they are being

required to cover any costs out of pocket associated with

attending training or other meetings.

Moving on to another area, I would ask the minister — in

the area of the Land Titles Act, 2015 and the implementation
of the new registry — to provide an update on the expected

timelines of that — as well, the Condominium Act, 2015.
Previously, the minister has indicated that they expect

regulations to be completed in early 2019. Can she provide an

update on the timeline of that?
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I am just going to add one more question on a slightly

different matter that I meant to ask earlier around the area of

enforcement. That is related to school busing. I had previously

written to the minister expressing concern that some of the

specific references around enforcement of safety around

school buses and school zones had been in the policing

priorities letter issued by the Minister of Justice. They had

been notably absent in the letter that was most recently issued.

I encourage the minister to ensure that enforcement related to

school bus safety was added into the policing priorities letter

that is coming up, and as well to ensure that there is more

specific reference to dealing with the opioid crisis — if the

minister could provide an update regarding the timing of when

she expects to sign off on the policing priorities and whether

she will be incorporating those two requests that we have

made.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I will see if I can address a number

of questions there.

With respect to the Condominium Act, 2015, there was
discussion last year, I think, and our plan was to try to get the

regulations done for the spring of 2019. We have been in

discussions with the industry represented by legal counsel

who work in the area of condominium development and sales,

by developers for condominiums, by individuals who have

looked over a number a years — just as a reminder to all

Yukoners: the Condominium Act, 2015 was passed in 2015,
but no regulations came into being as a result. It is one of the

early things that I wanted the department to work on. We also

are very keen to make sure that we get this correct. There are a

lot of voices at the table, and rightly so, with respect to getting

the proper balance between individual developer plans and

consumer protection rights with respect to condominiums.

That said, that group continues to work.

I know the deputy minister has been involved first-hand

on this file and determining how to go forward. We anticipate

that there may be some changes necessary based on the

regulations to the actual Condominium Act, 2015. The plan is
to have those come forward in the fall of 2019, along with the

regulations. I want to make sure that I note for the record, and

for individuals who work in this area, that the coming-into-

force date — which has been a topic of discussion among the

industry experts who work in this field — will be an important

consideration and we will make that decision with the input

from industry and individuals who work in the area.

Of course, like all complicated and complex issues, the

building of a condo that would start or finish on a particular

date and what piece of legislation will apply will be a major

factor in determining how the coming into force of that

legislation and those regulations — which are very important,

to have that move. What we hear from industry is that it is

better to take the time to make sure that all of their concerns

are expressed and dealt with rather than simply trying to move

for the purposes of getting that done.

That is what I have to say about the Condominium Act,
2015. I anticipate fruitful work between the deputy minister’s
office, other officials in the department and trying to move

this matter forward, making sure that we hear all of the voices

in relation to having that legislation finally proclaimed.

With respect to the land titles question, I will note that I

did mention earlier in my comments that the Land Titles

modernization project, which commenced back in 2012, has

already resulted in many changes to the business process and

policies in land titles. Even with the condominium legislation

that I have just noted, the work is currently focused on

implementing phase 1 of supporting YETI, which I mentioned

earlier — the Yukon electronic title information computer

system. We expect that to turn on or go live — or whatever

the term for that is — in the very near future. Modernization

will improve the service quality provided so that it meets

national standards while maintaining the Land Titles Office’s

current high level of accuracy and certainty of title which is

respected by all.

To date, the project has accomplished the following,

which is: performed a complete business requirements

analysis. As I have noted, the Condominium Act, 2015 has
been passed, but it requires additional work.

The Land Titles Act, 2015 and supporting regulations
have been brought into force. Provisions allowing Yukon First

Nations to register category A and category B settlement land

in the Land Titles Office were designed and implemented. As

we know, Kwanlin Dün First Nation is the lead proponent and

their work is being properly recognized. The YETI system

was procured.

Just on that point, I think it is important to recognize that

on November 28, 2018, the Kwanlin Dün First Nation

registered a parcel of its settlement A land in the Yukon Land

Titles Office. It was a historic opportunity and moment, and

the development may trigger other First Nations wishing to do

so. The provisions have been allowed for that.

I just want to check my note with respect to YETI’s date.

Just to confirm, the YETI — for Hansard and those

listening, it is the Yukon electronic title information system —

is planned to go live in June 2019 — so in a couple of months.

I will leave that topic. I think those were the questions. I

will return to speak in response to the question about policing

priorities for a moment. The policing priorities for 2019-20

were communicated to the commanding officer of the RCMP

in March 2019.

The year’s policing priorities create the foundation for

effective policing in the Yukon and continue to advance

important work focused on addressing violence against

women, responding to serious and organized crime, and

fostering meaningful relationships with First Nations,

communities and youth. The policing priorities, for those who

are not aware, are informed by recommendations from the

Yukon Police Council, a unique system here in the territory —

across Canada, and unique here — where our Police Council

travels to communities, interacts with Yukoners and citizens

and hears their concerns and issues about what policing in the

territory should be focused on in any given year. Their

recommendations come forward as a result of thorough and

vital community engagement activities. That helps to identify

the policing needs in all of our communities. We also have
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officials from the Department of Justice who work with the

Police Council, and all of those things go into wrapping up the

individual policing priorities.

A social media survey was launched through the Police

Council in the fall of 2018, which is new. They will make that

decision on their own as to whether or not they will do it on an

annual basis, but this year, in 2018, it resulted in 674

responses that raised public awareness about the priorities

across the territory.

I don’t recall myself — but my memory could be faulty

— that school buses were a specific policing priority. I take

the member opposite at his word — that he thinks that was the

case. I will return to looking at that. I can indicate that my

response to his letter that he mentioned included reference to

appreciating the concept about school bus safety being a

priority. In fact, I think that my response was that community

safety in relation to youth was a broad enough concept to

encompass school bus safety.

I also note that with respect to the RCMP involved in the

current issues around school bus safety, I am aware that there

is a pilot project with respect to some communications and

cooperation with Highways and Public Works, that some

school buses — I am not going to say where or which ones —

have installed cameras on them for the purposes of

determining how that will work out going forward. I know

that the RCMP have patrols and have indicated specific up-

limits of patrols around certain school bus areas and certain

times of day in vehicles that are not marked.

I also note that the RCMP has been cooperating and

coordinating with the Department of Education, with the

Department of Justice, and with the Department of Highways

and Public Works to make sure that we are addressing the

school bus safety issues that were brought to light in January

2019, and that work will continue. I know that they are

dedicated to that work. As a result, it is not specifically in the

policing priorities letter to the commanding officer, because

there often tends to be more broad strokes, but we have

confirmed — and I can confirm for this Legislative Assembly

that the RCMP are keen and very aware of the issues around

safety of school buses and work with us on a weekly basis to

make sure that our children who travel on school buses are

safe.

Ms. Hanson: I just also want to join in welcoming the

officials here this afternoon. I also want to say to the minister

and to the officials that she and they no doubt have heard me

complain often about departmental websites, and I have to say

that I am happy to see that the Department of Justice has not

migrated its information to the lost land of yukon.ca and that

in fact you can find out information about the Department of

Justice with respect to the various functions of the department

and also — importantly, I think — relevant information with

respect to how those functions relate to the minister’s

accountability in this Legislative Assembly. I just wanted to

say that, because I think that is incredibly important. It is not

just important for departmental officials or the casual

observer, but it is important for citizens as well as us as

Members of the Legislative Assembly.

With that in mind, I want to ask the minister — on the

front page for the Department of Justice, there is a link to a

potentially very useful document called Department of Justice

“Quick Facts”. When we look at that document, it tells you a

whole bunch — basically it says that this facts document

follows the general path of the criminal and civil justice

system and provides a summary of charges laid — so it’s all

the kind of databased information that one would hope to see

when you’re looking at departmental programs and services.

It has a good backdrop in terms of the mission, the values,

and the vision of the department. Then it lays out, in clear

ways, the criminal justice system, the criminal crime rates in

Yukon and in Canada, the Yukon violent crime rate, the

Yukon property crime rates, court operations, and court fines

and surcharges. I think this sets a really good precedent,

Mr. Chair, but my concern is that it is dated 2011. My

question for the minister is: Is there an intent to update this

document? If so, when? If not, why not?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I was basking in the compliments

about the Justice department website and have to now tell the

member opposite — the Leader of the Third Party — that

everything is eventually migrating to yukon.ca. The

Department of Justice is dedicated to that work already, but

will start that work and the actual migration in the early part

of May — which is soon. A lot of the updated information

will be available. So because that was happening, the idea

would be to have that information when it is migrated.

I know that there is a different format, but I take the point

made by the member opposite that, if we can, we should keep

those kinds of opportunities for Yukoners to look at that

information in a way. I am not familiar enough with the actual

interface and what it will look like, but the deputy minister has

heard the question and is involved with the migration project.

Our goal of course is to provide Yukoners with whatever

information — statistical or otherwise — from various

departments that they may find useful, and more importantly

— or maybe equally as important — to provide them with

access or direction to the services that they might be looking

up on a website. Improvements are absolutely needed.

I also take the Premier’s point that the focus is for

yukon.ca and the departments that arrive on an Internet or web

search with respect to those departments — it should be

focused on providing information to the public and not sort of

internal information to government employees, because I

think the focus of yukon.ca has been — not in my departments

— but has been to provide better information and better

interfaces for the Yukon public. I appreciate that there are

some glitches with respect to that. If the member opposite

thinks we have it right so far, then we should use that as a goal

going forward, because it’s about usability and about

accessibility.

Ms. Hanson: The minister had me right along to the

very end there, because it’s absolutely imperative. I am not an

employee. None of the people on this side of the House are

employees of the Government of Yukon. We are elected to

represent Yukon citizens, and it’s absolutely imperative that

we have access to correct information, which is why I was
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praising the kind of information that is currently on the

website. It is dated — it is absolutely dated — but if I’m going

to be a Justice critic, I need to know the data, and I cannot

search every database across the country to find out what the

hell is going on in Yukon justice in terms of recidivism rates

or what’s going on with this or that. That’s why it’s incumbent

upon the government to design its information systems so

they’re both usable for those citizens who want the front-of-

counter — they want to know how to get land titles. The

actual website right now tells you what the Land Titles Office

does and what it does not do.

However, I go back to my question: Will the data —

regardless of what messy way we have to access it — that is

currently contained in the report “Department of Justice Facts

2011” be updated to reflect the 2019 reality, at least?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The Leader of the Third Party and I

are saying the same thing, and I think we agree on the

accessibility and usability concepts of this particular

information. I also think we agree that 2011 is dated

information and not appropriate for Yukoners.

I understand that we have the data much more recent

than that. It may not be in exactly the same format, but part of

this migration project is to get that updated information. It

won’t be to date in 2019 — because it’s only the early part of

2019 — but I think we have the 2017-18 information and we

can confirm that, if that’s not the case. The information I have

now is that we have the 2017-18 information, and that would

appropriately go onto the website to be accessed by Yukoners.

Ms. Hanson: I look forward to that and I look forward

to being positive about that next year at this time when we are

doing this budget and being able to say, “Hmm”, and I will

make a copy of this so that I can actually have a comparative

document. One of the really interesting challenges with the

current website is, once it disappears, it totally disappears, and

then you have nothing.

I’m not going to go on with any more — it just drives me

nuts.

I wanted to come back to the land titles. The minister

made a comment with respect to the uptake by First Nations in

terms of registering category A and B — although I found it

strange that anybody would register a category A selection,

given the subsurface rights — to be used for residential

development. When she indicated that — I think it was

Kwanlin Dün First Nation in December 2018, had registered a

parcel. Does that parcel represent X number of lots, or could

she signify what we are talking about here? Is that a parcel

within the municipal boundaries of Whitehorse?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have November 2018. If I said

December, I am sorry, but it was November 2018. This is by

recollection only, and I stand corrected — if I am incorrect, I

am happy to get that information and pass it over. My

recollection is that it was a commercial property of fairly

significant size, and it was within the bounds of the City of

Whitehorse. But again, I am going from my memory from

being at the event, and I haven’t looked at any documents with

respect to that land on a map recently or anything like that.

We will confirm that for the member opposite.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate that. Can the minister

confirm — when she was talking about the independent legal

advice pilot project — again, this is another one of these time-

limited pilot projects that has 100 percent federal money. The

challenge that we face with these pilot projects is that we do

them, and then all of a sudden the money stops from the feds

and Yukon goes, “Oh, whoops — we’re not doing that

anymore.”

My question is: Are there built-in assessment criteria that

would lead the Yukon government to determine whether or

not it has achieved its objectives and that those objectives

make it worthy of finding Yukon government resources to

sustain it if, at the end of the project, that is what is deemed

worthy? Are we just going to drop this after three years?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The question is about the

independent legal advice pilot project. The item in the budget

marks an increase of $240,000 — again, time-limited funding

— for this pilot project. As noted by the member opposite, it

is 100-percent recoverable. Yukon is working with Canada to

secure funding for 2019-20 and 2020-21. By that, I mean that

it has been identified as an opportunity for funding, but there

is no funding agreement in place — but I expect that it is not

an issue.

The project provides independent legal advice for victims

of intimate partner violence and sexual violence, and victims

will be able to access specially trained lawyers to discuss their

case. I mentioned a few of these things earlier, but I think that

it is very much worth repeating — including that access to

these services is pre-charge and during a trial, if necessary.

The concept and the focus of this is to provide advice that will

assist victims in making informed choices. It could be

considered to be part of a wraparound service to victims of

intimate and sexual violence. I think it is always necessary to

assess the data. As I said, there is no funding agreement in

place, so there is no provision for that to be built into the

program or to the expenditure of these funds — but

absolutely, when Yukon takes on one of these endeavours —

a pilot project, in particular — it provides us with the

knowledge of who is accessing such a program, the data, work

with the department to help to determine if there are gaps and

if these gaps can be filled in this way — if there are gaps

identified, if this is not the best way to fill those. Absolutely

— those are assessed by the department as they go on.

Often what happens with these kinds of programs, if they

tend to be successful — and Yukon has had much success

with these — is that we seek further funding. In some cases,

we can share funding going forward. In some cases — the

Community Wellness Court, for instance, was maybe the

longest pilot in history — over almost 10 years. We put in

place secure funding for that. So far be it from me to say that

we take a long time to learn. Funding from year to year — or

from one year to two years to three years — is complicated

and difficult for such programs, but it is also a way for us to

learn what works here in the Yukon and how we might be able

to better provide services for Yukoners.

That is the information that I have about that now. We

will be assessing it. We will be wanting the program to keep
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its own data. Whether or not it is required by the funding

agreement with Canada or not, I think these are important

opportunities for us to learn what services are required by

Yukoners and how they will use them.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate the minister’s answer, and I

do fully agree with that perspective.

The minister is well aware from her previous experience

of the work that was done by the Yukon chapter of the

Canadian Bar Association and the Canadian Bar Association

— I think in 2010 and 2013. First, in 2010, when the Yukon

chapter took the lead in pressing the Canadian Bar

Association with respect to having changes made to the

Criminal Code for sentencing with respect to people who are
affected by fetal alcohol effect or fetal alcohol spectrum

disorder — and subsequently, as I recall, in 2013 — it was a

subject of a lot of debate in this Legislature with respect to not

just the — because nothing had happened on the federal side

with respect to sentencing, then it was broadened to also look

at changes that would be necessary with respect to Yukon

corrections and the need to recognize that somebody with a

permanent brain injury cannot and is not going to respond in

the same way as somebody without one.

The response by the government of the day was to do a

fetal alcohol study — FASD study — and a prevalence in

corrections study with the BC Children’s Hospital.

What I’m getting to is that the study found that there was

prenatal alcohol exposure confirmed in 25 percent of the study

population at the Whitehorse Correctional Centre, 25 percent

had no prenatal exposure, 50 percent were unclear, and 17.5

percent came out with a diagnosis. What that meant — and

this is really where I’m going with my question — is that the

intention was to inform future program and policy decisions,

both within the Department of Justice and for larger work

being done to develop a Yukon fetal alcohol spectrum

disorder plan.

Can the minister outline how this prevalence study has in

fact affected and informed program and policy decisions

within the Department of Justice?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I very much appreciate this

question. It is an important topic for the Yukon. It crosses

departments, it crosses communities, and it crosses families

and caregivers. It is an important opportunity to speak just a

little bit about this.

Probably the first letter that I wrote — once I was given

the responsibility of this position — to the federal Minister of

Justice at the time — I had not been involved in the FPT

meetings where this was discussed and where changes to the

Criminal Code were discussed, but I was approached by our
MP, Mr. Bagnell, in the late part of 2016. I wrote a letter then

on behalf of the Government of Yukon to support the changes

that were being proposed to the Criminal Code to take into
account FASD — fetal alcohol spectrum disorder — in the

concepts of sentencing. I am told that maybe I was the only

minister who had done that because they had had several

conversations in which they had decided — by that, I mean

other provincial and territorial ministers — that this was not

something they were prepared to support. I wrote nonetheless

to urge the federal minister to please reconsider because it is a

critical issue here in the territory.

I am well aware of the work done by the Canadian Bar

Association and the Yukon branch of the Canadian Bar

Association to have the Canadian Bar Association go forward

with it, and the leadership of Rod Snow when he was

president of the Canadian Bar Association to have the Yukon

voice heard on this important topic. I agree that it is a keenly

important topic.

I can provide the following update with respect to the

fetal alcohol spectrum disorder action plan: Our government is

working with the public, community agencies, and First

Nation governments to develop a comprehensive Yukon

FASD action plan. The plan is in draft, as I understand it, and

the parties are looking at it. It should be released later this

year.

The action plan will provide a vision, principles, goals

and actions for improving Yukon’s response to FASD. I know

that the work mentioned by the member opposite has

informed this work going forward and that there has been

extensive community engagement with the partners who work

in this area. It took place in 2017-18 to help us better

understand how FASD is affecting the communities, and there

was an extensive study.

The “what we heard” report, as the House may remember

and individual Yukoners may remember, from that

engagement was released in the fall of 2018. The FASD

action plan is part of our commitment to working

collaboratively with Yukon First Nations, expanding maternal

and prenatal community delivery supports, developing

alternative correctional therapeutic environments for those

with disabilities related to FASD, and working across

departments to harmonize support for children with FASD.

The question specifically was about the Justice response

to this. We are a partner in this work. I will note that some of

the mental health issues that were reviewed by David

Loukidelis in the report with respect to the Whitehorse

Correctional Centre did deal with the idea of treatment

services for inmates who are struggling with mental health

issues or mental health disorders — I will go so far as to say

— and the Department of Justice is working on an alternative

correctional concept of a therapeutic environment so that

individuals are not harmed by actions that may land them in

the Whitehorse Correctional Centre, but in a wide variety of

mental health issues, the concept will be how can treatment be

appropriately and properly provided to individuals who —

everybody is responsible for their own actions, but for the

intervention of a mental illness or mental disability, may not

find themselves in that location.

We know that we must do better with respect to providing

such services in the Correctional Centre.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate the answer. The minister

didn’t touch on whether or not, as was recommended by both

the Yukon bar and Canadian Bar Association, changes to

Yukon corrections legislation, particularly with respect to

acknowledging that — again, as we would acknowledge if

there were changes made to the Criminal Code with respect to
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sentencing — somebody with a permanent brain injury that

comes before birth is not going to change or get better, and

they are not capable of responding in the same way as

somebody who does not have that permanent brain injury, so

the expectations in a corrections facility — which is very

much command and control — you cannot get that same

response.

I’ll come back to that in a minute. The minister

referenced something else that I was pleased to see in the

March 7, 2019, letter and report of the implementation

working group for the Whitehorse Correctional Centre

inspection report — this is the Loukidelis report the minister

referenced. Again, I’m pleased to see that this has been posted

on the website, because it’s part of the commitment that was

made to providing ongoing information. I hear oftentimes

government ministers stating, “Yes, I’ll make that available”,

but then it doesn’t show up. Again, the ministers and her

officials are — I don’t often commend several times in an

afternoon — I am — and some of the ministers know exactly

what I mean.

The report touches on some of the aspects of what needed

to be followed up from the Loukidelis report. It points out

some specific areas that the working group has been engaged

with and references also the fact that, as Mr. Loukidelis had

recommended, the minister had actually attended and saw

what has been going on at the Central Nova Scotia

Correctional Facility to address the real issues about how you

deal with people who present in a correctional facility with

mental health issues.

The report also talks about — a fair amount, it sounds to

me — conversation and research that has been done further to

the work of Mr. Loukidelis in conjunction with Howard

Sapers, the well-respected expert on confinement —

segregation — whatever you want to call it. What I noted here

is that it is a growing consideration of the group that, to

achieve this work — maybe I should step one back. Key in the

work is creating a clear understanding of where the use of

separate confinement is appropriate in discipline

considerations and where it may apply in administrative

situations. Principles such as no punishment outside of the

law, least amount of force to achieve best outcomes, right to

procedural fairness and review, and the preservation of human

rights at all costs are key elements that will need to be

considered and applied to these changes proposed. It is the

growing consideration of the group — this is the working

group — that to achieve this work in its best form, there may

need to be changes to the governing statute or regulation. It is

the intention of the working group to explore this fully and

then present options to decision-makers for consideration.

My question, Mr. Chair, is: When would we anticipate

seeing that work being completed by this working group? I

understand that it is important to bring people onside, but in

fact we have been talking about this very same issue in this

territory for many years. I am keen to see a resolution to this.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question. I too am

pleased to see the updates on the website available for public

consumption from the working group. I am very pleased with

the work that they are doing.

I have recently had the opportunity to visit — in

February, actually, I was in Nova Scotia for a matter involving

the Department of Education, invited to participate in a

conference there with respect to indigenous education. I took

the opportunity to visit the Central Nova Scotia Correctional

Facility on that trip because I tend to be a visual learner, and it

was important for me to understand what we were talking

about with respect to how they have advanced their care of

individuals with mental health issues in the correctional

facility.

That said, I know that members of the working group

were also familiar with that situation, and while nothing is the

be-all and end-all, they have certainly made great strides there

in focusing on this.

Let me just say that the working group’s work and

updates to the deputy minister — through him to me and then

publicly available — is really the vehicle for the

implementation of some of these changes. I am pleased that is

in fact the case. I don’t know that there has been a vehicle like

this in the past. Certainly this is the first time that we have had

such an inspection or that section of the Corrections Act was
used. We anticipate that, while the core part of that work — I

don’t want to usurp the work of the working group because it

is important that they are able to do that and to provide

whatever recommendations that they want to with respect to

how to achieve the recommendations set out by

Mr. Loukidelis. My understanding, and my most recent

update, is that the Corrections Act — some minor changes

might be brought forward in fall 2019 for the purposes of

allowing regulations to be made to achieve some of those

recommendations.

Certainly I am not promising an extensive rewrite of the

Corrections Act or anything to that effect, but we are focusing
at this point on what changes might need to be made to the

legislation so that proper regulations that will allow us to

improve situations will be permitted after that.

Ms. Hanson: We will look forward to that, hopefully in

the fall — some sort of regulatory changes or recognition.

The minister had mentioned some work with respect to

working on restorative or alternative practices to deal with

different kinds of infractions. I’m talking about specifically

within the context of Whitehorse Correctional Centre. The

report of the working group recognizes — just as the Auditor

General’s report did some years ago — that the duration of

stay for most people is short, so it is kind of difficult

sometimes to deal with it unless you get caught in a series of

infractions, and you end up getting stuck in there forever

before you even get to trial.

One of the things that was noted was that: “A meeting has

been held…” — and I am presuming it was with the

Investigations and Standards Office — “… with the

independent adjudicators responsible for hearing discipline

matters at the WCC and avenues have begun to be explored

and to have them consider Gladue factors in disciplinary

proceedings is underway. This will likely require some form
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of formal education to ensure the access and use of the

information related to the individual is done so in an

appropriate manner.”

Can the minister expand on that and give us some sense

of when this might happen? Use of Gladue reports in the

Yukon took a very long time to actually begin to happen. I

understand that there is a project in place to resource training

for people to do those. What is involved in terms of

incorporating Gladue factors and disciplinary proceedings at

WCC?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m mindful of the time, so I will

try to answer as succinctly as possible. This is an important

opportunity and an important issue.

I can indicate — the short answer is that training in-house

at the Whitehorse Correctional Centre, as well as the

individuals who are independent of the Whitehorse

Correctional Centre who are the hearers — or the triers of fact

for hearings of discipline — are already being trained with

respect to the concepts of Gladue.

The idea at this point is not necessarily full Gladue

reports being done to support those kinds of sanctions or

decisions about sanctions, but in fact the concepts and ideas

around Gladue and the factors that should be taken into

account are part of the education that is currently happening.

I just wanted to correct one point. This is not to split

hairs, but Gladue reports have been used here in the territory

for quite a long time. It’s only in the last couple of years that

there has been a properly funded program that is managed

right now by Legal Aid in conjunction with the CYFN. Those

reports are being properly funded and presented to the court.

But for many, many years, Gladue reports have been used —

either brought forward by individual First Nations that are

trying to present that information or sometimes by individuals

who have volunteered to do so and were paid sort of

erratically. It is important information that has to come before

the courts and it has done so in the past.

I can indicate that correctional officers and probation

officers are receiving training in First Nation history and

culture, developed in partnership by Yukon College and the

Council of Yukon First Nations, as well as training on how to

better work with and support inmates with mental wellness

issues, including cognitive disabilities such as FASD.

Correctional officer basic training now includes an orientation

session with a human rights focus, developed and delivered by

the Yukon Human Rights Commission.

I will probably leave it at that, Mr. Chair — other than to

say that these measures, in my view, are a path forward.

They’re not the end. It’s not sufficient for us to say, “Oh, we

have that training and that’s it. That’s enough, and we have

properly checked that box.” This is something that we need to

work — the departments of Justice and Health and Social

Services and other departments need to work together on these

initiatives so we are modernizing our responses to these kinds

of things and really supporting individuals with FASD or with

mental wellness issues so that our entire community can

benefit and those individuals can.

Mr. Chair, noting the time, I move that you report

progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Chair report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act, and directed me to report the bill without
amendment.

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, and
directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

The following written questions were tabled April 23,
2019:

Written Question No. 36

Re: bituminous surface treatment on community roads

(Kent)

Written Question No. 37
Re: Takhini River bridge walkway (Cathers)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Wednesday, April 24, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Speaker: The Member for Copperbelt North.

Mr. Adel: Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order

14.3, I request the unanimous consent of the House for

members to be permitted to wear denim in the Chamber today

for Denim Day.

Unanimous consent re Denim Day attire
Speaker: The Member for Copperbelt North has,

pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, requested the unanimous

consent of the House for members to be permitted to wear

denim in the Chamber today for Denim Day.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: Unanimous consent has been granted.

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Ms. Van Bibber: On behalf of Denim Day, I would

like to have everyone help me welcome some special guests

here. We have: the Yukon Hospital Foundation chair,

Philip Fitzgerald; the president, Karen Forward; supporter and

volunteer R.J. Hill; and Prev Naidoo, who works with

Karen’s Room.

Applause

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I would ask my colleagues to help

me welcome to the House today a number of visitors here for

the Skills Canada tribute. They are: Dr. Patrick Rouble,

Margaret Dumkee, Gerry Quarton, Samantha Hand, and

Dr. Mike Snider. Thank you for being here.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I know that we just introduced

Dr. Patrick Rouble, but I think that it is worth acknowledging

as well that he is the past MLA for “the beautiful Southern

Lakes”, and he is the person who coined that phrase for me. I

would just like to welcome him here today.

Applause

Ms. White: I invite my colleagues to welcome today to

the House four members here who are very early for the

debate about continuous glucose monitors. We have Yves and

Marney Paradis, and Jill and Jacob Nash. Thank you so much

for coming, and the little guy is going to deserve a medal by

the end of the day. Welcome, and we look forward to having

you here for today’s discussions.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of Denim Day

Mr. Adel: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon Liberal

government and the Third Party to recognize today —

Wednesday, April 24 — as the third annual Denim Day here

in the Yukon. My esteemed colleague has already introduced

our guests who are here for that, so I won’t repeat that. Thank

you for coming.

The Yukon Hospital Foundation sponsors this event to

raise money to support the Yukoners cancer care fund. I am

proud to be wearing my button in the House today and proud

that so many of my colleagues also have their buttons and

their jeans on to support this worthy cause.

Since 2014, this fund has helped more than 184 Yukoners

who are fighting cancer. Think about it — 184 Yukoners each

receiving $1,000. That means that in five years, this relatively

new organization has raised $184,000. The cancer fund helps

cancer patients and their families cover some of the out-of-

pocket costs that can be incurred while receiving cancer

treatment.

We have a pretty robust health care system here in the

Yukon, but there are always those costs that just aren’t

covered. The $1,000 grant could also be used for daycare, rent

or a mortgage that still must be paid even if one is fighting

this awful disease. Yukoners are encouraged to purchase and

wear a $5 Denim Day pin to show their support for the cancer

care fund. Mr. Speaker, today we are encouraged to wear

denim to work as a further show of support.

It can’t be said enough: Cancer touches all of us. It has

touched everyone in this Assembly in some way. In Canada,

cancer is responsible for over 30 percent of all deaths. Here in

the Yukon, 140 new cancer diagnoses are made each year.

Cancer is still the leading cause of death in the territory, as it

is in the rest of Canada.

Today I want to thank all Yukoners who have supported

Denim Day again this year. I also want to thank all those who

have made their contribution to this event by selling buttons.

This year, 26 businesses got on board to sell buttons, and that

was great — all in support of enhancing care for Yukoners.

We stick together; we look after one another.

The efforts of Yukoners and Yukon businesses in

ensuring that Denim Day 2019 is a success are appreciated by

those in our community who need the support at a very

difficult time.

Applause

Ms. Van Bibber: I am pleased to rise today on behalf

of the Yukon Party Official Opposition to pay tribute to
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Denim Day 2019 and the Yukoners cancer care fund. When

you think of a typical week that you have — your daily

routine, your chores, your obligations, your appointments and

just life — it is very busy and very full. Add a diagnosis of

cancer to that mix, and it can be overwhelming. Those daily

activities suddenly pale in comparison. Your world is turned

upside-down. Your emotional, social, spiritual, and physical

well-being have all changed.

It is all those things we take for granted, where we

realized people needed help in a totally different way — the

electricity kept on, the wood cut, food in the cupboard, snow

removed, trips to appointments — and the list goes on. When

ill, these tasks can become a hill too large to climb.

We are so proud of all Yukoners who have stepped up to

help with all our various fundraising campaigns. Since the

inception of this fund in 2013, we have assisted 185 families

at $1,000 per family. Remember, it is a gift from other

Yukoners to assist them in their time of need.

It would be easy to spit out stats here about the number of

cancer patients and the probability of getting some type of

cancer, but I won’t. I want to concentrate on the symbols of

hope — the daffodil we wear, the colours of the different

cancers and, today, it’s the Denim Day pin.

Growing up, as a young lady, we weren’t allowed to wear

jeans or denim to school or church, as it was for working men

— the miners and construction workers. How times have

changed. Denim is a wonderful symbol — the indestructible

hardiness of a fabric that we now wear as fashion to the

indestructible hardiness needed to conquer a disease that

affects our families, our friends and our communities.

The Yukon Hospital Foundation is the main force behind

this fund, and words are never enough to thank President

Karen Forward. She is outstanding in her spirit and so giving

of herself. We are forever indebted to her for her ideas, her

generosity, and her time. Some may say that it’s her job, but I

know different. She gives and gives over and above what is

expected in her normal work hours. Also kudos to her

husband, R.J. Hill — button-seller extraordinaire and top

volunteer. A special thank you for all you do for our

foundation.

The list of people and businesses who agreed to sell the

buttons this year has too many to name for our allotted time

— but you know who you are and know that we appreciate

every act of kindness and generosity that you give.

For each rural community that participated, thank you —

as we have helped someone from every community.

I searched for a standout quote that I could slip in at the

end here, but I think the tagline “Little by little — $5 becomes

a lot” is all that is needed. Thank you.

Applause

In recognition of Yukon Territorial Skills
Competition

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I rise today on behalf of the

territorial Liberal government to pay tribute to the Territorial

Skills Competition being held tomorrow in Whitehorse at the

Canada Games Centre, Porter Creek Secondary School, and

Yukon College.

Every year, the provinces and territories hold skills

competitions to test the skills of students and apprentices who

are studying a wide range of trades and technologies. I would

like to acknowledge the high school students and apprentices

from across the Yukon competing this year at this exciting

event.

They will have to demonstrate the skills of concentration,

detail, precision, focus, safety, and creativity — all under the

scrutiny of judges and the public. They will be using

blowtorches, hammers, knives, scissors, spatulas, and various

other tools. They will show us all what they’ve got — whether

baking a cake, building the best doghouse in the Yukon or

constructing with mechanical CAD — and everything in

between. History tells us that some of them will be invited to

attend the National Skills Competition in Halifax, Nova Scotia

at the end of May. In the past, Team Yukon has not only

competed in the nationals, but also at the WorldSkills

Competition.

Mr. Speaker, trades are a key to building thriving

communities, infrastructure, and businesses. We rely on

skilled trade workers for many of the services we take for

granted each and every day. Tradespeople and students are

critical to the Yukon economy. There is steady demand for

skilled workers in the trades. These uniquely skilled citizens

create a higher quality of life for themselves and for all of us

in the Yukon Territory.

I would like to recognize and thank the Yukon employees

and businesses and the Apprentice Advisory Board and other

tradespeople for all of the work they do on committees and

working groups to help us develop local apprenticeships.

I would also like to recognize Employment and Social

Development Canada who, along with the Government of

Yukon, provide ongoing funding for trades and technology

training.

Thank you to all of the facilitators, judges, teachers,

mentors, and coaches involved in this year’s competition —

many of whom are Yukon College instructors. Not only do

they promote careers in trades and technology, but they also

promote true excellence in our students and apprentices.

We so appreciate their tireless work and dedication

supporting our competitors at the territorial and national

levels. Thank you to all of the volunteers supporting this

year’s competition.

Thanks as well to Yukon College and to schools

throughout the territory for offering trades and technology

training and mentorship.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank Skills Canada

Yukon for organizing and hosting this competition and for

continuing to inspire Yukon’s bright young people to choose

trades and technology as a career path — maybe bright old

people too.

Today’s competitors are tomorrow’s builders, inventors,

innovators, electricians, stylists, and cooks and they are the

cornerstone of the Yukon economy and lifestyles that we

enjoy. I know that we all wish each and every competitor the
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best of luck during their competition over the next couple of

days.

Applause

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of both the Yukon NDP and

the Yukon Party ahead of tomorrow’s Territorial Skills

Competition. Not only is tomorrow’s competition an

opportunity for budding tradespeople to test out their skills in

a public forum — which I can say from experience is stressful

— it’s also a qualifier for the 25th annual Skills Canada

national competition. It’s exciting times, Mr. Speaker.

Two competitions have already been held — photography

was held on February 8 in Dawson City, and sheet metal was

held April 13 right here in town at Duncan’s Ltd. Sixteen

different trades will be showcased tomorrow in three separate

venues across the City of Whitehorse. The Canada Games

Centre will be buzzing with the energy of 14 competitions and

the Try-A-Trade and technology demonstrations for the

countless visitors who will make their way around the ATCO

arena. Culinary and baking are being held off-site in industrial

kitchens at the Yukon College and Porter Creek Secondary

School.

As a journeyperson, I’m a living example of why

choosing a career in trades or technology pays. I’ve been able

to follow my interests and passions around the globe on my

own terms, all because of my chosen trade. We agree with the

sentiment of “train today, trade tomorrow”, and we can’t wait

to see where the hands of tomorrow’s competitors take them.

Mr. Speaker, to all those competing, good luck, be safe,

and — most importantly — have fun.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further tributes?

Are there any returns or documents for tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling the Yukon Law

Foundation annual report for 2017-18, which is tabled

pursuant to section 83(2) of the Legal Profession Act.

Mr. Cathers: I have several documents for tabling

today. The first is a Parliamentary Budget Officer report

indicating that the Yukon government has reduced their share

of capital spending and highlighting lapses under this

government.

I also have for tabling copies of documents received by

the Official Opposition through an access to information

request, as well as another document.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 8 — response

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to begin by thanking

Yukoners for their advocacy and support for mental health

services in all of our communities. This is an issue that the

government takes very seriously, and many steps have been

taken to address the concerns that have been outlined in

Petition No. 8.

The Government of Yukon has provided funding to the

Many Rivers organization since May 20, 2001, when it was

called the Yukon Family Services Society. In an effort to

avoid confusion with the Yukon government’s Family and

Children’s Services branch, in 2007, the organization changed

its name to Many Rivers Counselling and Support Services

Society.

Though some enhancements to the agreement were made

since 2001, the core deliverables remain essentially the same.

Counselling services have not been offered by Many Rivers

since November 2018. A number of complaints were made

against the society to the registrar of societies.

The registrar of societies carried out an investigation into

these complaints. As we now know, the registrar of societies

found some of the complaints made against Many Rivers to be

valid. The registrar provided Many Rivers with a letter

outlining the findings and providing information on what the

society must do in order to become compliant with the

Societies Act. Many Rivers has set an annual general meeting
for Friday, April 26 at 5:30 p.m. as a first step. However,

although this is an initial step, we recognize that this means

that Many Rivers is not currently serving their clients.

As the health and wellness of Yukoners is our priority, we

have responded quickly to expand the availability of mental

health services to meet people’s needs during the service

disruption, and we will continue our efforts to meet Yukoners’

mental wellness needs during this disruption of services.

The Mental Wellness and Substance Use Services branch

has increased the availability of drop-in counselling to five

days per week. In addition to drop-in counselling, the Mental

Wellness and Substance Use Services branch offers longer

term counselling services, drop-in group sessions, inpatient,

and nursing services. There are also more supports available

in our communities than ever before thanks to the opening of

the mental wellness and substance use hubs in 2018, located

in Watson Lake, Carmacks, Dawson City, and Haines

Junction. These hubs provide generalist services to their

communities and specialist services to their communities and

the surrounding communities.

Mental Wellness and Substance Use Services can be

reached at 867-456-3838 for inquiries and access to services.

Individuals can call 1-866-456-3838 from anywhere in the

Yukon to access services.

In addition, we have contracted with the Canadian Mental

Health Association’s Yukon division to offer drop-in

counselling services. Drop-in counselling is offered by the

association on Tuesdays from 11:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. and

Saturdays from 11:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. Appointments can be

booked Monday through Friday, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. The
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Canadian Mental Health Association’s Yukon division is

located in the Horwoods Mall at 1114 Front Street in

Whitehorse and can be reached at 867-668-3429.

Between the services we offer at Mental Wellness and

Substance Use Services and those available through the

Yukon division of the Canadian Mental Health Association,

drop-in counselling services are available through the week to

meet Yukoners’ needs.

For the French community, we fund the Tel-Aide

listening line. This service is available 24 hours a day, seven

days a week and can be reached at 1-800-567-9699. A French

language counsellor is also available at Mental Wellness and

Substance Use Services.

In addition to the expanded drop-in counselling, a number

of contacts are available for individuals requiring crisis

support via helplines and crisis lines.

We recognize that there are multiple organizations,

including the Community Counselling and Support Services

Society, interested in providing mental health counselling

services in the territory. We are considering how to best

ensure that counselling services are made available to

Yukoners, and we will provide an update in the very near

future.

Speaker: Are there any further responses to petitions?

Petition No. 9 — response
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to begin by thanking

Yukoners, especially our youth, for their advocacy of a cause

that is important to our heart and our community well-being

and safety. Conversion therapy is an issue our government

takes very seriously. We committed with the Women’s

Directorate to advancing gender equality in ways that make a

meaningful difference in people’s lives. I am proud to see our

youth speaking up and fighting for what they think is right,

demonstrating their interest in the political process.

Recently, the Government of Yukon completed an

LGBTQ2S+ public engagement — the biggest consultation of

its kind to happen in our territory — to help ensure that Yukon

meets the rules and social standards for LGBTQ2S+ inclusion

and non-discrimination. Mr. Speaker, to that end, we have

already brought forward important legislation during three

consecutive Sittings of this House — legislation that addresses

known instances of LGBTQ2S+ discrimination and facilitated

LGBTQ2S+ inclusion. I thank all members of this Assembly

for their support of those legislative changes.

Having said that, we have always known that more work

needs to be done: work requiring legislative and regulatory

changes; work requiring changes to government policies,

procedures and processes; and work requiring changes to

attitudes and culture. That was the purpose of the recent

public engagement effort. Since receiving the petition, we

added the issue of conversion therapy to the official “what we

heard” document from the LGBTQ2S+ engagement process in

a section that includes issues raised outside of the formal

engagement process.

The next step is to survey the LGBTQ2S+ community to

determine the importance and impact of the issues so that they

can develop an action plan for the immediate and short term

and for the long term. Therefore, since receiving this petition,

our government also met with the Yukon Bureau of Statistics,

which will be testing, implementing, and analyzing the

survey. To all the 401 signatories to Petition No. 9: We heard

you, and we won’t do anything in or for the LGBT community

without the LGBT community.

We made sure to include conversion therapy as one of the

topics on the survey, and the main topics now include:

conversion therapy, health care, trans health care, education,

LGBTQ2S+ culture and community, and public services and

facilities. The electronic survey will be in the field for four

weeks beginning in early May and will ask respondents to rate

issues with respect to importance and impact on their lives.

The action plan may include: legislative changes, policy and

practice changes, process changes, marketing campaigns, and

advocacy funding — et cetera.

Mr. Speaker, I can assure all Yukoners that our

department is working on this important matter. The Women’s

Directorate deputy minister has met with All Genders Yukon

to discuss next steps regarding the survey and its distribution

to the community. She is also meeting with Queer Yukon

today to discuss next steps. Also, prior to the petition tabling,

our representatives from the non-profit organization

QMUNITY reached out to the Gender Sexuality Alliance

regarding the issue of conversion therapy.

The Women’s Directorate will reach out to Nova Scotia

to learn about their 2018 Sexual Orientation and Gender
Identity Protection Act and associated processes and

regulations. The September 2018 act made Nova Scotia, along

with Manitoba and Ontario, the third province to enshrine the

prohibitions of conversion therapy.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to insist again that there will be

nothing happening about LGBTQ2S+ Yukoners without

LGBTQ2S+ Yukoners. This is why the upcoming survey is so

key to moving our work forward, to ensuring non-

discrimination, and to improving inclusivity so that our action

plan is informed and prioritized by the areas of greatest

importance and impact to the Yukon’s LGBTQ2S+

community.

I have said before to this House that this government does

not support the practice of conversion therapy. I stand by that.

I also stand by my commitment to the LGBTQ2S+

community: Nothing about you without you.

Speaker: Are there any petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Gallina: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

continue to explore opportunities to work with volunteers and
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non-governmental organizations to offer intergenerational

programming at Whistle Bend Place.

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the

following motion for the production of papers:

THAT this House do issue an order for the return of the

Minister of Justice’s March 2019 letter to the commanding

officer of the Yukon RCMP setting the policing priorities for

2019-20.

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

acknowledge that there have been significant changes in early

childhood education since the Yukon Child Care Act and its
regulations were enacted 24 years ago; and

THAT this government direct the Yukon Child Care

Board to commence a review of the Child Care Act and its
regulations with a view to recommending changes to the

legislation and regulations that recognize and respond to the

realities of the 21st century.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Politicizing the public service

Mr. Hassard: Ensuring that the public service is non-

partisan and separate from political activities is essential.

Unfortunately, under the Liberals, there has been a trend of

politicizing the public service. It is not unheard of, under this

government, for public servants to be criticized or targeted for

nothing more than their affiliation with the Yukon Party. We

also hear complaints from public servants who say that they

are being asked to do things that they see as political

activities, so that brings me to today.

The Official Opposition has obtained documents showing

that the Minister of Economic Development’s department has

been instructed to conduct partisan research for the Liberals.

The file in question, obtained through ATIPP, is a document

called “YP meetings.docx”. Although there are several

redactions, it is clear that the department was conducting

partisan research by tracking the meetings of the Yukon Party.

My question for the minister is this: Did he instruct his

department to do this partisan work?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: No.

Mr. Hassard: As I mentioned, the document we

obtained shows the Department of Economic Development

conducted partisan research on behalf of the Liberals — but

they would only do this if instructed, so the question is: Who

ordered them to do this work?

We have also obtained an unredacted version of the same

document. With the redactions now removed from this

document, two things become clear: First, that the individual

conducting this work is uncomfortable, as they wrote that they

did not want to be “… alerting people that this kind of activity

is being undertaken…”; second, the document in the file

folder titled “research for minister” — both those sections

were redacted. So not only did the minister make non-partisan

public servants conduct political activities, it was clear that

they wanted to hide that this political activity was going on.

Why did the minister make his department conduct this

partisan work?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First and foremost, I think we on this

side of the floor completely understand the division between

political and public servants. This is not something that I

would ever ask of my team, and I can tell you that, in my

previous life in the public sector, and as well as working for

First Nation governments, when that sort of treatment is put

upon you — which I have certainly experienced before — it’s

not something that’s appropriate.

It’s not something that we would do on this side of the

floor. I see that it seems we’re throwing balls against the wall

to see what will bounce — that is what I see from the Leader

of the Official Opposition.

It saddens me today that he would come into the

Assembly and say these particular things. It’s not something I

would be directing — to monitor — I think what he said —

Yukon Party meetings. I’m not quite sure what that means, but

once again, it’s not something I would direct.

Mr. Hassard: It does appear that the minister

instructed non-partisan public servants to conduct political

activity on his behalf. This is inappropriate and unfair to these

hard-working professionals who come to work every day for

Yukoners. They don’t come here to do political work for this

government, but the Liberals are blurring the lines between

the non-partisan public service and their political interest.

The minister appears to have politically interfered — we

know that he has politically interfered in media requests to

delay and prevent the release of information. We have heard

of public servants being targeted for their party affiliations

and we have seen the Liberals making public servants insert

themselves into political discussions in the media. With

today’s documents, we see that the minister has made his

department conduct political activities. We also see that his

department was uncomfortable conducting this work, as they

indicated that they didn’t want to alert anyone.

By huge coincidence, both pieces of evidence proving

these activities were done show that it was wrong that they

were redacted, so the question is —

Speaker: Order.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Once again, I’m not quite sure what

the member opposite is speaking to. We understand the role

— as working in the public service, I understand as well — in

previous work — that division and line.

The member opposite touched upon the fact that, in a

particular case, I had swayed communication. Mr. Speaker, if

I know that a particular fact that’s being spoken about is

incorrect and I’m speaking about it, I am going to correct it.

That’s my job. Just because one particular public servant put

down an item that was incorrect — it’s my job to correct it.

First of all, there’s nothing wrong there. I can tell you —

in my previous job, before coming into this elected Assembly
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— having my previous boss take me aside to let me know that

members from across the floor had said that the organization I

worked for would be treated differently because I was

working there — those are the things that used to go on here.

Those are the dark days of what used to happen under the

previous government.

Once again, I understand the difference and division of

the role of the public service. We respect the public service.

The minister and my colleague who is in charge of the public

service will always ensure that all of our team understands the

rules and policies around that.

Question re: Politicizing the public service
Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, the Liberal Cabinet office

has previously been caught inappropriately giving direction to

departments about how to handle ATIPP requests.

The Liberals have also been caught having inappropriate

closed-door meetings to discuss ATIPP responses before they

go out. We’ve obtained a document through ATIPP that

shows someone instructed the Department of Economic

Development to conduct political activities for the Liberals.

Through an unredacted version of that document, we see that

someone appears to be the Minister of Economic

Development. We also see that the employee directed to do

the activity was very uncomfortable and wrote that they

wanted to ensure that they were not — quote: “… alerting

people that this kind of activity is being undertaken…”;

Those two pieces of information were the only things that

were redacted from that ATIPP. Since the Liberal Cabinet

office has been caught involving themselves in the ATIPP

process previously, the question is: Were they made aware of

this ATIPP request before it went out?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I look forward to seeing these

particular documents that the members of the opposition have

tabled or will table.

Clearly we see a trend in the Legislative Assembly. It’s

either a particular day where we’ll have five questions to one

member on a particular issue to keep them on their feet —

that’s the right of the opposition. We understand that our role

is to answer these questions. Or they will walk in and it will

be five questions to basically take shots at people’s characters.

That’s what we’re seeing today. I assume that every

question today will be something to diminish the good work

that we’re doing on this side. Any of the wins that we’ve had

or the luck we’ve had on our policies and our work —

whether it be at Economic Development or Energy, Mines and

Resources — they’re not going to ask any questions about

that. The questions are going to be just essentially character

shots.

We will let them carry on. Once again, I do not know

what the Member for Lake Laberge is speaking to. That’s not

any direction that I have given.

Mr. Cathers: We see the Liberal spin cycle is at full

speed now.

The minister claims to be unaware of contents of

documents that were generated for him by his department.

Besides the fact that this ATIPP shows the Liberals are using

the non-partisan public service to conduct political activity

under the direction of the Minister of Economic Development,

one thing jumps out at us: In the unredacted version of the

document, the concerned public servant wrote — quote: “…

without alerting people that this kind of activity is being

undertaken…”.

That part was redacted using section 16(1)(a) of the

ATIPP act. That section allows for redaction of advice to the

minister. The cover note that accompanied the ATIPP

specifically states that the redacted portions pertain to —

quote: “advice, proposals, recommendations, analyses …

developed by or for … a Minister.”

When the minister received advice that the government

should be careful about alerting anyone that this political

activity was going on, what did he do?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the 101

from the Member for Lake Laberge on ATIPP — once again,

coming into the Legislative Assembly — throwing mud across

the way, speaking to documents that I have not seen.

I feel comfortable in the work that I do in my role,

whether it be with Energy, Mines and Resources, Yukon

Development Corporation, Yukon Energy Corporation, or

Economic Development. I hope that in my interface with the

deputy ministers or presidents of those corporations that I am

always very clear. This is not something that I want to

undertake. We are very cautious in our work about the

direction that we give, whether it is from a standpoint of

communications right through to a standpoint of policy work.

This is not something that I have an expectation would

ever happen. We respect the people here within the Yukon

government and the good work that they do.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, I have to remind the

minister that we are talking about documents that were

prepared for him by his department. We do have concerns,

considering the fact that, in the past, we have seen that the

Liberals have not been afraid to politicize the public service.

These documents show that they instructed the non-partisan

public service to conduct political activities.

We have seen previous evidence that the Liberal political

staff were inappropriately involving themselves in the ATIPP

process, both telling departments how to process ATIPPs and

having closed-door meetings about ATIPPs. In this instance,

we have evidence that shows the Liberals instructed a public

servant to inappropriately monitor their political opponents.

The section of the document that says that they wanted to

ensure they didn’t alert people about this activity was

redacted, based on it being considered “advice to the

minister”.

Can the minister tell us how many times the department

has advised him that he should not be forcing the public

service to conduct political activity for the Liberals?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: There was a lot there, Mr. Speaker. I

think that starting off — first of all, the premise of the

question was incorrect. There was inaccurate information in

the start of the question which spoke to direction that did not

happen within our Cabinet Office. The Cabinet, as well as our

team here, completely understand and respect the policies and
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procedures that are in place. I find it very interesting today

that the members opposite — the focus of Question Period

today will be to read off documents that we have not seen and

to make accusations. I think that Yukoners will see through

that use today of the time of the Assembly. I think that they

feel that those are the most important items.

Once again, I will say for the record: I stand by my

approach to working with the public service and the respect I

have for them.

Question re: Energy supply and demand
Ms. White: Before I start today, I want the minister to

know that I have had this question in my pocket for days, as I

am very passionate about energy.

Mr. Speaker, we have raised concerns about the Yukon

Utilities Board’s recent ruling that limited Yukon Energy

Corporation’s ability to carry out demand-side management

programs. To our knowledge, that decision still stands. On

April 12, the Minister responsible for the Yukon Development

Corporation, alongside the MP for Yukon, and the President

and CEO of Yukon Energy Corporation announced that a

demand-side management pilot project would be run by the

Yukon Energy Corporation.

Is this new demand-side management pilot project

exempt from the Yukon Utilities Board’s recent ruling, or is

there a risk that the Yukon Utilities Board may not approve it

during the next rate application?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: No, it is not exempt and that is a great

question. We are still waiting for the final results on our

challenge to the Yukon Utilities Board based on the last rate

process that we undertook. There has been some good

dialogue here and the Third Party has given some — there has

been a good exchange, I think, between the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King concerning other options that are

available.

I’m not sure if it was touched upon when the Yukon

Development Corporation and Yukon Energy Corporation

were here as witnesses last week — I might add, for the third

spring in a row, which has not always been the case — but

just another example of transparency.

I will state that we’re looking at all the tools in the

toolbox to ensure that, depending on what plays out on this

first challenge, we know how we can support the financial

cost that Yukon Energy Corporation would incur through a

rate process.

Ms. White: When the YEC appeared as witnesses last

week, we asked the CEO about their efforts to overturn the

decision by the Yukon Utilities Board to block demand-side

management. The CEO said — and I quote: “There is no way

for us to formally appeal that.”

There’s very little Yukon Energy Corporation can

actually do to overturn this decision and they’re currently

waiting to hear if the Yukon Utilities Board will change its

mind on demand-side management. The Yukon government,

however, has the ability — whether through an order-in-

council or through legislation — to ensure that the Yukon

Utilities Board’s mandate doesn’t get in the way of demand-

side management projects.

Will the minister commit to taking legislative or

ministerial action to ensure the continuation of Yukon Energy

Corporation’s demand-side management programs in the

event the Yukon Utilities Board stands firm on its decision

that Yukon Energy Corporation should not pursue further

demand-side management programs?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: What I can share with the member

opposite is that I am ensuring that I have a very strong

understanding of all the tools that are available to me at this

particular time. As I understand from my briefings with the

Yukon Energy Corporation and the Yukon Development

Corporation, there was additional information provided.

We’re waiting to see if that changes the mind of the YUB. If it

does, then there would essentially be no reason to go through

a legislative policy process, because we would then have a

different perspective.

If we come to a point where those costs are not applicable

to rate, that means we would have to look at another option.

Once again, I would say that I’m looking to make sure I

have the tools. I have even gone so far as to ask that I have

language prepared that would potentially go through an

internal confidential process in Cabinet. But I am making sure

that we are prepared, because we do agree with the Member

for Takhini-Kopper King that this is a great initiative that is

something important and is something that we believe could

be incurred in the process of rate.

Ms. White: The reason we’re raising these issues is that

the Yukon Utilities Board’s ruling removed a key tool in

Yukon’s toolbox to reduce our greenhouse gas emissions and

by extension, the cost of burning fossil fuels. We have seen a

lower-than-normal snowpack, which means more reliance on

fossil fuels. We have seen Yukon Energy Corporation asking

Yukoners to dial back electricity consumption to avoid

burning costly and greenhouse gas-producing LNG, and

absent effective demand-side management projects, these

problems will continue.

When the Yukon Utilities Board ruled against the Yukon

Energy Corporation, they said that Yukon government would

be better suited to delivering demand-side management

programs, yet Yukon government does not have the ability to

implement demand-side management programs that will

reduce peak load — like time-of-use rates and smart meters.

Does the government recognize the unique role that

Yukon Energy Corporation has in implementing demand-side

management programs specifically to reduce peak load, and

will they commit to ensuring that Yukon Energy Corporation

can continue to carry out those programs?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: It would seem as though we’re sort of

debating the subject, but we’ve actually been in agreement

right from the first time it was brought to the Assembly. I

agree.

I think that there is a process that is underway and,

pending the result of that process, this will lead to additional

decision-making and potentially some policy change — or at

least a review of what has been done and then the next steps. I
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agree that we are in a situation that is critical when it comes to

where we stand on snow load. I think that the demand-side

management is a key policy piece for Yukon Energy.

I also want to commend the Yukon Conservation Society.

They spoke to this. There was a letter that was put in the local

newspapers by their energy analyst, who does a fantastic job. I

have taken the opportunity to meet, as well, with the Yukon

Conservation Society and Mr. Reaume to understand his

prerogative on this, as well as committing to meeting with

them about every three weeks on all topics they feel I should

be made aware of.

So once again, I am in alignment with the member

opposite. We are waiting to see what the decision is and then

we will look at next steps, but we agree on the fact that this is

a very important tool for energy in the Yukon.

Question re: Diabetes programs for children
Ms. McLeod: The Canadian Pediatric Society gives

Yukon a rating of “poor” on the management of type 1

diabetes in schools. Recommendations were made to Yukon

government on June 14, 2018, and the Department of

Education responded in follow-up letters. These letters

indicated that the Department of Education asserts that the

policy on administration of medication to students is of

sufficient breadth in type 1 diabetes management; however,

both the Yukon T1D support network and the Canadian

Pediatric Society maintain that the current policy does not

protect the health and well-being of children with type 1

diabetes.

This government has claimed that they are committed to

evidence-based decision-making, so can the Minister of

Education explain what evidence she used to arrive at a

different conclusion than both of these organizations when it

comes to protecting children with type 1 diabetes?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I don’t see it exactly the same way

as the member opposite. The response that was given by the

Department of Education clearly outlined the policy that is

currently the case. It’s not in fact — as is insinuated by the

question — that we have ignored the requirements or the

recommendations of the other organizations. In fact, all good

policy should be reviewed. We are very keen to work with our

communities, particularly any community involved with the

health and well-being of children. We will continue to do that.

We will review policies as they are brought to our

attention or as we proceed through them, because that is a

proactive position that the government departments should be

and are doing. I don’t see it the same way as the member

opposite. In fact, the response was about the current policy

and what it says.

Ms. McLeod: As we have mentioned, the Yukon has

been given a poor rating when it comes to the management of

type 1 diabetes in schools. This rating was from the Canadian

Pediatric Society, and it has been backed up by the Yukon

type 1 diabetes support network.

What efforts have been made to seek patient input, the

input of the Canadian Pediatric Society and the input of

Diabetes Canada in the formation of this policy — or any

policy — that is designed to protect Yukon children with type

1 diabetes?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: At least from my experience, I

appreciate the knowledge — even in the short period of time

— from speaking with parents who deal with this every day, I

have had the opportunity to learn about many challenges that

come along with it. I think it is just important to state that —

first of all, thank you to the parents who continue to educate

every one of us on this very important topic. Secondly, one of

the things that I have learned is that there are many

organizations that provide services in our communities, but

they are not necessarily comfortable, in particular cases, with

providing certain treatment options, for a number of reasons. I

think that probably has to do with risk and liability. There are

policies that have been in place. I think there are probably

policies that are parallel to a lot of different types of

treatments.

I will say that type 1 diabetes is something that has been a

challenge for people for a long time, and I know that our

government is trying to do the right thing. I am proud that the

minister is in the middle of a pilot program. It is not

something that has happened before here in the Yukon. We

are a year into it. I know that we are going to have a good

debate later on today about the importance of these particular

supports.

Once again, I think that this is not something in particular

that is happening in the Department of Education.

Question re: Community infrastructure
development

Mr. Hassard: This Liberal government has a habit of

using partisanship to make determinations about what

infrastructure projects will and won’t go forward. So let’s look

at the RCMP detachment in Faro.

The previous government completed the design of a new

detachment, and the project had in fact been tendered. It was

only due to an issue with the federal government’s own

spending authorities that the government insisted on holding

off on awarding a bid. The people of Faro of course wanted

this new detachment. The design is complete, and the project

was ready. Instead of moving forward with it, the Liberals

decided to build a new detachment instead. It must only be a

coincidence that Faro is in my riding and Carcross of course is

in a Liberal riding.

What does the minister say to Yukoners who would look

at this decision and see what appears to be a politically

motivated decision — cancelling a project in my riding and

putting a similar project in a riding that is held by a Liberal

Cabinet minister?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Whether I am personally insulted

by that insinuation or not is a different question. I am pretty

sure that Yukoners are insulted by that insinuation.

The Department of Justice has worked very closely with

the RCMP and has confirmed a new five-year capital plan

between 2017 and 2022 that will see significant investment in

the territory’s policing infrastructure along with a more

streamlined procurement process.
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I should note that the original agreement with respect to

the RCMP regarding infrastructure was signed in 2012. In

2017, when I was given the great honour of this responsibility

of this department, no detachments had been built. No

detachments had been proceeded with, with respect to the

planning or had been moved on with that concept, and the

agreement at the time was that something would be

constructed every five years.

The plan that is currently in place — and the member

opposite is quite correct that the negotiations took place with

the RCMP for the purposes of changing the way in which

those detachments and improvements would be funded — will

see a number of capital improvements made to policing

buildings in Ross River and in Faro, and then a new

detachment will be constructed in Carcross.

Mr. Hassard: Let’s move to another infrastructure

project that appears to be politically motivated. The Liberals

are cancelling work at the Ross River School because it’s

$200,000 overbudget, but then the Minister of Highways and

Public Works says that they’re not cancelling work on the

Klondike River bridge even though it’s $1 million overbudget.

Why the double standard, Mr. Speaker?

Again, it must be a coincidence, since the Ross River

School is in my riding and the Klondike River bridge is in the

Liberal riding.

What does the minister say to Yukoners who look at this

decision and see what appears to be a politically motivated

decision — cancelling a project because it’s overbudget in my

riding while not applying the same standard toward a similar

project in the riding that is held by a Liberal?

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: Member for Porter Creek Centre, on a point

of order.

Mr. Gallina: I am charging that the Leader of the

Official Opposition is in contravention of Standing Order

19(g): imputing false or unavowed motives to another member

by suggesting that ministers are making politically motivated

decisions on infrastructure projects.

Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on the point

of order.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, based on your past rulings

on Standing Order 19(g), it does not appear to meet that

definition. The Leader of the Official Opposition is asking

questions about the appearance of partisan decision-making.

He did not state as a definitive fact that it had occurred.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: My initial sense is that it’s a debate among

members and it’s a dispute as to the facts. I will review

Hansard and return if necessary, but for now, there is no point

of order.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

I doubt very much that the Leader of the Official Opposition

is finished, but I will answer his question this afternoon

anyway.

I am very proud of our work to build healthy, vibrant, and

sustainable communities throughout the Yukon. We have

invested in infrastructure and recreational facilities in Yukon

communities. We have updated the comprehensive municipal

grant to provide predictable, sustainable funding for Yukon

communities. We opened mental wellness hubs in Carmacks,

Haines Junction, Watson Lake, and Dawson City. We have

supported housing projects in Yukon communities, including

funding First Nation housing providers to increase the number

of housing units also in Ross River. We have repaired and

reopened the Ross River bridge — a vital community asset —

in the Leader of the Official Opposition’s riding. We have

partnered with the RCMP to commit to renovating or building

new detachment buildings in Ross River, Faro, and Carcross

— which he just referenced. We have enhanced flood

forecasting for all 17 flood plain communities in Yukon. We

have supported 41 rural homeowners to access clean drinking

water through the domestic water well program and we

supported the rural electrification and telecommunication

program so Yukoners can have access to electricity and

internet services.

Mr. Speaker, Yukoners deserve accurate information

from all of their elected officials. MLAs are their

communities’ voices in the Legislative Assembly, and when

they use their time in the House to spread misinformation

instead of advocating for their constituents, that’s really

disappointing for Yukoners.

Mr. Hassard: We will try another one here.

According to the CBC last February, the Liberals

submitted an infrastructure ask to Ottawa for $91 million to

help maintain and improve the north Klondike Highway. This

year, we asked the Liberals to submit an infrastructure ask to

Canada, asking them to provide money to help maintain and

improve the Shakwak portion of the Alaska Highway. In

response, the Minister of Highways and Public Works said

that he fundamentally disagreed with the opposition for

calling on our federal government to fund this stretch of road.

Again, it must be a coincidence that the north Klondike

Highway is in a Liberal riding and the Shakwak portion of the

Alaska Highway is in a Yukon Party riding.

What does the minister say to Yukoners who look at this

decision and see what appears to be a politically motivated

decision — standing up for a highway project in a Liberal

riding while refusing to stand up for a highway project that’s

in a Yukon Party riding?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Once again, Mr. Speaker, I want to

reiterate that Yukoners deserve accurate information from all

their elected officials.

I want to say that I do fundamentally disagree with my

good colleagues on the benches opposite. I believe the

Canadian government and the Yukon government should

invest in roads that are going to benefit Yukoners — that’s the

Klondike Highway; that’s the Robert Campbell Highway. I

believe we have to maintain the north Alaska Highway to a

standard that is safe and dependable and make sure that it is
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done. But I am not going to fund a road, sink enormous

amounts of money or ask the federal government to fund a

road that basically benefits the constituents of Alaska.

I will advocate that the federal government invest in the

Klondike Highway, which has been ignored for many years —

Some Hon. Members: (Inaudible)

Speaker: Order, please.

I am having difficulty hearing the minister.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: That has been ignored for many

years. I will advocate for improving the stretch of road on the

Robert Campbell Highway to Ross River. I will advocate for

improving roads to Haines Junction and other places, and I

will maintain the north Alaska Highway to the standard to

which it is safe and usable. But I believe that there is a lot of

roadwork that has to be done in the territory, and I think that

the money we’re getting from Ottawa should go toward road

construction projects that benefit Yukon constituents, not

Alaska.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
OPPOSITION PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

MOTIONS OTHER THAN GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
Motion No. 481

Clerk: Motion No. 481, standing in the name of

Ms. White.

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

introduce permanent funding for continuous glucose monitors

to include all Yukoners with type 1 diabetes.

Ms. White: Before I start today, I want to acknowledge

those in our communities who live with and are affected by

type 1 diabetes. Today and every day, we celebrate the DJs,

the mountain bikers, the construction workers, the nurses, the

dancers, the hockey players, the gymnasts, the scholars, the

volunteers, and every other active type 1 out there.

I also want to acknowledge those type 1s who can’t do all

the things they want to do and love because of the disease and

the effects of living with it when it’s not going their way. We

acknowledge and celebrate the parents, partners, and support

teams who live by alarms and graphs showing the blood

glucose levels of their loved ones, making sure that they’re

safe at all times.

There has been great movement since the creation of the

Yukon T1D support network. This organization provides

education, advocacy, and funding support to people with type

1 diabetes. Just this week, they sent letters to each MLA and

minister in this House, all in an effort to have continuous

glucose monitors funded for those with type 1 diabetes. They

collected 308 signatures on 75 individual letters asking that

members speak in favour of permanent funding for CGMs for

type 1 diabetics.

This group has worked hard and will continue to work

hard for those they care about and those in the communities

they may not know living with type 1 diabetes — believing

that, until a cure is found, the next best thing is making sure

that there are no barriers to being able to access continuous

glucose monitors.

I would like to thank Marney Paradis for her help with the

language and research documents that will help direct today’s

debate, and I smiled while initially going through the

documents she sent, knowing that it was the work of a PhD

student, as I needed both a thesaurus and a dictionary to figure

out some of the wording. So thank you for that.

I also want to thank those who have shared their personal

experiences, which I will share again today. Your journey is

your own. Your experience is your own. Please know that

sharing them is incredibly powerful, so we thank you and we

will hold those close.

Mr. Speaker, there are two types of diabetes, both type 1

and type 2.

Today my focus is on those living with type 1 diabetes.

Type 1 diabetes is an autoimmune disease. It is not caused by

poor diet or lack of exercise, and in spite of decades of

research, there is no cure in sight. Type 1 diabetes occurs

when the pancreas does not produce insulin, so individuals

with the disease are required to provide insulin via pump or

injection.

In a person with type 1, blood glucose levels determine

the amount of insulin that is required to be injected into the

body, but this is a very complex process that requires a

significant amount of sophisticated calculations and

reasoning. Have you exercised? Are you going to exercise?

When did you last eat? What was it, and has it worked

through your system yet? The questions are endless in the

calculations of the right amount of insulin.

Overall, the individual with type 1 diabetes tries to keep

their blood glucose level within a certain target range. There

are two spheres of concern for type 1: hyperglycemia, which

is high blood glucose, and hypoglycemia, which is low blood

glucose. Hyperglycemia can be present for hours, days,

weeks, or months, with longer durations and higher blood

glucose levels resulting in greater symptomatic displays.

Rapid weight loss, thirst, and frequent urination are common

symptoms of high blood glucose. Longer durations of

hyperglycemia result in nausea, mood changes, fatigue,

blurred vision or loss of vision, rapid breathing, and eventual

loss of consciousness, coma, and even death.

Diabetic ketoacidosis, or DKA, occurs in hyperglycemia

when the body starts using stored fat as a source of energy. In

the process of breaking this fat down, the body releases acids

called “ketones”, which can accumulate in the blood and turn

it acidic. DKA can occur in a matter of hours and, without

immediate treatment, can be fatal. Although DKA occurs in

hyperglycemia, it is not causative. Rather, DKA can occur in

any state of hyperglycemia.
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Prevention of hyperglycemia is a central task in diabetes

management and this responsibility extends to dietary,

exercise, and lifestyle considerations. Individuals with type 1

diabetes must always calculate their carbohydrate intake to

determine how much insulin is required to prevent high blood

glucose. The effects of fats and proteins that are in any meal

must also be weighed, as higher levels of fats and proteins

may cause a peak in blood glucose many hours after

consumption. There is no one-size-fits-all calculation that

supports people in this task. Calculating insulin is a difficult

and tedious undertaking that must be considered every time

food or drink is consumed, and the estimations are specific to

the individual. There is no one-dose-fits-all model.

When exercising, aerobic activity generally causes a drop

in blood glucose, while resistance exercise typically causes

blood glucose to rise. This makes it difficult to exercise on a

whim, as there must be pre-calculations and planning

involved.

Continuous glucose monitors help reduce the complexity

of food and exercise ratios by both alerting the wearer to

decreases and increases in blood glucose levels and in

providing trend data, which allows the wearer to recognize

symptomatic displays prior to an actual episode. Quality of

life expands exponentially with the use of a CGM. This value

can never be understated.

The need to prevent and treat hyperglycemia is equal to,

or perhaps inferior to, the need to avoid hypoglycemia.

Hypoglycemia is a potentially life-threatening condition that

occurs as a result of low blood glucose levels. For those with

type 1 diabetes, hypoglycemia is the single greatest threat to

one’s health. It can occur rapidly and without warning in spite

of all responsible attempts to avoid it. Severe hypoglycemia is

arguably the most dangerous complication of type 1 diabetes,

as it can result in permanent cognitive impairment, seizure,

coma, accidents, and death.

One of the greatest risks of severe hypoglycemia is

hypoglycemia unawareness, a condition where drops in blood

glucose fail to kick-start the normal nervous system responses,

like hunger or sweating. Hypoglycemia unawareness

conservatively affects between 20 to 25 percent and up to an

estimated 40 percent of persons with type 1 diabetes, with

fully half of those who have had the disease for at least 25

years being affected. Recurrent exposure to hypoglycemia

reduces awareness of it through counter-regulatory hormonal

protection against hypoglycemia, leading to an increased risk

of severe hypoglycemia. In other words, the more an

individual enters into hypoglycemia, the more at risk they are

of developing hypoglycemia unawareness. CGMs help alert

the wearer to an upcoming low glucose level, which reduces

the chance of hypoglycemia and in turn reduces the

occurrence of future hypoglycemic episodes.

Another major consideration in this discussion about the

importance of funding CGMs for all type 1 diabetics and their

quality of life is that, when talking about the management of

hypoglycemia, the fear of hypoglycemia is a driver in the

individual’s disease-management decisions. Decisions get

made on fear. Apprehension of the swift and very serious

consequences of untreated hypoglycemia contributes to raised

blood glucose readings, as the long-term complications —

though certainly undesirable — do not hold the same

immediacy or ramifications as does severe hypoglycemia.

What this justifiable fear creates is a teeter-totter in glycemic

levels, with the fear of long-term complications being a

driving force in controlled blood glucose levels being

balanced and the fear of immediate complications serving as a

catalyst in raised blood glucose levels. If an individual has

access to a CGM, they are more likely to react in manners that

keep both hypoglycemia and hyperglycemia at bay.

In addition to the immediate complications that arise from

hypoglycemia and hyperglycemia, there exist the long-term

chronic complications that are a leading cause of end-stage

renal disease, blindness, foot and leg amputation, and

cardiovascular disease.

Diabetic retinopathy is the leading cause of blindness and

is caused by high blood glucose damage to the blood vessels

of the light-sensitive retina. Early retinopathy is present in

around 12 to 15 percent of adolescents with type 1 diabetes.

After 20 years of the disease the majority of adults with type 1

display some form of diabetic retinopathy, with one-third to

one-half of those developing a vision-threatening disease.

Diabetic nephropathy, or kidney disease, is a leading

cause of mortality for persons with T1D and, once developed

into end-stage renal disease, is a predictor of cardiovascular

disease. Approximately half of all individuals will enter into

some type of kidney disease at a developed rate of two to

three percent annually.

Diabetic neuropathy, or nerve damage, is a painful and

often debilitating effect of diabetes that is largely experienced

in the extremities. Little advancement in neurological

therapies has created an absence in neuroscience

commitments, with scant pharmaceutical interests. What that

means, Mr. Speaker, is that there has been little change in the

management or treatment of nerve pain. It affects at least half

of those persons with T1D.

Cardiovascular disease is another leading cause of death

for persons with T1D. Compared to the general public,

mortality in type 1 diabetics still increased by two to eight

times. The incidence of the disease increases with age but, in

addition to lifestyle and hereditary factors, persons with type 1

diabetes are affected by glycemic load. The duration of

diabetes is a component of total glycemic load. Defined as the

cumulative exposure of the blood vessels to glucose, glycemic

load is a function of diabetes duration and glycemic

variability. The longer the duration of diabetes, the greater the

glycemic load — and thus the damage.

CGMs help in the prevention of glycemic load as they

alert the wearer to high glucose levels. To reduce the

likelihood of health complications, it is essential that

individuals have ongoing, good management of their disease,

and this management has been clinically focused on tightly

controlled blood glucose levels. This is the result of two

foundational longitudinal studies — those being the diabetes

control and complications trial and the epidemiology of

diabetes interventions and complications study. These studies



4578 HANSARD April 24, 2019

resulted in a 26-year-long examination of persons with type 1

diabetes, and the results of these studies have set the stage for

all diabetes management. These studies indicate that end-stage

renal disease, blindness, foot and leg amputation, and

cardiovascular disease are the result of a lack of tightly

controlled blood glucose levels. Further, these studies have

indicated that the sooner an individual is able to control their

glucose levels, the less likely they are to have complications.

This is a critical consideration. Yukon government is

never going to match the research that already exists. They

will just not be able to. Two major multi-centre randomized

clinical longitudinal studies have empirically stated that the

key to reducing future health complications is through

immediate, tightly controlled blood glucose levels. General

practitioners, endocrinologists, and patients alike all strive to

have blood glucose levels within a certain target range,

usually set at 4 to 7.

Continuous glucose monitors assist in the management of

blood glucose by ensuring that the wearer is always informed

of their current glucose level, is alerted to impending highs or

lows, is able to identify glucose trends, is able to adjust their

carb, fat, and protein intake and exercise outputs to meet those

trends, and is able to sleep through the night without dropping

to a dangerous low.

Mr. Speaker, I want to share the experiences of two

different Yukon residents with type 1 diabetes: an individual

in their early 20s and an individual in their late 40s.

For the young person, they check their blood glucose by

finger poke and saw that it was at 5.5 — a safe driving level.

Ten minutes into driving on the Alaska Highway, this

person’s blood glucose had dropped to dangerous levels and

they started having seizures as they were driving. They drove

across the centre line and crashed into the ditch.

If this individual had been wearing a continuous glucose

monitor, they would have been alerted that their blood glucose

was dropping rapidly and could have taken the appropriate

responses. This person followed the rules. They acted

responsibly and still ended up in a life-threatening situation,

both for themselves and others.

Mr. Speaker, the individual in their 40s has faced the

snowball effect of hypoglycemia where every episode of low

blood glucose reduces the body’s capacity to recognize future

hypoglycemia. First diagnosed at seven, this person has had a

lifetime of monitoring their blood glucose levels, but despite

best efforts at management, they live with the consequences of

what can go wrong. They have had a kidney transplant, heart,

eye, and feet issues — all related to diabetes complications —

again, by no fault of their own.

Last year, this person had to call an ambulance no less

than six times in seven months alone prior to getting a CGM.

Since receiving a CGM at the end of August last year, they

haven’t needed to call the ambulance even one time.

I was told today that the last two mornings, they have got

up with a low that they probably would have slept through had

it not been for the alert that woke them from their CGM.

Again, when this individual had access to a CGM, they

were alerted to when their glucose levels were dropping and

were able to take the necessary steps to stop hypoglycemia.

In the Yukon, I know we are currently in year 2 of a two-

year pilot project and this pilot project provides continuous

glucose monitors to persons ages zero to 18 and 19 to 25, with

the 19 to 25 age group being handled by the Yukon T1D

support network. This non-profit group has engaged in

discussions with the young people who are currently using

CGMs as their primary blood-monitoring method and have

provided some direct patient quotes to help us better

understand the need to fund these tools on a permanent basis.

From a patient aged 25 — and I’m quoting: “I was

actually afraid to go to bed each night. Actually afraid that I

wouldn’t wake up. Every single night I would say my thanks

to the Universe and ask to be cared for so that I would wake

up. Every single morning I would wake up and say thanks for

looking out for me. I was sometimes terrified. Sometimes I

would wake up like at 3 am covered in sweat and I know that I

had just had seizures. I know that my blood sugars went so

low that I had seizures. It is so scary to think that you might

not wake up. But now my Dexcom wakes me up when I’m

going low.”

Patient, aged 23 — again, I’m quoting: “I used to say no

when I would get invited to go hiking or backpacking or

something. It was just too scary because I had to use Glucagon

once when my blood sugar went really low and wouldn’t

raise. My CGM lets me hike and do things outside. I want to

do these things. I was just afraid before.”

Mr. Speaker, patients aren’t the only ones who

understand the value of CGMs. Many researchers understand

their importance, and I have a selection of quotes from very

recent studies.

From Heinemann et. al: “Our findings indicate that

individuals with type 1 diabetes treated by MDI and with

impaired hypoglycaemia awareness or severe hypoglycaemia

can minimise both biochemical and clinical hypoglycaemia

through use of rtCGM without compromising overall

glycaemic control.”

Again, from the Juvenile Diabetes Research Foundation

— and I’m quoting: “Continuous glucose monitoring

improves glycated hemoglobin levels and may enhance the

management of type 1 diabetes in adults who have the

motivation to use this technology and the capability to

incorporate it into their own daily diabetes management.”

Again: “CGM has a beneficial impact on hypoglycaemia

fear, one of the major barriers to optimal glucose control.”

Another quote: “The use of CGM was associated with

improved glycemic control… more so than insulin pump

therapy. Strategies to effectively increase and utilize advanced

diabetes devices among T1D patients of all race/ethnicities,

insurance types, and languages could substantially improve

clinical outcomes.”

Another one: “Among adults with type 1 diabetes who

use multiple daily insulin injections, the use of CGM

compared with usual care resulted in a greater decrease in…”

blood glucose “… level during 24 weeks.”
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Here’s another quote: “Numerous studies have shown that

use of CGMs improves glycemic control and quality of life in

both children and adults with type 1 diabetes treated with

either continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion or multiple

daily insulin injection therapy, improving…” blood glucose

level “… shortening the time spent in hypoglycemia and

hyperglycemia, and reducing moderate-to-severe

hypoglycemia…”

Here’s another quote: “Among patients with inadequately

controlled type 1 diabetes treated with multiple daily insulin

injections, the use of CGM compared with conventional

treatment for 26 weeks resulted in lower…” blood glucose

levels.

Here’s another quote: “Continuous Glucose Monitoring…

has been demonstrated to be clinically valuable, reducing risks

of hypoglycemia and hyperglycemia, glycemic variability…

and improving patient quality of life for a wide range of

patient populations and clinical indications…”

Mr. Speaker, I have three quotes to go. This next one:

“Real time CGM offer clear advantages over self monitored

blood glucose by providing considerably more robust and

useable information.”

The next one: “The presence of accurate real-time

glucose values allows patients and their providers

exponentially more data for diabetes care decisions.”

The last one: “CGM might be the best example of

diabetes precision medicine widely available today since an

individual’s daily glucose patterns are revealed at a glance and

can effectively guide a clinician’s and a patient’s shared

decision-making session”.

To be clear, we’re talking about choices and personal

financial costs. For many, these costs will already be covered

through a private health insurance program through

employment. Some individuals or families may be able to

afford a CGM and already may be paying the full cost, and

still others have no way of paying, and as a result, do not have

access to the best health care possible.

We know, and research has shown, that an individual

with a CGM will be saving the health care system money in

the long term, and — most importantly — the individual with

type 1 diabetes and access to a CGM will have a better health

outcome and a better quality of life.

The Yukon government has already shown that they can

be leaders in type 1 diabetes management, but what we’re

asking them today is to continue on that path and go further.

In 2017, the Yukon government initiated a pediatric CGM

pilot project and supplemented this with a second CGM pilot

project for those ages 19 to 26. In 2018, the Yukon

government funded the Yukon T1D support network and their

efforts to host a diabetes expo, an event that registered at

capacity within a 24-hour period.

Also in 2018, the Yukon government’s own Department

of Economic Development funded a short film to highlight the

ways that employers can better support those with type 1

diabetes. Mr. Speaker, you can see that commercial often at

the movie theatre before the movies start, and it has a very

strong impact. It’s important to know that there are things that

we, as employers, can do for those who we employ who have

type 1 diabetes.

It is important that government continues in their effort to

support the livelihood and health of those with type 1

diabetes. It is critical that CGMs be immediately funded as a

central component in type 1 diabetes management.

We believe that the type 1 diabetes patient group has

advocated loudly that they need to be present and have a voice

in what drugs and devices work best for them. Type 1

diabetics should not have the cost of continuous glucose

monitors be a barrier for healthier, safer lives.

We are asking today in our motion that government fund

this now — that they don’t wait into the future, that we don’t

investigate, that we don’t research — because, like I have

said, the research has already been done. What we’re asking is

for the Yukon government to fund the access to CGMs for all

type 1 diabetics who need that equipment to be funded.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I appreciate the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King bringing this motion forward for debate

and I acknowledge our guests here in the Legislative

Assembly with us today.

As Yukoners know, our Liberal government is committed

to a people-centred approach to wellness that helps Yukoners

thrive — all Yukoners, Mr. Speaker.

I want to — before I go deeper into my comments — just

to express to the Legislative Assembly my own personal

connection to diabetes. My father suffered from diabetes for

approximately the last 10 years of his life, and a couple of

years ago, my father-in-law passed away from diabetes. There

are other members of our team who certainly are impacted by

diabetes. So I know the struggles personally, but I don’t know

the struggles of being a parent and trying to monitor this and

to live in fear. I don’t know that, and I can’t imagine what it

would be like to have to live with that type of stress or to see

it debated by politicians on the floor of the Legislative

Assembly, even.

We recognize that Yukon has a growing population and is

home to an increasing diversity of individuals at different

stages in their lives with different needs and different

concerns when it comes to health and wellness. As this motion

suggests, some Yukoners are dealing with type 1 diabetes are

in need of insulin to help them regulate their blood sugar

levels. Both type 1 and type 2 diabetes patients are eligible for

100-percent coverage of their insulin under the Yukon health

care insurance plan. After they pay any required deductible up

to a maximum of $250 annually under the chronic disease

program and the children’s drug and optical program, there

are no copayments for any clients and there is no deduction

for pharmacare clients.

In terms of the cost to the health care system to provide

this coverage, a number of factors contribute to spending on

insulin. Just looking at the number of people with diabetes in

the territory is insufficient, since patients have different needs

when it comes to insulin. People with type 1 diabetes

generally use more insulin than those with type 2. Some type
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2 patients don’t use insulin and manage their diabetes with

oral medications only.

There are many types of insulin. Newer types of insulin

have come on the market in recent years. Many of the newer

drugs are older standard medications, but of course the insulin

is only useful when you are aware that you need it. In order to

know when you need insulin, you need to monitor the level of

glucose in your blood system. This was traditionally done by

drawing blood — usually by pricking a finger or other body

part — and testing it to determine the glucose level.

More recently, as members know, continuous glucose

monitoring, or CGM, devices have been developed that

automatically track an individual’s blood glucose levels

around the clock. These devices are less invasive, since they

work by way of a sensor that measures the glucose levels in

the fluid between cells, avoiding the need to draw blood. The

sensor transmits the information to a monitor — or in some

cases, directly to a smart phone or tablet — so that an

individual can more closely monitor their glucose levels.

It is clear that these CGM devices have the potential to

make it much easier to manage type 1 diabetes. This is

particularly true in the case of children who have type 1

diabetes, making it easier for families to manage the

condition. The catch of course is that these devices are rather

expensive, making it difficult for those with type 1 diabetes to

use them. Our Liberal government recognizes the potential of

these devices to help Yukoners with type 1 diabetes live

healthier lives.

Last year, we introduced the type 1 continuous glucose

monitoring pilot program. The program started January 1,

2018, and will run until March 31, 2020. This pilot program

provides each individual family with one-time funding of

$10,000 to cover expenses such as sensors, transmitters,

receivers, and other supplies and replacement of CGM

devices. There are two groups eligible for the pilot: children

18 and under, and young adults 19 to 25. They receive

funding through the type 1 diabetes support network. There

are currently nine children and six young adults enroled in the

pilot program. I would note that all of those who wanted to

participate in the pilot program were able to participate. No

one was turned away, Mr. Speaker. These individuals are

required to provide annual report detailing their experience

with these devices to help our government understand the true

potential of CGM devices and to help Yukoners with type 1

diabetes.

Given that the program is currently underway, we are in

the process of gathering data from the participants to help us

make an informed decision going forward. We are proud of

the pilot program. We recognize that type 1 diabetes can be a

difficult condition for Yukoners to manage, especially young

Yukoners. Yukon families dealing with type 1 diabetes are

under considerable pressure, both to monitor and properly

manage the insulin levels of their family members and also to

cover the cost of doing so, whether it be through traditional

test strips and monitors or through the newer CGM devices.

We want to help these Yukoners and Yukon families and ease

the burden of this condition so that they can live healthier,

flourishing lives. We believe that the pilot program will

provide us with useful information about how we can best

support Yukoners with type 1 diabetes.

Our Liberal government is proud of the fact that we take

good ideas, regardless of where they come from. The Member

for Copperbelt South has been a proponent of these devices

for some time and suggested such a pilot program in 2017. I

am sure that the member and his colleagues in the Official

Opposition were pleased when we introduced the pilot

program in 2018.

I am not clear — when I was reading through everything

— why the member opposite did not take the opportunity to

introduce such a program when they were in government, but

that is really beside the point, Mr. Speaker. Here we are, in

2019, and our Liberal government has a pilot program in

progress. The fact that it is ongoing and will be until this time

next year is important.

The current motion put forward by the new Leader of the

NDP calls on the government to introduce permanent funding

for continuous glucose monitors to include all Yukoners with

type 1 diabetes. This is a noble suggestion, but I would

suggest that it is a little premature given that we are in the

process of gathering evidence around the effectiveness of

these devices for Yukoners with type 1 diabetes. That is why I

would like to propose a friendly amendment to the motion.

Amendment proposed
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I move:

THAT Motion No. 481 be amended by replacing the

word “introduce” with the word “consider”.

By deleting the word “introduce” and replacing it with the

word “consider”, it would read:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

consider permanent funding for continuous glucose monitors

to include all Yukoners with type 1 diabetes.

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the

proposed amendment with Madam Deputy Clerk and can

advise that the proposed amendment is procedurally in order.

It seems to be relatively straightforward.

It has been moved by the Member for Mountainview, the

Minister of Tourism and Culture:

THAT Motion No. 481 be amended by replacing the

word “introduce” with the word “consider”.

The proposed amended motion would then read:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

consider permanent funding for continuous glucose monitors

to include all Yukoners with type 1 diabetes.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I do hope that the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King will understand why my colleagues and

I consider this a friendly amendment. We are not opposed in

principle to the idea being put forward. As I said, we are

committed to a people-centred approach that helps Yukoners

thrive.

At the same time, our Liberal government is committed to

evidence-based decision-making. This pilot program is
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providing us with real first-hand data from Yukoners and

Yukon families who are dealing with type 1 diabetes, but the

program is not over. It has roughly another 11 months to go,

and we believe that it is prudent to let it finish so we can

gather all the data before we make a decision going forward

around continuous glucose monitors in Yukon.

Our plan was to introduce this pilot project precisely to

generate the relevant local information so that we can make an

evidence-based decision. This is the commitment that we

made to Yukoners and we plan to deliver on it. Once we have

the information, we can assess the information and consider

how best to serve Yukoners who suffer from type 1 diabetes,

including the possibility of permanent funding for continuous

glucose monitoring.

I believe that the amendment I have proposed properly

aligns with the fact that we are in the midst of a pilot program

on the issue which will provide information required to make

an evidence-based decision. As I said, this is a commitment

we made to Yukoners, and frankly, Yukoners deserve no less

from their elected representatives.

I will leave it at that, Mr. Speaker. I really look forward to

hearing the views of my colleagues here in the House, and I

hope we have the support for the amendment.

Ms. White: When the minister came to speak to me

earlier and referenced a friendly amendment, I said at the time

that I didn’t view it as friendly. There are a lot of reasons why

I don’t view it as friendly. I understand where the government

is coming from, but when we take away the language that

talks about action now and we switch it and talk about

“considering” — so possibly in the future, we may or may not

move forward with this.

The challenge that I have right now is that the

Government of Yukon — the Liberal Government of Yukon

— is talking like they are the inventors of the continuous

glucose monitor and that they don’t quite have enough

information as to whether or not it is effective in monitoring

of blood glucose levels. The reason I have issues with that is

that there have been countless studies — many that I have

quoted from — done by people who are much more intelligent

than me, who talk about the reasons — how important the

CGMs are to people with type 1 diabetes.

In the initial speaking, I believe the minister was

referencing type 2 diabetes, which is quite a bit different from

type 1 diabetes. The motion that I have put forward talks

about type 1 diabetics, which is not a lifestyle. It is not

something that happens by any action of the person with type

1 diabetes. I have concerns when the minister talks about the

pilot project only because it is very limited in age. The person

who I referenced who is in their late 40s has had a kidney

transplant due to complications of diabetes, has had parts of

her feet amputated because of diabetic complications, has had

complications, and is living with those complications.

In their own words, they said that in the time since the

T1D support network — that is where they got the CGM

because they can’t afford it. It is not affordable for their

family. If it wasn’t for the T1D support network, they

wouldn’t have access to that CGM at this point — that they

would not be able to have this technology that, in their very

own words, woke them up in the last few mornings when they

would have slept through a low. This is the same person who

had an ambulance called more than six times in seven months.

I hear what the minister has said, but this is not

technology that has been invented by the Yukon Liberal

government. This is technology that exists in the world. It has

had countless studies. It has been researched. It has been

tested. Those devices alone needed to be tested by the medical

community before they could even be released to the public.

When the minister says that she hopes the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King will vote in favour of this amendment, I

can say with clarity — I can say right now: That is not going

to happen. I don’t believe that this amendment is friendly. It

takes away from it being a concrete action to talking about

into the future — and I disagree. The minister laid out all the

reasons why we should be funding these for the territory, I

believe.

As for the amendment, it is not something that I can

support.

Mr. Kent: With regard to the amendment, the Yukon

Party Official Opposition will not be supporting this

amendment either, for many of the same reasons that my

colleague from Takhini-Kopper King outlined.

This is an issue that she and I have shared as opposition

members over the past 2.5 years and it is something that is

extremely important to constituents of mine and to their

families — as outlined by the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King — in the volume of letters and signatures that came in

and the work that the T1D support network put into getting

those letters signed and those signatures attained so that we

could have a debate here on the original motion that was

brought forward by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King that

suggested that we introduce permanent funding for continuous

glucose monitoring equipment for all Yukoners who have type

1 diabetes.

After this amendment gets voted on and hopefully gets

defeated, we can talk about the original motion or the motion

as amended again. I will have some more comments at that

point. Again, I agree with the Member for Takhini-Kopper

King that a simple switch of the words from “introduce” to

“consider” does introduce some uncertainty to whether or not

this funding will be provided and this equipment provided to

all Yukoners who have type 1 diabetes.

Just from personal experience: I was at a meeting with a

few of the parents from the T1D support network and two of

those parents had that equipment with their children. We were

in the coffee shop and their phones were up, and they were

monitoring the blood sugar levels of their kids who were at

school at that time. When you see how important this

technology is in person and can watch those parents interact

but still stay focused on what their children’s blood sugar

levels are — it’s something that certainly showed me and I

imagine would show others the importance of this type of

equipment for families with children. Of course, with the
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examples provided by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King,

it’s also important for some of the older individuals who are

able to lead a more healthy and active life because of this type

of equipment.

Like the Member for Takhini-Kopper King, we thought

we had a chance to make a difference here today in the lives

of Yukoners who are living with type 1 diabetes by

introducing that permanent funding rather than considering

permanent funding, which again allows the government to

kick the ball down the field a little bit further. Perhaps we will

be back here next spring debating a similar motion with

respect to this funding. It is disappointing that this amendment

came forward as I felt we had a real chance to make a

difference here this afternoon for Yukoners who have type 1

diabetes in their families, but it doesn’t look like we will get

that opportunity.

Mr. Gallina: I will briefly speak to the amendment. I

didn’t hear the government claiming to invent devices or be

the experts on the devices that are in question today. What I

heard the minister state is that there is a pilot project that is

currently in effect.

I agree with the minister that the motion as presented is

very important. I agree that it is premature in that we are in the

process of gathering evidence around the effectiveness of

CGMs for Yukoners with type 1 diabetes. I think it’s prudent

for us to continue to go through this process that we have

started. This is concrete action. The Member for Takhini-

Kopper King talks about concrete action. We funded support

for a diabetes expo; I know that. We have provided funding

for a video awareness campaign around diabetes. We have

instituted this pilot program for two years. It is providing

support to Yukoners, and I don’t believe that there were

Yukoners who were turned away from this pilot program.

As the minister also conveyed, we are not opposed to the

idea of permanently funding these devices. We continue to be

committed to evidence-based decision-making. This pilot

program is providing us with real first-hand data from

Yukoners and Yukon families. This trial will help us to

understand how CGMs reduce stresses on caregivers and

increase the quality of life for both children and families.

The pilot program has roughly 11 months to go, and we

believe that it is prudent to let it finish so that we can gather

this data before we make a decision of going forward. Once

we have that information, we can assess the information and

consider how to best serve Yukoners who suffer from type 1

diabetes, including the possibility of permanently funding

CGMs.

I agree with the minister that the amendment proposed

properly aligns with the fact that we are in the midst of a pilot

program on the issue that will provide information required to

make evidence-based decision-making.

Ms. Hanson: With respect, the last speaker was

incorrect, and I think he knows it and I think the minister who

spoke knows it.

We are talking about a motion that would provide

continuous glucose monitors. The reason why the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King brought this forward was because the

very fact of the matter is that this pilot project, which the

member previous just spoke to and which the minister spoke

to, is restricted. You have to be under 25.

The evidence that was given here today was that there are

people in this territory who have type 1 diabetes and who have

— not because of the pilot project, not because of the largess

of the Liberal government, but because of the support group

— been able to access the continuous glucose monitor.

Regardless of whether or not that pilot project continues —

and I have no problem with the continuation of this pilot

project — what we are saying is that those folks over 25 are

not going to get it. As the minister said in introducing this

amendment to this motion, it is simply going to say that, at the

end of this pilot project, they will consider whether or not they

will do it based on the pilot project. Well, if the pilot project is

only based on a certain age group — too bad, so sad for

anyone else who needs it. What my colleague from Takhini-

Kopper King was bringing forward to this debate was

information to back up and reaffirm that Yukon should not be

fearful in taking this step, that there is a solid body of

evidence, academic research and medical research to support

Yukon taking this step toward providing a necessary life-

saving piece of medical equipment.

I guess I question why the age discrimination in the

design of the pilot project is there in the first place —

recognizing that type 1 diabetes does not just go away when

you turn 26.

All of us in this Chamber, if you think about it, members

of our family or extended family who have diabetes — and in

my situation, type 1 — I have watched kids struggle with this,

and their parents — the terror they deal with.

I have to wholeheartedly support my colleague from

Takhini-Kopper King and the work she did in collaboration

with Yukoners living with type 1 diabetes in terms of trying to

bring forward a reasoned discussion to the Legislative

Assembly. It’s disappointing to see, yet again, a government

that will talk about it being evidence-based, it will talk about

that good ideas come from every source, and then when

somebody does bring forward a good idea, we punt it. We’re

going to punt it, but it’s not even punting it with any certainty.

It’s punting it to say we may, but it’s only up to us, and that’s

a difficult thing because it doesn’t seem to reflect the fact that,

on this side of the House, there are members elected by

citizens as well, elected by more than the “less than a

majority” percentage of Yukoners who elected the

government. There should be a little bit of respect given to the

fact that, when people bring these ideas forward, they’re not

bringing them out of personal but on behalf of many Yukon

citizens.

As I said, I think there should be a concern within the

government caucus that, as they have structured this

amendment, they’re potentially restricting access to

continuous glucose monitors based on a pilot study that has an

age limit to it. There is no indication from government
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members opposite that, should they consider in a positive way

the introduction of an accessibility of continuous glucose

monitors for those folks in the Yukon with type 1 diabetes as a

part of our publicly funded health care system, it would apply

to anybody over the age of 25. That’s absolutely unclear in

how the amendment has been structured. We didn’t structure

it based on that, Mr. Speaker. The government introduced that

notion in their speaking notes, in their response to the motion

from the Member for Takhini-Kopper King.

It’s unfortunate they wanted to restrict it that way. That’s

not acceptable. That’s not evidence-based, because they have

already acknowledged that people older than 25 have type 1

diabetes.

Mr. Speaker, we’ll be voting against this amendment.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I would like to start

off by saying, like everyone who has stood in the Legislature

here today, we are all concerned about type 1 diabetes. I think

we’re all looking to ensure that Yukoners can live healthy and

happy lives. I don’t think it’s at all about which party we’re

from. I think that everybody here cares about that.

I don’t believe that there needs to be any further research

into the evidence of continuous glucose monitors. There is a

wide body of evidence out there, and frankly, even though I

have a specific background in engineering, I will always turn

to my own department, to the engineers, to ask them

engineering questions, so I will always turn to the Department

of Health and Social Services to ask them questions about

health issues and how they should be resolved. It is not

because I belong to a party; it’s because that is their job. They

are professionals and I will turn to them.

I think that there was a comment that came from the

Member for Takhini-Kopper King when she introduced the

motion that I thought was completely valid and which I agree

with, and that is that the parents and citizens who are dealing

with type 1 diabetes need to be an essential part of this

conversation. I agree with that. That is incredibly important.

That is exactly what we’re trying to do with the pilot study.

They are meant to be an important part of it.

The Leader of the Third Party — I loved her comment

earlier about the time-limited nature there — said that the

study itself is limited, so there are a group of people who

aren’t getting access. That is a fair point. I think I would have

to think about that. The point that I want to raise is that the

pilot study is not about trying to decide if continuous glucose

monitors work or not. The pilot is about trying to understand

whether or not we establish criteria. There are some folks who

are type 1 diabetics. Again, I’m not the expert on this, but I

would turn to the families, those individuals who have type 1

diabetes and the health professionals and ask if the continuous

glucose monitor is the best solution in all cases. As I look

back at this — for example, in Ontario, they were trying to

understand what criteria would be met and for which of those

type 1 diabetics this is a good solution and those for whom it

isn’t. Hence the pilot study — that is what I think we are

trying to do here, not decide whether continuous glucose

monitors are effective at all, but where we should apply them

across the territory.

I don’t think this is a partisan issue, but I do believe that

the way we want to do this is fulfill the pilot study and do that

work. I think we need to work with the families and with the

citizens who have type 1 diabetes and figure out where the

right threshold is. I’ve been listening to the debate today. I

haven’t heard the members opposite say where they think it

should be, but even if I do hear that, where I want to turn is

not to this Legislature but rather to the health professionals

and the families. That is why I think what we’re debating in

this amendment is go now or collect that evidence. I think that

there is evidence to collect.

I understand that the members opposite don’t believe that

we need to collect that evidence. That is fine and is their

position, but I will not accept that there is a sense that one side

of this House cares about this issue and one side does not. I

think it is shared across all members of this House.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the proposed

amendment?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Disagree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Disagree.

Mr. Cathers: Disagree.

Ms. McLeod: Disagree.

Ms. Hanson: Disagree.

Ms. White: Disagree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are eight yea, six nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the amendment

carried.

Amendment to Motion No. 481 agreed to

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the main

motion as amended?

Ms. Hanson: In speaking to the main motion as

amended — the House has essentially gone along with the

government’s proposal that we wait and then have the

government consider the implications of the pilot project that

is currently underway that will end in March 2020.
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The House needs to be clearly on the record, Mr. Speaker,

that this pilot project is limited, that it does not cover the

broad spectrum of the community citizens in this territory —

those citizens who are older than 25. We will be looking to the

government to recognize that and to demonstrate that they

recognize the implications of that.

There are a number of matters — members opposite said

it was necessary to delay this further and not act on the

experiences elsewhere or evidence from elsewhere or even the

lived experience of those people in the Yukon who have both

lived with this autoimmune disease as well as have done the

research. Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, the fact of the matter is

that the Yukon doesn’t have its own endocrinologist and

doesn’t have any diabetes specialists. We have people who

have information and can give you guidance on diabetic diets,

but there’s not a diabetes specialist in this territory.

I just want to say one thing, Mr. Speaker: It was only in

response to government members saying our Yukon

government has done this and our Yukon government is doing

this. That makes it partisan, Mr. Speaker. If we were talking

about this as a non-partisan thing, then we wouldn’t have to

have government members telling this side of the House about

what good things they’re doing and how much they’re

spending or whatever on this or that. The evidence is there if

the evidence is there.

In order to ensure that we do see an end point to this —

so that we don’t get this ongoing sort of cycle of how it’s a

process and we’re just going to continue the process of talking

about it and going to the next step and maybe then we’ll

consider whether or not we’re going to implement something

— I would like to move an amendment.

Amendment proposed
Ms. Hanson: I move:

THAT Motion No. 481 be further amended by adding the

words “and report back to the Yukon Legislative Assembly by

the end of the 2020 spring legislative Sitting.” after the word

“diabetes”.

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the

proposed amendment with Mr. Clerk, and can advise that the

motion is procedurally in order.

Therefore, it has been moved by the Member for

Whitehorse Centre:

THAT Motion No. 481 be further amended by adding the

words “and report back to the Yukon Legislative Assembly by

the end of the 2020 spring legislative Sitting.” after the word

“diabetes”.

The proposed twice-amended motion would read:

It is moved by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

consider permanent funding for continuous glucose monitors

to include all Yukoners with type 1 diabetes and report back

to the Yukon Legislative Assembly by the end of the 2020

spring legislative Sitting.

Ms. Hanson: I don’t intend to speak long to this. I just

want to say that I think this does provide an opportunity for

the government to achieve the objectives that it set out for

itself by establishing this pilot project targeted for the two age

groups — zero to 25 — as well as to allow the government to

ask — to respond to the Member for Mount Lorne-Southern

Lakes — the other costs that are associated with respect to

type 1 diabetes and for the costs borne by the individual in

terms of medical ill health and the resulting costs to the

system as a result of having to respond to somebody with an

autoimmune response that can’t be controlled without

something like this kind of device. Let’s look at the costs.

Let’s compute, impute, and extrapolate the costs of foregone

ambulance trips. As I recall, I think it is $600 a shot for an

ambulance — six or seven foregone ambulance trips a year.

How many type 1 diabetics? How much money are we saving

opposed to how much money are we spending? Part of our

health care system is trying to avoid making people ill. We are

trying to avoid creating more acute care health care situations.

We are trying to work with citizens to be well.

I think it is a reasonable expectation that this government

will have clear information — both own-source data with

those folks who are participating as families with kids and

young adults in the pilot project. They will have information

from the type 1 diabetes support group. They will have their

own data sourced from cooperation. Again, we know that this

has proven a little bit difficult at times — to get the data

exchanged between the Yukon Hospital Corporation and the

Yukon Department of Health. But we believe it can be done

— with respect to ambulance services from the government

side and from the ER visits on the Hospital Corporation side.

We think that if the government is serious, then they will

take seriously this motion, which is really just saying, “Let’s

get it on. Let’s do it.” Let’s find a way to bring closure to this

process and to achieve objectives that this government has set

for itself and that all Yukoners support in terms of health care

— where you are, at the right time and at the right place. I

don’t know how many times I have heard this from the

members opposite. We support that. What we don’t support is

not making a decision. What we don’t support is potentially

creating more disease consequences by not responding in the

appropriate time with the appropriate tools when we know

that the evidence is there that they do work.

Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, if this government doesn’t

make a decision by the spring of 2020, we could well be in an

election in the fall of 2020. The mandate of this government

will expire in the fall of 2020. Citizens have a right to have

some of these decisions made before they are asked to go to

the polls. Every four years, Mr. Speaker — that is the

Canadian democratic way.

So we would hope that this simple amendment will just

ensure that we all keep this issue to the forefront — that we

will, on this side, be monitoring and looking to see what kind

of reporting will be available during the course of the pilot

project. Additionally, we will be asking questions and looking

to see what data is currently being collated on type 1 diabetes,
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further to what has already been provided by my colleague,

based on the research that has been done across this country.

I look forward to the support from all members of this

Legislative Assembly to what we consider to be a reasonable

amendment to the motion that would achieve the objectives

of, I think, everybody here. We want to see a reasoned basis to

make continuous glucose monitors available to those people

who need them in the Yukon who have type 1 diabetes.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I want to start by saying that of

course, Mr. Speaker, we are serious about type 1 diabetes on

this side of the House. I don’t think that you have heard

anyone speak today who is not in support of the well-being of

those who are suffering from this really serious disease. It was

never about delaying anything. The work is ongoing. It is

happening now.

The objection that we had today was about being required

to make a financial decision here on the floor of this

Legislative Assembly. There is a process for that, and I think

everyone in the House knows that.

We have work that is ongoing. We will consider all the

facts. I think that the Minister of Community Services

outlined the work that is ongoing with the pilot and some of

the other facts that would be examined through this pilot

project. We are agreeable with this further amendment to the

motion today. I look forward to having those discussions with

the minister, and I think that our Minister of Health and Social

Services certainly takes this matter very seriously, which is

why she brought this pilot forward when she did — and all

facts are being examined, Mr. Speaker.

We are in support of the amendment.

Mr. Kent: I am going to be brief in speaking to this

amendment. I thank the Member for Whitehorse Centre for

bringing it forward. The Official Opposition will be

supporting this amendment. As mentioned by the Member for

Whitehorse Centre, it does bring some timelines into this

situation.

With respect to what the Minister of Community Services

said about not having to gather any additional evidence with

respect to the effectiveness of continuous glucose monitoring

machines — I am pleased that this isn’t the work that will be

undertaken in the balance of the pilot project that has been

announced. I guess the one thing that perhaps the government

will consider is — rather than moving an amendment on this,

which could be defeated — I know our guests have been here

for awhile here this afternoon as well — hopefully the

government considers expanding this pilot project to include

individuals who are over the age of 25. If it is the

effectiveness of the treatment in allowing the experts in the

Department of Health and Social Services to determine

whether CGMs are effective in all cases or some cases — or

whatever determination the government is looking to get out

of the balance of this pilot project — hopefully they will

consider some expansion of that project to individuals beyond

the age of 25 for the balance of the 11 months. Then when

they report back to the Yukon Legislative Assembly by the

end of the 2020 spring legislative Sitting, they perhaps won’t

have to initiate another pilot project for individuals who are

over the age that is currently being considered.

Again, we are happy to support the amendment brought

forward by the Member for Whitehorse Centre, but I would

hope that the government members would consider expanding

the pilot project over the next 11 months to include other

Yukoners with type 1 diabetes so that they can get all the

information that they are looking for when they make a final

decision, which is hopefully to make funding for this

equipment permanent for all Yukoners with type 1 diabetes.

Amendment to Motion No. 481, as amended, agreed to

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the main

motion as now twice amended?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I will just make a

couple of very small points and leave it there.

I would like to thank the Member for Whitehorse Centre

and her comments that a full look at this would also include

the avoided cost — of course it will. I think it absolutely has

to.

As well, I don’t want to just talk in terms of cost, because

there are also real human people — folks who are dealing

with type 1 diabetes and their families. So we need to have

that there too, which brings me back to the point the Member

for Takhini-Kopper King raised, which is that we need that

input and connection with the families.

One other comment that was raised, which I think is

worth emphasizing, is that I believe — and I think the

Minister of Health and Social Services believes — that

prevention is a great model. When we leave problems until

they become acute — I know I’m completely agreeing with

this whole thing, and that’s why I’m standing up and

emphasizing the point — this is about prevention. That’s why

it’s so important. Prevention is a great model and a great way

to avoid those costs, avoid the acute situations where we’re in

a crisis.

That’s why this is such an important thing and why I look

forward to seeing this pilot complete. I thank the member

opposite for her amendment which we have now approved

which will get a report to us roughly a year from today.

I appreciate the motion coming forward and I’m looking

forward to seeing the work of the pilot study and hearing from

the families.

Mr. Kent: I’m going to be relatively brief in speaking

to this motion as amended. I would like to first of all thank the

Member for Takhini-Kopper King for bringing forward this

motion, which has been twice amended now. We look forward

to the report back to the Yukon Legislative Assembly by the

end of next year’s Spring Sitting.

I would also like to thank the individuals who are

involved with Yukon T1D, the type 1 diabetes support

network. They have been instrumental in providing

background information to members with respect to the debate

here this afternoon. I have mentioned this in the Legislature
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before, but this issue around type 1 diabetes and CGMs and all

of the work that is being undertaken by individuals in our

community with respect to this health concern — it’s

something that came up for me on the doorsteps in 2016.

One afternoon in Wolf Creek, I met a young two-year-old

boy who has type 1 diabetes, and his parents explained the

situation with him and what it meant for their family in

managing the disease. He now has a continuous glucose

monitoring machine. By all accounts, it has made a world of

difference for that family. I have mentioned before that his

dad told me that afternoon that trying to manage their son’s

health was like trying to stand on a basketball 24 hours a day,

seven days a week. I think we can all imagine how difficult

that would be for anyone trying to manage that with a young

child.

Campaigning through the riding, I met the Nash family

on Alusru Way near the Meadow Lakes golf course and talked

to them about some of the health challenges that their

daughter Heidi was facing. It should be mentioned that Heidi

was here yesterday for the tribute to the hockey teams. I know

that her parents are doing a very good job of ensuring that she

gets to lead a healthy and active lifestyle. Jill, who is here

today, is one of the board members who I mentioned earlier.

We sat down for coffee, and she was monitoring Heidi’s

blood sugar levels and glucose levels on a continuous basis,

thanks to this technology.

It is an extremely important piece of equipment for those

who are part of the pilot project. As I mentioned in my

response to the amendment, I am hoping that, in order to

gather additional information, the government will consider

expanding that pilot project over the next 11 months so that,

when they come back with the report, we can make a fully

informed decision on establishing permanent funding for this

type of equipment for Yukoners and the families who are

living with type 1 diabetes.

One of the other aspects that I am hoping the government

will consider is a report from the House of Commons

Standing Committee on Health, which was done on May 16,

2018. The conclusion from this report is that “Diabetes

Canada has developed a national framework for Canada to

defeat diabetes. Supporting Diabetes 360°: A Framework for
a Diabetes Strategy for Canada has the potential to enhance
the prevention, screening and management of diabetes and

achieve better health for Canadians. It will reduce unnecessary

health care spending by billions of dollars, protect Canada’s

productivity and competitiveness, and improve the lives

of millions of Canadians.”

The committee went on to make a number of

recommendations, but recommendation 7 is the one that

jumped out at me and my colleague — the Member for

Watson Lake — when she gave me this document earlier

today. It is with respect to provincial-territorial coverage of

diabetes-related medication, supplies, and equipment. The

recommendation is “That the Government of Canada hold

discussions with the provinces and territories to explore

possible approaches to providing uniform coverage for

diabetes-related medications, supplies and equipment across

Canada. A solution to provide Canadians with the medical

supplies and equipment that they need to live with diabetes

must be found.”

I am hoping that at recent federal-provincial-territorial

health ministers meetings, this committee report has been

discussed, and if it has not, then I am hoping that the Minister

of Health and Social Services will take it forward to the next

FPT meeting on health to discuss this with her colleagues

across the country. That recommendation and the other ones

in here certainly would fit the bill as far as finding a way

through some of the financial implications for the government

with respect to this equipment. Of course, as I mentioned,

those implications stand to be offset with reductions in

unnecessary health care spending, as has been mentioned

before.

I thank the individuals from the Yukon T1D support

network for attending this afternoon. I thank the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King for bringing this motion forward. We

look forward to a positive result as we reconvene on this issue

hopefully by no later than the spring 2020 legislative Sitting.

Speaker: If the member now speaks, she will close

debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard on the motion as

amended?

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues in the

House for agreeing that we can’t just do research and

considerations in perpetuity. By putting a timeline on it, what

we signalled is that this is an important issue, and I appreciate

that. We have talked before about the importance of timelines

and we have talked before about the importance of end dates

and this is no different. I do thank the members for agreeing

that we did need to put a timeline on this because it does

signal the importance then of making sure that this important

medical technology is available to all Yukoners with type 1

diabetes.

I am not going to say much more than that. I am hopeful

that by the end of May next year, every Yukoner who has type

1 diabetes for whom this technology will work will have

access to it without barriers. With that, I thank my colleagues

for the conversation today and I look forward to a year from

now.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.
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Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 14 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion, as

amended, carried.

Motion No. 481, as amended, agreed to

Motion No. 484
Clerk: Motion No. 484, standing in the name of

Mr. Kent.

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Copperbelt

South:

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada to

fulfill the spirit and intent of the Protecting Canadians from
Unsafe Drugs Act (Vanessa’s Law) by working with health
care practitioners and administrators to improve reporting and

mitigation of adverse drug reactions by taking the required

action to:

(1) expand the definition of a “prescribed health care

institution” in the Food and Drugs Act or its corresponding
regulations; and

(2) expand the definition of a “serious adverse drug

reaction” in the Food and Drugs Act or its corresponding
regulations to include all adverse drug reactions.

Mr. Kent: It’s a pleasure for me to speak to this motion

that is important to so many Canadians and so many

Yukoners.

As I move through my remarks here this afternoon, I am

going to talk a little bit about adverse drug reactions, the

introduction of Vanessa’s Law as well as what has happened

since that law was introduced. There are a number of personal

stories that I would like to share as well through some of the

media that I’ve researched with respect to this concern about

adverse drug reactions. Then I will wrap up and hope that

colleagues will support me this afternoon in this motion.

Just before I start — again, this is one of those issues that,

coming into office in this Session of the 34th Legislative

Assembly, I didn’t really know very much about until I ran

into a former high school colleague of mine downtown. It is

something that he has suffered with for quite a while as far as

having an adverse drug reaction to medications. I will share a

little bit of his story later on, but it’s his perseverance and his

wife’s perseverance that have really led us to what we’re

talking about here today, which is to send a message to the

Government of Canada to fulfill the spirit and intent of the

Protecting Canadians from Unsafe Drugs Act or Vanessa’s
Law and the subsequent parts of that motion which talk about

expanding the definitions of prescribed health care

institutions, as well as serious adverse drug reactions. Before I

start, I would like to thank the executive director of ADR

Canada, Amani Saini, who started this organization after

going through a personal experience with a family member

who had an adverse drug reaction.

Just to give members of the House a little bit of

background information with respect to ADRs — they occur

when patients experience a harmful and unintended reaction to

a normal dosage of a drug. They kill between 10,000 and

22,000 Canadians each year. It’s a number that would place

them anywhere between the third and fifth leading cause of

death in Canada if they were recorded in the Canadian vital

statistics death database, but too often experts have said that it

is the result of an adverse drug reaction that is recorded as the

cause of death rather than the ADR itself.

Hundreds of thousands of Canadians experience ADRs

each year. The majority of course survive, but many suffer

lasting damage to their bodies. No one knows how big the

problem is. Health care providers can report ADRs to a

national database, but experts say that it’s currently drastically

underused.

For example, only four percent of cases are reported there

with respect to toxic epidermal necrolysis, or TEN. Again,

only four percent of those cases are reported, according to a

2004 study from the University of Toronto. New federal

legislation which was enacted in 2014, entitled Protecting
Canadians from Unsafe Drugs Act, or Vanessa’s Law, as we
have mentioned, requires mandatory ADR reporting by health

care institutions, but this will not be enforced until supporting

regulations are published. That is the message that I’m hoping

we are able to send to the Government of Canada here this

afternoon.

In British Columbia alone, hospital emergency

departments treat about 210,000 patients for ADRs each year,

according to 2011 research from UBC. In 2015, another UBC

study found that one in 12 visits made by children to a

pediatric hospital in Nova Scotia was related to problems with

medications, including ADRs. Such hospital visits, many of

which are preventable, come with a significant price tag. It is

estimated that ADRs cost the Canadian health care system

more than $13 billion each and every year.

The information that I just shared with members is from

Adverse Drug Reaction Canada, and I would encourage all

members, or anyone interested, to visit that website and talk to

Amani — again, she is the founder and president. It is

adrcanada.org. It will certainly give you quite a bit of

information with respect to the severity, some of the actions,

and the advocacy work that this organization has been doing

over the years since they were founded.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to talk a little bit about

Vanessa’s Law. This was brought in by then-Health Minister

Rona Ambrose in Parliament. In the late fall of 2013, it was

introduced to the House of Commons.

To quote from a CBC article on this introduction, it says:

“New health legislation tabled in Parliament today would give

the government more power to recall unsafe products and

impose fines of up to $5 million a day for leaving unsafe

products on shelves. Tabled on behalf of federal Health
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Minister Rona Ambrose, the bill is being named Vanessa’s

Law to honour Conservative MP Terence Young’s daughter.

She died in 2000 after complications arose when she was

taking Prepulsid, a drug she was prescribed.”

Again, this was speaking back then — so if the bill was to

become law, it would: require mandatory adverse drug

reaction reporting by health care institutions; allow the federal

government to recall unsafe products; impose new penalties

for unsafe products, including jail time and new fines up to

$5 million a day — which was an increase from the current

$5,000 a day; provide the courts with the discretion to impose

even stronger fines if violations were caused intentionally;

compel drug companies to revise labels to clearly reflect the

health risk; and compel drug companies to do further testing

on a product, including when issues are identified with certain

at-risk populations such as children.

Before that bill was tabled, Member of Parliament

Terence Young did an interview with CBC and spoke about

the need to make these changes, including greater penalties for

drug company executives. Minister Ambrose at the time said

that Vanessa’s Law “… would protect Canadians and help

ensure no drug that is unsafe is left on the store shelves.”

That gives a little bit of a background with respect to the

introduction of this legislation. I have spoken with individuals

who were involved as staffers for one of the federal health

ministers, and they said it was essentially the very dogged

determination of Member of Parliament Young that led to the

development of this legislation and what it is intended to

accomplish, which is to address a very serious issue of

adverse drug reactions.

After the 2015 election, there were some serious concerns

raised by individuals that the new Liberal government in

Ottawa had essentially moved away from what the spirit and

intent of this legislation was. When the Governor General did

sign off on the bill in November 2014 — at that time, Terence

Young said that he felt that his battle was over. Unfortunately,

fast-forward to a couple or three years later to 2017 in a

Global News article, and he says that it’s not even close.
There are a handful of measures that he says are critical to the

bill’s efficacy that have yet to be enacted, and that’s what

we’re here to talk about today.

Specifically, Mr. Young says that Health Canada is not

going to require the reporting of all serious adverse drug

reactions, which was a measure that he felt was at the heart of

the bill that Parliament passed. It appears instead as though

the government is poised to regulate only acute care hospitals

— rather than including things such as long-term care

facilities and clinics, for example — and that they would only

be required to report unexpected adverse reactions to

prescription drugs, rather than all reactions.

What Mr. Young felt was that scaling back the

requirement that Parliament intended meant that Health

Canada wouldn’t be in a position to better understand what

prescription drugs are harming — and killing — Canadians.

His concerns were shared by others within the Conservative

Party, but also the NDP health critic at the time, Don Davies

— he may still be the NDP health critic — but he did share

Mr. Young’s concerns in a telephone interview with Global
News at the time.

Again, what the motion asks us to do is to expand the

definition of a “prescribed health care institution”, as I

mentioned. Right now, it only includes acute care hospitals

rather than other important health care facilities, such as long-

term care facilities and clinics. That is an important distinction

that we would like to send to the federal government, if we are

able to pass this motion here this afternoon.

The second part of the motion speaks to expanding the

definition of a “serious adverse drug reaction”. That is

currently limited to a reaction that ends in prolonged

hospitalization or is life-threatening. Again, what this means is

that it is only required to be reported if the patient ends up in

the hospital or if the reaction causes death.

It is estimated that 95 percent of ADRs go unreported, so

I think that there is obviously some work here that we can do.

What we are trying to accomplish here this afternoon is

getting the support of the members of this Assembly to work

with the Government of Canada. We are aware that there is a

federal election this year, so it may be a topic that we could

see raised with the next federal Member of Parliament for

Yukon, whether it is a new individual or whether it is the

current Member of Parliament, and that is why we put forward

this motion — hoping to start with Yukon to open up a

discussion and bring some additional light to the need for

changes that could significantly improve drug safety for all

Canadians.

Before I ask for comments from colleagues in the

Legislature, there are just a couple of other things that I

wanted to talk about. That is really to talk more about some of

the personal stories that have come up.

The individual I talked to — the gentleman I went to high

school with here — sent me an e-mail last fall. Doing an

awful lot of background on this issue since last fall and

bringing it to the floor today has certainly been an eye-

opening experience as I have talked to ADR Canada and have

corresponded with Mr. Young and others. This individual said

to me that he can accept the injury, but the way it has been

handled and treated is ridiculous. Pretending that it doesn’t

happen is not helping patients, and he felt that he could have

been back to work already if individuals were up to speed on

it instead of keeping him in a severe state of what he called

“poly-pharmaceutical dementia” for three years.

This is a real struggle that a Yukoner is facing on a daily

basis. I have to thank him and his spouse for their patience

with me getting this to the floor of the Assembly — and the

news release that we issued yesterday in partnership with

ADR Canada to talk about this motion that we brought to the

floor here today.

I have just a couple of other stories that I wanted to share

that I found in the media just to bring more of a personal

aspect to this. The first one is — the title of the article is “BC

woman advocates for genetic testing after her sister nearly

dies of adverse drug reaction”.

Again, this is Amani’s sister, and this led her to form

ADR Canada. After a severe drug reaction that almost killed
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her sister, a Vancouver woman is fighting to bridge the gap

between researchers and policy makers to make genetic

testing part of the Canadian health care system. In 2010, her

sister, a 19-year-old anthropology student at the University of

British Columbia, came down with a common cold and went

to see a doctor at the university hospital. The doctor told her

to get some rest and gave her a sample of Advil cold and sinus

to ease her symptoms. She went back to her residence and

took the pill. When she woke up the next day, she had massive

blisters all over her body and her eyes had turned red. She

went to see an eye doctor at Vancouver General, who tried to

find a dermatologist to see her, but there were none available.

The doctor, however, reassured her that it wasn’t a big deal,

but she went home and got even sicker overnight.

With her condition getting worse, she was rushed back to

the ER, where doctors finally realized she was experiencing

an ADR to the medication she had taken. It turned out she was

suffering from something called toxic epidermal necrolysis,

and she likely had just days to live. The family was obviously

shocked by the news. This is somebody who is 19 years old

and very healthy, said her sister — somebody who should

have been studying for her mid-terms but was now in

intensive care and was being told she is going to pass away

soon.

Her sister spent the next three weeks fighting for her life

in the intensive care unit, but some health practitioners at the

hospital still advised the family to start preparing for the

funeral. Miraculously, her sister beat the odds and made it

through the ordeal. However, she is still dealing with the side

effects. It destroyed her tear ducts, said her sister. She now has

to see an eye care specialist at least once a month and put

extremely expensive eye drops into her eyes.

That’s a real story of an individual and her family we

have talked about here when bringing this motion forward

today.

The second story I wanted to share that I found online

today was on CBC British Columbia’s website, entitled

“Dangerous mix of medication leads to faulty Alzheimer’s

diagnosis”. The subscript line is: “Up to 1 in 5 dementias are

caused by bad combination of medications in Canadian

seniors, expert says”.

I’ll read some excerpts from this article as well.

“After spending hours online reading up on drug

reactions,” — Betty — “Wallwork realized her mix of

medications wasn't improving her health, but making it

worse.”

Three years ago, she “… was taking a long list of drugs.

Some to help her heal from a cataract operation, another to

ease the pain of an earache, and others to treat a swollen ankle

and help get rid of a lingering chest cold.

“She’s now warning others about what could happen

when the wrong medications are mixed, after she was

diagnosed with Alzheimer’s. ‘I was losing my temper,

walking around the house in a daze. I was saying stupid

things, I was having arguments with people. I was so sick I

didn’t know I was sick,’” said the now 85-year-old Ontario

woman.

It goes on to say, “Experts say the wrong mix of drugs

can cause unexpected cognitive side-effects in seniors,

including confusion, memory loss and aggression: symptoms

that may be misdiagnosed as Alzheimer’s disease.”

In this lady’s case, she took her concerns to her family

doctor. “I said to the doctor, ‘It sounds like Niagara Falls in

my head.’”

But instead of looking at her medications, her doctor gave

her an Alzheimer’s test, which she failed, and her driver’s

licence was taken away.

She left the doctor’s office angry, confused and in tears

and then took matters into her own hands and decided to

prove that there is nothing wrong with her. “I looked up every

drug I had ever taken,” she says. After spending hours reading

up online on drug reactions, she realized that her mix of

medications wasn’t improving her health, but was making it

worse. She said, “It wasn’t until I stopped taking all these

medicines that I looked back and thought, ‘Oh! Did I really

say that or do that?’” She said that she wasn’t herself.

A scientific adviser with the Alzheimer Society of

Canada, Mr. Larry Chambers, wasn’t surprised to hear what

had happened to her. He said that up to 20 percent of

dementias could be due to a bad mix of medications. Some of

the antihistamines are very dangerous for cognitive

impairment. The other really big one is benzodiazepines,

which are used for helping people sleep, he said. It’s not just

prescription medications that can lead to cognitive issues;

over-the-counter ones can too. Three really big ones are

omega-3 fish oil, aspirin and garlic. These are known to be

contraindicated and cause problems with cognitive

functioning, leading to dementia if taken with some heart

medications that a physician may prescribe. In these cases,

says Mr. Chambers, the dementia can be reversed once the

medication is stopped or adjusted. That is why he encourages

seniors and their families to track all prescription and non-

prescription drugs and share all that information with their

doctors and pharmacists.

I think it’s very admirable that this lady from Ontario,

Ms. Wallwork — a very elderly lady, as I mentioned; she was

85 years old in 2016 at the time that this article was authored

— would take her health care into her own hands.

Unfortunately for some seniors, that opportunity doesn’t exist

for them or they don’t have family members who are at their

side and able to provide support to them when they are

experiencing an adverse drug reaction or are taking multiple

medications for a number of different ailments that together

might not be healthy for them or lead to problems for them.

Mr. Speaker, I am just going to wrap up now and recap

what we’re hoping to accomplish here today. What we would

like to see is mandatory reporting for all adverse drug

reactions in Canada to improve our knowledge of the drugs

that are offered to Canadians and the risks that may come with

them. This was the main goal of the Protecting Canadians
from Unsafe Drugs Act or Vanessa’s Law. This needs to start
with expanding existing definitions under the Food and Drugs
Act and its corresponding regulations which again are

contained in the motion that we brought forward today.
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Overall, we believe that any adverse reaction to a drug in

Canada should be reported as it contributes to and improves

our knowledge of the drugs that are currently on the market.

Expanding these definitions and closing the existing gaps in

reporting would significantly help mitigate the risks of any

drugs available in Canada. At the very least, it would improve

the information and safety surrounding these drugs.

As I mentioned, right now, Health Canada’s mandatory

reporting on adverse drug reactions is limited to within acute

care facilities like hospitals and only on serious reactions that

cause hospitalization or death. Less serious reactions or

anything outside of a hospital is not required to be reported.

Simply put, this means that the information that we have

on drugs available in Canada is limited as a result —

information that has the potential to save lives or, at the very

least, to improve drug safety for Canadians. Vanessa’s Law

was passed by the federal government in 2014. However, the

spirit and intent of the law passed is to include any and all

reactions, no matter how serious. This has yet to be fulfilled

due to the definitions that are in the regulations, specifically

on serious adverse drug reactions and prescribed health care

institutions.

Just to reiterate, what we want to see changed is an

expanded definition of “prescribed health care institution” so

that it is not just hospitals required to report, and an expanded

definition of serious ADRs so that is not just ADRs that end

with someone being hospitalized or killed that are reported.

The motion was specifically worded to include

collaboration with health care practitioners and administrators.

That means working with health care professionals to not only

broaden these definitions to benefit all Canadians, but also to

make their job easier when it comes to achieving the goal of

protecting the health of Canadians.

We are hoping to send a message here this afternoon to

the Government of Canada to take a look at these expanded

definitions so that the spirit and intent of this legislation can

be honoured and implemented to the fullest extent possible to

protect Canadians going forward from adverse drug reactions,

no matter the severity of those reactions.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I look forward to hearing

comments from other colleagues here this afternoon.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I am pleased to speak to Motion

No. 484 today regarding Vanessa’s Law. Our government will

be supporting the motion as proposed today. In fact, we are

interested in working with the mover of the motion to write to

the Government of Canada outlining our support for the

proposed changes.

Last night, while I was reading up on this legislation, it

was very compelling to me. I read a lot of stories as well. I

thank the mover today for putting some of those on the record.

I won’t repeat all of the information that the mover of the

motion has put on the record regarding the unfortunate

circumstances that led to the creation of Vanessa’s Law. I will

simply note that, in 2014, the Government of Canada passed

the Protecting Canadians from Unsafe Drugs Act or
Vanessa’s Law.

Mr. Speaker, Adverse Drug Reaction Canada is a national

non-partisan not-for-profit organization that educates and

raises awareness on how we can prevent adverse drug

reactions in Canada. They bring together patients, families,

policy-makers, scientists, researchers, health care providers,

and academics to develop policy solutions and advance

research to prevent adverse drug reactions across Canada.

According to Adverse Drug Reaction Canada, there are an

estimated 200,000 severe adverse drug reactions in Canada

each year. Although it is estimated that 95 percent of ADRs

are not reported, they cost the Canadian health care system

billions each year and kill up to 22,000 Canadians each year.

I am not aware of any correspondence from the Official

Opposition to the Minister of Health regarding this issue. This

is the first time, as well, that the issue has been raised on the

floor of this House. Nevertheless, we are prepared to support

the motion and work with the opposition on a letter to forward

to the Government of Canada. As part of this process, we will

work with the Department of Health and Social Services and

the Yukon Hospital Corporation to determine the prevalence

of this issue here in Yukon.

Ms. Hanson: I am just rising to speak in support of the

motion that came from the Member for Copperbelt South.

This motion is asking us, as Members of the Legislative

Assembly, to urge the Government of Canada to fulfill the

spirit and intent of the Protecting Canadians from Unsafe
Drugs Act and, particularly, to focus on improving the

reporting and mitigation of adverse drug reactions. I think that

the key parts are expanding the definition of “prescribed

health care institution” in the Food and Drugs Act and/or its
corresponding regulations and to expand the definition of a

“serious adverse drug reaction” in the act or corresponding

regulations to include all adverse drug reactions.

I think the Member for Copperbelt South clearly set out

some of the implications with respect to the adverse drug

reactions. I just wanted to focus on a couple of things. I can

recall when this legislation was being brought forward

because anybody who has had a kid who has an illness and

then has a bad reaction — none of us would expect their

daughter to die as a result of being prescribed a medication

that in fact Health Canada knew there had been adverse

reactions to. There had been documentation of adverse

reactions to that medication. Can you imagine the forbearance

of that father to decide to get involved in politics and 14 years

later — after his daughter’s death — to finally see a piece of

legislation come forward — but then to see, even five years

later, that many of the necessary regulations haven’t been

fully given the kind of life that they require?

One of the things that one does is one goes to government

websites — because that is what one does as a legislator —

and so I looked at the federal government’s “what we heard”

responses to the public consultation, entitled Toward
Mandatory Reporting of Serious Adverse Drugs Reactions
and Medical Devise Incidents by Health Care Institutions.
This is one of the key elements of the Member for Copperbelt
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South’s motion here today, which is really urging the

government to expand that definition.

The Government of Canada’s report on “what they heard”

when they did this broad consultation — they say that this

legislation — “… including a new requirement…” — in the

legislation — “… for certain health care institutions to

provide Health Canada with information on serious adverse

drug reactions… and medical device incidents…” — because

prior to this legislation, only the manufacturers were required

to report to Health Canada. “The central objective of this new

authority is to improve the quality and increase the quantity

of…” serious adverse drug reactions and medical device

incident “… reports, thereby ensuring that there is sufficient

data to detect safety problems. Improving the knowledge base

on product safety will empower Canadians along with their

health care providers to make better, more informed decisions

regarding their medical treatment and support overall patient

safety.”

This is where the government noted that, even though

Vanessa’s Law — which is what we’re referring to here —

received royal assent in November 2014, nothing would

happen until they had made changes to the food and drug

regulations and the medical device regulations.

In order to do that, Health Canada does what

governments do — they sought feedback from health care

institutions, health care professionals, patient advocacy

groups, provinces and territories, other stakeholders, and any

interested members of the public regarding the proposed

regulatory amendments as outlined in this — and it’s

underlined, so it must be in quotes — Toward Mandatory
Reporting of Serious Adverse Drug Reactions and Medical
Device Incidents by Health Care Institutions — A
Consultation Paper to inform the design of the regulations.

The consultation paper was posted to Health Canada’s

website for 45 days, and it sought advice and input from

stakeholders in five areas: which kinds of health care

institutions should report; what types of serious adverse drug

reactions and medical device incidents should be reported;

which health products should be reported on; what

information should be included in the report; and what

timelines for reporting should be in place.

Then there were a number of non-regulatory matters on

which feedback was received. They received responses or

submissions from six provinces and territories; they received

from biomedical engineers, health care professionals,

consumer patients, the pharmaceutical industry, medical

devices industry — not surprising — patient advocacy groups,

and health care institution associations.

“The vast majority of respondents were in support of

mandatory ADR/MDI reporting, although there were varying

degrees of concern among some groups regarding the

parameters that Health Canada has proposed…”

What they found was that “The consultation paper…”

that the Government of Canada put out “… proposed that

reporting requirements apply only to hospitals that provide

acute care services.” That’s what we see today. “The rationale

for this was that hospitals that provide acute care services are

considered to be more likely to treat patients with…” serious

adverse drug reactions and medical device incidents, “… and

are therefore well-positioned to make and report these

observations.” Health Canada said, “Hospitals are also more

likely to have the infrastructure and multi-disciplinary teams

to effectively support the documentation of complete

information for a report.”

Although Health Canada said there was strong support for

the position set out in their consultation, “Approximately a

third of stakeholders… recommended broadening the scope

beyond hospitals that provide acute care, now or as part of a

future amendment. While acute care hospitals would be the

most likely institution to treat serious…” adverse drug

reactions or medical device incidents “… this may also occur

at chronic care and extended care hospitals.” This is relevant

to the territory.

“It was also suggested that mental health facilities and

long-term/palliative care facilities be included. Some

stakeholders noted the lack of clarity around what constitutes

‘acute care’.”

Mr. Speaker, clearly Health Canada was aware that there

was a significant body of professional knowledge and concern

that limiting the scope simply to acute care facilities

eliminates a number of settings where people are being

prescribed and are taking pharmaceuticals that may or may

not cause adverse drug reactions. So I think that is one of the

reasons why it is important that this Legislative Assembly

conveys the message that members of this Legislative

Assembly support expanding the definition of a “prescribed

health care institution” and that we would like to see Health

Canada reflect that in the regulations.

The consultation paper proposed to limit the scope of the

mandatory reporting requirements to information about

pharmaceuticals — prescription and non-prescription —

biologic drugs — excluding vaccines —

radiopharmaceuticals, disinfectants, and medical devices.

They did exclude certain therapeutic products.

I think we have to note that Health Canada noted in its

discussion paper about the consultation that they conducted on

this that natural health products could not be included in the

scope of this regulatory proposal, as a therapeutic product is

defined under Vanessa’s Law to be a drug or device or any

combination of drugs or devices, but does not include a

natural health product within the meaning of the natural health

products regulations.

Although there was support for this position with 45

percent of the respondents, there were also many respondents

— 53 percent — who felt that the scope should be broader and

extended. In a subsequent question, 80 percent of respondents

indicated that they did not support the alternative approach of

limiting the reporting requirements to a targeted subset of

higher priority products. Frequent comments among those —

there was a concern that this proposal would result in

important adverse drug reactions and medical device incidents

being missed.

Mr. Speaker, I think it’s important that work be done on

expanding the definition of a “serious adverse drug reaction”.
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There are — and there has been over the course of the five

years since this legislation came into effect — a significant

amount of academic research. You can find a host of legal

opinions on various aspects of this. There has been a legal

challenge to it in terms of research — a successful legal

challenge to Health Canada’s refusal to disclose what they had

called “proprietary information” in terms of research that was

being done on adverse drug reactions. There have been

academic reviews — in terms of looking from a provincial

and territorial health reform analysis on the implications of

this act.

It is clear that the regulations, as they are to date — and

they seem to be going on in an ongoing evolution, because

when you go to the website, you will see that there have been

amendments to them over the last couple of years. I think it is

important that we do signal that wherever there are

pharmaceuticals or the drugs that are covered under this

legislation — we want to ensure that, at all places where they

are being prescribed — potential recipients of them are safe.

I just wanted to say, Mr. Speaker — in response to the

minister’s comments about sending a letter — it seems to me

that the past practice in the Legislative Assembly has been

that — presuming there is unanimous consent for the Member

for Copperbelt South’s motion this afternoon — that the

motion would go from this House to Parliament. I’m not sure

if that had to be drafted into it. In the past, sometimes it has;

sometimes it has not. It seems to me that the way to one

Legislative Assembly and to another Legislative Assembly

signifying our unified support of an initiative is fairly strong.

It signals that it is from the whole of the Legislative Assembly

— I’m not trying to diminish it — not simply from the

Government of Yukon, but from all members.

Just to reiterate then: We stand in support of this motion.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will just add a few more

comments. Not having passed one of these motions in the

past, I am not sure about the process — if it comes from this

Assembly, that’s great.

I have a couple of things to add to the discussion today.

One of them is that the last motion was complex for me just

because of the subject matter. This one was much more

complex. Similar to the Member for Whitehorse Centre, I

went online and started researching the history of the bill and

the act, the “what we heard” report, and the various issues.

I don’t claim to be an expert. Human beings are complex.

Our physiologies are complex. Our responses to varying

pharmaceuticals are complex. Combining those things just

gets even more complex. While I think we are going to end up

with unanimous support here today, and while I support the

spirit or intention of the motion from the Member for

Copperbelt South, I still hope that we turn as well to someone

like the chief medical officer of health or someone like that to

get their comments on this and to put it in the context of the

Yukon for us. I want us to use that expertise in drafting the

letter.

I am standing to say that is how I think it would be good

to achieve this — that, in drafting a letter like that, we turn to

the government officials, especially — again, not in a role of a

partisan nature but in a role that they have expertise around

this. I think that would be very useful. I am not trying to direct

in which way the letter goes from us, under which signatures

— I look for however that has been done typically in the past

for how we would do it here. But I think it is important that

we inform ourselves with that expertise.

I completely agree with the notion that we want to gather

more evidence, that we want to inform ourselves about

adverse drug reactions so that we can learn and do better and

prevent some of the tragedies that were discussed as

anecdotes. One of the ones that I heard being discussed was

around a combination of drugs, and one of the things that I

think is worth noting is that is one of the reasons why I think it

is important that we move to a more patient-centric model of

care — collaborative care — because when you bring together

specialists and they’re working with a patient and it’s around

that patient, rather than the patient going off on a hub-and-

spoke model, then some of that cross-dialogue happens.

Sometimes I think we do know when drugs are

contraindicated and how they would work adversely with

respect to each other, so I think it is really important that

information — that the specialists come together around the

patient.

I also just don’t know, but I assume that because there is

so much adverse drug reaction information that is not being

collected, but that it would necessarily mean that Yukoners

are also affected by it. Again, that is why I would want to try

to turn to the expertise that is here in the territory.

In general, I am totally supportive of a letter of support

for the principles of protecting Canadians with the unsafe drug

act, Vanessa’s Law, and I think it is important that we do this

work. I thank the Member for Copperbelt South for bringing it

forward. I just want to not be overly prescriptive about the

specifics about what this says. I think we should be working to

encourage Canada to expand their regulations. I also, when I

landed in my role, have seen the challenges when we have

acts that don’t have regulations in place — that means we are

not moving forward as fully as we need to.

I am supportive in principle. I think it would be a smart

thing to at least have that dialogue with the specialists in the

territory, and I just assume that the Minister of Health and

Social Services would — if there was a letter drafted — run

that letter in front of them to get their comments to make sure

that we are doing this in a constructive way.

Speaker’s statement
Speaker: I just have a brief comment. I spoke briefly to

the Clerks-at-the-Table and I am advised that if there was

support from the members of this House to have a letter come

from this House, it may require this motion to have some

operative words. I agree with the Minister of Community

Services that I don’t think we have had this type of a motion

in the 34th Assembly yet.

I’m not sure if much turns on this or you want the Clerk’s

Table to spend five minutes to see if there’s some quick

wording that could be inserted and a member could move it,
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or if that’s not important to the House at this time, we can

move forward.

Ms. Hanson: I’m not sure it’s on a point of order. I just

wanted to ask if I can speak on this. I just want to clarify what

my past experience on this would be, if I could.

Speaker: I’ll provide you the floor briefly.

Ms. Hanson: I just want to say that, yes, I understand

that the wording of the motion — and sometimes we have had

it when there has been a unanimous motion, that motion

would indicate that we would have that sent by either the

Speaker or somebody to the Speaker of Parliament.

I guess I just was reacting to the notion that I have never

heard of a motion having a letter, because then it takes it away

— in my view, as I tried to express — of it coming from the

Legislative Assembly. The intent, if we’re doing it on behalf

of the Legislative Assembly, would be through the mechanism

of the Speaker.

Speaker: One moment, please.

Thank you for your indulgence. The quick opinion I have

from the Clerks-at-the-Table is that the motion can likely be

— if it’s the wish of the Assembly — the wish of the House

— can likely be adopted as is, if that’s the wish ultimately. It

would still be open — if it were the wish of the Assembly —

for the Speaker, the senior presiding officer, to transmit the

motion.

That’s the advice I have so far.

If the member now speaks, he will close debate.

Does any other member wish to be heard on Motion

No. 484?

Mr. Kent: I appreciate comments from members here

this afternoon on this motion on what is, as the Minister of

Community Services said, a somewhat difficult subject to

wrap your head around with all of the research and

information that’s available with respect to it.

There are some individuals outside of this Legislature I

would like to thank, as well, for their assistance and support. I

should mention that the Minister of Tourism and Culture

talked about a letter — the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin, who

also has a friendship with the gentleman I talked about, sent a

letter to the federal Minister of Health on that which we’re

still trying to track down and will provide a copy to members

if we’re able to track that letter and the response from the

minister down.

There has been some correspondence with the federal

government from our offices. I know the Minister of Health

and Social Services and the Premier and others have been in

conversations, particularly with the Member for Pelly-

Nisutlin, about the specific situation for this individual.

I would like to thank — and I’ll mention — Mike

Sawastky and his wife Cheryl for all of their work in helping

me get to the place where we are today where we’re able to

debate this motion. I would also like to thank Amani Saini, the

founder and president of ADR Canada, for her help — of

course, Mr. Young, the former Member of Parliament in the

Government of Canada, whose daughter this law was named

after — Vanessa Young, who passed away due to an adverse

drug reaction. I would also like to thank former ministers of

Health Rona Ambrose, who tabled this legislation in the

House of Commons, and Leona Aglukkaq, who also worked

on developing the legislation before a Cabinet shuffle gave the

responsibility for it to Ms. Ambrose. Those are some of the

individuals I would like to acknowledge and thank.

Hopefully, this leads to better reporting of ADRs and

another step in the right direction so we can reduce the

number of deaths that are associated with ADRs throughout

our country. As was mentioned, there’s an estimated 200,000

severe ADRs in Canada each year. We have talked about the

fact that 95 percent of them are not reported, so if we can find

ways to provide additional reporting, I think that’s great.

I have talked to colleagues, and what I’m hoping we do is

— if this motion passes unanimously today, which I hope it

does — have the three party leaders just sign a brief letter to

the federal Minister of Health, all three of them, with a copy

of this motion in the letter so we can express what we would

like to see the Government of Canada do.

With respect to the Minister of Community Services’

comments about involving health care professionals — that

was certainly the intent of the motion. When we brought it

forward, it was specifically worded to include collaboration

by the Government of Canada with health care practitioners

and administrators. That means that they would work with

health care professionals to not only broaden these definitions

to benefit all Canadians, but also make their job easier when it

comes to achieving the goal of protecting the health of

Canadians. While I certainly welcome conversations with the

Yukon Medical Association, registered nurses, and our chief

medical officer of health, I am hoping that the Government of

Canada would do the heavy lifting on that in working with

health care practitioners from across the country with respect

to finding the best way to bring these expanded definitions

into force.

Again, I thank members for their comments this

afternoon. I look forward to unanimous consent on this motion

and I thank those individuals who brought this important issue

to my attention so that we could have a conversation about it

here in the Yukon Legislature this afternoon.

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.
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Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 14 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion No. 484 agreed to

Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19
Clerk: Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19,

standing in the name of Ms. McLeod.

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Watson Lake:

THAT this House do issue an order for the return of the

results of the non-governmental organization review done by

the Department of Health and Social Services, including any

and all documents regarding recommendations as well as any

documents regarding possible cuts to non-governmental

organization funding.

Ms. McLeod: I rise to speak to this motion for the

production of papers. This motion for the production of papers

speaks for itself. The government campaigned on being open

and transparent with Yukoners. To do that, it must be willing

to provide documentation to support the decisions that it

makes on behalf of Yukon residents.

This Liberal government made the decision to freeze

funding for non-governmental organizations in the Yukon.

Then the Deputy Minister of Health and Social Services told

media that a review had already been completed of non-

governmental organizations and that it was this review that

caused the initial freezing of NGO budgets at the 2017-18

budget levels. The deputy minister told media that there is

documentation from this review; however, it is not public

documentation. Well, it should be public documentation.

Yukoners deserve to see the results of this NGO review, and

so the Liberals should not hide it.

Questions arise, obviously: Was the review for all NGOs

or was it only for health and social services NGOs? What

were the reasons for the NGOs that were selected for the

review?

This budget we have been debating doesn’t show

increases for most NGOs, but Health and Social Services

found a fund of unattached money quite suddenly, which

could provide a two percent-increase for health NGOs after

the NGOs protested the funding freeze. So was that

recommended by the review?

Other departments, such as the Women’s Directorate,

provided generous increases for some of their NGOs and zero

increases for others. Was this recommended by the review?

I sincerely urge the government to release all

documentation pertaining to the decisions made to freeze

funding for NGOs. Transparency and openness should extend

beyond the election campaign and not shelved when the

government realizes that it may come with some burdensome

obligations.

We have spoken at length in the House about non-

governmental organizations, their funding, their services and

their importance to Yukoners. I think it’s time for the

government to come clean about decisions made regarding

funding levels and about the future of those organizations, and

I hope the government will deliver on this promise for

transparency.

Ms. White: I have a bit of a different approach to this

motion for the production of papers. I think that any time a

minister references a document or a study that has been done,

it’s only fair that members of the opposition should be able to

see how decisions are being made, based on that document. It

has been referenced in this House before — that research was

done with NGOs. We would also like to see that document, so

we look forward to that being tabled.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I appreciate the opportunity to rise

in the House to speak to the Motion for the Production of

Papers No. 19, as brought forward by the Member for Watson

Lake. The motion reads:

THAT this House do issue an order for the return of the

results of the non-governmental organization review done by

the Department of Health and Social Services, including any

and all documents regarding recommendations as well as any

documents regarding possible cuts to non-governmental

organization funding.

Our government is committed to improved transparency

in government operations and finances. When our government

modernized Yukon’s badly outdated Access to Information
and Protection of Privacy Act, we did so to increase

transparency around government decision-making. We believe

government information should be available to citizens. We

also believe Yukoners’ personal information needs to be

properly safeguarded. The safeguarding of private information

is an important tenet to open dialogue and trusting

relationships between government and stakeholders. We are

balancing Yukoners’ rights to open and accountable

governance with the requirement to safeguard information that

has been shared by non-governmental organizations with the

Department of Health and Social Services in confidence.

I would like to take a moment to talk about the NGO

review and its role in an open and accountable government.

As my colleague the Minister of Health and Social Services

has mentioned on the floor of this House before, the Yukon

Financial Advisory Panel recommended that the Department

of Health and Social Services conduct a comprehensive health

review. It also recommended that Health and Social Services

review all of the NGOs that receive funding from the

department. The scope of this included reviewing health’s

current agreements with non-governmental organizations and

assessing the patient/client needs, the gaps, the performance

outcomes, client volumes, costs, and relationships with other

non-governmental organizations serving similar client needs.

In brief, this review is about addressing the financial issues
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and concerns that NGOs experienced and working with them

to improve client outcomes while making the best use of our

financial resources.

As part of this review, the Department of Health and

Social Services worked with local NGOs that provide health

and social service-related programs to better understand their

demands, their clients, and their client needs. We assessed 33

not-for-profit organizations and two for-profit organizations

which received a total of $15 million annually. As a

government, we believe that it is important to exercise

financial responsibility with taxpayers’ money. I believe that

extends to the organizations that government supports. That is

why we support the Department of Health and Social

Services’ efforts to work with NGOs so that the government

has a clear understanding of what NGOs need and how they

will use the money provided.

I appreciate that there is interest in seeing the outcome of

this review. We are prepared to provide the results of the

review once the Department of Health and Social Services has

compiled that information. As the members opposite can

appreciate, this will take some time. Mr. Speaker, given the

sensitive nature of some of the information collected,

members opposite can appreciate that not all of it can or will

be made public.

I will repeat: We are committed to providing the results

of the review as the motion requests. Bearing that in mind, I

will move the following amendment.

Amendment proposed
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I move:

THAT Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19 be

amended by removing all of the words after the word

“Services”.

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the

proposed amendment to Motion for the Production of Papers

No. 19 with Mr. Clerk and can advise that it’s procedurally in

order. Therefore, it is moved by the Minister of Tourism and

Culture:

THAT Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19 be

amended by removing all of the words after the word

“Services”.

Therefore, the proposed amended motion would read:

THAT this House do issue an order for the return of the

results of the non-governmental organization review done by

the Department of Health and Social Services.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I will keep my comments brief. It is

correct that the motion will now read:

THAT this House do issue an order for the return of the

results of the non-governmental organization review done by

the Department of Health and Social Services.

Mr. Speaker, I feel that the amendment being proposed

today honours the spirit and intent of the original motion,

balancing the public’s right to information and our

commitment to a transparent and accountable government

with the responsibility of protecting and safeguarding the trust

of our stakeholders.

I look forward to hearing from other members on this

important subject and am happy to speak to it today.

Ms. McLeod: It’s pretty clear that the Liberal

government has something that it’s trying to hide within this

documentation that has been requested in this motion for the

production of papers. I can’t guess what that might be, but I’m

sure that NGOs will be very interested to hear that the

government is trying to do their best to not disclose

information that would be of interest to NGOs.

In the spirit that the minister referenced of being

accountable for taxpayers’ dollars — certainly taxpayers are

always interested in how their money is being spent. I am sure

the Liberal government will push this through with their

Liberal majority, so I have no further comment.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: There are two points I just want to

make.

To respond to the opening comments, I think that it is

important that we should be public with our documents and

that we should share them. I do think it’s important to be open

and fair, and that is what we’re looking for.

The two points that I want to raise on the amendment —

the first one is that one of the reasons we want to check back

is to share with the NGOs themselves — “Here’s the

information that we have, and this is what we’re sharing out

there. Make sure that there is nothing that you feel might be

sensitive” — as a concern, even as a matter of courtesy.

It’s not about keeping information from them; rather, it is

being respectful to them.

The second point is the simple point that within the

wording of this motion — we just want to make sure that,

when something comes to the minister as a privileged piece of

information, that it upholds the whole notion of the system —

that the overriding notion is to share, but when we’re in the

elements under access to information — and I’m sure the

Minister of Highways and Public Works will get up and speak

to it in a moment — but the whole notion is that we are not

using this motion to circumvent that whole Cabinet privilege

piece. So if there are recommendations, we allow them to

come to the minister without this notion that they will be

shared because they would compromise the frank and open

ability of the public servants to provide those

recommendations. That is all.

The rest of it — the review and the work done by the

Department of Health and Social Services — all that work

around the NGOs — we will share it just after we make sure

that the NGOs themselves are okay with it or are aware of it

so that we are being respectful to them.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, I wasn’t going to speak to

this and I will be very brief in addressing this motion. I do

want to note that parts of this amendment proposed by the

government — not only does it gut the motion, but it removes

the reference to where my colleague the Member for Watson
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Lake asked the government to provide any documents

regarding possible cuts to non-governmental organization

funding. If the government isn’t contemplating cuts, why do

they feel that they have to hide this information?

So the question is: What are they hiding? This

government has talked a lot about finding efficiencies in

NGOs, which we know is code for “cuts”. We don’t know

what cuts they may be contemplating, and that is why my

colleague the Member for Watson Lake proposed this motion.

NGOs are asking — they are concerned about whether this

Liberal government is looking at cuts to their funding.

The Minister of Community Services indicated that this

amendment was — as he claimed — about respecting NGOs,

but a lot of NGOs aren’t feeling very respected by this Liberal

government. They are not feeling like they are being valued as

partners. We have seen a long list of NGOs that had their

funding frozen while their pressures go up. Again, the parts of

the motion that the Liberal government wants to remove are

focused on any documents regarding possible cuts to non-

governmental organization funding. The simple question is: If

they really don’t want that information to be made public —

which clearly they don’t — what are they hiding?

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the proposed

amendment?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Disagree.

Mr. Cathers: Disagree.

Ms. McLeod: Disagree.

Mr. Istchenko: Disagree.

Ms. Hanson: Disagree.

Ms. White: Disagree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are eight yea, six nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the amendment

carried.

Amendment to Motion for the Production of Papers
No. 19 agreed to

Speaker: Is there further debate on the motion for the

production of papers as amended?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Mr. Speaker, I am happy this

afternoon to speak to Motion for the Production of Papers No.

19 as amended.

This is a fairly specific motion asking for information

relating to a review of non-governmental organizations done

by the Department of Health and Social Services. The

Member for Watson Lake has taken an interest in this subject;

I applaud her for that.

The Member for Lake Laberge has said that we want to

gut the motion. Well, Mr. Speaker, nothing could be further

from the truth, as I will soon discuss. We are not interested in

hiding, as the member —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on a point of

order.

Mr. Cathers: I think the minister is confused in

speaking to the amendment instead of the motion. He made

reference to me saying the Liberals wanted to gut the motion.

They have already gutted the motion through the vote we just

took, so I would suggest that the minister should be directed to

speak to the motion we’re actually discussing, as he appears to

have gone into the ditch again.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I don’t need to hear from the Government

House Leader on this. It’s fine.

All I would say to the Member for Lake Laberge is that,

in all fairness to the Minister of Highways and Public Works,

although he may have had a tangential start, the start has been

very brief. So I’ll certainly allow the Minister of Highways

and Public Works to redouble his efforts. I’ll listen carefully.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We’re not interested in hiding,

Mr. Speaker. This is a concept the Member for Lake Laberge

raised that provides a window into the mind of the Member

for Lake Laberge — a window into something I do not

understand. He also raises the spectre of cuts — that’s a

detour into baseless fear, raising the fear index.

I say again, and I have said it a few times this afternoon:

Yukoners deserve accurate information from their elected

officials, not baseless hypotheticals, not fear — courage,

Mr. Speaker, never fear.

So let’s go. This issue — this motion as amended —

touches on a much broader subject: transparency in

government and the protection of information. Our

government is committed to both. We support the provision of

more information to our citizens, information like the recent

review of NGOs conducted by the Department of Health and

Social Services. We support the provision of more

information to our citizens. This institution — this

government, Mr. Speaker — is a product of our citizens; it

represents our citizens; it serves our citizens; it is owned by

our citizens; and the information it produces is information

owned by our citizens.
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So except in fairly strict circumstances, that information

should be accessible to the people of the Yukon. We firmly

believe that on this side of the House. It’s an important

principle. Information is critical to making good decisions. It

is important in understanding fairly complicated issues.

Information is critical in understanding how our institutions

and not-for-profits serve our citizens. That is important if we

are to understand how well they are serving our citizens. That

information is critical if we are to understand how well those

NGOs and other agencies of the government — or that serve

the government — are serving our citizens. It’s also critical to

deciding whether we change the way we work together. Think

about that for a moment, Mr. Speaker — we need to assess

how things are working together.

The world is changing; the way we work is changing. We

have tools that allow us to work from home or from Ontario or

from other places far and away — all hours of the day. Our

workplace is changing. The services our citizens need are

changing in the face of technology. They are changing in the

face of reams of data we are collecting. These changes are

altering medicine. They are altering social services. They are

altering policing — as my colleague the Minister of Tourism

and Culture could tell you.

So it benefits us all to review the way we do things — to

take a fresh look — to review our NGOs, for example. That is

what my colleague the Minister of Health and Social Services

has committed to do. In our opinion, the people of the territory

deserve to see that information. Here is my rule of thumb: If

the Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act
would permit the information to be released to the public, it

should be made readily available to citizens. They shouldn’t

have to apply to get the information.

The trick, Mr. Speaker, is that access to information and

protection of privacy is still not well-understood in the

territory. There is a lot of information and not a deep

understanding of how to get it into the people’s hands. People

are worried about releasing the wrong stuff at the wrong time

to the wrong people.

Our new act and the changes in approach to access to

information and protection of privacy within government

should help alleviate some of that confusion, certainly over

the next years — that is coming — but today, we are talking

about NGOs and a review and about making information

available to our citizens — the citizens who own that

information, who own this government, and who this

government serves.

We support that provision of information, but there is a

flip side to this conversation, and that is the safeguarding of

information, which is an important tenet of free and open

conversations, to trust between government and its

stakeholders, and also to the decision-making process.

Let’s unpack that a little bit this afternoon. We, as a

government, want to have candid conversations with our

citizens about important issues. If the people involved in those

conversations with us believe that those conversations will be

made public, they become guarded and they don’t tell us the

same things that they might otherwise. It is not good for our

government, it is not good for our society, and it’s not good

for our citizens.

The Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act
provides a needed balance and, as a government, we have to

make decisions. We need clear, candid information to make

those decisions. If the civil service believes that everything

they say will be made public, they too may become guarded.

So there are restrictions on that information being released.

The Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act lays
out that balance.

Cabinet needs to make decisions — to have candid

conversations among ourselves about subjects. So again, the

Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act provides
that balance.

As much as I want to provide information to people —

and I have sought to do so throughout my professional life. I

know that there is a balance to be struck. That balance lies at

the heart of the Access to Information and Protection of
Privacy Act — heck, it’s outlined in its very title — and that

balance lies at the heart of this amendment. So we find

ourselves at the crux of a sliver of disagreement — a tiny

sliver. It is in no way a huge chasm. These are not the days of

famine when it comes to information — those days are gone.

These are days of plenty and, given the smorgasbord before

them, the good folks on the opposition benches want

everything. We, in government, want to provide as much as

we are able, given the protections spelled out in the Access to
Information and Protection of Privacy Act. To break it down,
we want the public healthily informed without destroying the

ecosystem. That is the balance.

The Yukon Financial Advisory Panel recommended that

Health and Social Services perform a comprehensive review.

That is underway. It also recommended a review of the NGOs

that it funded. The scope included reviewing agreements with

non-governmental organizations with an eye to patient/client

needs, gaps, performance outcomes, client volumes, costs, and

relationships with other organizations serving similar needs.

Improving service to clients while making the best use of

finite budgets — that is at the crux of this review — and my

colleague’s department assessed 33 not-for-profit and two for-

profit organizations that in total received $50 million a year.

That is important work. It is important work in a changing

world. We are prepared to share that information.

We are prepared to share most of it, but not all of it,

Mr. Speaker. We have to balance the provision of information

with the protection of privacy as spelled out in the legislation.

We will do that. The amendment has assured that.

I look forward to hearing from other members on this

important subject.

Mr. Cathers: You know, it’s really unfortunate here

that we are in a bit of an age of newspeak or doublespeak

from the Liberal government. They claim to be more

transparent while they are less transparent. They in fact, with

changes to the Access to Information and Protection of
Privacy Act, broadened their ability to refuse to release
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recommendations prepared for not just the minister, but for a

public body.

Despite claiming to be interested in hearing good ideas

from wherever they come from, we have had the same

experiences as the Third Party has — that when we bring

forward constructive suggestions or amendments to motions

or to legislation, the government has — virtually without

exception — rejected every single one when we have brought

forward these constructive suggestions and amendments that

— in the case of the amendments that we proposed to ATIPP,

which they voted down — would have improved transparency

for the public.

We have seen a situation here where the Liberal

government is finishing — or hopefully finishing — we have

seen in the last few years that, during their time in office,

NGOs have felt very unsupported, especially in the area of

health and social services. While there may be a few

exceptions to that, there is a long list of NGOs that have been

very frustrated with seeing their funding frozen. We have seen

the case of NGOs such as the Yukon Women’s Transition

Home Society facing such a tough financial situation that they

resorted to having to go public on the front steps of the

Legislative Assembly to talk about the problems they were

having because this Liberal government was turning a deaf ear

to their needs.

We know that there has been a review done by Health and

Social Services of non-governmental organizations, but this

motion was prompted by the fact that when the government

announced that this review had occurred — when media

requested a copy of it, the government flat out refused to

provide it. They didn’t say that they would provide some of it.

They flat out refused to provide it.

In this area — the assertion being made by the

government as the reason they brought forward the

amendment, which they rammed through with their majority,

was because it was somehow respecting NGOs. But again, a

key part of the wording they stripped from the motion was

asking for documents regarding possible cuts to NGOs.

It would seem to me a reasonable assumption that, if there

were no documents about planned cuts to NGOs, why would

they have a problem with releasing 100 percent of that

information? If there is nothing there, there wouldn’t be

anything to hide. So it seems that clearly this Liberal

government is hiding something — we just don’t know what.

NGOs are concerned.

We do appreciate that the government has indicated that

they will provide some of the results of the NGO review, but

much as with what we see with the content in government

budgets, we have seen the details stripped down to talking

points, effectively. The level of detail and transparency being

provided to the public has reduced under this government. I

was surprised and pleased this week to hear the Leader of the

NDP taking issue with the government’s new website and the

fact that, as a Member of the Legislative Assembly, it’s harder

to find the information that we rely on, on those websites. It’s

harder to find — on the new Yukon government website —

the information that used to be clearly available under the

previous department websites.

Under the guise of more transparency, we’re seeing more

secrecy by this Liberal government. In the area of NGOs that

are funded by Health and Social Services — as referenced in

this motion for the production of papers — those NGOs that

depend on Health and Social Services for their funding are

concerned about the future. The government has held most of

them on short-term agreements — in some cases as little as a

few months — and they do not have the certainty that they

require to provide services, to keep staff or to maintain their

operations. It appears to be a case of the government simply

not understanding or caring about the importance of these

organizations.

This afternoon, we have heard a lot of rhetoric coming

from the government side. We have seen the situation where

the government has talked a very good line about increasing

transparency, but when it actually comes down to voting on

whether to be transparent or not, they ram through an

amendment, gutting the motion and taking out any reference

to transparency around cuts to non-governmental

organizations. Again, Yukoners are left wondering — we are

left wondering — what the government has considered, what

they’re now considering, and the future of funding for NGOs

looks even more uncertain under this Liberal government than

it has been in the past.

I want to emphasize again the fact that, contrary to the

position that seems to be taken by the Liberal government

where they pay lip service to NGOs, we regard the NGOs that

provide the services to Yukoners as very important partners

and recognize that, in the case of a great many — including

the Yukon Women’s Transition Home Society, the Child

Development Centre, Teegatha’Oh Zheh, Challenge — and

the list goes on — these NGOs provide very valuable services

in a manner that is more cost-efficient and cost-effective than

the Yukon government. In fact, Yukoners depend on the high-

quality services that they provide.

There are a few others — and I’m not going to get into an

exhaustive list, of course — that includes Victoria Faulkner

Women’s Centre, the Skookum Jim Friendship Centre, and

Many Rivers — for which the interruption in service

contributed to by the government’s lack of certainty provided

to that NGO around their funding picture. These have all been

areas where we have seen that when NGOs do not have

certainty around funding and we see a real-world impact as a

result of this Liberal government’s decision to repeatedly kick

major decisions down the road while they commence more

expensive reviews, such as the Financial Advisory Panel,

which ironically went $58,000 overbudget. We have seen as

well their health care review which has repeatedly shifting

timelines. The government has chosen to punt out the decision

to review an increase in medical travel and other areas in need

of action until their another-year-down-the-road health care

review, which may be in the twilight days of this Liberal

government, depending on when the election is called.

Again, we see a situation of a government that talks a

good line, but when it comes to action, we do not see the
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action that Yukoners deserve, and we do not see the

transparency that Yukoners deserve.

Speaker: Order, please.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

Debate on Motion for the Production of Papers No. 19,
as amended, accordingly adjourned

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

The following sessional paper was tabled April 24,
2019:

34-2-94
Yukon Law Foundation Annual Report — November 1,

2017 to October 31, 2018 (McPhee)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Thursday, April 25, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Speaker: Under introduction of visitors, the Chair

would like to introduce Annette King, Yukon’s Child and

Youth Advocate, and Lynda Silverfox, the Child and Youth

Systemic Analyst. I would ask members to welcome them to

the House today.

Applause

Ms. White: Merci Monsieur le Président. J’aimerais

encore une fois dire un grand bonjour à un professeur. Alors

bonjour Monsieur Herry. Bienvenue encore pour la quatrième,

cinquième ou sixième fois. C’est toujours un plaisir de vous

avoir ici.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I would ask the

Assembly today to help me in welcoming Wendy Tayler,

Tina Woodland, Lillian Vetrie, Mike Moore,

Richard Parkinson, and Nick Schonewille, who are here today

for our tribute to Whitehorse Motors.

Applause

Mr. Istchenko: I do want to welcome Red Grossinger,

Shannon Cooper, and Karen Carriere here for the tribute to

D-Day. I want to welcome them to the House. Thank you for

coming.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, can we also please

welcome Mr. Red Grossinger — and I think it’s now Shannon

Grossinger, but I stand to be corrected, who I think also

happens to be a past mayor of Mayo — I don’t know. Karen is

a neighbour. The Member for Takhini-Kopper King already

welcomed Yann — and his mother, Simone. I would like to

just say that they are here because Yann is going to be taking

a few dozen students over to celebrate the 75th anniversary of

D-Day in France; that’s why he is here today.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Are there any tributes?

TRIBUTES
In recognition of Whitehorse Motors 50th anniversary

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Liberal government to pay tribute to the owners and staff of

Whitehorse Motors.

Whitehorse Motors was established in 1969 and it is

celebrating 50 years of serving Yukoners. In 1969, Ford of

Canada sent a representative to Whitehorse to find someone to

take over the Ford dealership from Northern Commercial

Company, which had been selling Ford vehicles in the Yukon

since 1922. As many people know, long-time Yukon

businessman Rolf Hougen expressed an interest and

subsequently became the dealer. He then acquired land on

4th Avenue, remodelling an existing building and added a

showroom.

The dealership moved from its original location at 3rd and

Main Street with an official opening of the new business on

November 17, 1969. Over the years, Rolf Hougen built the

dealership to become a cornerstone of the Whitehorse

business community. Rolf Hougen of course retired from the

business in the late 1990s.

Rick Nielsen then took over the helm of Whitehorse

Motors and ran it for many years. Rick expanded and

modernized the dealership, bringing up new technologies and

innovative tools for diagnosing and repairing vehicles. During

Rick’s time, he headed up a tight-knit group of Yukon staff

who spent years and decades in the dealership. Throughout the

years, the Whitehorse Motors antique cars have shepherded

dignitaries and VIPs and have been seen on various parade

routes.

Today the dealership is owned by two Yukon

businesswomen — Wendy Tayler and Tina Woodland.

Wendy and Tina are both very active in the local business

community. With more than 50 employees, Whitehorse

Motors provides meaningful and ongoing employment

opportunities for Yukoners. Back in 2012, the Ford dealership

undertook a major renovation along with a grand reopening to

update and upgrade their services to Yukoners.

For 10 months during the anniversary year, Whitehorse

Motors is donating $5,000 a month to various Yukon and

Northwest Territories organizations, for a total contribution of

$50,000. So far, they have supported the Yukon Wildlife

Preserve, the Yukon First Nations Hockey Association, and

the Challenge Disability Resource Group. This approach to

giving back to the community is one of the reasons

Whitehorse Motors has been such a strong part of the

community over the years.

Transportation has changed so much in the past 50 years,

and we know that it’s on the brink of another massive shift

with autonomous vehicles and energy efficiency. Community-

focused companies like Whitehorse Motors will help that

future, and as a happy customer, I want to thank you for the

amazing service that you always provide every time I have an

opportunity to walk in and see your team.

Applause



4602 HANSARD April 25, 2019

Mr. Kent: I am pleased to rise on behalf of the Yukon

Party Official Opposition to pay tribute to Whitehorse Motors

and Budget Car Rental, which are celebrating 50 years of

operation in the Yukon throughout this year.

As mentioned by the minister, 50 years ago, Ford Canada

sent a representative to Whitehorse in search of candidates to

take over the Ford dealership from Northern Commercial

Company, which had been the sole Ford dealer in the territory

since the early 1920s. Rolf Hougen took on the role of the

Ford dealer, opening the new business on November 17, 1969,

in the very same location on 4th Avenue as it sits today.

While Mr. Hougen retired from the business in the late

1990s, Whitehorse Motors is still going strong. Its two

incredible Yukon entrepreneurial owners — the current

dealer, principal Wendy Tayler, and general manager and

dealer, partner Tina Woodland — offer great service to

Yukoners throughout the year. Budget Car Rental is managed

by Michael Moore, and it’s a pleasure to see Wendy, Tina,

Mike and the rest of the staff here in the gallery today.

Although vehicles and technology surrounding them have

changed dramatically over the last 50 years, Whitehorse

Motors and Budget Yukon’s firm commitment to quality

service in the community remain unchanged. To celebrate this

incredible milestone, Whitehorse Motors is donating $5,000 a

month, for a total of $50,000 in 2019, to local charities and

non-profit organizations to recognize their valued customers

and to reciprocate the deep support that Yukoners have

provided both businesses over the past five decades.

These charities and causes are being determined in

numerous ways, including being chosen by staff and

customers in order to give profile to some of the territory’s

smaller organizations that do such important work for Yukon

citizens. This anniversary celebration initiative is over and

above the numerous community causes that Whitehorse

Motors and Budget Yukon so generously support. These

include but are not limited to: Yukon Hospital Foundation’s

Northwestel Festival of Trees, Motorcycle Ride for Dad,

Whitehorse Food Bank, Yukon Arts Centre as well as other

arts organizations, the Every Student, Every Day initiative,

Yukon Quest, Run for Mom — and, Mr. Speaker, the list goes

on and on. There will be a customer appreciation event held

on Saturday, August 24 at the dealership, and everyone is

welcome.

I would like to thank Whitehorse Motors and Budget Car

Rental for their service to the Yukon, Northwest Territories,

and northern British Columbia, as well as for their continued

community support.

Applause

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP to

celebrate the 50th anniversary of Whitehorse Motors.

Congratulations for 50 years of commitment to community.

We know that it hasn’t always been easy, but what exists at

the 4th Avenue location is a testament to a half-century of hard

work. Congratulations on reaching this milestone, and we

can’t wait to see what comes next. Congratulations.

Applause

In remembrance of D-Day 75th anniversary
Hon. Mr. Streicker: I rise today to pay tribute to the

75th anniversary of D-Day.

On June 6, 1944, 150,000 Allied forces landed on

France’s Normandy coast, making it the largest amphibious

invasion in history. The ensuing battle spearheaded the

liberation of occupied western Europe and was a pivotal event

in World War II. Fourteen thousand Canadians were involved,

and their objective in the morning light of June 6 was to take

Juno Beach.

When our soldiers left the protection of the boats, they

were met with heavy opposition. Al Clevette, who served with

the Canadian Scottish Regiment, remembered that morning —

quote: “You die a thousand deaths every time the machine

guns start clattering around your ears. And the bullets are

flying and you know darn well the next one could be you.”

The Canadians faced two German battalions and SS

special units backed by heavy machine guns and armoured

support. We had a 50 percent casualty rate during the initial

waves of the landing. Despite these daunting odds, within

several hours, we had cleared the beach, and by the end of the

day, our soldiers advanced farther than any of the Allies.

All war cradles tragedy, Mr. Speaker. D-Day saw over

1,000 Canadian casualties and 359 who would never return

home. Over the coming weeks, the balance of the war changed

in favour of the Allies. The cost for Canada was more than

5,000 lives as part of the Battle of Normandy.

At the Canadian war cemetery in Bény-sur-Mer, the white

headstones stretch across the field. All are carved with a

maple leaf; many read, “A Soldier of the 1939-1945 War — A

Canadian Regiment — Known Unto God”.

By the third week of August, the battle was won. Less

than a year later, Nazi Germany and then Japan surrendered.

Seventy-five years later, it is hard to fathom the sacrifice. So

today we pause, we take time to remember the offering of the

Canadian and Allied soldiers in turning the tide of war.

Mr. Speaker, 11 Yukon French first language students

and 20 French second language students from Whitehorse and

Dawson will also be remembering our soldiers’ sacrifice

during a trip to France from May 25 to June 9. Their trip

involves an official ceremony to mark the 75th anniversary at

Juno Beach, home to Canada’s Second World War museum.

While in France, they will be hosted by local families and

they will be welcomed on June 8 as part of a ceremony in

Rots, a small town in Normandy liberated by Canadians, 17

excruciating kilometres inland from Juno. All of these

students have been raising funds since September to support

their travels.

Nous saluons ces jeunes Yukonnaises et ces jeunes

Yukonnais qui vont faire l’effort de se rendre sur place pour

assister aux cérémonies de commémoration de ces

événements marquants de l’Histoire.

We applaud the young Yukoners for their efforts to

witness, commemorate, and participate in these important

events.
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I hope that we all take time to reflect upon the value of

D-Day — a day which, I believe, secured a legacy of peace

and a path to universal human rights.

Thank you to the thousands of Canadians who fought for

us that morning — June 6, 1944 — 75 years ago. Thank you

to the men and women who continue to serve.

Souvenons-nous d’eux et souvenons-nous d’elles.

Lest we forget.

Applause

Mr. Istchenko: I rise to recognize June 6, 2019, as the

75th anniversary of D-Day. Normally we’re not sitting on this

actual date, so I thought it would be important to tribute this

day in history. I want to thank the Third Party — the NDP —

for letting me do this on their behalf, and I want to thank the

minister for his tribute also.

I want to thank those who are in the gallery — those who

came today — and I do want to highlight Yann — on the 70th

anniversary of D-Day, he had the opportunity — he does this

all the time. He took my child over there and some locals from

my community, and they learned a lot — so I want to thank

him for that.

Germany invaded much of western Europe in the spring

of 1940 during the opening months of the Second World War.

A narrow stretch of sea, the English Channel, was all that

separated the surging enemy forces from Great Britain, but the

island nation held firm. The conquered countries on the

continent would suffer greatly under the harsh Nazi

occupation in the years that followed.

To win the war, however, Germany would have to be

defeated on the ground in western Europe, and 1944 would be

the year the Allies would finally strike back. The target for the

Allied landing forces would be the beaches of Normandy in

France. Planning and preparation for this immense

undertaking — code named Operation Overlord — began

more than a year earlier.

Successfully establishing a beachhead in occupied France

would be a huge challenge for the Allied forces. The Nazis

had turned the coast of Europe — from the Spanish border to

Scandinavia — into a daunting series of defensive positions.

Dubbed Fortress Europe by Adolf Hitler, its shores were

studded with landmines, barbed wire, concrete bunkers,

artillery batteries, machine-gun nests, anti-tank walls, and

thousands of watchful enemy troops.

If the landings were successful, our forces would finally

gain that all-important foothold in western Europe and could

begin the liberation campaign after years of harsh German

occupation. Allied war planes undertook countless missions,

attacking coastline defences and lines of transport in occupied

Europe in the months leading up to Operation Overlord.

Despite questionable weather conditions, the Allied high

command made the decision to attack on June 6, 1944 — a

date that has become known in history as D-Day.

A massive Allied force would cross the English Channel,

heading for an 80-kilometre stretch of the Normandy coast

and five landing zones assigned to the forces of different

nations. Some 7,000 naval vessels of all types — including

284 major combat ships — took part, and the Royal Canadian

Navy shelled German positions on shore and cleared the sea

mines in the approaches to the French beaches.

Many Royal Canadian Air Force planes were among

some of the 4,000 Allied bombers and 3,700 fighters and

fighter-bombers that relentlessly struck at shoreline defences,

inland targets, and enemy squadrons that day. More than 450

members of the 1st Canadian Parachute Battalion jumped

inland before dawn on June 6 and were the first of our soldiers

to engage the enemy on D-Day. A few hours later, some

14,000 Canadian troops, composed of military units from

coast to coast, would begin to come ashore at Juno Beach.

Their mission was to brave heavy fire to establish a foothold

along an eight-kilometre stretch of coastline.

Many Canadian soldiers were young and new to battle,

but our infantry and our armoured troops would be thrown

into action against some of the best German forces in

Normandy. The Canadians successfully captured their

shoreline positions at Juno Beach and penetrated the furthest

inland of any of the some 155,000 Allied troops who had

landed on June 6, 1944.

But D-Day was only the beginning of the struggle to

liberate France. Canadian troops battled forward despite

desperate struggles. Finally, on August 25, 1944, Paris was

liberated by the Allies, officially bringing the Normandy

campaign to a close.

Victory in the Battle of Normandy came with a terrible

cost — some 359 Canadian soldiers were killed on D-Day

alone and a total of more than 5,000 of our men would die

during the two and a half months of fighting in Normandy.

Most of these fallen heroes lie buried in France. Over 13,000

more of our soldiers were wounded in Normandy, with many

suffering injuries to body and mind that they would carry for

the rest of their lives.

Normandy was the beginning of 11 months of hard

fighting in northwest Europe. Canadians helped to defeat the

Germans and to see victory in Europe — VE Day — declared

on May 8, 1945.

Canada’s impressive efforts in the Second World War

remain a point of national pride and, even many decades later,

we still have great national pride. The brave Canadians who

came ashore on D-Day and saw action in the Battle of

Normandy were among the more than one million men and

women from our country who served the cause of peace and

freedom during the conflict. Sadly, over 45,000 of them would

lose their lives.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I want to quote — like I did last

year — from Hansard, Monday, June 6, 1994, by the Hon. Bill

Brewster. He was the MLA for Kluane who served with the

Royal Canadian Winnipeg Rifles during World War II, and he

landed in France on that day — and I quote: “I hope we can

now take a moment from our busy lives to honour and

remember the wartime sacrifices made by Canadians overseas

and at home so that we can enjoy peace today.”

Lest we forget.

Applause
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TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Speaker: The Chair has for tabling a report from the

Child and Youth Advocate, entitled Empty Spaces Caring
Connections — The Experiences of Children and Youth in
Yukon Group Care.

Mr. Cathers: I have for tabling today two photographs

of ruts on the Takhini River Road.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling a legislative

return, which is the answer to a question posed on April 8 by

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King during debate on the

Department of Education budget.

Speaker: Are there any further documents or returns

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Are there any petitions?

PETITIONS
Petition No. 11

Mr. Cathers: I have for presentation the following

petition signed by 129 Yukoners to the Yukon Legislative

Assembly.

This petition of the undersigned shows:

THAT school bus safety is vital to keeping Yukon

children safe, and recent collisions involving other vehicles

hitting a school bus and near-misses involving children on the

road demonstrate a need for more enforcement, and tougher

penalties for drivers who endanger the lives of children on and

near school buses.

THAT the Province of Prince Edward Island strengthened

its penalties for illegally passing a school bus to include

suspending the offender’s driver’s licence.

THEREFORE, the undersigned ask the Yukon

Legislative Assembly to urge the Government of Yukon to

add dashboard cameras to school buses to make it easier to

catch people who drive dangerously near a school bus, and

hold public consultations on legislative changes to increase

the penalty for illegally passing a stopped school bus to

include suspending the offender’s driver’s licence.

Speaker: Are there any further petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Hutton: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

continue to show leadership in reducing the number of

children living in government care through the use of

extended family care agreements.

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the

following motion:

THAT this House urges the Minister of Highways and

Public Works to improve the safety and functionality of

Takhini River Road by:

(1) immediately taking steps to repair the ruts and

improve the road surface; and

(2) investing in engineering and design work aimed at

doing a major upgrade to the roadbed, road surface, and

ditches.

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

investigate the required legislative and regulatory

requirements necessary to make reverse mortgages available

in Yukon to support Yukon seniors who wish to use this

financial tool to assist them to remain in their own homes as

they age.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Politicizing the public service

Mr. Hassard: Yesterday, it was revealed through an

ATIPP response that the Department of Economic

Development had been instructed to monitor the political

opponents of the Liberals. Thanks to an unredacted version,

we see that the document was in a folder called “research for

minister”. We also saw that the public servant instructed to do

this work was uncomfortable, as they wrote that they didn’t

want to be “… alerting people that this kind of activity is

being undertaken.”

Those two bits of information had been redacted based on

the rationale that they were advice to the minister. Yesterday

we asked the minister if he had instructed the non-partisan

public service to conduct this political activity, and he denied

doing so or ever seeing these documents.

That raises this question: If the minister never saw this

document, as he claims, how could the information be

redacted based on it being advice to the minister?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First of all, Mr. Speaker, the political

arm of the government is not made aware of who is requesting

these particular documents. Secondly, I don’t take part in the

work that is being done by our ATIPP coordinator to identify

how the protocol and procedures are done.

What we saw yesterday, once again — I had an

opportunity after it was tabled — just for Yukoners to know, it

was a list of events that ministers from the Yukon Party

government attended. There were, like, 15 different events

that they attended. It wasn’t the Yukon Party; it was the

previous ministers — work that was undertaken by a public

servant.

Once again — a lot of noise, a lot of innuendo, and a lot

of smear. That is how the Yukon Party, I guess, is going to

spend their time in the Legislative Assembly.
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I thought that we would come in and talk about a

decision, a policy point, a budget, or a line item — but no.

What we are hearing about is — walking something into the

Assembly, turning it into something that it is not — it is

simply just a list of identified events that — this document

was produced in the first 90 days of government back in 2017.

If this is where we are at this point in the session, it certainly

says something. We are not talking about the economy; we are

not talking about the opportunity for jobs; we are creating

smear that doesn’t even exist.

Mr. Hassard: It is interesting that we are also not

talking about answering the question.

I will continue. The document that we obtained shows

that the minister appears to have instructed the non-partisan

public service to monitor meetings being taken by political

opponents of this government. We have both redacted

versions and unredacted versions of the document, so we can

compare the information that was removed. A key piece that

was redacted was a public servant indicating that they were

uncomfortable conducting these activities. It was redacted

based on it being considered advice to the minister. The cover

note that accompanied the ATIPP also states that the redacted

portion “… pertains to advice, proposals, recommendations

and analysis developed for the minister” — but yesterday, the

minister denied that it was advice for him. So it was either

advice to the minister or it wasn’t; it can’t be both.

So is the minister saying that his department

inappropriately applied the ATIPP act on this document?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Yukoners can tell that the Spring

Sitting of this Chamber is drawing to a close. The Yukon

Party asked five questions yesterday — one of substance and

four focused on character assassination and personal smears.

Here we go again today.

When you have nothing of substance to go on, you are

left with personal attacks. A question was answered yesterday:

Did I give direction? Quite simply: No, I did not.

What we do know is that the Leader of the Official

Opposition and the Member for Lake Laberge have, I guess,

colluded with someone. The request for ATIPP — just for the

record and for Yukoners to know — it was actually a file that

I have never even seen, and they asked for the exact file —

how unbelievable — the exact file and folder of the file.

As per the request, which is appropriate information — so

it is quite interesting that what we are seeing today is some

real interface between the opposition and someone, I guess,

who has breached the confidentiality that they signed off on.

Anyway, above that and beyond that, once again — a

smear campaign, a document that I have never seen, and a

document that, really, if I did see it, is a list of 10 meetings

that a previous minister went to. It’s a real stretch by the

opposition.

Mr. Hassard: So according to the information in this

ATIPP response, it appears that the minister has instructed

non-partisan public servants to conduct political activity for

him. The embarrassing parts of this ATIPP are in the fact that

the file is in a folder called “research for minister”, and that

the public servant who had been instructed to conduct this

political research was uncomfortable in doing so. Those two

embarrassing portions were redacted based on them being

considered advice to the minister.

Now the minister denies that this advice was for him, but

the redactions were done based on the rationale that they were

advice to him. So either the minister is wrong, or the

documents shouldn’t have been redacted. Can the minister tell

us why this section would be redacted based on it being

advice for him if he claims that it wasn’t?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, just to clarify, I think —

for Yukoners to know and for the media to know — what I

have heard yesterday and again today is that the opposition

have done an ATIPP on a particular document — something

where they knew exactly this particular document — where it

was or what it was named. They also have a copy of the

document — the original document. So it seems as though

they must have had that previously. I know it appears that

way. It appears that there was some sort of interaction

between the members opposite to gather this.

But once again, even over and above that, what I have

been provided — what was sent yesterday — was a list of

eight meetings that were what the minister — ministers from

the Yukon Party government — it has nothing to do with

research on partisanship.

There is absolutely nothing here that points to any

direction I’ve given because I did not give it. So it’s very

funny. Once again — here we go again. We’re going to use

the third-last day of the Spring Sitting. We’re not going to talk

about the economy. We’re not going to talk about mining —

which the world was falling three weeks ago, and then we

went into budget debate and my critic on mining didn’t ask

me one question. During Question Period, we heard about it,

but during budget debate, not one question about the mining

sector.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Hon. Mr. Pillai: We must be touching some soft points

here. Once again — a lot of noise. Good work on behalf of the

real leader, who is the chief of staff for the Yukon Party.

Question re: Diabetes treatment
Ms. McLeod: Yesterday, we debated a motion from the

MLA for Takhini-Kopper King calling on the government to

provide continuous glucose monitoring devices, or CGMs, to

all Yukoners who have type 1 diabetes.

During the debate, the Minister of Tourism and Culture

watered down the motion by moving an amendment to only

commit the government to “consider” these devices sometime

in the future around the spring of 2020.

During her remarks, the minister said — quote: “… I

would suggest that it is a little premature given that we are in

the process of gathering evidence around the effectiveness of

these devices…”

That was later contradicted by the Minister of

Community Services, who said — quote: “I don’t believe that

there needs to be any further research into the evidence of

continuous glucose monitors. There is a wide body of

evidence out there…”
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Who is right — the Minister of Tourism and Culture who

says more evidence is needed or the Minister of Community

Services who says they have all the evidence they need?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I want to maybe start by just saying

that the Liberal government is completely committed to

ensuring that Yukoners are provided the services and supports

they need. The people-centred approach to wellness is really

what drives us and the department thrives on. We have to look

at ensuring that every Yukoner is given the support that they

need when it comes to health and wellness.

Now, Yukoners — we have a growing population. We

have an increased diversity of individuals. We have people

who are at different stages of their lives. In fact, I just spoke to

someone at lunch hour about the constant glucose monitoring

and the effects it is having — the positive effects. There is no

doubt about the fact that it’s necessary and it’s essential. We

will continue to do the good work and ensure that every

Yukoner is provided the support they need as we look at

different circumstances.

Ms. McLeod: Thank you, Mr. Speaker — and no

answer.

A suggestion we made that would assist in the evidence

gathering over the next 11 months of the pilot project is to

expand it beyond current eligibility to include all Yukoners.

Again, to quote the Minister of Community Services from

debate yesterday: “Hence the pilot study — that is what I

think we are trying to do here, not decide whether continuous

glucose monitors are effective at all, but where we should

apply them across the territory.”

Given these statements by the minister, will the

government expand the pilot project to include all Yukoners

with type 1 diabetes so that they can gather the evidence about

where they should apply them?

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Hon. Ms. Frost: A great question, as the Member for

Lake Laberge just noted off-mic. It is a great question. Why is

that? Because those are things that we are certainly

considering and we will contemplate that as we look at the

health and wellness of all Yukoners. It’s certainly something

that we will consider in the future.

We are now covering both type 1 and type 2 diabetes

patients — 100-percent coverage for their insulin under the

Yukon health care insurance plan. We do have a pilot project,

and I’m happy to say that we are working with the parents, we

have looked at the constant glucose monitoring and the

positive effects it’s having, and we’re working on ensuring

that we have consistency in the future. That is something we

are committed to.

That’s the answer that I think Yukoners want to hear.

They want to hear that they’re being listened to, that we’re

taking into consideration the needs of every child who is out

there, that we’re taking into consideration every type 1 and

type 2 diabetes patient. So we’re clearly looking to ensure that

we provide the services.

The pilot project is eligible for one-time funding of

$10,000 to cover expenses such as sensors, transmitters, and

receivers, and we’ll continue to do that into the future.

Ms. McLeod: In a social media post, the Yukon T1D

support network indicated that they believe that children with

T1D do not have their health and well-being supported in

Yukon’s K to 12 system. Yesterday we asked a question about

management of type 1 diabetes in schools and Yukon’s poor

rating given by the Canadian Paediatric Society. In response

yesterday, the minister said — and I quote: “In fact, all good

policy should be reviewed.”

But in the Department of Education’s written responses to

the Canadian Paediatric Society — and despite the minister’s

statement about a review — there is no indication that a

review of T1D policy in schools will take place, only

references to the existing policy.

Will the minister be initiating a review of this policy and,

if so, when will it start?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I recall answering this question

yesterday, so in less than 24 hours, I haven’t had the

opportunity to determine what policies will be reviewed in

relation to this specific medical treatment for children in

schools. I will undertake that work and will work with the

department to make sure that children in school are safe, that

their medical needs are first and foremost in the safety and

care of children in our schools. That work will continue and

will be reviewed as a result of the fact that all policies and the

opportunity for children to be safe in their schools is an

absolute top priority for the Department of Education.

Question re: Highway safety
Ms. Hanson: Rabbit’s Foot Canyon along the Alaska

Highway has been the site of numerous serious motor vehicle

accidents, with several resulting in death. This area has seen

increased traffic with residential development along the Fish

Lake Road and on War Eagle Way. As well, the access to the

City of Whitehorse landfill is located along this stretch.

Although there is a dedicated northbound left-turn lane

off the Alaska Highway onto the Fish Lake Road, the lanes

are difficult to see, often covered in drifted snow and are used

as a passing lane by both directions of traffic. This section of

the Alaska Highway is one of the only sections within the city

limits with a speed limit of 90 kilometres an hour. Many

drivers can attest to feeling vulnerable when waiting to turn

left while vehicles pass on either side of them at 90 kilometres

an hour on a curving, narrow section of highway.

What action has the minister taken to reduce traffic speed

to 70 kilometres an hour in the Rabbit’s Foot Canyon stretch

of the Alaska Highway?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the Leader of the Third

Party for the question this afternoon. The issue she is referring

to is traffic safety, and the Department of Highways and

Public Works has taken many measures in the last two years

— and prior to that as well — to improve highway safety

throughout the Whitehorse corridor, from the south Klondike

Highway to the north Klondike Highway.

We have recently announced that we are going to be

doing a number of road improvements to Range Road and

then moving into Hillcrest. That is the area we are focusing on

right now. It is one of the busiest stretches of highway in
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northern Canada, so we are spending almost $20 million on

that stretch of road over the next three years.

The Leader of the Third Party has referenced the Fish

Lake Road and the Rabbit’s Foot Canyon stretch. That stretch

of road is going to be addressed by the Department of

Highways and Public Works in future projects. It is in our

timetable to deal with it, but right now, we are dealing with

the stretch of road between Two Mile Hill and around the

Beringia Centre.

Ms. Hanson: This has been an issue since 2002. At the

turn onto the Fish Lake Road, there is a northbound dedicated

left-turn lane. We have heard from concerned constituents that

too often when approaching this dedicated lane, they are met

by southbound vehicles attempting to pass slower traffic. To

add to this risk, the short stretch of road where risky

overtaking occurs is also on a curve, which increases the

likelihood of an accident.

The Fish Lake Road has seen increased traffic due to the

development of residential and agricultural lots, such as Eagle

Eye, Jackson Lake treatment camp, the numerous local

businesses using the Fish Lake area, and Whitehorse residents

who are simply looking to get outdoors close to home.

Rumble strips are helpful in warning drivers if they stray over

their lane, but do little to deter those intent on getting ahead of

everyone else. Has the government considered building a

traffic island on this stretch of the highway to ensure safety of

those turning onto Fish Lake Road?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We have done extensive assessment

and preliminary planning along the Alaska Highway through

Whitehorse, with a focus on intersection safety improvements

for vehicles and pedestrians. Highways and Public Works will

continue to assess the requirements for improved intersection

safety and, as our plans develop, we will seek input from

stakeholders.

The Leader of the Third Party has brought forward the

Rabbit’s Foot Canyon stretch. I have received a letter, and I

believe she has as well. That letter is being caseworked; it has

gone to the department for a review and for action. We will

have a look at that and see what we can do in the short term. I

can assure residents of Whitehorse that we are looking at the

entirety of the Alaska Highway through Whitehorse. It is a

very busy corridor. We are doing assessments and triaging the

developments. At the moment, we are dealing with the stretch

from Two Mile Hill through Range Road. That is a very

important stretch of highway. It is difficult — we have heard

lots of complaints about the traffic flow through there and

have heard how dangerous it can be.

We are then moving from there to Hillcrest. Again, it is a

very complicated stretch of highway bordered by the airport

on the east side and by a lot of development on the west side.

We are going to deal with that stretch, and then we are going

to move down the highway from that to deal with other areas

like Rabbit’s Foot Canyon.

Ms. Hanson: It appears that the Yukon Liberal

government’s legacy will be studying more studies of past

studies. We also have the city landfill and the War Eagle Way

entrances along this stretch — the same situation for these two

entrances. We are talking about road safety — individuals

passing in dedicated turn lanes, excessive speed through this

section of highway and a microclimate — due to high cliffs

and McIntyre Creek — that can cause that road condition to

suddenly change. These are all factors contributing to a

section of the Alaska Highway where drivers often feel they

are in danger when trying to access their own neighbourhood

or services.

Mr. Speaker, there is clearly no will to reduce the speed

limits in the Rabbit’s Foot Canyon corridor. Will the minister

at least consider immediately constructing a dedicated

southbound turning lane so that vehicles can safely pass cars

that are turning right?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: First of all, we got a fairly detailed

letter from a resident of Whitehorse raising these concerns. It

was well-written. I appreciate the feedback from the public, as

I always do. That letter has gone to the department for action.

They are going to review it to see if there is any action they

can take on this file immediately.

The member opposite has asked for improvements to be

done within the Whitehorse — they asked for this in the last

Sitting. We have moved very quickly to address some of these

concerns. We are spending millions of dollars.

Mr. Speaker, the Yukon government has a budget of

about $70 million to maintain 5,000 kilometres of road. We

have the tax base of Campbell River to do that. We are doing

an amazing job. The Department of Highways and Public

Works is doing an amazing job maintaining those roads. I will

say that, yes, in terms of such a restricted budget — a budget

less than the cost of replacing a single bypass in Victoria —

we are maintaining 5,000 kilometres of road in absolutely

remote and difficult terrain in a very difficult climate. It is an

amazing job. We will continue that good work to make sure

that our roads are safe for travellers because those roads are

our conduits to the doctor, to work, and to our families.

Question re: Government employment of
tradespeople

Ms. White: Today there is a Yukon Territorial Skills

Competition where Yukon students and apprentices are

competing in diverse trades and technology. The event is

intended to promote trades and technology careers as a top-

choice option for Yukoners.

While we often talk about the importance of supporting

the trades and we recognize the positive impact it can have on

the Yukon’s economy, it is unclear whether the Yukon

government actually backs up those words with actions. The

Yukon government is a great vehicle for employing and

developing tradespeople.

So my question is for the Minister of Highways and

Public Works. The Government of Yukon employs roughly

5,500 people. How many of those are ticketed tradespeople?

Speaker: The Minister responsible for the Public

Service Commission.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker,

for that clarification. I do believe that it does fall under my

other portfolio, although I know that within Highways and
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Public Works, we do have a lot of tradespeople. I know that

the Premier and I have been working on improving the trades.

My son is actually a member of the trades as well. I know how

important the trades are to the territory, and certainly they

keep the territory running.

We in the Yukon government are committed to the trades.

This afternoon, we will have a discussion — perhaps, if we

get to it — about the Public Service Commission. At that

time, I’m sure that we can get to the numbers. If not, I will

endeavour to get a legislative return for the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King on the number of tradespeople

employed within the Yukon government.

Ms. White: I look forward to that legislative return.

Yesterday, the Minister of Education said — and I quote:

“… trades are a key to building thriving communities,

infrastructure and businesses. We rely on skilled trade

workers for many of the services we take for granted each and

every day. Tradespeople and students are critical to the Yukon

economy.” Mr. Speaker, we couldn’t agree more, yet there are

488 apprentices in the Yukon, and currently only two of them

are employed at the Yukon government. The Government of

Yukon makes up a quarter of Yukon’s workforce, yet two

tradespeople who are currently apprenticing for Yukon

government make up a measly half-percent of all apprentices

registered in Yukon.

The minister says that skilled tradespeople are essential to

Yukon’s economy, and she is right. So, Mr. Speaker, why is

the Yukon government currently apprenticing so few Yukon

tradespeople?

Hon. Ms. McPhee: As the member opposite has noted,

as of December 2018, there were 488 registered apprentices in

the Yukon apprenticeship program — 144 of whom are First

Nation individuals and 57 of whom are women. The

Government of Yukon is pleased that the majority of these

apprentices are employed by Yukon businesses. It has been a

focus in the past — finding and assisting individuals with

apprentice opportunities here in the territory.

As of December last year, there were two apprentices

employed by the Yukon government. The government

provides, in addition to that employment, the following

supports to apprentices — because it is an entirety of the

program; it’s not just about individuals who might apprentice

in particular positions or at particular jobs. The opportunities

do exist here in the territory for people to apprentice. We also

support them through tuition costs that are paid by the

department through agreements with either Yukon College or

Alberta apprenticeship and also employment insurance

eligibility. Through that, apprentices can apply for funding for

travel and commuting and second residence or daycare costs

— which are otherwise potential barriers for them to continue

with their education and their apprenticeship.

I hope that I will have an opportunity to continue with

more information.

Ms. White: So the single biggest employer in the

Yukon has two registered apprentices within their ranks. To

give a little perspective, if the Yukon government’s share of

apprentices was the same as their share of the labour force,

they would be employing 126 apprentices rather than the two

they have noted.

The previous Yukon government had managed to bring

up that number of apprentices employed to four, so it appears

they have taken a step back. Former governments have had in

place a program whereby departments — individual

departments — were subsidized by an apprenticeship branch

in order to bring apprentices into government employ.

Has the Minister of Education discussed implementing a

similar program to improve Yukon government’s dismal

apprenticeship numbers?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think it’s of note that, first, we had

the Minister of Education having an opportunity to speak to

this and to identify the fact that we have a very large number

— a robust number — of individuals who are moving through

the trades process. Yukon College — moving to Yukon

university — has done a great job of still providing the levels

and expanding their work. In the role of Energy, Mines and

Resources and Economic Development, we are in touch with

the director of the Centre for Northern Innovation in Mining

and the trades wing — just ensuring that we continue to talk to

the private sector.

I think it’s quite interesting, because what we’re hearing

is there should be more opportunities within government. If

there’s a position where we have a shortage of opportunities,

then yes, we should be having that discussion with the Public

Service Commission and Highways and Public Works and all

our departments. But what we are seeing is the Third Party

taking a run at the fact that we have a significant number of

individuals — as well of note, women who are in the fields, as

well as First Nation individuals — and all those individuals

continue to work in the private sector. From my experience,

having an opportunity to work for a private sector company,

getting to build a relationship in that particular field, and then

moving into a full-time job is what we want to see for a robust

private sector.

I think that’s the right thing to do, and I think that’s some

good work. I want to commend our private sector for giving

individuals those opportunities.

Question re: Procurement policy
Mr. Cathers: On February 19, the Minister of

Highways and Public Works indicated to the media that his

department will now be looking at Canada Revenue Agency

taxation documents of companies when determining whether

to award them a contract. Can the minister tell us how the

Department of Highways and Public Works will get access to

this private tax information of Yukon businesses?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I believe that the Member for Lake

Laberge is referring to the improvements we’ve made to

procurement this afternoon, and I’m more than happy to talk

about that. I believe I fielded some questions about how we’re

not going to have a new definition of a “Yukon business” —

and, lo and behold, we actually do.

That definition was developed in concert with the

business community. We have been praised by the local
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contractors association and also by the chambers of commerce

for that definition. It was developed in concert with business.

What it does — it follows the money. We want to make

sure that Yukon businesses are actually contributing to the

Yukon economy. So what we have done is make sure that we

track where the tax filings are being done — so businesses

that file their taxes in the Yukon — that’s one of the criteria

that makes them a “Yukon business”. We’re very happy with

the new definition that was endorsed by business and

contributed to and developed in concert with business. This

marks a change in the way the government is doing business.

We are also striving to keep more money in the territory,

which is something that the business community and the

community as a whole has asked for, so we have delivered on

that.

Mr. Cathers: Well, the minister talked about a lot of

things other than answering the question. What is being talked

about here, based on the minister’s statements to the media —

businesses are concerned about not only the invasion of

privacy and the increased red tape, but are questioning the

legality of the minister’s change in policy.

On February 19, the Minister of Highways and Public

Works spoke to media about how his government will now be

awarding contracts and he said — and I quote: “Now we can

actually look at the Canada Revenue Agency documents and

see how much money a business actually makes in the Yukon

or is it all going to BC or Alberta?”

Who in the Government of Yukon is going to have access

to these taxation documents?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I will repeat my answer: We have

developed a new definition of what constitutes a “Yukon

business”. We have done that in collaboration with the

community, including local businesses.

That definition was developed in concert with the

business community. They came up with a solution: Follow

the money. We have done that. This isn’t about the CRA,

Mr. Speaker. We have privacy laws that this government put

into place. We have rewritten the Access to Information and
Protection of Privacy Act to modernize and improve the
protections for our citizens in terms of privacy. Certainly,

rooting through their tax documents would not align with the

new rules we have brought in under protection of privacy.

Just to ratchet down the fear that is being used by the

members on the opposition benches there — what we are

doing, Mr. Speaker, is looking at where companies file their

taxes. If they file their taxes in the Yukon, that will be one of

the measures we use to determine whether or not they are a

Yukon business. That was a decision that we came to in

concert with the business community and I thank them for

their support of this initiative.

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, what we’re hearing from

Yukoners is they’re concerned about not only the invasion of

privacy but more Liberal red tape, and it’s not the first time

that this minister, through measures such as the infamous

airports act, has added to the load being faced by Yukon

companies.

On February 19, the minister told media that his

department would be going through Canada Revenue Agency

documents for companies that bid on government contracts.

Again, I’m quoting him: “Now we can actually look at the

Canada Revenue Agency documents and see how much

money a business actually makes in the Yukon or is it all

going to BC or Alberta?”

Can the minister tell us this: Under his new procurement

policy, with the department now apparently going through

taxation documents from the CRA to determine whether to

award a contract, what information in these documents will be

used to determine whether a business will be awarded a

tender? What will the thresholds be, or will this be an arbitrary

determination?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I want to say again: Yukoners

deserve accurate information out of all of their elected

officials. MLAs are their community’s voice in the Legislative

Assembly, and when they use their time in this House to

spread misinformation instead of advocating for their

constituents, well, that’s disappointing, Mr. Speaker. It really

is.

Currently, Yukoners experience the benefits of a strong

economy. Our government is respectfully working with other

governments.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Lake Laberge, on a point of

order.

Mr. Cathers: I think that the minister just contravened

Standing Order 19(h) in suggesting that another member was

uttering a falsehood when in fact we were actually quoting his

own statements to the media. I would suggest that he should

retract his statement and apologize for making it.

Speaker: The Government House Leader, on the point

of order.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: That’s not what I heard the minister

say at all. He didn’t accuse anyone of uttering a falsehood. It

is a dispute among members and not a point of order.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: I would remind all members once again,

subject to reviewing your Standing Orders at some point, that

Standing Order 19(h) states, “A member shall be called to

order by the Speaker if that member: (h) charges another

member with uttering a deliberate falsehood”.

Many members do stand up from time to time and say

that another member has charged another member with

uttering a falsehood, but it seems to me that often the concern

does not contain the modifier that is clearly within the

Standing Orders.

Anyway, there is no point of order.

Minister of Highways and Public Works, you have

approximately one minute.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

As I was saying, Yukoners deserve accurate information from
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all of their elected officials. MLAs are their community’s

voice in the Legislative Assembly, and when they use their

time in the House to spread misinformation instead of

advocating for their constituents, it is disappointing.

I have said this afternoon — and I’ve said it before — the

fact is that the business definition says that we are using

where they submit their taxes to determine whether or not they

are a Yukon business. It has nothing to do with CRA or

rooting around in their tax records, Mr. Speaker. What we are

saying is that we are using where they file their taxes as one of

the criteria to determine if they are a Yukon business. This

correlates with our carbon rebate criteria as well. That is how

we are doing it.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that the

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve

into Committee of the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): I will now call Committee of the

Whole to order.

The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 32, entitled

Act to Amend the Securities Act.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

Bill No. 32: Act to Amend the Securities Act
Chair: The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 32,

entitled Act to Amend the Securities Act.
Is there any general debate?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Before I rise to say a few words, I

would just like to welcome to the Chamber today

Mr. Lawrence Purdy from the Legislative Counsel Office,

who is someone I have known to be very capable around this

type of drafting. As well, I would like to welcome back

Ms. Louise Michaud, the assistant deputy minister for

Corporate Policy and Consumer Affairs.

Mr. Chair, I am pleased to rise to speak to the exciting

Bill No. 32, Act to Amend the Securities Act. The purpose of

this bill is to make changes that will strengthen protection for

all Yukon securities stakeholders, including investors, and

help to ensure that Yukon’s securities legislation is

harmonized with legislation in other Canadian jurisdictions.

As I mentioned during the second reading of this bill,

Mr. Chair, the Yukon and all of the other territories and

provinces are members of the Canadian Securities

Administrators. The mandate of the Canadian Securities

Administrators is to foster fair and efficient capital markets

and to protect Canadian investors from unfair, improper or

fraudulent practices.

The Canadian Securities Administrators have identified

five specific areas of potential weakness affecting investor

protection. It is recommended that each jurisdiction make

changes to their legislation to address these weaknesses. All

jurisdictions have made or are in the process of making these

changes to their securities legislation, so I’m sure that it is

generally welcome here as well.

The amendments to the Securities Act will strengthen
protection for Yukon investors, and equally important, the

changes will strengthen protection for all Canadian investors.

No matter where investors are located, they can be assured

that, once these amendments are made across the country,

they will receive the same level of protections.

I want to just cut my remarks off there. I want to thank

Ms. Michaud and Mr. Purdy for coming in today to answer

any questions that the members opposite may have, and I look

forward to the questions and answers.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the introduction by the

minister on this as well. With this piece of legislation — as I

noted at second reading — it is quite technical, and though it

may not be the most interesting reading for everyone, as I

noted at that point in time, the importance of the Securities Act
and some other pieces of legislation that deal with things that

are very fundamental to our daily lives. So it is an important

area.

I also understand that these amendments came from the

cooperative work with other jurisdictions. At this point,

especially considering where we are in the Sitting — this

being the third-last day — I’m not going to spend a lot of time

on technical questions, understanding that this emerged from

that work with other jurisdictions, working in harmony.

I am going to ask and reiterate the question I asked the

minister during second reading. I reminded the minister of the

fact that the Yukon, along with a number of other jurisdictions

— including British Columbia, New Brunswick, Ontario,

Prince Edward Island, Saskatchewan and, as of April 10,

Nova Scotia — are working together on a cooperative capital

markets regulatory system. I asked the minister if he could tell

me about the progress toward CCMR, including when the

current anticipated date is of moving to that system and

having one regulator. The minister, at that point, was not able

to provide me with an answer, but undertook to get back to

me. I would just ask him to provide that update here today.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for

his question. I’ll provide the response the department has

provided to me. Since 2015, the Yukon has worked with the
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federal government and five provinces — Ontario, British

Columbia, Saskatchewan, New Brunswick and Prince Edward

Island — to create a national approach to securities regulation.

The initiative is growing, as the group just welcomed Nova

Scotia as a new participating jurisdiction just a couple of

weeks ago.

The new cooperative capital markets regulatory system

will operate across jurisdictions, and a key objective will be to

provide enhanced oversight and protection for investors by

working together in a cooperative manner — as the Member

for Lake Laberge notes — much in the same way that this act

that is before us today is seeking to achieve.

Participation in the project will likely result in an

enhanced regulatory environment and a reduction in red tape

in the Yukon, and the new legislative framework will also

strengthen investor protection and align securities regulatory

standards across Canada. Jurisdictions participating are

committed to working together toward implementation of the

cooperative system following a November 9, 2018, Supreme

Court of Canada decision that confirmed that key elements of

the initiative are consistent with the Constitution.

I’ll just finish reading here, Mr. Chair.

Participating jurisdictions are reviewing the timelines for

the launch of the cooperative system to ensure a smooth and

secure transition for market participants. When the review is

complete, we will be in a better position to provide an update

on the anticipated timing.

I don’t have a timeline at this moment. I know the

conversations with the other jurisdictions are ongoing. In my

time in this role, I have seen that timeline pushed out, but as

the smallest jurisdiction involved, we are looking for our

larger partners to set the timeline, and we’re happy to follow

along. I don’t have a specific time that I can give for the

members or for the Yukon public today, but I can say that it is

still a work-in-progress, and I’m looking forward to it coming

forward.

Mr. Cathers: I will just wrap up my remarks by

thanking the officials for their work on this legislation. I

would ask the minister to provide Members of the Assembly

and the public with an update on the progress toward the

CCMR model as soon as he is in a position to do so, including

the anticipated completion date of this initiative — when it

would be launched.

With that, I will turn it over to the Third Party for any

questions that they may have.

Ms. Hanson: I welcome the officials here this

afternoon attending with the minister. I also want to thank

them for their detailed briefing on what is, I think, a pretty dry

— for most of us — piece of legislation. As the minister has

pointed out, this Act to Amend the Securities Act is really a
series of amendments that came about as a result of — as I

understand it — a number of areas — five areas of concern

that the Canadian Securities Administrators had identified.

From the briefing, it is my understanding that these

amendments do address those areas of concern, that the

changes are technical, and that their main function is to

protect investors.

So I am not going to question that at this stage. If, when

going through, the minister — or the advice, I’m sure, of his

officials — if there are any particular areas that he thinks we

should be focusing in on — but, effectively, when we’re

looking at amendments to an act — most of us don’t have the

Securities Act in front of us, so we won’t be looking at that.
So I don’t have any questions nor any extensive debate on

this Bill No. 32 at this moment. I would suggest that we move

forward.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, as I rise, I will make a

commitment to the members opposite — as per the request of

the Member for Lake Laberge — that when I get an update on

the timing of the CCMR — I apologize about the acronym,

Mr. Chair; I have to go back and read it to even remember the

acronym — I will certainly update the Legislature once I get

any information on that.

Second of all, I would just note for the Member for

Whitehorse Centre that the day I had to give the second

reading speech was the day that we had the Youth Parliament

in here, and I was left reading a rather technical speech for a

group of very active and engaged young people. I can

appreciate the challenge of finding ways to make this

accessible to all Yukoners.

I will just highlight very quickly the five things that we

are seeking to do with this act. To address these five concerns,

the proposed amendments will: (1) confirm that an order

sanctioning or restricting a person issued by a regulator in one

jurisdiction automatically applies here in the Yukon; (2)

protect Yukon investment industry stakeholders by

considering wrongdoing by a person in another jurisdiction

when deciding when to issue an order against that person in

the Yukon; (3) establish disclosure requirements — for

example, information given to potential investors for

investments that are not stocks, either mutual and/or other —

funds traded on the Toronto Stock Exchange, for example; (4)

ensure that while an alleged wrongdoing is in court, the clock

on limitation periods is paused; and (5) enable the designation

of financial benchmarks. Benchmarks are set collectively by

the Canadian Securities Administrators members and are

values that can be used to set rates of return or values of

investments or contracts.

So that is the broad summary, Mr. Chair. I want to thank

my colleagues for coming in to be here to answer questions

and for providing the background information for all members

of the Legislature.

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill

No. 32?

Seeing none, we will proceed to line-by-line debate.

Mr. Cathers: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I

request the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to

deem all clauses and the title of Bill No. 32, Act to Amend the
Securities Act, read and agreed to.
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Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title
of Bill No. 32 read and agreed to

Chair: Mr. Cathers has, pursuant to Standing Order

14.3, requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the

Whole to deem all clauses and the title of Bill No. 32, entitled

Act to Amend the Securities Act, read and agreed to.
Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

Clauses 1 through 40 deemed read and agreed to
On Title
Title agreed to

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Chair, I move that you report

Bill No. 32, entitled Act to Amend the Securities Act, without
amendment.

Chair: It has been moved by the Hon. Mr. Streicker

that the Chair report Bill No. 32, entitled Act to Amend the
Securities Act, without amendment.

Motion agreed to

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 22, Yukon Development Corporation, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will

now come to order.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general

debate on Vote 22, Yukon Development Corporation, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any general debate?

Yukon Development Corporation
Hon. Mr. Pillai: I want to first welcome some of our

team members here today to the Legislative Assembly —

president of the Yukon Development Corporation,

Mr. Justin Ferbey, and our chief financial officer, Mr. Blaine

Anderson. It’s good to see you. Once in a while, during this

particular debate, Mr. Anderson and I get to see each other.

There are some brief opening remarks that I would like to

share, and then we can get directly into questions on our

Yukon Development Corporation budget.

It should be noted that we did have witnesses appear

before Committee of the Whole again this year. We think it’s

an important undertaking. For the record, we did have

Mr. Mike Pemberton, who is the chair of Yukon Development

Corporation board of directors; Mr. Ferbey in his role as

president and chief executive officer; then we also had

Lesley Cabott, who is the chair of the Yukon Energy

Corporation board of directors; and Andrew Hall, the

president and CEO of Yukon Energy Corporation.

I would like to take a brief moment to thank the members

on both boards whose terms have expired. I would like to

thank Joanne Fairlie for her service as chair of the board for

Yukon Development Corporation — an extremely dedicated

public servant in her role with Yukon government. I just

appreciated her patience and wisdom around the files of the

Yukon Development Corporation and her ability to spend time

with me to help me understand the history of what had taken

place and the decision-making processes, as well as what she

saw as appropriate governance and future undertakings for the

Yukon Development Corporation. I wish Joanne all the best. I

know she is in Alberta spending more time with her family.

Thanks also to JoAnne Harach, Michael Lauer — who

was here with us the other day — as well as Collin Young,

William LeBarge and Jackie Bazett for their commitment as

corporate directors.

I would also like to acknowledge the recent passing of

Yukon Development Corporation director, Dan Reams. There

was a fitting tribute that was undertaken here in the

Legislative Assembly. As we touched upon, Dan was of

course our very own “Mr. Biomass of the North”. He worked

tirelessly to advance the biomass energy industry in the

territory. Dan was of course very passionate about the benefits

of biomass technology and what they could bring to Yukon,

and he was always eager to share his deep knowledge and

expertise with his fellow board members. He will surely be

missed by many.

Access to sufficient, reliable, and affordable electricity is

essential to the sustainability of our communities and the

growth of Yukon’s economy. Yukon Development

Corporation and Yukon Energy Corporation are working

together to ensure that the best possible investments are made

in electrical generation and distribution to meet the needs of

Yukon’s growing population and economy now and into the

future.

Yukon Development Corporation’s mission is to ensure a

continuing and adequate supply of energy in the Yukon in a

manner consistent with sustainable development. In support of

this objective and in response to my mandate letter as Minister

responsible for the Yukon Development Corporation, we are

supporting the development of community-led renewable

energy generation projects across the territory. Through the

Innovative Renewable Energy Initiative, Yukon Development

Corporation is working with First Nations, development

corporations, communities, and community-based businesses

to bring renewable energy projects to fruition. This investment

of $1.5 million per year for four years encourages both public

and private sector investment in such technologies as wind,

solar, biomass, and small-scale hydro generation.

To date, we have supported the development of

renewable energy projects in the communities of Carcross,

Teslin, Burwash Landing, Old Crow, Whitehorse, and

Dawson City. We are further supporting isolated Yukon

communities to secure their renewable energy future by
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helping them to access federal resources, such as the Arctic

energy fund.

I would just like to touch upon — congratulate Chief

Tizya-Tramm for his work. The Chief of the Vuntut Gwitchin

First Nation was in Seattle over the last couple of days. He

was there with the Consul General of Canada and presented

— it was noted, as I’m sure many of us saw it. He was doing a

great job of sharing his story of his First Nation and the work

that they are doing at the grassroots level. I saw on social

media that he presented for about three hours with a number

of other people — just explaining — in the Seattle area in

front of a lot of different individuals and innovation and

government entities — the work that is being done. I

commend them on the work that they have been doing in Old

Crow.

With the help of this 10-year, $50-million fund, Yukon

communities not connected to an electrical grid can reduce

their reliance on diesel by investing in clean, sustainable,

renewable energy generation projects. These initiatives, in

conjunction with the implementation of Yukon’s independent

power production policy, are some of the important ways in

which Yukon has become a leader in northern energy

diversification and energy security.

Not only are we helping communities to generate new

energy from clean, renewable resources, but we are also

taking action to wisely manage the energy that Yukon

generates today. The Yukon Energy Corporation, with the

support of the Government of Canada, ATCO Electric Yukon

and the Yukon Development Corporation, recently announced

the residential demand response pilot program. This

innovative energy-efficiency program will allow participating

electrical customers in grid-connected communities across the

territory to become virtual power plants, shifting their space-

heating and water-heating electrical loads off critical peak

electricity demand periods.

Yukon Energy Corporation is mandated to generate,

transmit, distribute, and maintain a continuing and adequate

supply of cost-effective, sustainable and reliable energy for

Yukoners. As the main generator and transmitter of

hydroelectricity in Yukon, Yukon Energy Corporation is

responsible for ensuring that the energy we have is delivered

reliably and that the supply of energy is sustainable into the

future as the territory’s population and economy continue to

grow. Yukon Energy is looking at a broad range of projects

and investments that will deliver sufficient, sustainable power

while minimizing the impact on their existing customers.

Again, I would like to thank the officials from both

corporations who came in and provided ample opportunity for

both opposition parties to ask a multitude of questions, and I

look forward to discussing the budget for Yukon Development

Corporation today, Mr. Chair.

Mr. Istchenko: I want to welcome the staff here today

and those who are listening to the Assembly on the phone

today, providing information to the minister. I do want to

concur with the minister and thank those people whose terms

have finished, as he had highlighted. Energy is so important to

the Yukon and we do, on this side also, want to thank them for

their hard work.

It has been nice that we have seen Yukon Energy

Corporation and Yukon Development Corporation in the

House. We just had them in, so I don’t have a whole bunch

more questions. There are some clarifications that I am going

to want, but not a whole bunch — so let’s start.

I just want to talk first of all about demand-side

management. In the Yukon Utilities Board’s reason for the

decision, they said that the board is of the view that it is better

to leave demand-side management projects to the government

rather than having ratepayers fund these projects. My read of

that, Mr. Chair, is that the Utilities Board is not actually

telling Yukon Energy Corporation that they cannot do

demand-side management. Instead, it sounds like they are just

saying they shouldn’t make the ratepayers cover it. I am just

wondering if the minister could clarify. Do I understand this

correctly?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: That is what I understand, Mr. Chair.

Mr. Istchenko: Regardless of the Yukon Utilities

Board decision, are the government and Yukon Energy able to

pursue demand-side management programs as long as they are

not paid for by the ratepayers?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Yes.

Mr. Istchenko: Regarding the Southern Lakes

enhancement project — I had asked a few questions when the

witnesses were here, but could the minister just expand and

give us a little bit more of a quick update?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Can I just get the member opposite to

repeat that question?

Mr. Istchenko: I’m sorry. It is hard to hear in here.

This new system is working wonderfully — not.

Regarding the Southern Lakes enhancement project — I

am just wondering if the minister could give a little bit more

of an update than we got from the witnesses.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The Southern Lakes enhancement —

and I will talk just in general about enhancement projects.

There are two that we discussed here with the witnesses. The

enhancement projects — such as the Southern Lakes

enhancement project concept and the Mayo Lake

enhancement storage project — are of course always a cost-

effective way of reducing Yukon’s need for thermal

generation during the winter when demand for energy is the

highest.

While all energy projects have some impacts, the

government wants to ensure that any projects address, as best

as possible, Yukoners’ values for environmental protection,

cost, reliability, and social responsibility. Research has shown

that there should be no significant impacts on fish, birds, and

land animals as a result of these projects; however, we are

aware of the concerns of some Southern Lakes residents, and

we are interested in seeing whether there might be a solution

that is acceptable to all parties.

We have discussed this during Question Period. We have

also had an opportunity to discuss this on multiple visits from

Yukon Development Corporation and Yukon Energy

Corporation. As I understand the history of this particular file,
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there were substantial dollars that were put toward the study

of the project by Yukon Energy Corporation. As I understand

it, Yukon Energy Corporation came to a position that they

were not going to move forward on the Southern Lakes

project. They brought those particular costs that were incurred

to rate — what we call that process — to the Yukon Utilities

Board. The Yukon Utilities Board felt that there needed to be

more work undertaken and that they were not going to accept

those particular costs and the submission at that particular

time. Of course, that predates my work with these

organizations or entities.

Since then, we have also heard individuals come to the

House and ask me questions and identify the concerns. I also

have had the opportunity on a couple of occasions to sit with

individuals from the Southern Lakes who have come in and

wanted to voice their concerns about this particular project.

They touched on the legacy events that occurred there. Many

of us can remember some pretty substantial flooding that

occurred around the Marsh Lake area. They even at times had

some very technical advice provided to them as well through

hydrologists who live in that community.

What we have committed to doing is, as directed by the

Yukon Utilities Board, to undertake another round of

consultation that is appropriate so that we can speak to those

community members. We feel that this is appropriate. We

have directed to do that. We know that what we would call

“closing this file” — in my words — cannot be undertaken

until that work is completed. We will undertake that work. I

will not predetermine, of course, the outcome of that, but let’s

just say that we’ve had some strong voices from that

community already sharing their perspective.

I know that we also have had on at least one occasion the

Official Opposition come to the Assembly and note the fact

that there was a letter provided by the Carcross/Tagish

Development Corporation. I can’t remember if it was the

member opposite or another member of the Yukon Party, but

they came in and said, “Why aren’t you going forward with

the Southern Lakes project?” or “Are you going forward with

the Southern Lakes project now that you have that letter?”

We feel that it is more appropriate to have a broader

conversation not just with the First Nation, but with all of the

people who are affected in that particular area. That is the

work that we are looking to undertake. I believe that the

pricing is being put together now by Yukon Energy

Corporation within their existing cash flow for the next fiscal

year to undertake that work.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for the answer.

Regarding power outages during the winter — I am just

wondering if the minister could explain a bit about what the

plans are — or if there are any plans — to expand backup

power for the territory and if there would be any cost

estimates.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: As many will note, first of all, the

member opposite is really speaking about — the terminology

around it is an N-1 scenario, which is an outage, but it is an

outage that takes into consideration what would happen if you

lost your largest piece of infrastructure — your largest energy-

producing piece of infrastructure. For us, we would

contemplate what would happen if you were to lose the

Aishihik hydro facility for a period of time. It’s something

that has occurred previously for a short period of time. We

have been lucky in the past that, when that has occurred —

although it has occurred in the winter — we’ve had situations

where it has occurred in the first two weeks of December, but

it has occurred on days that were particularly warm for that

time of year. So we were blessed in the sense that it wasn’t a

minus 35 December day.

Still, I have heard from multiple members of the

Assembly about the pressure that any outage puts on their

constituents and Yukoners who rely on the work that we do

here.

For many, if you drive by the south access, you’ll see a

series of sea cans that are set up. Right now, they are our

temporary emergency power source. In our resource plan in

2016, we showed there was a gap in our capacity in the N-1

scenario, so Yukon Energy Corporation and its parent Yukon

Development Corporation are working to address this.

In the short term — as an insurance policy and to ensure

reliability for Yukoners — Yukon Energy Corporation rented

six portable diesel generators that were used at times this

winter, when necessary.

I should note that, in particular cases, as part of our lease

agreement for those particular generators — it was negotiated

that we would have the ability to use a particular number of

hours on a monthly basis. It was worked into our set rate.

What the team has done — each unit — it gave us 60 hours of

run time per month at no extra charge. So what we have done

at particular times over the winter is that we would defer to

those particular generators, and that would offset the stress

and pressure on some of our aged infrastructure that’s in

place. We had that set rate and then we would also maximize

the use of the generators.

That has been our backup plan. Yukon Energy

Corporation is still looking and doing the due diligence that’s

necessary concerning what a thermal backup would look like.

That is our long-term insurance policy.

Yukon Energy Corporation has hired a consultant to help

evaluate several 20-megawatt thermal generation resource

options in the Whitehorse region. No decision has been made

about whether to proceed with building more thermal, but

Yukon Energy Corporation is simply doing its due diligence

to determine what the best thermal options might be. The

government continues to work with YEC.

I would just like to put on the record — if we had a

reliable short-term option that we could defer to, that would

provide us with 20 megawatts of reliable power that was a

renewable source we could work on over the next couple of

years — that was the key solution. I think that would be the

option we would look at. We always have to take into

consideration cost, debt cap, and things such as that, but it

would be an option we would look at.

At this particular time, Yukon Energy Corporation is

doing its due diligence to see what infrastructure would be

appropriate from a thermal perspective to be a backup — and
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just to answer the question of the member opposite, it’s still

defining the cost of what that would look like. I know that in

the resource plan, there was some high-level costing that was

originally done, but it’s trying to define that and also trying to

define the location. It was a sensitive subject that was

discussed here when the witnesses appeared. There have been

a couple of different locations that have been contemplated for

this work, but I do think it’s appropriate to add that it does not

mean that Yukon Energy Corporation — and they touched on

it when they were here — is not going to continue to look at

renewable energy sources of the same magnitude — and we

talk about 20 megawatt.

It might end up being that they cobble together different

micro-projects along with some of our private sector partners

that are looking at wind and solar options — and there are also

other things being contemplated in the resource plan — but I

will say that we’re going to continue to do that work and, at

any time that I am very comfortable and think it’s appropriate,

I can bring back findings, once they’re defined, around what

those short-term strategies look like. That will be continued

work — and at the same time, understanding that we have a

responsibility to come up with larger renewable projects.

As many members in this Legislative Assembly will

know, it has not been an easy task to find the location for

those projects previously. Members will remember the work

that was undertaken around larger scale next-generation

hydro. There was a lot of work done that melded down that

process to a few locations and also did a high-level analysis of

what the cost of energy would be, based on high-level capital

expenditure analysis. At the end of the day, I think that there

was never a potential partner willing to sit there and undertake

those projects.

I have heard it from even the Leader of the Third Party —

are there projects you can find that are smaller? I think that is

a great point. That’s what we’re looking to do, and that’s the

work that Mr. Hall spoke about when he was here with Yukon

Energy Corporation.

I hope that answers the question and gives a little bit of a

handle on where we are. I think that by the time fall comes,

we should be able to come back with more defined

information around next steps on our thermal insurance

policy.

Mr. Istchenko: I just want to go back to the last

question that I had. With the six backup generators — I

understand it is a lease or rental — what are the costs? What

does Yukon Energy Corporation/Yukon Development

Corporation pay for those per month?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The cost to rent the units this past

winter — and that also included our 60 hours per month use

time — was just over $1.5 million. It also included a cost of

$350,000, which was a one-time expense that had to be

undertaken to ensure that our generators could operate

optimally within our system and within our grid. Those costs,

of course, were covered through the Yukon Energy

Corporation’s 2018-19 operating budget.

Mr. Istchenko: Obviously with Whistle Bend growing

so much, we are going to see a much larger demand of

electricity and energy in the near future.

The minister has been talking a little bit about this now,

so I just want to continue the conversation. I am wondering if

the minister can tell us what the plans in place are — I know

that we have enough backup generation, but we are going to

be growing — and he spoke a little bit about this earlier in his

response — to ensure that there is enough power to meet the

demands of the territory’s growth. Are there contingencies in

place to ensure that there will be enough power to support this

growth?

The other thing that I wanted to ask was if there are any

early cost estimates or business cases out there for new future

projects — whether they are green energy projects or just

more generation through diesel or LNG.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would first ask the member opposite

to refer to the work that was undertaken up until January 2017

— the integrated resource plan that was started and conducted

under the Yukon Party government that concluded — I think

it was first presented publicly in the third week of January

2017. That particular plan, costing, and long-term work was

the work that still stands.

There were a couple of things that, upon review of that, I

felt needed to be contemplated in a broader sense. One was

that there was not a lot of looking at the biomass sector — we

will call it that — and there was not a lot of contemplation for

future allocation of energy needs toward biomass. It’s not that

the Yukon Energy Corporation was doing anything

inappropriately. Their scope of what they do is pretty well-

defined, but I felt that it was appropriate for us to contemplate

— as Yukon Energy Corporation, Yukon Development

Corporation and government — what our future looked like

when it came to biomass. We talked about that within my first

meetings with Yukon Energy Corporation.

Since then, of course, we have discussed it here — more

of a multi-departmental approach — where we are looking at

mitigating our fire risk and adapting to climate change,

moving that fibre source in conjunction and in direction with

the Yukon Wood Products Association and then, in turn,

making sure that our forestry policy and legislation provides

the appropriate foundation for that — all the while making

sure that we are working with our municipalities and the First

Nation governments to understand the specific needs in each

community — whether it be what we’re hearing from Watson

Lake or what we heard last night at the Porter Creek town hall

meeting from the City of Whitehorse.

Those are, I think, what we need to contemplate and

Yukon Energy needs to — we’re going to provide the

information to Yukon Energy so they can contemplate that, so

that is part of what would change the resource plan.

I think, collectively, we support and are proud of the

work that was completed by the public service around

independent power production. Coming into this role, it was

one of the early briefings that I had. People had to — I am

going to try to keep our debate today positive and civil, but

some decisions had to be made. That is what was done and
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now we have an opportunity that is in place that others —

other than Yukon Energy Corporation, Yukon Development

Corporation and ATCO — now can take part in our future.

That is going to be fluid to some extent, because now we are

seeing people understand the framework that has been tabled

and seeing the opportunities. We are seeing some players

more advanced than others, but I think that is also going to

play a very important role in our energy future.

I would say, just in closing that question — let’s refer to

the integrated resource plan. The plan — if it is asked,

“What’s your plan?” We are looking at the plan that the

members across the way produced. We are looking at some

pieces — biomass as well — putting a greater focus on

renewable options. Now that we do have an independent

power production policy in place, it does give us the option to

do other projects such as that. In the Yukon, when we talk

about our total energy future, you must also take into

consideration that the team at Yukon Development

Corporation did put the IREI program in place, which is

something that is new to the Yukon. It has been a great

catalyst for a series of different programs in many, if not all,

of our communities. That is going to be a significant part of

our energy future. Then of course, as we talked about in the

earlier statement — being in a position now through a bilateral

agreement to capitalize the fund over 10 years to $50 million

to look at these renewable energy projects is also very

significant.

Also, part of our energy future — it has to be noted that

the work of the Energy, Mines and Resources department and

Yukon Housing Corporation — seeing the greatest investment

in retrofit in Yukon government history in this particular

budget that we have been debating the last couple of weeks —

that has also been a very significant part of the whole puzzle.

I will leave it at that. I know there are a lot of different

items there. Between the policy pieces — the work that is

being done by the corporation — the witnesses — I think the

opposition members had a great opportunity to ask a series of

questions to both of the leads of those corporations. Anyway, I

hope that provides a little more information.

Mr. Istchenko: I do understand and know quite a bit —

because I’ve read it and had quite a bit to do with the

integrated resource plan the minister spoke about. It was the

corporation that produced it, but what I’m getting at is that,

with Whistle Bend growing and the Yukon growing, I’m

looking toward new stuff — new renewable energy options.

The minister just talked about $50 million, but I’m just

wondering if there are any early cost estimates or business

cases for some sort of projects or opportunities out there as we

speak today.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Maybe on the short term — something

I was remiss in touching on is the upgrading, which of course

involves replacing our older components of hydro-generating

equipment with new, more efficient components. That was

something that was touched on and is applicable, because

these are things that, on an annual basis, we can improve on.

So it is in the short term. The result is that the generators can

produce more electricity with the same amount of water.

Yukon Energy Corporation is currently working on two

upgrading projects: upgrading of the Whitehorse hydro unit 4

to increase unit capacity by 2.3 megawatts and produce an

additional 5.5 gigawatts of energy per year; and upgrading of

Whitehorse hydro unit 2 to increase our unit capacity by one

megawatt, allowing Yukon Energy Corporation to produce an

extra 6.5 gigawatts per year of energy.

Those are just some short-term examples, and I think this

was touched on by our witnesses when they were here, talking

— specifically Yukon Energy Corporation — about some of

those pieces. I do have to go back — the integrated resource

plan — I know the member opposite just said that, in his

previous work, he was very well aware that. That does give

you a set of different circumstances. Those are based on, of

course, what the demand is. I think, as I remember, there were

three different scales — so pending each one. I think what we

will do is stick to that particular plan. Some of it has a

significant thermal piece in it.

As was touched on here by the members opposite at one

particular time in debate — and I will put it in our public

record — I love debating the fact that we were contemplating

and talking about a grid connection. I think what we are

seeing — the initial numbers of the capital expenditure were

enormous. They are enormous, and they are enormous in

every part of this country. That is the work that is being

undertaken. The Northwest Territories right now are going to

spend a very significant amount of money on upgrading their

hydro and improving maintenance to it. Then they are

planning to have a connection between the grid in Northwest

Territories, which also includes laying an underwater cable

across a massive lake system — that is the work that they are

doing.

I think, from our perspective — what I’ve learned from

Yukon Energy Corporation and Yukon Development

Corporation leadership — is that our first option is to continue

to do what we’re doing.

Let’s make sure it’s a local solution, and let’s make sure

we find clean local solutions, but if you don’t have willing

partners to undertake hydro projects, if we do not see the

innovation around storage proceeding the way we need it to,

inevitably you will be making decisions on the fact that you

can either do a tremendous amount of demand-side

management, you can do a lot of work around retrofit, but at

some point you are going to be having the discussion about

how you’re going to produce new energy — and the options

are limited.

That work that we undertook — I still think in the future I

probably won’t have an opportunity to be here when that

happens, but at some point, people will be dusting off or

looking and referring to that discussion again, or they’re going

to come up with new innovation and technology here in the

Yukon. I hope it’s the latter; I hope they do. I don’t think we

need to incur that, but it was something — when you look at

the integrated resource plan, you look at the track record of

having successful partnerships put in place — it was

something we contemplated. The work that was done — I still

think we need to continue to look at large electrification
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projects, whether it be from Whitehorse to Watson Lake or

others. That’s what is being asked by ministers across the

country. It will be part of the discussions over the next year,

and it will be a continued investment at the federal level into

electrification.

You want to be able to have potential projects available if

particular funding pots come along.

Mr. Istchenko: Earlier the minister spoke about new

initiatives for retrofitting to reduce energy demands, which is

good for Yukon Energy Corporation. I know it won’t be in the

budget of YEC/YDC, but if the minister could commit to

getting back to the House or speak a little bit — or maybe he

knows those numbers, the dollars dedicated in this year’s

budget toward that sort of initiative.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think it’s probably best that we

discuss the Energy, Mines and Resources budget line items —

if we don’t have an opportunity in the last days of the Sitting

for the Energy, Mines and Resources budget to be back here

— hopefully, we do — if we don’t, I’ll make sure that I

provide a section of the budget that speaks to retrofit. And

then if we are back next week, then we’ll have an opportunity

to discuss the retrofit budget.

Mr. Istchenko: Are there any discussions or work

being done on analyses of connecting Watson Lake to the

Whitehorse grid, or any initial cost estimate?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Most of it was high-level engineering

that was completed. There was a study that was completed as

part of our work, and we touched upon that. It was within that

$125,000 that was spent on an overall analysis of the grid

connection.

We could come back and touch upon the fact that there

are different rates that you would use or cost estimates based

on each per kilometre that you can come up with, and you

base the distance and your average cost. I know the members

opposite are aware of that.

But it also takes into consideration what type of line you

are going to run and what magnitude of infrastructure you are

going to put in place, how many kV lines you are going to

run, and then, of course, pieces around that. But I will say

that, yes, Yukon Development Corporation has completed a

high-level study on electrification from Whitehorse to Watson

Lake.

Mr. Istchenko: I just want to go back to the backup

plans and the backup generation. I did get numbers on the cost

for the lease and the initial start-up at $350,000.

The other number that I was looking for — and I would

be remiss if I did not ask this — is: How many litres of fuel or

LNG or both, for both the backup generation and the LNG

generation, did they use this year? I wonder if there was any

analysis done on the carbon tax — because I know that stuff is

being taxed already in Alberta — and what the increased cost

was to the corporation.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will reach out to Yukon Energy

Corporation to provide us with the data for the question that is

being asked concerning what our usage of LNG was. I will go

back to the Blues and just review the question so I have a

clear understanding of what cost estimates the member is

asking for.

Mr. Istchenko: I look forward to seeing that.

When the witnesses were in the House, we had spoken a

little bit about the Stewart-Keno transmission line and new

projects. I wanted to ask a question about Victoria Gold.

I wonder how much power is estimated that they will

need in the summer and in the wintertime. I know that there

was some work done on it. I’m just curious about those

numbers for summer and for winter.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: We would have to go back to the

power purchase agreement with Yukon Energy Corporation.

I will just note that we are happy to be here today. We

have our chief financial officer. We are lucky that he is able to

take the time to come sit here with us to provide us with some

insight on our Yukon Development Corporation budget. We

did have hours of opportunity to ask all of these particular

questions that could have been asked at that time. I think I

remember the Official Opposition running out of questions

and then deferring and then the Third Party as well running

out of questions. Once again, it’s too bad that we did not get

into those very particular questions about Yukon Energy

Corporation, but we are here today to discuss the Yukon

Development Corporation budget.

Mr. Istchenko: It begs me to wonder why the minister

would put this up in the House today and not go to a

department with, say, $400 million worth of spending on

health care when we have asked a bunch of questions, but

anyway, that is neither here nor there. It just makes me

wonder.

My last question, I guess, for the minister — we talked

about a battery storage project, and they have sought funding

from the federal government for it. I don’t think we really had

a definite answer, so I’m just wondering — because this will

be something that the minister would have negotiated or been

in conversation with the federal government on — if the

minister could just update us on: When was this funding

submission sent to the federal government? When do they

expect to hear back about it? When is the government hoping

to begin development on the project? This is really key — the

development time.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First of all, to answer the question of

why we are here today: It is felt by our team that it is

appropriate to try to ensure that every single department has

the opportunity to come to the Assembly and for the

opposition to ask questions. Just like each and every spring

with Yukon Development Corporation and Yukon Energy

Corporation, people have the opportunity to ask them all the

questions that were prepared. There was time allotted for

those to be asked; we think that’s appropriate. This has not

always been the case, but we believe that it is the appropriate

way to work.

As for the battery, I think it was in the month of February

that the application was provided to the federal government. I

think the capital expenditure was approximately $22 million

in total. I think that the application was requesting $10 million

to $11 million. I do not believe that the Yukon Energy
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Corporation has received an answer on that particular funding

proposal.

I know that when I have interactions with the Minister of

Natural Resources, I always try to explain the good work that

was done over many years here in the Yukon around the grid

and the fact that there is a number of entrepreneurs who want

to take advantage of the Yukon Energy Arctic energy fund,

that Yukoners are concerned about their energy future, and

that Yukoners want the opportunity to optimize the use of

renewable energy. This battery or multiple batteries in the

future are all very important to the energy puzzle of the

Yukon in the future.

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that and the

staff for being here today, and I will turn it over to the Third

Party.

Ms. Hanson: Thank you to the officials for their

presence here today.

I just have a couple of questions, Mr. Chair, with respect

to the Yukon Development Corporation. The minister had

touched on the Innovative Renewable Energy Initiative. As

we know, the focus of the IREI is on the use of established or

proven technologies that use renewable energy sources for the

Yukon-based generation of electrical or heat energy.

The website — I’m just going to repeat these, because I

want to go beyond that, I hope — says that these include

photovoltaic solar panels, solar thermal collectors, wind

turbines, biomass, gasification and run-of-the-river hydro. As

the minister knows, transportation makes up around 60

percent of our greenhouse gas emissions, so any investments

to reduce transportation emissions would be of significant

benefit.

So my question is: Could the Innovative Renewable

Energy Initiative be applicable to electric vehicle

infrastructure and/or electric vehicles? If so, has there been

any policy work done with respect to electric vehicle

infrastructure and/or electric vehicle rebates? Have there been

any applications under the Innovative Renewable Energy

Initiative for projects with respect to electrical vehicles?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Leader of the Third Party

for those questions. In our interaction in the Legislative

Assembly and in discussion and during Question Period, I

think that there have been great ideas and food for thought

provided by the Leader of the Third Party, especially around

the opportunities concerning multi-jurisdictional planning

around electrical infrastructure that can support individuals

who are travelling who have made a decision to use an electric

vehicle. That could be for tourism, and then hopefully it

becomes more of a commercial option.

I would say it has been discussed at a number of tables —

about what the electric vehicle future looks like for the

Yukon. I can say there has been — I haven’t been party to any

specific policy work around rebate for purchase. I know that

there is some very deep work being undertaken, as we speak,

between multiple parties. There was a large consultation that

was undertaken, and now the work continues — and that’s

really concerning our process around energy future and

adaptation. That’s work that was being led, for the most part,

by the Climate Change Secretariat and had input from a

number of departments. That work now continues.

You can’t not have a conversation and look at different

pieces that support electrification or electric vehicle or electric

infrastructure when you’re really discussing adaptation in our

future — and stating the statistical information the Leader of

the Third Party just did about how much that energy is used.

I would say that we are — and I apologize for this, but we

have some stuff that’s coming very quickly. A lot of people

have worked hard on it, and I will just leave it at that. I want

them to be able to share what that is within our government

organizations. Yukon Development Corporation and Yukon

Energy Corporation had discussions with a couple of local

private sector companies that have shown a bit of interest in

getting into that type of investment or that type of work. At

least one of those companies is highly skilled on an array of

technical expertise. They’re a Yukon company that has

essentially taken on any challenge and undertaken great work.

In my last discussions with their CEO, they are so busy

right now in other areas of the economy they haven’t been

able to put as much of a focus on it, but that company or

another company or any entities that feel that it would be

appropriate to get into that sector could come to Yukon

Development Corporation. They could submit an application

to the IREI fund, and then it would go through the process

internally at Yukon Development Corporation to judge that

and do an analysis of it and then look to fund it.

But, yes, absolutely — I think there is an obligation for

the government. I think that the Yukon Development

Corporation is looking to support an array of good projects,

such as what the Leader of the Third Party said, and that the

opportunity is open now for people to look at it. Other than

that, I think the questions have spurred me to look at some

other work of course — and reach out shortly after that to our

Alaskan counterparts, looking at some of their long-term

investments and then looking forward to discussions with the

BC government once the House sits — taking a look at what

their plans are, through a possible connection and tourism

routes — and then hopefully commercialization of these

opportunities.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate the minister’s answer, but it

was quite circumspect, so I am going to come at it a bit more

directly. Has the government developed a policy framework

with respect to putting infrastructure in place? I look at the

Development Corporation’s mandate, and part of it is to

promote employment and business opportunities — he spoke

about business opportunities, but you have to have a policy

framework behind that in order to respond in a positive way.

What I am looking for — I have come to you, and I have a

solid business case for fast-charge stations. What we are

seeing are governments across the country and businesses

across the country putting in place fast-charge electric

charging stations so that people are — it makes it part of the

economic viability of buying an electric vehicle.

The second part of my question is with respect to the

YDC in terms of the initiative, to try to get — there is a

tipping point at some point in a market where people start to
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purchase electric vehicles. We are starting to see the price of

electric vehicles come down. What we have seen across the

country is that, in order to incentivize that, governments have

provided forms of rebate. We currently know that

governments across the country subsidize the fossil fuel

industry in the billions of dollars. If we are serious about

green energy, we are going to have to start investing in

electric vehicles as well in terms of encouraging the early

adopters. In other places in Canada, it is faster, but until we

have some of that infrastructure and we have some sort of sign

from government that, yes, we think this is a solid area of

investment — we have been talking about renewable energy.

We have had studies and commissions since 1998 in this

territory. We have studied up the ying-yang. At some point,

we are going to have to do something to make those concrete

investments, to help move the market, and that’s one.

I am asking the question: What exists in terms of a policy

framework, with a strong signal from the government that

they want to see that transition as opposed to talking about it?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: A series of themes — woven in with a

little sarcasm — but I will do my best to answer the question.

Yes, there is a policy framework in place where a private

sector company that would like to invest in a fast-charging

station could come to Yukon Development Corporation and

submit an application to IREI. I apologize to the Assembly if I

wasn’t as clear in my previous response.

There has been interest from local companies to do this

type of work. They have — on at least one occasion —

reached out to me and, on one occasion, I know that they

reached out to the president of the Yukon Development

Corporation, and I hope that other companies come to us.

There is a way to analyze an application and to weight

that to see if it is something that could be funded. But yes, it is

— in the criteria, we could look at that.

There has been at least one announcement that my

colleague from Highways and Public Works has been part of,

and I believe that the Minister of Environment was there as

well. That was the investment of fast-charging stations, I

believe, at the Transportation Museum. As I stated earlier, I

think there is some other information that is coming out from

government departments. I get to work with the team at the

Energy Solutions Centre, which is very focused on this. I

agree that we need to ensure that the infrastructure is in place

so that people can make that change. It is not as simplistic as

us being able to say that we can incentivize. We are

incentivizing people to build greener homes. We are

incentivizing people to put solar infrastructure and

microgeneration in place. There is a significant uptake, and

that means that there is more and more financial pressure

because of the uptake.

I agree that we, as a government, can be a leader and

should take a role in ensuring that there is infrastructure in

place and that we can support the early adopters. I agree with

all of those statements.

I don’t believe that it is fair for the comment to be made

that it is a switchback to studies in 1998. I apologize — I was

finishing university in 1998; I was not here working on this

file in 1998. I know that there were studies. We constantly

hear this — back to 1998. I know that a lot of different

governments, probably of every political persuasion, have

tried to move a number of projects forward, and I am going to

say to anybody who has been in this job — future or past —

that it is difficult because you need to ensure that you have a

social licence to do a lot of projects. The Leader of the Third

Party is saying that at some point we just have to do it. Well,

you can just do it, but you can just do it in court, because that

is where you are going to land if you do not have a proper

partnership to build these particular hydro projects.

About saying that it is just talk — I think that, in the last

2.5 years, to have an independent power production — to have

hydro, solar, wind, geothermal testing, a brand new policy

framework, a capitalized fund and, in its second year, at

$1.5 million, a bilateral agreement to put $50 million — I

don’t think that this is just talk. I think that it is probably some

of the most substantial work that has been done in this sector

over a pretty long run. So I don’t think that’s fair to say.

I can say that the heavy lifting is being done by people

like the individuals who are sitting next to me and all the

people who work within the public service.

I don’t think it is all talk. I think there has been a lot of

work done, and I take a little offence to that comment, but I

will continue to answer questions about the Yukon

Development Corporation budget.

Ms. Hanson: The minister should know that the

comment I made with respect to studies done going back to

1998 — I am not directing it to him as a person. It is the

tendency of governments to reject anything that has happened

before or to not build on the knowledge base that has been

developed in their deep public service.

I can say that there is a huge knowledge base within the

public service, but when a government comes in and assumes

that nothing has been done — that’s the challenge that we

face, because then we’re constantly starting with — we have

this great idea, and somebody says, “Oh geez — you know,

we have this, this and this.” So how many more studies?

The minister didn’t answer the question, I don’t think,

with respect to the potential policy framework with respect to

provision of or consideration of rebates for those wishing to

adopt or purchase electric vehicles. I raise this because, in the

context of the premise of my question, 60 percent of our

greenhouse gas emissions are basically around the

transportation sector, and the Yukon government, in its

current policy framework, effectively encourages greenhouse

gas emission increases by our form of rebates that we have

right now to a broad sector of transportation in terms of gas or

fuel rebates, in addition to which we rebate on top of that any

of the so-called carbon pricing. At some point, we have to

start to equalize some of this out.

That’s why I ask the question — if people are asking, or

if there was an opportunity for encouraging adaptation or

adoption of electric vehicles to go up to the Transportation

Museum and plug in. One of the challenges — one of the

interesting things is, if we look at the current range for most

electric vehicles, anybody who is living within Whitehorse
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and commuting within Whitehorse is going to be quite fine.

They don’t have to worry about fast-charge stations. It’s on a

daily work basis.

There are real opportunities for pilot projects, where even

the government — is YDC, YEC, Economic Development or

any government departments taking a lead in exploring that?

They did it with hybrids — are they looking at electric

vehicles?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: As I stated before, I haven’t been part

of any policy discussions around a rebate system. To be more

clear, we have not undertaken work — at least me and the

team at Yukon Development Corporation — around a rebate

system for the purchase of electric cars.

I see value in that work, but also — just to touch upon,

we are under — and we could absolutely have a great debate

about the value — I’m sorry that I can’t speak in great detail,

but I thought I had just seen that the federal government had

put a system in place for rebate, but I’ll come back with some

information. Hopefully during a Question Period, we can

discuss it, but we have not at Yukon Development

Corporation undertaken that with the monies that we use.

Our budget is pretty simplistic, really, when you think

about it. When we go through — when we’re going to discuss

these — we have a few line items, we service some historical

debt, we have some previous commitments around some

rebates — maybe the discussion comes to shifting some

pieces around that — and then also we have our ongoing cost

going forward.

It’s all pretty well accounted for.

Out of our $1.5 million that has been in place now — that

really can be used to allocate to projects that are on-grid. We

are open to people coming, as we stated, to be part of that

approach for electric vehicles. That means they can come and

apply — partner and come in to talk about fast-charging

infrastructure. I will put it this way — I will take that under

advisement from the Leader of the Third Party to discuss with

our officials, whether it be Yukon Development Corporation

or Energy, Mines and Resources — to discuss rebate and to

look at what rebate systems are potentially in place already at

a federal level.

Ms. Hanson: You know, Mr. Chair, when the president

and CEO of YEC and YDC appeared as witnesses, my

colleague for Takhini-Kopper King asked questions regarding

the time-of-use rates being implemented in Yukon to further

incentivize electricity use away from peak load times.

When referring to the upcoming demand-side

management pilot project, we were told that — and I quote:

“… we don’t have time-of-use rates at the moment in the

Yukon, so there is no real financial benefit during this pilot

phase in people participating, other than knowing that they

have played an active role in helping the utility to shift peaks

and manage our greenhouse gas emissions.”

Mr. Chair, not only do time-of-use rates encourage people

to reduce energy use during the peak load, but they reward

people who actively manage their electricity use and thereby

contribute to reduce fossil fuel use. My question really is: Is

the reason for the lack of time-of-use rates in Yukon simply a

matter of the work not having been undertaken or are there

regulatory, administrative or legislative impediments to

incorporating DSM initiatives into the Yukon beyond the

current Yukon Utilities Board decision blocking DSM? We

recognize that and we know that is there, but are there any

other regulatory, administrative or legislative impediments?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The first work that we are undertaking

is a cost-of-service review, which essentially is an analysis

that will look at industrial rates versus residential rates. I have

also made a commitment to some of my colleagues in the

Assembly to take a look at if there is the potential for even a

third rate that would take into consideration some of the

adaptation that we have to do around food security. What that

would be is taking a look at — is it an option that we should

discuss and take a look at a rate for agricultural producers?

That is some of the first work we are going to do.

I think that work is underway. I will say that, in the early

stages, it is something that has come up. It has been a much

more present topic of conversation as of late.

Without having a budget put in front of me and

discussion in place with Yukon Energy Corporation — just

sort of at a high level, I know that Mr. Hall, our CEO, has said

that part of it has been — the initial financial investment is

pretty significant across our grid to start to put this in place. I

think it’s probably around the fact that you need smart meters.

That doesn’t mean that a quick analysis wouldn’t show that

you would get a proper ROI over a period of time if you put

that in place, but this is work that’s, first of all, being

undertaken on the cost rate and then, from there, further

discussion.

To be fair, I think it is work that hasn’t been completed. I

think it’s important work and it is work that is being discussed

as we look at some of these different pieces around demand-

side management — just understanding the pressure that

we’re under now is even greater.

Ms. Hanson: Maybe I missed it, but I just want to

clarify: The minister is saying that there are no —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Ms. Hanson: Good. He’s not aware of any legislative,

administrative or regulatory impediments, which is great to

hear.

I’m raising one more question with respect to

independent power production, because I have heard the

suggestion that we won’t have the opportunity to come back

to Energy, Mines and Resources in this Sitting. I have had

some concerns expressed to me around — and I absolutely

applaud the work that has been done on the IPP. It has been a

long time coming. I can remember in 2009-10 when there was

significant public interest in the independent power

production policy. There were some significant concerns

about it at that time — the public forum, in one instance, that

we hosted, with huge interest.

As the minister and I have discussed in the past, one of

the missing pieces was that you can’t do it until you have a

power purchase policy. I have some questions with respect to

that. Again, the CEO of Yukon Energy Corporation

mentioned when they were here that the IPP projects would
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have to pay for their connection cost to the grid. So while, for

example, solar and hydro may be able to compete with the

blended diesel energy rate per kilowatt hour, their connection

costs may be prohibitive, if we’re doing it on a straight across.

I have a couple of questions. My first one is: Are there

currently any feasible renewable energy projects that can be

implemented under the IPP policy with respect to power

purchase? Has the government had any interested parties

come forward to inquire about entering into an IPP agreement

with the government — doing it but finding that they are

impeded by the fee structure — the power purchase agreement

fee structure?

One of the concerns — and I may not be articulating it in

the most clear way, but it’s my perception that there’s more

benefit to power production than just avoided costs of fuel,

because there are environmental and social benefits. When the

government was developing its independent power production

— the power purchase agreements, the policy base for that —

did the government consider expanding the scope beyond just

the avoided cost of fuel? Because if that is just it, then we may

not get there.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I don’t want to talk about

the fact that we may not get there, because we just got here.

We just actually got here with the policy, so that was the first

piece that we needed to put in place. There are a number of

pieces there — a lot of them. I will open up a little leeway. I

mean, yes, the member opposite is correct — the IPP work

inevitably gets led by our policy team out of the Energy,

Mines and Resources department. Yukon Development

Corporation’s role was to provide insight the same way that

the other stakeholders did — Yukon Energy Corporation and

ATCO. I think there has been dialogue that has occurred

between potential entities that would come to the Yukon

Development Corporation and talk about their projects —

some that we have, some that we are meeting with —

continuing to support and to discuss with them their projects

— and then see if they would submit applications for funding

to the Yukon Development Corporation.

A challenge for us has been — in our early years of IREI,

what we have seen from Natural Resources Canada, through

probably the NSERC program and the REACHE program — I

apologize — I am just giving you sort of the titles of the

programs. There has been a lot of money provided across the

country, and it is an interesting problem to have, whether it be

in Old Crow where they have been successful in leveraging

federal money— therefore, monies that we would maybe look

to put into projects; they have already realized that.

I think that, from our experience, there are monies

available which are really helping to offset the capital costs

associated with the projects. There was lots of discussion

through the early parts of this to understand that — I guess the

sweet spot for the policy was really around: How do you bring

these projects in line and into reality and do it in a way where

— you try to come up with an elegant solution, which is —

how do you displace the cost of thermal, but how do you not

put extra burden on the ratepayer? All you had to do was

clearly look at the themes that were happening in the

Legislative Assembly — as we started to develop the IPP and

probably hear questions that were coming from previous

ministers who were in this role — asking, “Hey, who is going

to cover the cost? Where is it going to come from?”

Of course, privileged advice to previous ministers is

privileged advice to previous ministers — I don’t know, but I

know that some people had to make a decision and people

knew that the decision was that either you were going to have

projects that were not feasible or you were going to put costs

associated with bringing these projects online on ratepayers.

What we tried to do — and we hope that we have hit the

right formula — is to look at existing pots of money that we

have committed to us long-term and the existing pots of

money that local organizations have had success in leveraging

— whether it be in Old Crow or Burwash Landing — taking

into consideration what that formula is to see them offset their

capital costs, and then have a price in place that makes it a

feasible project.

Do we think that we have feasible projects? We do think

that we have feasible projects. For many of these projects

right now, if done appropriately, there is a tremendous amount

of dollars to offset. I have had one proponent come to us and

say that they want to make sure that the project has a real

business case, because that’s what we like to invest in. What

we are looking at now is that there is money from many

different sources coming to us. That is why we also made sure

that our IPP policy — after 24 months, we have the ability,

Mr. Chair, to go back and review it. We knew we may not get

it all right, but we knew we had to make the commitment to

get it out the door.

We do feel that the policy can add to more of these

projects. I will endeavour to get information about the

connection fee to see if that’s going to be something that is

insurmountable for — that is not our — in any way, shape or

form, we want to see these projects come online. I would have

to go to Yukon Energy Corporation and take into

consideration what those connection fees look like and how

that plays into the overall project plan for specific individuals

— where their project is and how close to grid — all those

things are different and unique in each case. We think that this

policy can help bring projects online.

I apologize if I missed any other questions. I will get back

to the member opposite with more concise answers if I did.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate the minister’s answer. I do

think that we will have to come back to this area. We are not

comparing apples to apples here, because costs of fossil fuels

right now are highly subsidized. So when you start saying to a

new player in the field that you have to meet that price or

lower, that is where the question comes as to how you’re

comparing those two. That’s why I keep coming back to the

mandate — assuring a continuing and adequate supply of

energy in a manner consistent with sustainable development.

We know that the definition of “sustainable development” —

we go back to the final agreement and back to Brundtland.

There is more to it than just simply saying, “We’re going to

have to have renewable energy competing on an unlevel
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playing field against a highly subsidized, well-established

fossil fuel sector.”

I would like to move this forward — because I recognize

that there are other areas — and this is going to sound like a

very strange question, but we have an operation and

maintenance budget for Yukon Development Corporation.

After almost 10 years, I should know this, but I don’t: Why is

it zero for personnel?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The costs that are incurred for

personnel at Yukon Development Corporation are provided

for — we recover those particular costs — through the cash

flow of Yukon Development Corporation — the money it

receives from Yukon Energy Corporation. Today, our budget

line items have to do with money that is going through

appropriation from the Yukon government. These particular

costs are what are presented, but our personnel costs there are

from other sources. That’s why they are not listed here in our

budget.

Chair: Is there any further general debate on the Yukon

Development Corporation?

Seeing none, we will proceed to line-by-line debate.

On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
On Interim Electrical Rebate
Interim Electrical Rebate in the amount of $3,500,000

agreed to
On Mayo B Rate Payer Support
Mayo B Rate Payer Support in the amount of $2,625,000

agreed to
On Prior Years’ Projects
Prior Years’ Projects in the amount of nil cleared
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $6,125,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
On Innovative Renewable Energy Initiative in the amount

of $1,500,000
Innovative Renewable Energy Initiative in the amount of

$1,500,000 agreed to
On Arctic Energy Fund
Ms. Hanson: I just want to clarify. The minister made a

comment about a $50-million federal commitment over 10

years. Is this a staggered contribution, or is it lower now and

will be higher over the next couple of years? Because it is not

going to add up to $50 million.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The Arctic energy fund is — for lack

of a better term — a sub-fund under the ICIP funding which

was negotiated with the Minister of Infrastructure and

Communities. What we have done in this particular case is to

amortize it out over that period of 10 years, but you do have

great flexibility to front load in some years or to see it spent

on an equal basis annually. We will look to equal it out at this

particular time. It will be close to that number — $5 million

on an annual basis.

That’s essentially what it is, and there’s no loss. There’s

flexibility. You may have a project that has greater priority on

year 2, 3 or 4, and I think you can look to increase your

allocation from that.

It will be noted that you do still have a process, like all

these infrastructure processes, for the most part, where once

we have identified the project, there’s still the submission that

goes in to the federal government for approval.

Arctic Energy Fund in the amount of $4,705,000 agreed
to

Yukon Development Corporation Capital Expenditures
in the amount of $6,205,000 agreed to

Yukon Development Corporation Total Expenditures in
the amount of $12,330,000 agreed to

On Revenues
Revenues cleared
On Government Transfers
Government Transfers cleared
Yukon Development Corporation agreed to

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I just would like to thank the officials

for coming in today and providing assistance. Thank you for

the service you provide us. We’re lucky to have you as part of

our team. I know it’s busy running a very successful Yukon

company, and also thanks to the president for providing

assistance and leadership on all of these new initiatives.

Chair: The matter now before Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 10, Public Service Commission, in

Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to recess for 10 minutes?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is continuing general

debate on Vote 10, Public Service Commission, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Public Service Commission — continued
Chair: Mr. Mostyn, you have 18 minutes and two

seconds.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

That is a lot of time; I don’t think I require it. As a matter of

fact, I am actually going to let my colleagues on the benches

opposite ask their questions.

Ms. Hanson: Since we last met here on April 18, when

we left off there — I will start with where we left off. I had

asked the minister a question with respect to how the

performance pay for senior managers was being dealt with,

with respect to what they call the “PDP Award” and he had

agreed with me that it was important that there be sort of a

link between performance and pay. But the study that we were

finding, the internal audit that had been completed, indicated

that there was a disconnection.
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I am just wondering if the minister has had a chance or an

opportunity to do any further reflection on that and to

determine what changes will be made in that policy.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I do recall the question. It came

from the audit the member opposite referenced. The assertion

or the idea is that perhaps there are senior managers who are

receiving a larger chunk of the pay raises than perhaps they’re

entitled to. As I said, this is information that we will

investigate ourselves, under advisement. We haven’t changed

any policies. We will look into this matter and take corrective

action, if necessary.

Ms. Hanson: What I just look for is an undertaking,

because I think there is maybe a gap here. Can the minister

give an undertaking that he will read the talent acquisition and

retention performance audit from August 2018, so that when

we — because I do want to pursue this conversation with him.

There are a number of areas here, in terms of identification of

the potential for issues around lack of gender equity in terms

of hiring practices, in terms of pay, potential issues around

more senior managers getting a higher chunk of performance

pay — not pay for work done necessarily. I mean, it is work

done, but it’s the reward part of the bonus, I guess you could

call it, in the most crass form.

What I’m simply looking for is an undertaking from the

minister and then I’ll move on to other areas of questions —

an undertaking that he will read that audit so that we can have

an informed conversation.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: To the simple question raised by the

member opposite — yes, I will read the audit. I will also let

her know that my officials have read the audit and we are

taking action on many recruitment and retention issues within

the public service. We have $100,000 identified to do a review

of practices within the department. We’re doing a strategic

analysis of the department and the branches within it to make

sure that it’s serving the needs. We’re also investing — as I

said the last time we were in the House — in new tools so that

the department officials — the civil service itself — can

actually have the metrics at hand to identify these problems.

I know, from talking and working with my colleagues in

the Public Service Commission, that they do not currently

have good tools to do this job. It is a very difficult job to pull

the type of metrics that she is referring to. The audit that was

done — the internal audit — was based on a very small

sample, as I am led to believe.

Some conclusions were drawn from that sliver of data,

but like many reports in the territory, there were very small

numbers involved in the sample size. We are endeavouring to

get better tools, better metrics, and better ways of measuring

how the civil service operates. Currently, that data is very

difficult to analyze or come by. It is very cumbersome to

actually analyze. I wish I had better data to be able to discuss

on the floor of the Legislative Assembly what is happening

within the civil service in more vibrant colour, but we do not

have those tools. I am working very hard to get them so that

we can actually do this work with a greater measure of

certainty and success.

Ms. Hanson: We look forward to the outcomes of the

$100,000 hiring practices review, as well as the strategic plan

that was discussed by the minister when we talked last week.

Mr. Chair, there has been a fair amount of discussion over

the years, so this year — in 2013, there was the establishment

of the Respectful Workplace office — there was a policy

evaluation required after five years. As we know, the mandate

of the Respectful Workplace office is to be a resource for

employees experiencing disrespect in the workplace, and for

those with the responsibility to manage workplace conflict to

assess concerns about disrespectful conduct in the workplace

and to determine and manage the appropriate process to

address those concerns. This is a very important office

because it has the active involvement of the union bodies in

the Yukon. It is a novel approach. In agreeing to this process,

the Respectful Workplace office union representatives gave

up other processes. So it is imperative that this works.

There are seven recommendations that came out of this

policy evaluation that was posted on the website. One was that

the Respectful Workplace office and the steering committee

— which, as I said, is made up of representatives from

government and unions — should consider implementing the

following recommendations: first, develop a conflict

management process map to provide more clarity on when

and how to engage with respectful workplaces. We have seen,

from comments made by a number of external assessments,

that there has been some lack of clarity on that. A second

recommendation was to improve the perceptions about the

transparency and neutrality of the Respectful Workplace

office process by developing clear protocols for triaging and

processing cases based on their level of complexity and need.

The third was to consider strengthening the authority of the

Respectful Workplace office in the policy, particularly in the

follow-up process. This is one of the concerns I have heard, so

I am interested to hear that this is reflected in the evaluation.

A fourth recommendation really talks about communications,

and getting better information through marketing and

communications.

The fifth recommendation is to increase efforts and

resources to build relationships and trust with departmental

staff, focusing on human resource consultants and senior

management, and to deliver capacity-building services. The

sixth is to pursue opportunities to integrate Respectful

Workplace office workshops and training, with other

professional development opportunities available for

Government of Yukon employees. The seventh — which is

vitally important in my mind — is to develop a performance

measurement framework and strengthen reporting on the

operations of the Respectful Workplace office.

Can the minister give the House an indication of what

work plan has been developed to implement the

recommendations of this independent evaluation of the

Respectful Workplace office, and when we might see that

work plan?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am really glad that the

conversation has moved into the Respectful Workplace office,

because, as my colleague in the opposition has noted, it is a
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novel approach. In fact, I would say that it is probably a

unique approach to managing conflict and problems in the

workplace. I would say, in my brief tenure in the job here —

two years — that it is working and is a vast improvement over

the grievance processes used in other workplaces.

As with any new approach to human resources, like the

Respectful Workplace office — it has five years’ worth of

experience under it, and we have conducted a review. The

review was conducted and finished in December 2018. That

evaluation confirmed that the office processes are effective in

addressing workplace conflict and disrespectful conduct,

while also identifying some areas for improvement. In fact, I

believe that there were seven recommendations that came out

of that process, and all seven of them have been accepted by

the steering committee, which is made up of both labour and

management representatives. We are currently in the process

of implementing and making good on all seven

recommendations.

The steering committee that I mentioned — with labour

and management representatives — is meeting monthly. It is

working to start improving a system that was a vast

improvement on the one that went before. The evaluation

report is available on the yukon.ca website. The cost of the

evaluation was approximately $63,000.

We also have in this budget — the budget for the

Respectful Workplace office is $1.1 million — if you were to

round it — and this includes an increase of $236,000 for two

new FTEs for full-time conflict resolution practitioners to

clear out some of the backlog that was developing. We

realized through the evaluation that we needed more

resources, and those resources have been allocated to the

department to improve the Respectful Workplace office.

To summarize, I suppose: It is a good process. It is one

that is new. After five years, we did the review, we came up

with seven ways it could be made better — working with

labour and management, working collaboratively together.

They are currently implementing those recommendations and

improving a process that is already quite good.

Ms. Hanson: I guess what I was looking for from the

minister was when we might see — there are seven distinct

areas, some of which the minister has under his own control

and some of which he does not. Is there a work plan being

developed? When will that be completed?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The short answer to the member’s

question is that we are hoping — we are working through all

seven recommendations, and the goal is to have them all done

within the next year. There is a steering committee. Under the

steering committee are a number of working groups, all of

which are working on implementing the recommendations.

There is some policy work that needs to be done, there are

process maps, and there is communication in getting this stuff

out. There is a lot to this, and it is all being worked on right

now.

Again, I think that what we’re seeing — the way that I

approach these things is that it’s not “Do the seven things and

we are done.” It’s “We have seven recommendations. Let’s

work through those, assess again, and see how things are

working and improve it further still.”

The goal, given all of the moving pieces — the

collaboration between management and labour and all of the

work being done through the steering committee, which meets

monthly — we are hoping to have all seven recommendations

implemented within the next year.

Mr. Cathers: I have a few questions for the Minister

responsible for the Public Service Commission. I am going to

begin with the question: Do all of the deputy ministers live in

the Yukon? If not, how many maintain their primary residence

outside of the Yukon?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It is our understanding that all

deputy ministers employed by the Government of Yukon live

in the Yukon and maintain a residence here.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answer from the

minister. In part, it is prompted by the minister yesterday in

the House — he talked about the ability for people to work

from Ontario during motion debate. A follow-up question is:

Do all assistant deputy ministers of the Government of Yukon

live in the Yukon? If not, how many maintain their primary

residence outside of the Yukon?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: To the best of our knowledge, all

assistant deputy ministers employed by the Yukon

government live here.

My comment yesterday afternoon — when we were

discussing changes in society — I was basically referencing

that we have tools now — the Internet, but beyond that, we

have our cellphones and our telecommunications

infrastructure — that are changing our workplace. I wasn’t

referring to any senior management in particular — or in fact

at all. I do know that when I go to Ontario, as I did last fall, I

was still able to connect to my colleagues in Cabinet remotely

and have discussions with them on matters of import to the

territory because of the changes in technology which are

shifting the way we do business.

The fact is that our ways of working in the territory have

to reflect these changes in society, and currently they don’t.

We’re working with — most of the government is run on

paper still, because there has been very little investment in

information technology, as I have reflected earlier in

conversation with the Leader of the Third Party — on how

feeble our information technology is within the department of

the Public Service Commission — but that could be extended

to all government departments.

In my conversation about referencing Ontario, I’m sorry

if I have caused any confusion with the Member for Lake

Laberge. It had nothing to do with any specific example

reflecting any of our senior management or any civil servant

in particular at all. It was just basically saying that times have

changed and our government has failed to keep up with the

times. It’s time to invest in change and have a workplace,

tools, and the ability for our civil service to work within the

environment that we currently live in, which is highly

connected and highly mobile.
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In some workplaces, there are huge changes happening,

and we have to start to have those changes reflected in our

workplace.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answer from the

minister. I would also encourage him to perhaps look into it

further. He indicated that, in the case of deputy ministers and

ADMs — to his knowledge, they were all residents of the

territory. We have heard from a number of Yukoners that this

may not be the case, and we have heard reports of assistant

deputy ministers either residing primarily in Ontario or

spending a lot of time commuting to family back there.

I am sure the minister’s answer isn’t going to change

right now from what he gave me, but I would ask that he look

into it and get back to me via legislative return.

As well, at that point, he may not be able to answer this

question today — if there are any assistant deputy ministers of

the Yukon government who are commuting to and from

Ontario or another province, if he could at that time, in a

legislative return, provide the answer of how many days

they’re being paid for work when they’re not in the Yukon.

I’m going to ask a related question on the topic of senior

managers — are all assistant deputy ministers employees of

the Yukon government?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I have said this afternoon that our

deputies and ADMs reside in the territory. I have given that

answer and I will stand by it. We have no evidence or reason

to believe that any of them are commuting from Ontario or

from some faraway places to the territory in their jobs.

Yukon employees, including senior managers, are entitled

to all sorts of leave. They have holiday leave and they have

bereavement leave, so people have left the territory to go visit

family. There is no two ways about it: Things happen. People

have time off and they take that time.

If the member opposite has specific concerns about

specific individuals, please bring them to my attention. I

encourage him to write me an e-mail and I will certainly look

into specific complaints with supporting information he might

be able to provide from his sources. But I have no desire to

start a witch hunt or a wild goose chase on employees who

may be living elsewhere and coming into work on a Monday

morning to do their job. I just don’t quite understand that. I

have no evidence and no reason to believe that this is the case.

Mr. Cathers: I just do want to note that, contrary to the

way the minister framed it or responded to the question, I

want to make it clear that this is neither a complaint nor an

accusation; it is a question. What the question relates to,

again, based on what we’ve heard from a number of Yukoners

as well as the minister’s comments yesterday, appeared, at

least at the time, to us to be indicating that perhaps what we

had been told from a number of Yukoners was correct about

assistant deputy ministers potentially not living full time

within the territory. Of course, we do appreciate the fact that

all employees, including senior managers, do have personal

lives and are entitled to respect for their personal lives, but the

question I think as it pertains to the public interest question

relates to whether someone is available on the spot to manage

their staff as they are expected to do — and also for Yukoners

who wish to meet with a senior manager, including a deputy

minister or an ADM, whether in fact they are readily available

and accessible here in the territory. I would again just

encourage the minister to look into that further.

On a question that this has prompted for us as well is

whether the health review is being delayed or impacted as a

result of either the deputy minister or any of the ADMs in that

department not living full time in the Yukon — also, whether

the DM and all assistant deputy ministers of Health and Social

Services actually live here full time. I would just encourage

the minister to look into the matter and get back with a

legislative return.

I am going to move now to the question of how assistant

deputy ministers are hired, including whether they are directly

hired outside of a competitive process. Can the minister please

tell me how many assistant deputy ministers the Liberal

government has directly — or under the Liberal watch, I

should say — how many assistant deputy ministers have been

directly hired without competition? Can he indicate, when that

occurs, does the Public Service Commission have to approve?

Is the Public Service Commission involved with that decision

to bypass competition?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Between April 1, 2018, and March

31, 2019 — that’s a year — there have been nine ADM

staffing actions within the Yukon government. Of those, four

were exemptions, three were competitions, two were transfers

from within government. Of the four exemptions, three came

through the leadership pathways program.

I’m going to talk about that for just a second, because

leadership pathways is a process that I inherited. It came from

the past. In the past, it was a selection process. Somebody

made a decision and appointed a bunch of people to enter the

leadership pathways process. When I came into this position, I

said, “That’s not right. We have to do better.” So we have

opened up the leadership pathways process so that now it is a

process that has an open call that goes out to all employees to

apply to this process that was not very transparent and open

before; it was closed; it was a hand-picked cadre of people.

That’s fine; I wanted something a little bit more transparent,

so we actually opened it up and we now have an open call-out

that recruits candidates to the process. People know that it’s

out there and that this is coming and that they have an

opportunity to get in, so we have a bigger pool of people

coming into the process. It’s more open. That was important

to me.

Of the nine ADM hires in the last year, four came from

the newly improved and much broader leadership pathways

process, which is still a work-in-progress, and we’ll continue

to assess how that’s working and make improvements so it’s

more transparent, more open and is actually doing a good job

of bringing up the talent. We have a ton of talent within the

civil service, and I think that’s our greatest resource, actually

— the people we have working for us, the good people — and

I want to make sure that our civil servants have a path to

success and that everybody has a shot and at least know those

things are available and that opportunity for advancement is

broad — and we’re getting the best people for the job.
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Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the information provided. It

is somewhat concerning to see that, out of the nine ADMs

who were hired in the past year, only two were through a

competitive process. As much as the program the minister

mentioned has obviously benefits to it, the question of why

someone would be directly hired through that rather than the

position going to a fully competitive process remains an issue

and a concern.

Just circling back to one I may have missed mentioning in

my question about whether all the assistant deputy ministers

live in the Yukon, I would again ask the minister to provide a

legislative return and, in that, if he could provide three things,

that would be appreciated: How many maintain a primary

residence outside the Yukon? Does someone have to approve

that? If so, who? And I’d like a breakdown by departments.

I am going to go back to two questions that the minister

missed. I asked, when it came to the area of assistant deputy

ministers being directly hired instead of going through a

competitive process, whether the Public Service Commission

has to approve and if they are involved in that decision.

Secondly in that area, I had asked the minister for the

numbers beginning in late 2016, when the government took

office. If he doesn’t have that information in front of him, I

would ask him to provide it by legislative return. The question

again is how many — beyond the nine in the past year who

were hired, most of them without a competitive process — we

would appreciate that information. I would contend that the

public has a right to that information.

The minister also did not answer the question of whether

all assistant deputy ministers are employees of the Yukon

government or whether any are under some alternate

arrangement — and if that would be on contract or what that

relationship would be — if he could answer that question. As

well, if there are any in a non-standard employment format —

if he could provide a breakdown of how many and in which

departments.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am going to do my best to unpack

that list of questions. I am going to start at the front end of the

questions.

The member opposite has asked for a legislative return to

a question that I have answered. As far as the senior

leadership living out of the territory, I have answered that

question. To the best of my knowledge, no, there are no

ADMs or DMs commuting from elsewhere to the territory.

If the member opposite, as I said earlier, has information

or has people who would like to come and give me

information that would change my thoughts on that, please

have them contact me or send me an e-mail with the

information, and I will investigate. But as I have said on the

floor of the Legislative Assembly, there are no senior

managers living elsewhere and commuting to the territory to

do their jobs.

Of course, if some information comes to light that shows

that this isn’t the case, I will certainly get back to the member

opposite, but at this time, I am counting this as answered, and

I’m moving on.

The member opposite has asked about ADM

appointments. I want to correct — I think I heard him

correctly, and I think he got something muddled. There were

three competitions for ADM hires between April 1, 2018, and

March 31, 2019 — three competitions. We had four

exemptions, three of whom came from our more robust,

beefier leadership pathways program. We had two transfers of

ADMs. These are ADMs who were already employed by the

Government of Yukon and transferred within the department

— so they came from other positions into new positions.

Those were transfers. So the total staffing actions were nine,

of which five of those nine were either already hired and in

the job — hired — or went through a competitive process —

more than 50 percent, closer to 60 percent. Of the four

appointments, three were leadership pathways participants.

That leadership pathways process has an open call for

participation. So that’s that.

I will endeavour to get information to the member on the

number of staffing actions that we have had at the deputy

minister level. I will say though that, as far as the hiring of

ADMs goes, the process hasn’t changed under our

government. We are using relatively simple — the PSC does

not have to approve ADM hires, just as under previous

governments, but they are consulted and then it’s up to the

deputy to make that appointment. The deputy has the authority

to make that appointment, but the Public Service Commission

is certainly involved in the process, as it always has been.

I will also say that we not only have a much more

dynamic, robust leadership pathways process, but we also

have transfer lists of ADMs — which is a fairly new

development. It means that our ADMs can sign up and say,

“I’m interested in other opportunities. If you have one, please

keep me in mind.” If something comes up, then we will

consider them for another post.

We also have standardized job descriptions for

ADMs. That is another new initiative on behalf of our

government — to have a much more standardized job

description. This means that our ADMs are able to move

around within the government with a little bit more flexibility

and take on new tasks and new opportunities. We can have a

much more dynamic, vibrant civil service, and that helps us

with staffing. There is a lot of change happening within our

civil service. We are seeing a lot of retirements and a lot of

new blood coming in, so these tweaks that we have made to

this process are allowing us to staff them a bit more quickly

and efficiently.

Was there another question? Oh yes, there was some

question about if all our ADMs are employees of the

government, and the answer to that again is yes.

Mr. Cathers: The one the minister began with —

indicating he had answered a question and would regard it as

answered — I would note again, the question about ADMs

living in the Yukon as well as the associated questions that I

asked — that I did ask him to look into it and get back to me

via a letter or a legislative return — either would be fine. The

question has certainly not been answered. The minister

indicated that he was not aware of something different, and
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that’s entirely different from actually looking into something.

I would ask him to get back to us by either a letter or a

legislative return with that answer.

As it pertains to Outside hires, I’m now going to ask the

question of how many managers from Outside, whether they

be ADMs, directors, managers or if they are special advisors

to a deputy minister — how many of those staff have been

directly hired without a competitive process? Who is involved

in deciding to approve that?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Again, we’re going to go around the

mulberry bush a little bit about the member opposite’s

assertion we have carpetbagger DMs. Let me just be totally

clear: We have no DMs in the territory who live elsewhere.

They live here. That’s the answer. There’s no need for a

legislative return. Now, I’m not afraid of legislative returns.

We on this side have provided 206 legislative returns since

coming into office, compared to one from the side opposite.

So we are doing our fair share of legislative returns and I will

continue that process and I will continue to provide

information to the members opposite through legislative

returns and other ways — through letters and everything else.

But on this one, I don’t think it warrants a legislative return,

so we’ll just move on.

As far as direct hires — we don’t have those numbers. I

will endeavour to get the member opposite numbers on the

number of direct hires for these lower-level management

positions, but I am assured by my colleagues in the Public

Service Commission that there aren’t many direct hires. There

is a competitive process. We strive to have a competitive

process for our competitions. It’s something I personally

champion. I think it’s important that we get the best person for

the job. I think that going through a competitive process

sometimes reveals hidden gems, and so I think it is always

good. It raises the bar for everybody, so I am a big fan of

competitive processes for jobs within the civil service.

I will endeavour to get the member opposite the numbers

that he asked for, although I will put the caveat on there that

the tools that we have to do that are sort of feeble — but my

colleagues in the civil service have said that they would

endeavour to get that number to the member opposite.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the information that the

minister provided. There are still a few questions that he

hasn’t answered, and I should note that, while he again

emphasized that there are no deputy ministers who are living

outside of the territory, I would again ask him to look into that

at the assistant deputy minister level and get back to me via

letter or legislative return once he has actually checked.

The minister was giving the Liberal government a lot of

credit for the number of legislative returns, and I do have to

remind the minister that a large number of those are due to

ministers being unable to answer fairly simple questions in the

House. Playing catch-up later via legislative return instead of

answering the question is not something that the minister

should give himself a gold sticker for.

I should note again the question regarding direct hires

from Outside, particularly at management level — a

commitment to develop the public service — and some of the

rhetoric of this government — does not take shape if their

direct hires for outside senior leadership — or, at least, I

should say that if there are candidates here who would do a

good job in those roles, they are deprived of the opportunity to

even compete for them through that process. It prevents

Yukoners from rising in the ranks of the public service if the

senior leadership is directly hired from outside of the territory.

I am not going to ask the minister a question. We have

seen a number of situations, including the somewhat odd

events surrounding the departure of the Deputy Minister of

Finance. The Premier announced a long departure that would

have actually been tomorrow — I believe it was — in his

press release early in March, and then, a mere matter of nine

or 10 days later, a second press release went out announcing a

removal effective immediately. There was a big change in the

tone of language from the first one, which spoke in glowing

terms, and the second one, which read like something else had

occurred. With that and with other DMs and ADMs who have

been fired or given the good news that they were taking early

retirement under the Liberal government, can the minister tell

me how much money has been paid out to cover severance

packages for the deputy ministers and ADMs who have

departed government under the Liberal watch?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We are in the midst of discussing

the budget of a human resource department, but I’m not going

to get into specifics of human resource matters on the floor of

the Legislative Assembly. We have issued news releases on

the departure of deputies, and I’m not going to add any more

information to what has already been released through news

releases from the government.

The member opposite has seen those news releases. I

encourage him to read them again and he’ll get all the

information he needs and all the information that this

government is willing to provide on the departure of the

deputy.

As for the severance of our deputies, the Yukon

government of course values the expertise and contribution of

all people appointed to serve as deputy heads in the Yukon

public service. Deputies are appointed to their position by the

Commissioner in Executive Council following certification by

the Public Service Commissioner that they are qualified for

the appointment.

Except for the Public Service Commissioner — my good

colleague to the left here — the deputy heads serve at

pleasure, and their appointment can be rescinded at any time.

I’m sure that the members opposite know this. They are well-

acquainted with that. Those who accept an opportunity to

serve in the capacity understand this reality.

The specifics of an individual deputy head’s income, such

as salary level and severance provisions, are confidential

details of their employment contract, and this type of personal

information is not accessible under the Access to Information
and Protection of Privacy Act. Fall 2018 amendments to that
act afford us the opportunity to consider the types of personal

information that we may want to exempt from the act through

regulation in the future after related provisions of that act are

brought into force.
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Again, we didn’t have that capacity under the previous

act because it was kind of out of date and not very modern.

We do have a modern act coming in that affords us a lot more

flexibility on a number of different matters. That is one that

future governments may elect to explore.

As far as that goes, that’s where we’re at. We haven’t

changed the way that we talk about employee severance in our

government. It’s consistent with past governments, and I’m

sure that the members opposite, from their past experience in

government, know the process. It hasn’t changed.

Mr. Cathers: It is interesting how the Liberals’ tune

has changed from when they were in opposition and when the

public made the mistake of electing them to office — and

seeing what they were really going to do once they had been

elected on the basis of their promises. I should note that I

respect the decision made by voters, but I would point out that

voters took the Liberals at their word, and that has turned out

to be a mistake. There has been a long list of Liberal promises

where they have broken them without any good reason to do

so.

I just want to remind the minister of what the Premier

said when he was the Leader of the Liberal Party — seated on

this side of the floor and Leader of the Third Party at the time.

I’m going to quote from a Whitehorse Star article dated April
29, 2016. The quotes are from the now-Premier: “When the

Premier hires deputy ministers, then fires them, there’s a cost

to the taxpayer — hundreds of thousands of dollars each time

that this happens…”— said the now-Premier.

Another quote from him: “It doesn’t inspire much

confidence in the leader of government when there’s turnover

at a senior level of staff.”

Further in the article, the Liberal Party spokesperson of

the day said that if — the name of the Leader of the Liberal

Party — is elected Premier in the pending election, severance

deals would be made public. “We think that the public

deserves to know what those numbers are, and we’d make

those numbers available, he said.

“Other jurisdictions in Canada publicize the names,

positions and salaries of public sector workers making over

$100,000.”

Ending my quotes from the article — it is interesting that,

despite specifically promising to make information about

severance for a deputy minister public if that occurred, the

government is now in their third year and, despite the fact

that, by the minister’s own admission, the act allows Cabinet

to approve a regulation that would allow transparency in these

matters, we are in year 3 of the Liberal term, and they still

haven’t kept their promise. We and the public are left again to

guess what those severance costs for deputy ministers and

ADMs who have been removed — fired — from their jobs or

given the unwanted gift of early retirement — what those

costs actually are.

I am going to move on to another area, and that relates to

the costs of bringing deputy ministers and ADMs into the

territory who were not Yukon citizens, and their moving costs

have been paid. Can the minister tell me two things: What is

the total cost of moving deputy ministers — their furniture,

assets, households, et cetera — into the territory under this

government’s watch? Particularly, we know that they hired

one deputy minister who was briefly the Deputy Minister of

Education before apparently being removed by this

government — the question of whether the costs of moving

that gentleman’s furniture, household, and so on from

Australia were picked up by the taxpayer. If so, how much

money did Yukoners pay for that move?

I see the minister is getting instruction from the Deputy

Premier on this, and hopefully the instruction is to be

transparent, not to be more opaque on this matter. Again, in

case the minister didn’t hear the question, I’m asking about

the moving costs and the cost of moving assets of deputy

ministers hired from outside of the Yukon into the Yukon,

including and specifically whether, in the case of the now-

former Deputy Minister of Education, who was hired by the

Premier and is now no longer in that place — whether his

moving costs from Australia were paid and, if so, what those

costs were.

I would also ask the minister to provide the total cost of

moving assistant deputy ministers into the territory from

Outside and what those moving costs were collectively. I

would point out in that area that the government has made a

lot of commitments about transparency. In the area of

severance, particularly, there were specific commitments

made by the now-Premier when he was the Leader of the

Third Party that the government hasn’t kept. At a senior

leadership level, as cited by the now-Premier in the April

before the election was held, there are other jurisdictions that

do provide more details about senior management to the

public through so-called “sunshine lists” than would typically

be provided for any employee who is at a lower level within

the department.

Again, I’m asking about the cost for deputy ministers and

for assistant deputy ministers of moving people from outside

the territory into the territory under this government’s watch,

and I would ask the minister to provide that information either

now or through letter or legislative return.

Another question, on a slightly different matter, is

whether the minister can confirm how many FTEs were

transferred from other departments to the Public Service

Commission as part of Human Resource Shared Services.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m enjoying our conversation this

afternoon. All right — the number the member opposite is

requesting, the number of transfers into the Public Service

Commission from other departments — to do with our shared

services initiative — a way of creating efficiency, getting

more work and more strategic human resource management

into the civil service — it is 12.78, because we have some

departments that have transferred portions of their HR in. You

get a fraction, a number that isn’t a whole. Individually, you

get about 12.78 — that’s the number.

All right. Now, the member opposite has been talking

about all sorts of things — “sunshine lists”, I think is what

they’re called in other jurisdictions. They started in PEI, I

believe it was. The newspaper editor in PEI who I used to
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work for was a big champion of sunshine lists and got it into

PEI and sort of started a trend across the country.

That’s what we are talking about, and the member

opposite is right — our Premier has spoken about this. Lo and

behold, as I have said — the member opposite, I guess, didn’t

catch the answer, or maybe he doesn’t understand — our

ATIPP act — the new ATIPP act, the refurbished, modern

ATIPP act is not yet in force. When it comes into force — as I

said earlier, the fall of 2018 amendments to the act — the one

that we debated on the floor of the Legislative Assembly —

my colleague the Leader of the Third Party and I had a great

go-around on that ATIPP act. We had a very robust, deep, and

rewarding debate on that bill. I don’t recall that the members

of the Official Opposition were quite so interested in the act.

But that act did pass in this House in 2018. The amendments

to that act afford us the opportunity to consider types of

personal information that we may want to exempt from the act

through regulation in the future, after related provisions of the

act are brought into force. When that happens, it will then be

lawful in the territory to have some sort of sunshine list,

should a government decide to do so. Through the passage of

the ATIPP act, we have indeed moved a step closer to what

our Premier had been talking about when in opposition. We

made good on that promise through this new piece of

legislation. We have the tools to be able to follow through

with those details.

Currently though, under the previous act, it is not

permissible. It is not allowed. The specifics of an individual

deputy head’s income, such as salary level and severance

provision, are confidential details of their employment

contract, and this type of personal information is not

accessible under the existing Access to Information and
Protection of Privacy Act— the one that has been in place for

many, many years — the obsolete, old, out-of-sync, out-of-

touch kind of act. That act doesn’t permit it.

The new act that we passed on the floor of the House

does permit it, and when it comes into force, then future

governments will have the option to be able to do these things.

That was one of the reasons why that act was brought into

force.

Until that happens, things such as moving expenses,

salaries, and all the rest of it are not lawful to be provided, so

that’s where we’re at. I answered that question without a

legislative return — so there we are: 206 to one it remains.

Mr. Cathers: I hope the minister doesn’t hurt himself

in his rush to get the ATIPP act in force. Again, the point I’m

making is, with regard to this point about transparency,

whether it requires regulations to be in place or some other

mechanism — the issue that the minister is dismissing, which

I’m raising, is one of what the Premier promised Yukoners.

That issue around transparency, as it pertains to severance

packages, is not something that I came up with this morning

and decided to ask the minister about.

We’re talking about what the Premier promised Yukoners

before they elected this Liberal government. I think most

Yukoners would agree that it’s reasonable, when someone

gives them a very clear promise before being elected, that

they, as Yukoners, should be able to say, “I expect you to

keep your promises”, and not just tell them after the election

that they are in power and do not actually have to do it. In this

case, the government is in year 3 of the Liberal mandate. The

clock is ticking, the sand is running out of the hourglass, and

Yukoners expect the Official Opposition to hold the

government to account for the promises that the Liberal Party

— and their leader specifically, in this case — made to

Yukoners before they went to the polls in 2016.

I would encourage the minister to develop more of a

sense of urgency on doing whatever he needs to do —

whether it be to pass a regulation or change a policy — to

release this information to the public and information about

severance packages of deputy ministers and assistant deputy

ministers.

Mr. Chair, seeing the time, I move that you report

progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Cathers that the Chair

report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I move that the Speaker

do now resume the Chair.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 32, entitled Act to Amend the Securities
Act, and directed me to report the bill without amendment.

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, and
directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. on Monday.

I wish everyone a good weekend.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
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The following sessional paper was tabled April 25,
2019:

34-2-95
Empty Spaces Caring Connections — The Experiences of

Children and Youth in Yukon Group Care — Yukon Child and
Youth Advocate Office (April 2019) (Speaker Clarke)

The following legislative return was tabled April 25,
2019:

34-2-209
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. White related to general debate on Vote 3, Department of
Education, in Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act 2019-20
— educator training (McPhee)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Monday, April 29, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would ask my colleagues to help

me in welcoming the following guests to the Legislative

Assembly, who are dedicated to workplace safety in Yukon:

Kurt Dieckmann, president and CEO of the Yukon Workers’

Compensation Health and Safety Board; Mark Pike, chair of

the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board;

Justin Lemphers, past president of Yukon Federation of

Labour; Paul Johnston, vice-president of Yukon Employees’

Union; Peter Turner, president of the Yukon Chamber of

Commerce; Sheila Sergy, executive director of the Northern

Safety Network Yukon; Catherine Jones, director of

legislative development for the Yukon Workers’

Compensation Health and Safety Board; and

Azeez Ola-Ojetola who is the safety management consultant

for the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety

Board. Thank you so much for coming and thank you for your

dedication to safety.

Applause

Mr. Adel: I would like my colleagues to welcome some

guests in the House today for the tribute to Ride for Dad. We

have Mike and Julie Thorpe. We have John Gullison,

Mark Beese, Blair Corley — and I know I have forgotten one.

I apologize; I will correct that later. Thank you very much.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will just get one person’s name:

It’s Mr. Blair Corley. Blair is not only here for Ride for Dad,

but he also happens to be on the volunteer fire department in

Marsh Lake. He also happens to have volunteered for many

years with the community society and, just lately, he has

become a local advisory council councillor. I would just like

to acknowledge his work in the community of Marsh Lake.

Thank you.

Applause

Speaker: I would like to take this opportunity to

introduce Yukon’s Chief Electoral Officer, Max Harvey, who

is here for the tabling of two reports today. Welcome to the

Assembly.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of National Day of Mourning

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Liberal government to pay tribute to the Day of Mourning.

The ceremony took place yesterday, April 28, at the workers

memorial in Shipyards Park. It was a very moving ceremony

and very well-attended, and I thank everyone for attending

and participating in such a special event.

We all know the sign in front of the blue and yellow

building on 4th Avenue. As the year progresses, the number

rises. At the end of 2018, that sign reported over 1,700

workplace injuries in Yukon. That means, on average, every

day, more than four people are reporting injuries. These are

not just statistics. We live in a territory blessed with intimacy

of community, but that means that everyone is close to us.

These are our neighbours, our coworkers, our friends, and our

family. These are people who we love.

Some Yukoners aren’t just getting hurt. Some are going

to work and never coming home. Last year, four workers died

as a result of their job. Three died while at work; one died as a

result of conditions in their workplace years ago. I don’t need

to explain how a death shatters the lives of so many and how a

person ripped from us too soon is mourned across our

community.

At the epicentre, for the people closest to the tragedy, lies

an unspeakable grief — a life cut too short — the loss of a

neighbour, a co-worker, a friend or a family member. Zero is

our goal — zero worker injuries or fatalities; zero broken

bodies, minds, homes and communities.

On this annual Day of Mourning, we made a pact with

one another: We will do better. We will aim for zero. This

isn’t some lofty, unachievable goal. This is up to you and me.

We are all accountable for keeping ourselves and each other

safe. We all have the power and ability to make it a reality. It

doesn’t matter if we work at a shop with two employees or for

an employer of thousands. Each of us plays a role. It is about

continuing to change workplace culture to ensure that safety

comes first.

Do you know what the most encouraging thing about zero

is? Most workplaces do it every year. Most workplaces are

injury-free. They successfully arrive at zero. That shouldn’t

surprise us. We are, after all, hardwired for self-preservation.

It is instinct. We all have the spirit of safety within us, and we

have the wisdom and experience to empower the next

generation of workers to continue fostering that culture of

safety. Inspired by our influence, they will continue to pursue

zero.

Though we mourn our losses today, I can imagine a

future when we will celebrate the accomplishments of that

generation — when we look up at the number on the sign

outside of the blue and yellow building on 4th Avenue, and it

will read “zero”.

Applause
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Ms. McLeod: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon Party

Official Opposition to recognize April 28 as the National Day

of Mourning. I was honoured to join community members

gathered at Shipyards Park yesterday afternoon to remember

and honour those who lost their lives or were injured on the

job.

We have a problem that is not often spoken about. We

drive by the numeric counter each and every day and see the

numbers that indicate workplace deaths and injuries, but we

do not always think about what those numbers mean. Each

number represents a life that has been changed or lost as a

result of a workplace accident. What it doesn’t reflect is the

sheer number of people who are affected by each one of those

deaths or injuries. Each number represented is someone’s

child, parent, sibling, friend or co-worker. The pain resulting

from each death or injury is felt across the community.

Each year, we gather not only to remember but to pledge

our commitment to ending accidents in the workplace. We pay

our respects to individuals and their families and also raise

awareness that these accidents are preventable, and it is within

our reach to ensure that every person makes it home from

work. Our goal as a community should be to one day see zero

injuries and deaths as a result of accidents on the job. As

employees, we must not only look to our own safety but to the

safety of co-workers and those around us. As employers, we

must safeguard the lives of our employees to the best of our

abilities.

We have made many gains in the quest for workplace

safety over the years. Health and safety regulations are in

place, and it is everyone’s duty to ensure that they are

followed. We have the training and we have the tools. It’s a

shared responsibility to ensure that they are put to use.

Be safe, and watch actively for hazards on the job. Every

worker has the right to go to work and make it home safely

and without incident, and we each have a responsibility to

ensure that this happens.

Applause

Ms. Hanson: I rise on behalf of the Yukon New

Democratic Party to commemorate Canada’s National Day of

Mourning. This is a day of remembrance. It is a day of

mourning for workers who have been killed or injured or who

have suffered illness due to workplace-related hazards and

incidents, and it is a day of recognition that, for each worker

killed on the job or who dies from a work-related illness, there

are family and friends left to mourn.

Yesterday, April 28, the Canadian flag on Parliament Hill

flew at half-mast. Here at Shipyards Park, we gathered as

workers; family and employers lit candles, made solemn

pledges, and observed a moment of silence. As much as April

28 is a day to honour the dead, it is also a day that reminds us

of the need to protect the living.

As we mourn the four workers killed on the job in 2018,

we realize that the challenges to make workplace safety a

reality are far from over. After yesterday’s ceremony, I joined

a group of friends to enjoy a cup of coffee. Sitting at a picnic

table in the warm sun outside the Midnight Sun, we were all

shocked and then angered as we looked across the street to see

a worker on the fourth floor of a construction site. He was

busy working with power tools at the edge of the building. He

had no hardhat on nor any obvious sign of protective gear.

It is 2019. Why is there even one work site in Yukon —

in Whitehorse — today where workers are working without

hardhats in areas that are clearly designated as requiring PPE,

with signs reading, “No admission without hard hats”, et

cetera, and without harnesses when hanging over multi-storey

frames? What my friends witnessed yesterday was not a one-

off. It has been going on since construction began last

summer. Polite and not-so-polite attempts to draw attention to

a clear lack of a culture of workplace safety have gone

unheeded.

Mr. Speaker, we will, as a territory, be reviewing the

workers’ compensation and occupational health and safety

legislation in the upcoming months.

After the 1992 Westray mine disaster — where 26 miners

were killed in underground explosions — the commissioner

for the Westray public inquiry stated — and I quote: “The

fundamental and basic responsibility for the safe operation of

an… undertaking rests clearly with management…

management failed in this primary responsibility, and the

significance of that failure cannot be mitigated or diluted

simply because others were derelict in their responsibility.”

The Westray disaster led 12 years later to unanimous

support in the House of Commons and the Senate to

amendments to the Criminal Code designed to ensure that
corporate directors and directors are held properly accountable

for workplace safety. It is all too easy to blame the workers,

Mr. Speaker. The question is: Who sets the ground rules for

workplace safety?

It is vitally important that any new workers’

compensation and occupational health and safety legislation

carried clear requirements for greater clarity for employer

responsibility to set and enforce safety as the key modus

operandi. Increased oversight in terms of unannounced visits

to work sites by safety officers armed with the ability to

immediately sanction unsafe work practices may be necessary

to get the message across that injury and death on the work

site is a shared responsibility.

Mr. Speaker, while I pray that we have no situations in

Yukon where a lack of worker safety leads to criminal charges

being laid, I am mindful that as I drive down 4th Avenue and

glance at the injury tally where there is a daily increase in the

numbers and when I look at the statistics on the Workers’

Compensation website regarding workplace safety violations

in Yukon — many of them serious and potentially life-

threatening — I am reminded that workplace safety is all too

often taken for granted. There is no room for complacency.

During the Day of Mourning ceremony yesterday,

participants were asked to place a flower on the memorial —

white carnations signifying remembrance and a red rose for

someone who had been injured or killed on the job. I placed a

red rose. I know what it is like to hear on the radio about an

accident — one that changes the trajectory of a family forever.
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I know, from my own family’s experience, that a worker’s

death has impacts that last long beyond the headlines. That

rose was for my father. As we pledge to fight for the living, in

the hearts of those left behind, the mourning never ceases.

Applause

In recognition of Ride for Dad
Mr. Adel: I am honoured to rise today to pay public

tribute to Ride for Dad.

Ride for Dad’s mission is to raise funds to save men’s

lives by supported prostate cancer research and raising public

awareness. I ride for my father — a prostate cancer survivor. I

ride for my sons, to educate them. 2019 marks the 10th ride in

the Yukon. To celebrate this milestone, Mr. Speaker, Ride for

Dad will be travelling to Dawson City for the first time.

This year, the ride will start on Saturday, June 8, which

kicks off with a breakfast. Riders will depart from Shipyards

Park, with the option to either travel to Carmacks or on to

Dawson City.

A significant amount of money has been raised in the past

10 years by this organization, and that is a credit that is owed

to the hard of participants in the ride who collect pledges each

year. The top three overall pledge earners over the past 10

years are David Hett, Pierre Allard, and John Gullison, who

have raised a combined total of over $55,000 in the last

decade. Congratulations to their good work.

Credit is also owed to their board of directors, which is

comprised of Mike Thorpe, Sean Secord, John Gullison,

Mark Beese, Julie Thorpe, Kat Secord, Gil Bradet, and

Tanya Boone. Thank you to all the board members and the

volunteers who make this event possible year after year.

As well, there are over 30 local businesses that are

supporting this year’s ride, which is wonderful to see.

It is not too late for anybody to get involved, and I would

encourage anyone here today to see how they can play a part

in making this a successful event. There are many ways to

participate. You can register as a rider — as I have — a

passenger, a fundraiser or a volunteer. Proceeds support

Prostate Cancer Fight Foundation.

This is such a worthy cause, Mr. Speaker, and I am really

looking forward to doing my part to support this cause by

participating in the Ride for Dad on June 8.

Applause

Mr. Istchenko: I am also pleased to rise on behalf of

the Yukon Party Official Opposition and the Third Party to

recognize and pay tribute to Ride for Dad Yukon as they gear

up for their early journey to raise awareness for prostate

cancer and raise funds for research.

In Canada, prostate cancer is the most common cancer

found in men, especially those in the older demographic. In

fact, many men have it, and they don’t even know it. So it is

important to recognize the importance of early detection. Visit

your doctor for a PSA test. The earlier prostate cancer is

detected, the more treatment options are available.

Across the country, Telus Ride for Dad raises funds and

awareness through one-day motorcycle, snowmobile,

watercraft, and ATV ride events. Here in the Yukon, of

course, we are very proud supporters of the Yukon motorcycle

Ride for Dad, which is scheduled to take place June 8 from

Shipyards Park. This is a celebratory year for the Ride for

Dad. As the member opposite said, this is their 10th ride in the

territory. Participants this year can choose to take part in the

base ride to Carmacks or to continue on that extra segment to

Dawson City. Both options are accompanied by local

entertainment and meals, and we want to thank all those who

put that together and organized it. From what I hear,

participants are more than excited to get on the road.

This year, participants have the chance to win a VIP

concert experience with Jason McCoy, the original “road

hammer”. Top fundraisers among participants this year are

heading toward the $1,000 mark, and we aren’t even through

April. We look forward to seeing the excitement build as we

get closer to the ride date, and we would like to thank

organizers and volunteers for the roles that they play in

making sure this ride happens each year. I would also like to

give special thanks to Yukon Ride for Dad Captain’s Club,

who are deserving of special recognitions for going above and

beyond raising funds this year.

Thank you to the participants and best of luck in your

fundraising. For those who are listening and those in here: We

travel our highways every day — it’s motorcycle season, so

let’s have a lookout for them. Have a wonderful ride.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further tributes?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Speaker: Under tabling returns and documents, the

Chair has for tabling a document entitled Working hard for
Yukoners. This document includes the 2018 annual reports of
the Ombudsman, the Information and Privacy Commissioner,

and the Public Interest Disclosure Commissioner. These

annual reports are tabled pursuant to section 31 of the

Ombudsman Act, section 47 of the Access to Information and
Protection of Privacy Act, and section 43 of the Public
Interest Disclosure of Wrongdoing Act.

The Chair also has for tabling two reports from the Chief

Electoral Officer. The first is entitled Annual Contributions to
Political Parties in the 2017 Calendar Year. This report was
made public last year. The second report is entitled 2018
Annual Report on Political Party Revenues. These reports are
submitted in accordance with section 398 of the Elections Act.

Finally, the Chair for has tabling the Report on
Subsistence, Travel and Accommodations of Members of the
Yukon Legislative Assembly 2018-19, dated April 2019. This
report is compiled pursuant to an order of the Members’

Services Board.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling the Department
of Education Annual Report 2018, which is tabled pursuant to
section 5(h) of the Education Act.



4634 HANSARD April 29, 2019

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have a legislative return in

response to a motion for the production of papers from the

Member for Lake Laberge regarding cannabis sales.

I also have for tabling a legislative return based on

questions from the Member for Whitehorse Centre regarding

pharmacy and pharmacist regulations timing.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling two

legislative returns. One is in response to questions asked by

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King on March 21 regarding

land development within Whitehorse. The second is in

response to discussion related to general debate on Vote 53,

Department of Energy, Mines and Resources, in Bill No. 210.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 11 — received

Clerk: Mr. Speaker and honourable members of the

Assembly: I have had the honour to review a petition, being

Petition No. 11 of the Second Session of the 34th Legislative

Assembly, as presented by the Member for Lake Laberge on

April 25, 2019.

The petition presented by the Member for Lake Laberge

meets the requirements as to form of the Standing Orders of

the Yukon Legislative Assembly.

Speaker: Accordingly, I declare Petition No. 11 is

deemed to be read and received. Pursuant to Standing Order

67, the Executive Council shall provide a response to a

petition which has been read and received within eight sitting

days of its presentation.

Therefore, the Executive Council response to Petition No.

11 shall be provided on or before the fifth sitting day of the

2019 Fall Sitting of this Legislative Assembly.

Are there any petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Istchenko: I rise in the House today to give notice

of the following motion:

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to

recognize the economic benefits of supporting the growth of

the Yukon’s aviation sector by working with aviation

stakeholders and the City of Whitehorse to develop new

parking areas and float plane dock lease sites on Schwatka

Lake during the 2019 construction season.

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the

following motion:

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to use its

2019-20 budget to improve highway safety at the intersection

of the Mayo Road and the Alaska Highway by moving

forward with the project that was supposed to begin

construction in the 2018 construction season, including

lengthening the turning lane and adding a slip lane.

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following

motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

provide the members of this Legislature with a report detailing

the steps that have been taken to address:

(1) the Costanzo report recommendations;

(2) the Public Interest Disclosure Commissioner’s

recommendations in Allegations of Wrongdoing in the
Delivery of Group Home Care report; and

(3) the Yukon Child and Youth Advocate’s

recommendations in Empty Spaces Caring Connections —
The Experience of Children and Youth in Yukon Group Care
report; and further

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to

table this report in this House no later than the first week of

the 2019 Fall Sitting.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Children in care

Ms. McLeod: Last week, the Child and Youth

Advocate released her report on government group homes. I

would first like to thank her for her report, and I hope that all

MLAs in this Legislature can work together to improve the

system to better support these youth who are in need.

On Friday, we were briefed by the advocate, and I do

have a number of questions for the minister about issues that

were identified during the investigation and the follow-up.

As part of this review, the advocate invited input from

staff and contractors who have worked or are currently

working in group care, child welfare case management, and

youth justice. An anonymous survey was sent out to

approximately 200 employees; however, some group care

facilities’ staff were initially given the direction: “Do not fill

out the group home survey at this time”.

That direction was later reversed, but as a result, the

Child and Youth Advocate received only 55 responses.

Can the minister tell us where this direction originated

from?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The department received the Child

and Youth Advocate report which was a report that really

clearly intended to look at the obligations as defined under

section 12(1). I have had a conversation with the Child and

Youth Advocate. We identified some key points that she was

intending to look at. That was clearly outlined — in terms of

the transparency and the independence of her work — to

allow us to provide her the information that she needed and

the ability to access the data that she required.

With respect to the events — and the member opposite

raises some questions with respect to who was interviewed —
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my understanding is that there were a number of individuals

interviewed — youth and staff. I am pleased about the results

of the report given that, as we have gone through the process

over the course of the last 18 months, we have identified

numerous challenges, and the objective was always to try to

provide transparency by working with the Child and Youth

Advocate, working with our independent auditor from

Vancouver, and working with the Public Interest Disclosure

Commissioner as well.

There is transparency everywhere and we will do the best

we can to ensure all youth are protected.

Ms. McLeod: Transparency — and yet no answer.

After initially denying media reports about specific

incidents that took place in group homes under her watch, the

minister finally bowed to pressure and launched an

independent investigation led by a lawyer from BC, Pam

Costanzo.

That investigation looked at six specific allegations that

took place between late 2016 and early 2018. These

allegations related to youth being denied placement in a home,

evicted on short notice or locked out. So far, the government

has only shared a high-level summary of this report. What is

most concerning is that the minister refused to provide the full

Costanzo report to the Child and Youth Advocate for her

investigation.

So with the government initially telling group home staff

not to respond to requests for information, along with the

government refusing to provide the advocate with the full

independent Costanzo investigation, why did the Liberal

government refuse to give the Costanzo report to the Child

and Youth Advocate?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to acknowledge that the

Costanzo report and the findings were released publicly, as

was the Yukon Child and Youth Advocate PIDWA report.

With respect to the confidentiality of clients who were

interviewed and issues that defined the protection of privacy

— those are things that certainly we will not breach. We will

ensure that we provide as much as the rules apply — the

report, as it has been laid out — we have done that

respectfully and we will continue to look at the issues that

have come to our attention from 2015 to 2018, Mr. Speaker,

which is significant.

Now, the report tabled from the Yukon Child and Youth

Advocate was one that — as I indicated, I requested that the

Child and Youth Advocate begin this investigation under

section 12(1) of the Child and Youth Advocate Act following
concerns brought to me by youth with experience in group

care. That is an indication that we are working with our

partners in good faith. The report clearly outlines a number of

concerns, perspectives and suggested improvements, and

those are things that we will respond to in good time.

Ms. McLeod: Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind the

minister that these investigations were prompted by specific

allegations that occurred under her watch.

In the Child and Youth Advocate’s report, there are 31

recommendations. The minister has until July 31 to provide a

written response. She is then supposed to provide progress

reports twice per year thereafter. In the interest of

accountability and openness, will the government commit to

releasing her written response and the progress reports

publicly as soon as they are sent to the advocate?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I acknowledge that I will not shy away

from the responsibilities that I have been entrusted with —

and that is to ensure that every child within our care is given

the support that they require. As of February, we have 19

children in group homes. Where are the rest of the children?

Where are the 289, someone might ask? Well, they are back in

their communities where they rightfully belong, with cultural

supports and supports from their families, with the resources

they need — be it through a counsellor or through the mental

wellness supports or through their respective community

support systems.

That is what we did; we ensured that we provided as

much support as we can in the communities to reduce the

numbers from when we came into office when we had in

excess of 90 children in care in group homes. We now have

19.

I am very proud of the great work that the department has

done with our partners. We will continue to do that work in

good faith, but we will also ensure that we are as transparent

as we possibly can be.

I have met with the children. I have met with the

communities. I have met with the organizations. I have met

with Annette King. I have met with our partners in our

communities. I will ensure that we provide the supports that

are needed.

Question re: Politicizing the public service
Mr. Hassard: Last week, it was revealed that someone

instructed the Department of Economic Development to

monitor the political opponents of this Liberal government.

The document was called “YP meetings.docx”. It was created

during the time of this Liberal government and documented

21 meetings taken by the Yukon Party, several of which were

while we were in opposition. Thanks to an unredacted version

of the document, we see that it was researched specifically for

the minister. We also see that the public servant who was

forced to do this work for the minister was uncomfortable

doing so, as they wrote that they didn’t want to be — quote:

“… alerting people that this kind of activity is being

undertaken…” This is because the public service is not meant

to do partisan research for the government.

So can the minister tell us: Who instructed the department

to conduct this partisan research?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, this has been a great

focus of the opposition. We are now into week 2 of this

particular topic, so I am going to just take an opportunity to

read out the meetings. So you would think that, if there was

information provided of what Minister of Economic

Development meetings that they would undertake — I think

that is more than appropriate. If there was something around

the Yukon Party partisan piece, that would be something

different.
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So this is the list of information: February 27, Prospectors

and Developers Association of Canada, minister attended;

January 2017, Mineral Exploration Roundup; 2016, Centre for

Northern Innovation in Mining; June 2016, Canadian Council

of Forest Ministers; 2016, Mark Eyking, federal MP,

infrastructure; May 2016, the minister went to the

Procurement Advisory Panel; May 2016, gold show; May

2016, Yukon Wood Products Association AGM; October

2015, energy innovation tour in Calgary; 2015, Canadian

Council of Forestry Ministers; July 2015, Canadian Energy

and Mines Ministers’ Conference — by the way, these are all

standard events that people attend — July 2015, Yukon

mineral exploration site tour; July 2015, pan-Canadian task

force — I will go on in questions 2 and 3 — but you can see

how sinister this list is, Mr. Speaker. Thank you; let’s carry

on.

Mr. Hassard: The question is about getting public

servants to do non-partisan work for this government.

These documents show that someone instructed the

Department of Economic Development to inappropriately

monitor a political opponent, but the question is: Who?

According to the documents, it was research for the

minister. In fact, it specifically states that it was research for

the minister. There were also a number of redactions to the

ATIPP on this document that specifically state that this

information pertains to — quote: “… advice, proposals,

recommendations, analyses… developed by or for… a

Minister”. But the minister denies that any of this information

was advice for him. In order for that to be true, we would have

to believe two things: first, the department incorrectly labelled

this file as research for the minister; and second, the

department incorrectly redacted the documents.

Does the minister believe that his department incorrectly

redacted these documents?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: July 2015, pan-Canadian task force on

the reduction of usage of diesel for electricity in remote

communities; June 2015, Northern Development Ministers

Forum; June 2015, City of Whitehorse francophone school

location; May 2015, Yukon Agricultural Association AGM;

May 2015, gold show; March 2015, committee re: risks and

benefits of fracking; March 2015, INAC re: Bill S-6; February

2015, Toronto meeting with economists and business leaders

on Yukon opportunities; and October 2014, Opportunities

North announced the launch of the next generation hydro.

Mr. Hassard: It certainly is unfortunate that the

minister does not appear to be interested in answering the

question at all. These documents show someone directed the

department to monitor the Yukon Party. The document is

called “YP meetings.docx”. This is in a file called “research

for the minister”. The document was created under this

government and even the details — several meetings taken by

the Yukon Party while in opposition, as we know.

The Liberal office has been caught inappropriately

involving themselves in the ATIPP process before, and the

Premier has accidentally admitted on several occasions that

the Liberals know who is submitting ATIPP requests.

Last week, the minister stated in this House that the

Official Opposition submitted this particular ATIPP request.

He even knew the wording of the request — but if you go

back and look through Hansard, we never said anything about

the request we submitted. Further, the wording to the request

isn’t public, so how does the minister know who submitted

this request, Mr. Speaker?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: My understanding is that monitoring

would be something we would do if there is an active situation

occurring and you were watching what was happening. That

would be “monitoring”. So in March 2017, if somebody put a

list together of meetings — which most of which are probably

public — I don’t think that is monitoring. I think that is

identifying ministerial meetings that the Minister of Energy,

Mines and Resources and the Minister Economic

Development attended.

Once again, we understand the division between the

political and the public service. Once again, I at no time

directed — there have been a lot of accusations made. It is sad

that, here we are on the second-last day of our Sitting, and

once again, this is question 11 or 12. I have answered the

member opposite’s questions. Very simply — I did not direct

anyone. It is very simple. You can see that it is getting under

their skin a little bit, but once again, I am glad that the public

now knows about the fracking meetings and the Bill S-6

meetings. We have got it all out there, and I am glad that

whoever has put the ATIPP in had the good mind to make

sure that this was in the public sphere.

Question re: Electoral reform
Ms. Hanson: When the Yukon government released its

draft terms of reference for the establishment of an electoral

reform commission, they invited the opposition parties to

provide comments. Over a week ago, the Yukon NDP

provided comments on the draft terms of reference. To date,

there has been no response from government. Our comments

were clear and intended to ensure the success of the

commission’s work.

We suggested that the scope of work for the commission

focus on electoral reform and that the remuneration of

commission members be increased, and we asked for a

commitment that the commission members be selected

through an all-party process.

The deadline for applications for the commission is now

four days away. When will the government respond to the

Yukon NDP’s comments on the electoral reform commission,

and when will the final terms of reference be released?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Our Liberal government is proud to be

delivering on our commitment to strike a non-partisan,

independent commission to engage Yukoners on possible

options for territorial electoral reform and to make

recommendations to government. We committed to working

in cooperation with all political parties in the Legislative

Assembly to strike a non-partisan commission and we

continue to honour that commitment. The Premier met with

leaders of both opposition parties to discuss the scope of the

commission’s work before the draft terms of reference were
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released. The draft terms of reference for the independent

commission have been released to the public.

Mr. Speaker, I will follow up on the request from the

Leader of the Third Party concerning the communication that

was sent and I will get back to the Leader of the Third Party

— if not during Question Period, I will take it upon myself to

reach out to her by phone or meet her in her caucus office to

let her know when we will be returning the information she

has requested.

Ms. Hanson: I raise these questions because I was

assured that I would have that information by the end of last

week. “Having input” does not meet the higher standard of

cooperation committed to by this government over a year ago.

When this House debated a motion on appointing a

commission on electoral reform, the government said that they

would cooperate with all Members of the Legislative

Assembly when appointing that commission.

A key concern for the Yukon NDP relates to the selection

process. As it stands, the Yukon government will be solely

responsible for shortlisting candidates and then selecting the

commission. We believe that the governing party exerting

total control over the selection process has the potential to cast

a cloud over the commission’s work. For that reason, we

requested that the selection process be done on a consensus

basis involving the three party leaders. This would ensure that

no political party can call into question the makeup of the

commission.

Will the government commit to selecting the electoral

reform commission members on a consensus basis to ensure

that the commission is perceived to be — and is — non-

partisan?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I do want to thank the Leader of the

Third Party for her comments on this topic. Once again, as I

committed, I will ensure that we get back to the Leader of the

Third Party concerning questions. As stated by the Premier —

and as we on this side of the floor are all aware — the

selections that will be made to this committee, our

government will be judged on. We will stick to that process.

Ms. Hanson: You know, Mr. Speaker, the reason the

principle of cooperation is essential is not because the

opposition parties want to get their way; it is because, when

all the parties are at the table making decisions together —

doesn’t this sound like the government talking? — really, it

ultimately lends credibility and legitimacy to the findings of

the commission. I would think the governing party would get

this.

Time is running out and the government has not yet met

their commitment to cross-party cooperation on the electoral

reform process. Given the delay by government in acting on

electoral reform, the NDP has urged the government to focus

the work of the commission on options for electoral reform,

not a raft of other issues.

Will this government commit to meeting with opposition

party leaders before the commission is formed to clarify that

the terms of reference for the electoral reform commission is

focused on electoral reform?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I think it’s important —

first of all, without having the political parties get together to

define the focus — it’s so important to go back to the draft

that was provided to the community and to the citizens of

Yukon — having and reviewing the output or the input that

has been provided as Yukoners are having the opportunity to

define this pathway.

I will take it upon myself to meet with the leaders of the

opposition if they would like that.

Once again, we look forward to getting this commitment

underway. We know that, in the past, there has been a report

written — I think a number of years back — and essentially

the previous government dismissed it. We are looking forward

to having Yukoners get their opportunity to speak to this.

Many people are passionate about it — they have done a lot of

research on it — and it’s a very important topic to Yukoners.

Question re: Many Rivers Counselling and Support
Services compliance with the Societies Act

Ms. White: Many Rivers society has a newly elected

board of directors that is committed to do the work that will

see the society back in compliance with the societies registrar.

They are prepared to do the work necessary to ensuring

that the doors of Many Rivers are open and a society and staff

are back to providing this professional counselling and mental

health services that Yukoners have relied on for the last 50

years.

Mr. Speaker, when will the Minister of Health and Social

Services and the Minister of Community Services be meeting

with the new board of Many Rivers to discuss funding and

steps necessary to reopening their doors?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will start off the responses, and

I’m sure the Minister of Health and Social Services will get up

as well.

I think the minister might have even met with some folks

from Many Rivers this morning — but I look forward to

hearing back.

I knew that Many Rivers had an AGM this past Friday. I

understand that there is a newly elected board. I look forward

to them making their submissions to the societies registrar.

When I checked this morning, it hadn’t yet happened, but I’m

looking forward to it.

What I understand will happen is that they will file their

outstanding annual report and financial statements with the

registrar, and then we will work to help to get them back into

compliance. The registrar had informed them that was what

they needed to do to get back into compliance.

We’re looking forward to that happening. I don’t know

that my role will be much more than that. I think it will turn

now to the Minister of Health and Social Services. But I will

say: Throughout all of this, my door has been open to talking

with Many Rivers and other groups who are interested in

getting their societies functioning so that they can provide

these types of critical services for Yukoners.

Ms. White: This new board is prepared to do the hard

work of hiring or rehiring counsellors, management, and
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support staff and ensuring that all community offices have the

staff and resources needed to reopen.

The new board wants to move forward, but questions

remain over what transpired the last number of years that

resulted in the society no longer being in compliance with the

Societies Act.
We’re aware that an independent financial audit of the

society’s finances is being undertaken. Mr. Speaker, when

will this audit be complete and what assurances can the

ministers provide to this new board going forward that they

will not be held accountable for the previous transgressions

and that they will be able to receive the support and funding to

provide services that Yukoners want?

Hon. Ms. Frost: This government is committed to

creating healthy, happier lives for Yukoners. We strongly

support mental health services in Yukon.

The situation at Many Rivers has had a direct impact

across the Yukon. My department continues to work to ensure

that the needs of Yukoners are met by increasing mental

health support resources. We have added services and funded

alternate organizations to ensure Yukoners have access to

mental health services. My priority is to ensure that Yukoners

have access to mental health support services.

We are aware that Many Rivers — as my colleague had

noted — is continuing to work to return to compliance and has

elected a new board. However, as of today, they are still not in

compliance. There is additional work to be done to meet the

requirements that the registrar outlined for the organization.

We have met with Many Rivers. We have met with

Friends of Many Rivers. We will continue to work with our

funding partners to ensure that we have services so that

Yukoners have direct access to services that they need, in a

timely fashion. We have done that to expand the scope of care

and the scope of practice to bring the services into Yukon

communities.

Ms. White: The new Many Rivers board has a lot of

work to do over the next weeks to reopen their doors — not

just in Whitehorse, but Watson Lake, Dawson City and

Haines Junction. Yukoners want this service restored and for

individuals to be able to receive the supports that have been

absent — like counselling for individuals or groups, including

children, youth, adults and families. For many, these services

have been sorely missed. Not everyone has the financial

means or the benefit of coverage for counselling support

through their employment. Being able to access this service

free of charge is critical.

Given the wait times for mental health and counselling

services that currently exist, what resources and assistance

will Community Services and Health and Social Services

provide to the new Many Rivers board in order for them to

have their doors reopen as soon as possible?

Hon. Ms. Frost: As I indicated in my previous

comments, Many Rivers is still not in compliance with the

Societies Act. We have worked with Many Rivers. We have
requested additional information with regard to the funding

contribution agreement. There is still work to be done in order

to meet the requirements of their contribution agreement as

well as the Societies Act.
The department has contracted an external firm to

conduct a financial audit on Many Rivers as a result of

considerable financial information that the society has been

unable to provide. That was brought to our attention by Many

Rivers themselves. We are working with them as they have

advised. They are committed to ensuring that we get them into

compliance with the joint work that is happening right now.

We will continue to see the results of the audit. We will

continue the work and wait for the results of the audit before

considering providing further government funding to the

organization.

It is important to note that we are aware that there are

other organizations that are interested in providing counselling

supports and services in the territory. We are looking at

options and ensuring that we provide those services into the

coming days and weeks. Meanwhile, the department provides

the support.

Question re: Seniors housing
Ms. Van Bibber: The waitlist for social and senior

housing has skyrocketed under this Liberal government. It

was 105 in 2016, under the previous government. Under the

Liberals, that number has risen to 270. The Vimy Heritage

Housing Society has been seeking support to build

independent supportive housing for seniors. Earlier this

session, the Premier said that the government had made land

available in Whistle Bend for the project. He also mentioned

that Economic Development provided funding to Vimy to

support a comparative site analysis and for the development of

a business plan.

Can the minister tell us: How much money has been

given to Vimy so far? What is the value of the land that has

been identified for Vimy?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I will have to endeavour

to get the exact value of the land that has been put aside in the

Whistle Bend area. I believe — and I will state that I look to

be corrected — it was a very significant piece of land on a

large corner lot after we supported Vimy to go through a site

selection from a number of different locations within the city.

I believe it is within a seven-figure range. I apologize that I

don’t have the exact number. After their analysis and working

with their team, that seemed to be the location that they felt

was best. They had of course an engineering firm that worked

with them through that process. I can get back with a

legislative return on the exact value of that particular lot.

They continue to fine tune their plan and we continue to

be supportive in that process.

Ms. Van Bibber: Earlier this session, we asked the

Housing minister if she would be providing any funding to

further support the Vimy Heritage Housing Society’s project.

In response, she said, “A $25.6-million initiative is not

something that we can fund at this moment.”

Can the minister confirm if the government will be giving

any further money to support the Vimy project?
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Hon. Ms. Frost: We are working with the Vimy

Heritage Housing Society to explore resources of funding that

support a financially viable project, including access to the

federal co-investment fund. We have met with them and we

will continue to meet with them. We will continue to support

the project. As the Minister of Economic Development just

noted, we have provided the Vimy society with land, and we

will continue to ensure that we support them as much as we

possibly can and ensure significant investment to support our

partners in the development of this new housing initiative

project for Yukon — accessing all of the resources that are

readily available, whether through the municipal matching

grant or through the housing initiative fund.

We have reviewed the proposal and we are continuing to

work with the Vimy society.

Ms. Van Bibber: As we have mentioned, the Vimy

Heritage Housing Society has been seeking support to build

independent supportive housing for seniors. As we have just

discussed, the price would be worth north of $25 million.

My final question is: Is there any money earmarked for

this project in this year’s budget and, if so, how much?

Hon. Ms. Frost: With respect to funding allocated to

this specific project, we do not have money set aside for this

specific project, but we are working with the Vimy Heritage

Housing Society to access resources that are available.

We have, however, provided funding for many, many

projects that have been submitted and are shovel-ready to

address some of the housing pressures in Yukon — in

particular, seniors are our priority. Supports to aging in place

must be a part of our collaborative Yukon-wide effort, and we

are endeavouring to do that with our partners. We will

continue to have dialogue with the Vimy society to ensure that

they have the supports that they need to be successful —

much like we did with Normandy Place and other project

proposals that we have received through the Housing

Corporation. So I am very pleased about that.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing

Order 14.3, I request the unanimous consent of the House to

stipulate that divisions taken today at third reading shall be

taken after a maximum of three minutes for the following

bills: Bill No. 30, Act to Amend the Education Labour
Relations Act; Bill No. 31, Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act; Bill No. 32, Act to Amend the Securities Act;
and Bill No. 29, Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act,
2019.

Unanimous consent re time limit on division
Speaker: The Government House Leader has, pursuant

to Standing Order 14.3, requested the unanimous consent of

the House to stipulate that the divisions taken today at third

reading shall be taken after a maximum of three minutes for

the following bills: Bill No. 30, Act to Amend the Education
Labour Relations Act; Bill No. 31, Act to Amend the
Employment Standards Act; Bill No. 32, Act to Amend the
Securities Act; and Bill No. 29, Miscellaneous Statute Law
Amendment Act, 2019.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: Unanimous consent has been granted.

GOVERNMENT BILLS
Bill No. 30: Act to Amend the Education Labour
Relations Act — Third Reading

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 30, standing in the name

of the Honourable Ms. McPhee.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that Bill No. 30, entitled Act
to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act, be now read a
third time and do pass.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of

Education that Bill No. 30, entitled Act to Amend the
Education Labour Relations Act, be now read a third time and
do pass.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I sincerely appreciate the

comments and the contributions from all members and all

parties in this House to support this act.

The amendments to the Education Labour Relations Act
will address the provisions that the Government of Yukon and

the Yukon Teachers’ Association agreed upon during recently

concluded bargaining for a new collective agreement. We

were happy to be able to settle a number of long-standing

issues with the YTA — the Yukon Teachers’ Association —

during that process. These changes will provide greater clarity

regarding the human resource practices for recruitment and

retention of teachers here in the territory.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I thank all members, and I am

pleased to hear any further debate if there would be such

questions.

Mr. Kent: Being very brief in my remarks here at third

reading, the Yukon Party Official Opposition will be

supporting this legislation at third reading, as we did at second

reading and through Committee. We congratulate the Yukon

Teachers’ Association and the Department of Education for

successful negotiations through their collective bargaining

agreement that led to the inclusion of substitute teachers in the

bargaining unit going forward. We wish all parties well going

forward with these particular changes.

Ms. White: The Yukon NDP of course supports Bill

No. 30, Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations Act. I
attended the YTA meeting on the weekend. It was most

unfortunate that we didn’t get to third reading and assent of

this bill prior to that, because it would have been the very first

Yukon Teachers’ Association annual general meeting that

auxiliary teachers on call could have participated in. That is

my only regret today. We look forward to passing this

legislation and moving forward.
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Speaker: Is there further debate on third reading of Bill

No. 30?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 16 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 30 agreed to

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 30 has passed this

House.

Bill No. 31: Act to Amend the Employment
Standards Act — Third Reading

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 31, standing in the name

of the Hon. Mr. Streicker.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill

No. 31, entitled Act to Amend the Employment Standards Act,
be now read a third time and do pass.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of

Community Services that Bill No. 31, entitled Act to Amend
the Employment Standards Act, be now read a third time and
do pass.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Bill No. 31 makes changes to

leave allowances for Yukon’s private sector employees that

align with Canada’s employment insurance programs. This

alignment enables Yukoners to access various benefits when

necessary and without risk of losing their jobs. This bill

supports this government’s commitment to supporting

Yukoners to lead healthy, happy, and productive lives. These

lead benefits uphold the importance of family and recognize

the needs that Yukoners have when welcoming new family

members, caring for family or supporting a loved one toward

the end of their life.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the members of this

Legislature for their debate on this bill and for their questions.

I look forward to hearing them again and look forward to the

vote.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Ms. Van Bibber: I too would like to thank the minister

and thank all those who were involved with work on this bill.

I don’t think it was an easy feat combing through this

legislation word for word and identifying the sections that

needed updating. I know that it takes a lot of time and

dedication to do this job. I certainly recognize the staff for

their work.

Aside from the many changes to grammar, usage and

punctuation, there were a number of changes made to clarify

leave entitlements as well as adding a new type of leave.

These are welcome changes and additions, and we are in

support of these changes in this bill.

Ms. White: In speaking in support of Bill No. 31, I just

want to highlight again our gratitude for the new definition of

“family” — not being what you are born to, but what you

choose — and how important it is to know that we can take

care of those who we love in their times of need. We look

forward to passing this and the public sector having the same

access to leave or unpaid leave as others.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on third reading of

Bill No. 31?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.
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Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 16 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 31 agreed to

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 31 has passed this

House.

Bill No. 32: Act to Amend the Securities Act — Third
Reading

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 32, standing in the name

of the Hon. Mr. Streicker.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I move that Bill No. 32, entitled

Act to Amend the Securities Act, be now read a third time and
do pass.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of

Community Services that Bill No. 32, entitled Act to Amend
the Securities Act, be now read a third time and do pass.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I would just like to begin by

thanking the members opposite who spoke to Bill No. 32. I

would also like to acknowledge the drafters on this act. It is a

complicated act and challenging, and I think we were lucky to

have the folks we did.

The purpose of this bill is to make changes that will

strengthen protection for all Yukon security industry

stakeholders, including investors, and help to ensure that

Yukon securities legislation is harmonized with legislation in

other Canadian jurisdictions. All jurisdictions have made, or

are in the process of making, these changes to their securities

legislation. In doing so, we take five specific actions that will

strengthen protections for Yukon investors, including: confirm

that an order in one jurisdiction terminating the status of a

reporting issuer applies in the Yukon; strengthen reciprocity

of enforcement orders; introduce a new disclosure regime for

exchange-traded funds; standardize and clarify limitation

periods regarding securities and civil liability; and standardize

financial benchmarks.

I would like to thank the members opposite for

contributing to a better understanding of how this bill will

impact Yukoners and securities stakeholders here in the

Yukon and benefit them.

With that, I look forward to a final debate on the bill and

the vote.

Mr. Cathers: We have already addressed this at both

second reading and in Committee of the Whole, and the

Official Opposition has no further comments to add.

Ms. Hanson: The Yukon New Democratic Party has

already spoken to Bill No. 32. We just want to confirm that

we understand that the changes are primarily technical in

nature, and their main function is — as we have debated in the

Legislature — to protect investors. We also understand that

Yukon, as a government, has an obligation to make these

changes along with other provinces and territories so that we

can avoid having loopholes in our regulatory system. We will

be supporting this bill.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on third reading of

Bill No. 32?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 16 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 32 agreed to

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 32 has passed this

House.

Bill No. 29: Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment
Act, 2019 — Third Reading

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 29, standing in the name

of the Hon. Ms. McPhee.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that Bill No. 29, entitled

Miscellaneous Statute Law Amendment Act, 2019, be now
read a third time and do pass.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Justice

that Bill No. 29, entitled Miscellaneous Statute Law
Amendment Act, 2019, be now read a third time and do pass.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: As I have noted previously,

ensuring that our legislation is accurate and without mistakes

makes up part of the mandate for the Minister of Justice. From

time to time, as minister, I undertake to bring miscellaneous

statute law amendment acts to this Chamber to correct minor

errors.

This version, Bill No. 29, is just that kind of legislation

— it amends 37 other pieces of legislation in total. I have

heard from members that they support this kind of bill being

brought before the House from time to time. I will assure the
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House that the government will certainly look to bring more

of these types of bills if they are required.

I would like to express my sincere thanks to all of the

government departments for working together to identify

items for this bill and thank the staff of the Department of

Justice for supporting this work in all its minute detail. I thank

all members of this House for their support of this bill, and I

am pleased to hear if there is any further debate before this

matter is concluded.

Speaker: Is there any further debate on third reading of

Bill No. 29?

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Agree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 16 yea, nil nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 29 agreed to

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 29 has passed this

House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that the

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve

into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): I will now call Committee of the

Whole to order.

The matter now before the Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 7, Department of Economic

Development, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation
Act 2019-20.

Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: I will now call Committee of the Whole to

order.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 7, Department of Economic

Development, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation
Act 2019-20.

Is there any further general debate?

Department of Economic Development — continued
Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the officials for coming back

today: Mr. Justin Ferby, Deputy Minister of Economic

Development, and Catherine Marangu, Director of Finance.

I am just going to turn it over to the Third Party to

continue on.

Ms. Hanson: I would just like to go back to a couple of

areas in Economic Development — the minister’s comments

on April 10, when he was giving an overview of the

department. He was speaking about both the nominee program

and what I would call the business investment program. I

would just like to clarify so that we get the distinctions

between the two programs. We have people who come to the

Yukon because they are experienced business people wanting

to start a business and become permanent residents of Yukon.

There is distinct criteria for that, as opposed to those people

who come here as nominees, working for Yukon businesses

— people who are part of the — and I want the minister to

confirm this for me — the nominee programs — because his

overview was a bit confusing.

What I would like the minister to be able to do is tell this

House — as opposed to since 2007 — but over the past two

years, how many experienced business people have come to

the Yukon as part of the business investment program and

then distinctly, the number of people who have come to the

Yukon as part of the Yukon nominee program in 2016-17 and

2017-18? How many are forecast for this year in each of those

two categories?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will apologize to the Leader of the

Third Party if I wasn’t clear in my previous response.

I am just going to identify — the first question was about

the Yukon business nominee program, and I think it was

characterized very accurately by the Leader of the Third Party

— talking about the opportunity for seasoned entrepreneurs to

come to the Yukon and invest.

Since 2004, 24 businesses have been established in the

program. The question is — just the last 24 months for the

Yukon? I will get the forecast for this year. I don’t have the

last two years broken out.
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Then I believe there was a question about the nominee

program. The Yukon nominee program has assisted 385

employers and addressed labour shortages with over 1,250

nominees. From April 1, 2018, to March 31, 2019, the Yukon

nominee program issued permits for 161 nominees — 120

were critical impact workers, 20 were skilled workers, and 21

were express entry.

Express entry is a program that was put in place by the

federal government. In January 2015, the express entry

program was introduced by Immigration, Refugees and

Citizenship Canada as a new program to manage the entry of

skilled workers into Canada. The express entry program is

intended to meet labour demand through a fast and flexible

economic immigration system. In March 2015, the

Government of Yukon launched a new stream within its

nominee program called “Yukon express entry”, which

mirrors the federal program. It is highly technical and used

across the country, primarily in innovation or for very specific

skilled workers.

I don’t have a projection for the rest of the year. I believe

that we have about 260 nominee positions that can be filled in

the next fiscal period. I can get back with a legislative return

to identify — there are a couple of pieces. For 2019 — just so

I am clear — it is 267. The Yukon nominee program for 2019

is 267 persons. I don’t have projected numbers. I think a lot of

people are going through the process, but I can get back with

numbers for the nominee program. I think the question was

about the last two years of the Yukon business nominee

program and what our projected number is. I would have to go

back and find out what applications are in and how those

applications are proceeding.

Ms. Hanson: To confirm, what I was asking was —

because his comments on April 10 spoke about statistics going

back — since 2007, the nominee program has assisted these

385 employers. My question is: How many employers over

the last two years — since he has been minister?

I believe he has addressed the question that I asked about

the number of nominees.

I had asked during the briefing — and I have a note to

myself that I was told that they would get back to us — with

respect to the country of origin of the business investors.

Again, this is from the budget document on page 7-8. It talks

about supporting experienced business people wanting to start

businesses and become permanent residents of Yukon. I asked

for the country of origin, and I was told I would get that.

We were also told that the Department of Economic

Development did not use all of the government’s allocation

last year for the business nominee program. I guess the

question I have is: Why? How does that change our approach

to the program if that’s the case?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Just for clarity, Mr. Chair. I know that

I identified the fact that we had not used all of the allocations

for our nominee program, but I believe, just for clarity, that

the member opposite had said that we had not used all of our

allocations for the Yukon business program. I just want to

clarify.

Ms. Hanson: The note that I have — and perhaps this

is incorrect because when you’re in these briefings, we have a

very brief time for a briefing — and the note I have was

“business nominee — did not use all of our allocation for last

year”. If that’s not correct, then perhaps I would appreciate the

clarification.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Officials have just provided me with a

bit of information. I will make sure that this information is

passed on to the Leader of the Third Party.

For the last two years — I am just going to go back — the

Yukon business nominee program — in 2017, there were 13

applications. Out of the countries of origin — seven of the

individuals came from China, two from India, two from

Germany, one from Ireland, and one from Switzerland.

Approved to proceed to implementation phase: 10 of

those were discontinued applications and three were approved

to proceed to implementation phase — two for 2018 and one

for 2019. The industries they were investing in were tourism

and the agriculture and energy sector. All the locations were

in Yukon communities outside of Whitehorse.

In 2018, there were 19 applications — there were 15 from

China, one from India, one from Luxembourg, one from

Pakistan, and one from the United States. Seven were

discontinued in the process and 12 are in the application

phase. But I do not have the communities that they are

associated with — but I absolutely can get that.

As for the other part of the question — I think it does give

us food for thought around how to best look at a program such

as this and to leverage that opportunity. I know that my initial

thoughts in working with the deputy minister were really

around — the Yukon is similar to other parts of Canada where

there are a lot of family-owned businesses, and they play an

integral part of our economy. In many cases, there is not

appropriate succession planning put in place for these key

businesses.

We have seen in some parts of Canada where there are

now master of business administration programs specifically

built with curricula to ensure that companies such as this have

investors that can come in and take part in that. In many cases

— because of family dynamics, what is very interesting about

those types of businesses is that there are sometimes

efficiencies that are available or expansion opportunities, but

of course they are stymied by even relations — or how

difficult it is to run a company with your family.

That is one area in which I have always had the belief that

it is really important for us to see individuals come in — but

what we’ve seen is that — most of the individuals who I have

had the opportunity to sit down and talk to have been

entrepreneurs who have come from Germany and Ireland, for

the most part. Some were here previous to 2017. One thing we

are seeing is — we are seeing individuals who have been very

successful in their professional life, and that has now afforded

them the opportunity to devolve themselves or have an exit

strategy from that original investment. They are now able to

move to the Yukon, take part in business, and change their

pace of life. We have also had conversations with those

individuals about helping Yukon companies through
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mentorship — because there have been some amazing

experiences that we now see in the Yukon. We have one

individual who has just a phenomenal background in the tech

piece at a global level, but has focused on agriculture.

These are things that we think are important. I think that

it will be a chance to look at where we go over the next while.

We are coming to the end of the immigration strategy that we

currently are using. So taking into consideration not just how

we see nominees come into the Yukon, but also how we look

at the express entry program. Of course, we have been party to

a federal strategy that is really focusing on francophone

immigration. That has been something that has been pretty

key. So it’s all of those pieces coming together, but also what

is an appropriate amount of activity within the business

program — is it seven or 10? Do we want more or do we want

to focus it very specifically — not just on some of those

opportunities of existing businesses, but businesses that can

expand and provide other services beyond just the family-run

business?

There seems to be a real interest in agriculture, but also a

real interest in the tourism sector. I think that plays a very

vital role in building the building blocks that we need in place

to look at the expansion of tourism and its contribution to our

GDP — moving it from that 4.4 into a more significant

number, although it’s very good right now.

Things are still being worked out on the overall strategy,

but I hope that information was a bit helpful for the Leader of

the Third Party. I will have to make sure that we go back to

the original question that was asked during the briefing and

that we provide that information, as requested.

Ms. Hanson: I do appreciate that.

My next question for the minister really has to do with the

alignment of information to how the organization is

structured. When I look at the budget document before me and

when I look at the comments that the minister speaks to in his

opening comments on April 10, it doesn’t align. So I will give

you one example.

The budget for the Technology and Telecommunications

Development directorate — blah, blah, blah — and I will

come back to that in a moment. There is no directorate set out

in the budget. When I look at the Department of Economic

Development, I would think that when I look at the budget

document, I should be able to see Regional Economic

Development — which I can — Technology and

Telecommunications Development Directorate — which I

cannot — Media Development unit — which I cannot —

Business and Industry Development — well, that’s the big

catchall in the budget document on page 7-8, for a whole

bunch of these things — Immigration unit — which I cannot.

Again, in the interest of transparency, accountability, and

being able to link where government expenditures are

working, I can see transfer payments that talk about

technology and communications, but it doesn’t say — there is

a line there that says “Immigration”, but it doesn’t tell me

particularly what any of that does. So there is nothing that

says, “This is what we are doing.”

I will go back to the Technology and

Telecommunications Development directorate. On April 10,

the minister indicated that “… the directorate provided

funding for community engagement workshops, bringing

together angel investors, First Nation development

corporations, local businesses, investors, and entrepreneurs.”

Can the minister tell me on what page — I see aligned

with the information and technology directorate — the

appropriation for that — the amount that would be aligned

with the Technology and Telecommunications Development

directorate?

I am not questioning the need for this directorate,

Mr. Chair. I just want to have clarity as to how it is set out in

the budgets, because we are being asked to respond to this and

we can’t.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Concerning my comments — at that

particular time, I was just commenting on the work that was

being undertaken. There was a specific event that took place. I

believe the number was about $80,000 that was provided.

Through our work and our budget last year, this wasn’t a

specific appropriation for it — from this year. It was money

that was provided. I am going to take the advisement from the

Leader of the Third Party — from somebody who has very

extensive experience as a senior public servant and as a leader

in government — I think there is some very good food for

thought that I can bring back and work on with the deputy

minister and our senior team on, because I think there is some

very good insight into making sure that it aligns. I will

certainly discuss that.

Just to touch on that one specific event that was discussed

— we worked in partnership with TechYukon, Mr. Chair, and

YuKonstruct Makerspace Society to deliver programming that

supports Yukoners and Yukon businesses working in the

technology, innovation, knowledge, and economy sector. We

support the development and commercialization of innovative

products through our contributions to the Cold Climate

Innovation entre in Yukon College. We worked with

YuKonstruct Makerspace Society to secure funding and

undertake the renovations of course, which we touched on.

We are working with the group — the National Angel

Capital Organization — NACO — to improve access to

capital for early-stage development.

I will leave it at that, but I will definitely take the

comments under advisement. I will also follow up offline just

to get further insight into understanding how to better reflect

our budgeting and the work that we do.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate the minister’s comments. The

point I am trying to make here is that we should be able to

look at an org chart. When I see that there is a director and

two staff working in the telecommunications directorate, then

I should know what their objectives are and what their

priorities are.

So yes, we know that there is some good work being done

in various groups across the territory and what has evolved

into NorthLight Innovation.

The next question I would ask — in the interests of time

— is that we have a Regional Economic Development
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directorate which is reflected in the budget documents that are

tabled for review by Members of the Legislative Assembly.

The minister should anticipate this question by now. There are

12 positions associated with Regional Economic

Development. Are any of those positions located in a region

of the Yukon other than Whitehorse?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: We have had one position, really

through the secondment process, in the community of Watson

Lake. We have, as an organization, been open to being

flexible to try to provide that on-the-ground capacity. I think it

is a great point. It is something that we were very happy to see

our one staff member play a role in economic development in

Watson Lake. It is difficult, because a lot of different

organizations in communities — because they do not have

sort of a decentralized regional economic development

approach, our people are getting out there and they are

providing value and spending time, but at the same time, a lot

of organizations have had different interests. It is program

funding that comes through Regional Economic Development.

I would say that I hope that the Leader of the Third Party

would understand that our approach to communities is still a

strong commitment. We saw this weekend activity taking

place in Haines Junction, which was of course a very robust

conversation. It was driven as much by the community and the

communities as it was by Regional Economic Development.

I sat with two members from the Haines Junction

chamber of commerce in the summer of 2017, and they had

asked for us to look at a project like this. At the same time —

as many people were commending the work that had taken

place in Teslin over the last number of years, which was

phenomenal work in that community — our plan was to —

last year, in the summertime — around this particular topic —

was to focus on — we were going to meet in Teslin — not

enough capacity — so even better — I’m happy that we had

the opportunity to be in Watson Lake.

Those are the committees that we have — Teslin, of

course, had representatives who spoke to the conference this

week.

One thing I would say is that what we have tried to do —

because I agree with the Leader of the Third Party. How do

you make sure that you get that capacity into your

communities? Beyond the fact of understanding the real

values and understanding what is happening in a community,

even from a logistical standpoint — for probably every single

person in this Assembly because of one role or another that

we have been in — if you have been centred in one

community, just your travel time takes away from so much of

your contact time to be able to work through this. One thing

over last year, remember that we doubled our RED budget to

$800,000 specifically because we felt that we needed to have

as many tools as we could to help in communities. Within

that, we have our fund which supports a maximum of 75

percent of eligible expenses up to a ceiling of $50,000 per

application. The focus for RED has been economic

development planning, capacity development, opportunity

identification associated with research, needs assessments, and

training plans incorporating organizational training. What we

have seen is a number of organizations meeting with our RED

team and putting projects together where they are getting

advisement in those communities on a consistent basis from

capacity that they have identified. Those people are then

working in concert. If we have a staff member at Economic

Development — because of course there are the sensitivities

— and I really have to defer all of the policy around that to the

Minister responsible for the Public Service Commission —

but we have been open to seeing flexibility around our team. It

is something that we will continue to do — but a really strong

focus on the community and making sure that the community

corporations, the municipalities or the development

corporations — whoever is a lead in those communities — has

an opportunity to further it. We are there to support them.

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate that. I think the minister

would agree that project funding is no substitute for actually

having somebody who is part of the community, integrated in

the community, understands what is going on and forms part

of the stimulus in terms of connecting the dots and then

working within the system.

For goodness’ sake, this is 2019. We are not talking about

the impediments of technology or communications. Driving is

much easier now than it was 30 or 40 years ago in this

territory. There is no excuse for why we can’t have people

actively involved as integral parts of the public service living,

working, and contributing to the economies throughout this

territory as opposed to having it so Whitehorse-centric.

That’s a concern we’ve heard over and over and over

again. It’s not just Economic Development; it’s Tourism; it’s

other departments as well. We used to have superintendents of

Education who lived in the communities.

It’s disappointing. I get it. I get that there’s a locus of

control in Whitehorse; I just don’t agree with it, Mr. Chair. I

can tell you from 30 years’ experience working with the feds

that it’s a lot harder to communicate across 3,500 miles than it

is 500 miles — but you can do it. You can do it with the right

people and get the job done.

I would like to come back to the — I point out that the

RED funding hasn’t doubled in the last two years. It was

$714,000, $800,000, and it’s $800,000 again. The terms of

reference — so the Yukon Gold Mining Alliance went from

$302,000 in 2017-18 to zero last year and then up to $397,000

this year. Could the minister set out what the terms of

reference for funding that organization are and what the

expected ROI is?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I think it’s important — in

some ways, I know the Leader of the Third Party touched

upon under those past comments — when we talk about

supporting our communities — how it’s easier to drive there

but also made that great point about how it is 2019, and

there’s technology. I think it’s important to note that because

there is that advancement in technology, the ability to

communicate certainly is much different from what it was 20

years ago or 15 years ago even. My experience has been — in

the last position I was in, we had a peak sometimes of 150

staff members. Those staff members could be found in two or

three communities. At some points, I had seven or eight
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directors depending on programs we were running. We would

meet on a biweekly basis. Of course, there were times where

our directors were in positions that it was very difficult — so

either through teleconference or videoconference, we would

have — of course, there are two offices with that particular

organization — one in a community 1.5 hours away and one

here. You use the tools that were there. You might have an

Education director who is located in Whitehorse. Of course,

there are times where you need that touch point because

they’re working with somebody through application

processes. I think that we did very well from time to time. But

I do get the point: There are also very important times where

everybody has to be in the room together.

The question concerning the Yukon Mining Alliance —

of course, the mining industry is a key economic driver for

Yukon’s economy, providing of course well-paying jobs and

contracting opportunities to Yukoners. The Department of

Economic Development of course provides support and works

collaboratively with a variety of mining and industry

stakeholders to help maximize benefits to Yukon. We provide

support to First Nation development corporations seeking to

maximize their commercial participation in this sector.

Upon coming into this job, I had the opportunity to start

to work with the Yukon Mining Alliance. One thing I came to

realize throughout meeting with organizations in Canada or

the United States was — and credit has to go where credit is

due — that work was looked upon as leading edge in the

sector across most of North America. It was something, I

think, that was pretty visionary to put into place. What we

have seen is the ability for Yukon to tell its story in a very

effective way.

We also saw a situation where markets were compressing

and there was difficulty at times within our commodity cycle,

and Yukon junior mining companies had the opportunity to

continue to work in our communities. Much of that, I think,

was because government partnered with industry in order to

go out and tell the story. The contribution agreement that was

in place concluded last year — this past fiscal year. The new

recommendation is a three-year funding agreement for

2019-20 right through to 2022, with $397,500 per year. Of

course the funding will permit the Yukon Mining Alliance to

offset costs of its global investment attraction activities that

are conducted in close collaboration with the department.

As part of the increased funding request, the YMA has

indicated that they would assume the financial cost and

administration of the coordination of our annual property

investor media tours, which is currently a joint initiative

between the department and the YMA and for which the

department currently incurs a direct cost of approximately

$85,000.

The department, looking at our expenses over that time,

felt that it would be appropriate to take expenses that have

been traditionally there every single year — something that

we believe in and support around the Dawson event that

happens, but really, it’s not. It has now spread out from

Burwash Landing to Mayo to Carmacks — really, all of the

communities are touched by parts of this. Each year, they try

to come up with innovative ways to look at it. What we’ve

really done is we have taken a look at the last three years and

the costs associated with the project. Some of those costs have

now been added in — the funding has been added in — so

that the same activities are happening and the same costs are

incurred, but it’s now part of the contribution agreement.

The latter part of the question was: What is the ROI —

what is the return on investment? I can go back to our

department and then ask our team to do their best, working

with the Department of Finance economists. What I can say is

that we believe that this is a very effective tool.

We have seen numbers over the last number of years —

significant — in the last couple of years, we have seen

numbers — this last one of — what was it — $86 million

being spent — around $100 million pretty much year after

year, and then big jumps. In all of those cases — hearing the

finance community and other larger players specifically

coming to me or officials and saying that the Yukon Mining

Alliance activities are something that are very unique and that

they do a very talented job. What we see now is the NDP

government in British Columbia coming out with a big

announcement during their budget that they had this very

unique approach that they were going to have — where they

were going to have essentially the mining alliance of British

Columbia, and they would work with industry as well as

regions to go out and tell their story and put in — I apologize;

I think it’s about $1 million, but maybe it’s more — to try to

compete with what we are doing. We are seeing the Northwest

Territories trying to change how they tell their story and of

course having a larger representation at the London mining

show as well as Asia. We now have Idaho, which has now

tried to actually poach some of our team who have worked on

the Yukon Mining Alliance to go there and to do the exact

same thing as the Yukon.

In my discussions with Yukon Mining Alliance — our

role now is to stay ahead of everybody else when it comes to

the innovation. What are we doing? How are we going to look

at a digital strategy, along with the processes that have worked

very well? So I know that the team and the leadership there

have looked into these particular strategies as we’ve gone

along.

I will get back on an overall ROI, but when I look at our

total investment and I look at this year — if we apply on at

budget passing, it would be at around $400,000 almost. Some

of that, the same activities — but what we are also seeing is a

massive driver in our economy pending the opening and

seeing 400 jobs created. I urge the Leader of the Third Party

to sit down with the CEO of Victoria Gold and ask —

specifically, sit down and say, “Was the Yukon Mining

Alliance an important part of what is happening in Mayo?” I

will leave the answer to that conversation between the both of

them, but that is what we are seeing. This summer, we saw

$300 million to $400 million spent in the Yukon. We will get

back with a legislative return as best we can. From an

economic standpoint of course that’s difficult to do. I think the

member opposite knows well that it is not as cut and dried as
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one would think, but I still believe in the work that was

previously done and the work that is currently being done.

Ms. Hanson: I don’t doubt the importance of investing

in sectors. The curiosity I have is: What’s different? There

was no money given last year, and things went just great. Why

are we giving $397,000 this year? What’s the difference?

If there is an inaccuracy in the budget documents, that is

also curious — but it shows zero and zero for both the

estimates and the forecast.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will go back and confer. There was

money — I just want to make sure — that was provided last

year. It was the last year of the budgeting, and so we will go

back to see what the member is referring to. Last year was the

end of last year’s agreement going into this year and then a

renewal from there.

Ms. Hanson: When the minister does look at page 7-

13, he will see zero and zero in 2018-19 and 2018-19.

I realize that members are anxious to get on with other

areas. As much as I would love to spend way more time on

Economic Development, I appreciate that we need to move

on.

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Vote 7,

Department of Economic Development?

Seeing none, we will proceed to line-by-line debate.

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Chair, pursuant to Standing Order

14.3, I request the unanimous consent of Committee of the

Whole to deem all lines in Vote 7, Department of Economic

Development, cleared or carried, as required.

Unanimous consent re all lines in Vote 7,
Department of Economic Development, cleared or
carried

Chair: Ms. Hanson has, pursuant to Standing Order

14.3, requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the

Whole to deem all lines in Vote 7, Department of Economic

Development, cleared or carried, as required.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $16,753,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $1,062,000

agreed to
Total Expenditures in the amount of $17,815,000
Department of Economic Development agreed to

Chair: The matter before the Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 51, Department of Community

Services, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20.

Do members wish to take a 10-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 10

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is continuing general

debate in Vote 51, Department of Community Services, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any further general debate?

Mr. Streicker, you have 17 minutes and 50 seconds.

Department of Community Services — continued
Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Chair, I certainly won’t need

that. All I am looking to do is introduce the officials who are

here today. I would like to welcome back to the Legislature

Deputy Minister Matt King. I would also like to welcome, for

his first time here, Mr. Phil MacDonald. I didn’t have a

chance to warn him about how difficult the chairs are, but we

are looking forward to further questions and answers on

Community Services.

Mr. Cathers: I would like to welcome again the

officials here, and I look forward to resuming debate on

Community Services with the minister. Previously in debate,

we have covered matters such as — we spent a fair bit of time

discussing wildfire risk reduction, so I’m not going to recap

matters we previously did since time is growing short in this

Spring Sitting. We are running out of time to ask questions, so

there are some matters we will have to revisit with the

minister via letter or other correspondence.

I am just going to move to the area of Emergency

Medical Services. As the minister knows, we have had

correspondence on a number of occasions regarding the needs

of EMS — especially rural EMS. The Yukon’s ability to

provide emergency medical services in most of our

communities is dependent on the willingness of people who

volunteer to serve their community as part of the Yukon

Emergency Medical Services team.

The issues that I am concerned about and I’m hearing

about from some of the volunteers relate to what appears to be

a growing frequency of gaps in coverage and that the

sustainability of this service is facing increasing challenges. I

think I want to emphasize, in introducing this topic, that it is

important to recognize that the service that is being provided

— without volunteers being willing to provide those services

to their communities, the cost would go through the roof or

else the service would not be available. As I noted in speaking

at the dinner on Saturday night, I also want to specifically note

the fact that, in several of these communities, the fact that we

have had services for years is dependent on a few volunteers

— or in some cases, even just one volunteer — who have

been the linchpin and the core of that community’s EMS.

My first question for the minister in this area is — I heard

from one of the volunteers — I believe the minister made

mention of 25 new rural volunteers in EMS this year, and I

had heard from one of the volunteers that they believed that

this was more than offset by the loss of 30 volunteers. If the

minister can confirm or correct those numbers, that would be

appreciated. Again, that was not an official departmental
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source, but was relayed by one individual who clearly

believed what he was saying and was concerned about it.

I would also just note the importance, as we’re dealing

with volunteers, that there needs to be recognition of everyone

within government — beginning at the top at the minister’s

level and continuing through the department — of the need to

inspire our volunteers. They are dealing with difficult

situations — in some cases, dealing with health emergencies

affecting members of their own family, close friends or

certainly members of their community — and they are out

there at all hours of the day, dealing with tough situations. We

need to remember that we need them more than they need us

and, at all times, I would encourage the minister to ensure that

the department is focused on the need to inspire volunteers,

not to focus on giving orders to volunteers.

My two questions — I asked the question about the

number of rural volunteers. I would also ask the minister — in

the area of gaps, the community of Haines Junction especially

has faced significant challenges in maintaining coverage. Can

the minister advise what the situation is with those two

specific areas?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I would like to support

what the Member for Lake Laberge has just said about how

important our EMS volunteers are. I think he knows that I

believe that, and certainly I will say that it has been my

experience with the department that they believe that as well. I

think we recognize that EMS responders are very critical for

our communities and they do a wonderful job.

I did share with the member opposite, through some

correspondence, some analysis of the numbers of volunteers. I

will have to look back to see what the volunteers have been in

past years. I don’t know how they compare over time. My

sense of it is that there are times when the number of EMS

volunteers across the territory does ebb and flow. The upside

is that — and this was announced at the Volunteer Ambulance

Services Society meetings and awards banquet, this past

weekend, where they did acknowledge many new members. I

will say right here that my wife is one of those new

volunteers.

With respect to Haines Junction — I did go out to Haines

Junction and sit down and meet with the volunteer crew there

to have some conversations about how we can continue to

support volunteerism and volunteers within the community.

When I look back through the numbers for Haines Junction —

while I am sure that every community would like to have

more volunteers, they are not where I think the critical

pressure lies. Just looking around in terms of call volume, in

terms of number of volunteers, and in terms of the size of the

community, Haines Junction is not bad. That doesn’t mean

that we can’t seek to get more volunteers there and support

our volunteers better there. What it means is that they’re not

where — I think we have more critical issues.

But, just in principle, I agree with the member opposite

that we need to be very supportive of EMS. They provide a

very critical role for all of us.

We rely on those volunteers to put forward schedules and

every community approaches this a little bit differently. There

are times when volunteers are on call and times when they are

not, but they all try to respond whenever they can. When there

is no response — when we do have gaps — as I think I wrote

in the letter; I will have to check back — we have mutual aid

agreements with neighbouring jurisdictions for Haines

Junction that I think is Whitehorse itself. If there is a gap and

it’s going to be filled, it would be filled from here. So at all

times, we look to cover off those contingencies and work with

the community with the resources that it has in front of them.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answer from the

minister.

I do want to make it clear for the minister as well as the

managers in his department that I’m not questioning whether

people have the best of intentions; the issue at hand is that

good intentions don’t always equal good results. It’s my belief

that the government needs to do more to support the

volunteers and to help inspire them and make it an

environment where they feel that the government has their

backs at every turn rather than feeling like some of the

challenges that they deal with are in fact imposed on them

through requirements such as paperwork and dealing with

administration.

Again, I want to be very clear about the fact that I’m not

questioning anyone’s intentions; I’m simply saying that good

intentions are not enough. If they’re not achieving a perfect

result, then government should always be looking at the

question of: How can we do better in this area?

Moving on to an issue that has been at hand — an

ongoing concern for volunteers has been the challenge around

getting uniforms that, in some cases — including one that I

heard on Saturday night — they had apparently been a

volunteer for a year but did not have a uniform kit yet. Can the

minister just advise what they’re doing in this area? Would the

minister consider, rather than simply going to — as he

indicated in his most recent correspondence to me — the

minister did talk about steps that were being taken to acquire

uniform kits. Will the minister consider actually acquiring a

modest inventory of uniforms? I’m not talking about massive

quantities by any means, but simply having some uniforms in

stock so that if a volunteer has either a damaged uniform or a

new volunteer comes on — that they have the ability to

respond rather than waiting for the next order or the next

standing offer agreement to simply pull something out of a

stockpile and respond in a timely manner to that, because

that’s an issue that may seem like a minor one, but it does

come down to — for many of the volunteers, it comes down

to their feeling of a sense of respect that they have from

government. If it takes a long time for them to receive it, it

leaves them feeling unsupported and unappreciated.

So I would encourage the minister to consider that

suggestion, and I would ask another question with regard to

— if nurses are volunteering for EMS, can those nurses

operate within their training, or is their scope of practice while

volunteering for EMS being restricted? If it is being restricted,

why aren’t they being allowed to practice within the full scope

of their training?



April 29, 2019 HANSARD 4649

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First, with respect to the uniforms

— this is a great example where the intentions of the

department to be supportive are there, yet there were issues

with the supplier. The issues weren’t just once over; it

happened a couple of times. In fact — to the suggestion from

the Member for Lake Laberge — after the first order fell

short, what the branch did was to try to over-order in order to

create a bit of a stock, and then that order fell short as well. So

they had to find a new supplier. I think those things are getting

ironed out. We are looking for a new supplier right now. I

think we will get that sorted out. Again, just as I said earlier,

we definitely want to support our volunteers.

We love it when nurses come and volunteer to be

paramedics, because they bring such a range of medical

background and how to respond, but they are governed

differently. When they act within EMS, they have to be

governed under the regulations of EMS. I believe that would

be considered as a paramedic. I will check my language on

that.

Even my wife, who has 30-some years at the hospital,

still has to go back through different types of training. She has

told me that she appreciates that training. There are certain

things that she gets right away — no problem — because of

her background, but she appreciates the context that she is

trained for and judged for in her ability to perform. She has

told me in several instances that she doesn’t want to use her

full scope of practice because some of that requires a hospital

around her. There are certain things that you want to be

careful about doing. So it isn’t just a straightforward answer.

I take the principle that the member opposite is talking

about — that we want to use our volunteers to the best of their

ability — yet we also have to be careful that we are ensuring

safety for the public at all times.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the importance of public

safety, of course. I also recognize that there are certain things

within the scope of practice of a nurse which, as the minister

mentioned, there is indeed a requirement for those elements

— or I should say that safety requires perhaps that those

particular parts of the scope of practice not happen when they

are out in the field and not in a health facility.

The concern that I have heard is that, in some other cases

— certain other parts where it would be, in the view of those

raising the concern, perfectly appropriate for a nurse to

exercise their full scope of practice — that they are being

prevented from doing. What I would encourage the minister to

do is to just look into this matter further and to look into the

details of it. My suggestion would be — first of all, I don’t

believe that regulations are in fact restricting that. I believe

that it is policy. If I am incorrect on that, the minister is

welcome to correct me — but I believe that it is in fact

policies, not regulations, which are restricting that. In that

particular case, whether it is policies or regulations, I would

just urge the minister to ensure that they are looking at that,

and if there are areas where a nurse volunteering for EMS

would be able to safely use their full scope of practice — I

shouldn’t say “full scope of practice” — that they should not

be restricted needlessly in their scope of practice and, if there

are things that they are trained to do and that they can do

safely in the field or on an ambulance, that they should be

allowed to do so rather than be restricted by policy or

regulation — which, in that case, would be needlessly

interfering with public safety and quality health care outcomes

for Yukoners who are patients of EMS.

Moving on to another related area — I would just note for

the minister that the LMS system that provides training online

— there continue to be concerns from volunteers about the

range of the training that is provided through this, with some

parts of it being appreciated through the online Learning

Management System, but I consistently hear from a number of

volunteers that some of them feel that the training module is

more based on an urban environment. It provides some

instruction in some areas where they can’t really use those

elements of training because of the lack of resources that

would be available in a city, and it doesn’t properly prepare

them for some of the challenges that they deal with. One

example often used is ditch extractions or dealing with

transporting a patient who is beside the highway or a little bit

away from the highway safely to the ambulance without

hurting their back or causing some other injury to themselves

or to the patient. I would encourage the minister to take that

concern to heart and to take a look at having the department

work with VAS to determine where that LMS could be better

adapted to the needs of Yukon volunteers and provide them

with the training that they require. I would be remiss if I

didn’t note that some have also suggested that, in some of

those cases, if the government were able to look at adding

winches to the ambulance — it might need to be some sort of

modified winch system — it could, in some cases, prevent

volunteers from suffering from back strain or other injuries as

they are trying to transport a large patient to an ambulance.

In one case, there was a situation — actually, I won’t get

into specific examples at this point here, but I have heard

some specific examples of cases where, even with two

volunteers, a patient was heavy enough that some sort of

mechanical assistance such as a winch might have reduced the

risk to the volunteers.

Another area in terms of supports, Mr. Chair, that I

should note is the importance of having the mental health and

counselling services through the employee assistance program

available to volunteers. I understand that has sometimes

occurred, but there have been some challenges with it. I would

just draw that to the minister’s attention, and if he is able to

provide any information, I would welcome it.

Since I have put a few questions out there, I will just sit

down at this point and give the minister a chance to respond to

some of those points and concerns.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I thank the member

opposite for his suggestion about nurses and whether they can

operate to — I’ll say “a fuller scope”. I don’t want to say the

words “full scope” because there are some things that I don’t

think are likely going to be appropriate. I think it depends on

equipment; it depends on qualifications; and it depends on

their licences. I am not worried, as well — as the member

opposite noted — whether it is policy or regulation, because it
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is really all about safety and about trying to provide as much

scope as we can to our volunteers because we want them to

operate — so I am happy to look into it and check into it.

I am also happy to take feedback from EMS members

regarding the modules. This is the first that I have heard of

those comments, but I welcome hearing them. We think that

the system overall is a good thing because one of the things

that it is doing now is it is providing more accountability

about training across all of the volunteers. Before we didn’t —

there would be some training, but there would be differences,

so this gives us a standardized level of training — so that is an

upside.

Is it well-suited for the Yukon? I think that is a great

question — let’s have a look into it. We always want to check

out how to improve it for our members.

I might have missed the last one — I think there was just

a comment about heavier patients these days. We do have

some money in our budget for specialized tools, especially

when people are further away from the ambulances or roads,

but I want to say that this is actually a challenge across

probably our whole society. We are getting more calls where

people are heavier, and so we need to address that. I think that

is true, not just with EMS, but probably Health and Social

Services and other places where we’re working — our fire

departments, as well, have been talking about it. There are

challenges that we have these days, and if I have missed

anything in those responses, I am happy to pop back up.

Mr. Cathers: The point the minister had missed —

which he mentioned he had not heard fully — was the point I

made about supports for mental health — and by that, I had

also included counselling and post-incident support — critical

incident stress management — that range of tools that is

available through the employee assistance program and other

areas.

I have heard from EMS that those services have been

available at times, but there have also been some challenges in

accessing them. I am just encouraging the minister to look

into that. I am sure he is not going to have any detailed answer

at this point — really, in this case, it sounds like, generally

speaking, the services may mostly be available, but the devil

is in the details and there have been problems when it comes

to actually accessing it in some situations. I am just urging the

minister to look into that and to get back to me at a later date.

Just before moving on to other areas, since we are

running short of time in this Spring Sitting, I just want to

emphasize one point that there are some people within EMS

who are feeling a lot of challenges these days. There are

problems with morale. In saying that, I’m not meaning it to be

critical of anyone’s intentions; I am just again reiterating the

point that good intentions don’t always equal the best results.

If the outcome isn’t as good as we would like to see, then

government needs to do more. In this case, government needs

to do more to support these volunteers.

I also want to emphasize the fact that — based on what

I’ve heard from a growing list of volunteers across the

territory — respect, inspiration and having your back are even

more important in dealing with these volunteers than training

in clinical guidelines. Of course, the latter two are very

important, but it’s important that they feel from government

— starting at the top and continuing through — that they are

respected, that there is an attempt to inspire them and that

government has their back.

Mr. Chair, I have corresponded with the minister in

suggesting that the government do a Yukon emergency

medical services community status report. I recognize that the

minister has provided parts of that information, and I

recognize, based on his response, that there may be challenges

with providing the level of detail I had suggested. But I would

just note that providing more public information and

providing more information — to not only MLAs,

municipalities and advisory councils, but also in fact to

neighbouring EMS response areas — is something that would

be helpful to provide an increased understanding of gaps in

coverage. I have heard as well from volunteers that they

would find it useful to have a better understanding of what is

going on in neighbouring jurisdictions and the problems being

felt across the territory. I would encourage the minister to just

give more consideration to the concept that I have outlined

and perhaps come back with something that may be different

in details, but reflects the principle of that suggestion.

The minister would be surprised if I did not again raise

the issue of rural EMS dispatch by helicopter, I am sure. I

would just ask the minister if he could provide an update on

what training has been provided to volunteers — if any has

been.

Again, as I have in the past, I would encourage the

government to do more to move toward a model where,

instead of relying on Whitehorse to dispatch via air —

breaking it down to its simple terms — in areas of the lower

risk helicopter responses that are similar in their level of risk

to mining exploration crews getting on the helicopter after the

briefing or ministers travelling on helicopters or kids even

travelling on helicopters and relying on the safety briefing by

the pilot, that they look at doing more, including providing

more training, so we’re in a situation where, if there is an

urgent response need in rural Yukon, volunteers who are

willing to go are able to respond to that by helicopter without

having to wait the longer time and incur the higher cost of

having Whitehorse air operations dispatch to that community.

Just simplifying it down — to clarify for the ministers and

others who may be listening or reading — I’m referring to a

situation where, for example, if someone had a suspected

heart attack or stroke in the bush 30 miles away from Ross

River, if there were a helicopter in the area and there were

volunteers willing to respond, that responding in a timely

manner would be the best chance of saving that person’s life

— as the minister knows — whereas waiting a longer time

could significantly increase the chance the person would not

survive. In those types of situations, in the urgent response

situations especially, it’s important when it’s not dealing with

the more challenging situation such as towing into a mountain

or entering a potentially risky situation that requires a higher

degree of training, that government focus on a common-sense

approach to allowing volunteers to respond to urgent
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situations without significant delay while waiting for approval

from Whitehorse.

Just in the interest of time here, I’m going to move on to

asking what government has done as far as training for search

and rescue volunteers — if they’re looking at providing

increased training in those areas. I would also note in the area

of both EMS and volunteer fire departments, that it has been

awhile since the honorarium structure was reviewed or

increased, and I would ask whether the government is looking

at reviewing the honorarium structure for EMS and for

volunteer fire departments and, if not, whether the minister

will consider doing so.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I seem to always be one question

back, so I didn’t hear the very last question. I’ll do my best to

try to respond, and again I will pop up.

There is no doubt that people who are EMS volunteers do

a hard job. It’s a difficult job. They’re dealing with people

who are in stress and distress. Sometimes they are first

responders to scenes that are incredibly challenging. We

recognize that can always — no matter what system we have

out there: paid or unpaid, volunteer — that’s a stressful

situation and we need to support those people who are

responding.

If there are gaps or times when the system isn’t working

well to provide employment assistance programs for our

volunteers to access mental wellness supports, I want to hear

about it so that we can sort those out. I think that we are

generally providing those supplements, but I can check to

make sure. I also agree with the Member for Lake Laberge

that it is incredibly important to be respectful and thankful to

those people who are out there helping us — whether they are

paid or unpaid but, in particular, in our communities — when

they are doing this as volunteers.

The thing about planes and helicopters: It’s not just about

whether it’s safe for someone to ride on a plane; it’s that you

are dealing with an emergency situation and that requires

some very specific training, some very specialized training. So

it isn’t just as straightforward as: With a 10-minute brief, you

can ride on a helicopter. You may be dealing with remote

terrain; you may be dealing with all sorts of things. We have a

group — for example, the special operations medical

extrication team which we have been training up. This is their

very purpose. They are specialized folks who deal with remote

and rugged types of terrain and specialized types of extraction.

That is exactly what we have there. I would be happy to get as

much training as we can for all of our volunteers. Those who

want to go further — I am happy to try to get it for them, but I

just want to be careful to acknowledge that doing something

like air transportation — fixed wing or rotary wing are both

rather specialized skills.

I will stop there. I think there was another question about

search and rescue and our teams there, but I will pick it up

again from the member opposite.

Mr. Cathers: Yes — the other question I had asked

was: What is going on with regard to search and rescue and

training being provided for volunteers around the Yukon? For

search and rescue, what types of training are currently being

made available to volunteers?

The other question that I think the minister missed is — I

noted the fact that in the area of both EMS and fire that the

honoraria structure for the volunteers in both respective areas

has not been changed for quite some time. I asked the minister

if they are reviewing that and, if not, if he would be willing to

look at reviewing the honorarium for both areas to ensure that

the structure is appropriate — including in terms of what is

provided for both support and honoraria to rural EMS

supervisors as well as fire chiefs. I am not just referring to

financial, but also the administrative supports in those areas

provided by government.

On the area of rural helicopter extraction, I could easily

spend quite a bit of time with the minister, but in the interest

of how short we are for time, I am going to move on. Just for

the point of noting that, while I agree that the minister has a

point, I do think that point is being taken a bit too far and that

government needs to take a common-sense approach and

recognize that there are times where, if you trust your people

and your volunteers to act appropriately and use some

common sense and if they are able to respond to an urgent

medical situation — whether it be a heart attack or a trauma or

some other type of incident — by helicopter without having to

spend time waiting for Summit to dispatch from Whitehorse

or having to wait a long time for approval of using a

helicopter — in issues of certain urgency, they would be able

to respond quicker. There is a good chance that it may save

someone’s life one day if they are able to do so and rely on the

judgment of the volunteer and whoever is in charge on that

crew, as well as the pilot, to avoid landing in an unsafe

situation that would imperil the safety of the helicopter or the

volunteers on board.

I am just going to move on from that point. I doubt that

we are going to reach agreement here this afternoon.

I also want to ask the minister questions in the area of fire

and structural fire. What is the government currently doing in

terms of contributions to municipalities? I understand that

there is some contained in the comprehensive municipal grant,

but is government doing anything outside of that? Also, what,

if anything, is government doing in areas that don’t quite fit

inside the box? For example, in Pelly Crossing — if I

understand correctly, the fire truck is owned by the First

Nation, but I have heard repeatedly about the age of that fire

truck from people within the community. If the minister could

just clarify whether I am correct in understanding that the fire

truck is owned by the First Nation but the equipment is owned

by the Fire Marshal’s Office — and if the minister could

indicate what, if anything, the government is looking at doing

in cooperation with the First Nation to see that fire truck

replaced by one that is modern.

Before sitting down, I am just going to ask two more

questions about fire. Could the minister provide an update

respectively on the status of the work on the Mayo fire hall as

well as the Carmacks fire hall? Could he indicate what is

occurring in those two specific areas?
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Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will do my best to respond to the

questions.

First of all, talking about search and rescue training — I

will have to look back at our agreement with them, but in

general, if there are people who want to get the training, I am

happy to try to get them the training. It is one of the ways. The

member opposite was talking about EMS and fire honoraria

and how they haven’t changed over time. I can look into that.

When we were talking about respect, it is not just about

how they receive that compensation, which, even if it goes up,

is still going to seem modest to me. It is about how we do

respect them — with education and training, with facilities,

with equipment and with recognition. I think those are other

ways that we also have to be watching and looking at. I want

to try to think of it from the whole approach.

I am not quite sure what the member opposite is

suggesting — that if there was some sort of common-sense

approach, we could just let people get on a helicopter to help

them if there was a heart attack or something. I am not trying

to belittle this in any way.

Let me give a small example: I have arrived, a couple of

times, at the scene of a motor vehicle accident and I can feel

my adrenalin move up — and I watch my wife, who is a nurse

— and she is calm and she is steady. She doesn’t rush. She

gets me off to the side. She is there providing reassurance; she

is checking to make sure that things are safe. That is what we

have to look at. It is about ensuring that, if we are going to do

a more remote type of extraction, how we can do that in a safe

way.

I think people need to be trained for that. I have said that

I’m happy — if people want that training, we would try to get

it for them. I think that there are so many things that we need

to get people trained up for, but if that is their priority, that’s

fine. What I don’t think we can do is just say to people who

aren’t trained yet, “Go ahead”. But again, I will check on it. I

think that is not a critical issue around our EMS folks or fire

folks. I really think it is burnout and supporting volunteerism.

The Member for Lake Laberge asked about structural fire

and funding for structural fire within our communities or

municipalities — I think he asked first. What we did was —

$50,000 a year went into the comprehensive municipal grant,

and I am very happy to say that, as of last year, the

comprehensive municipal grant — which had levelled off for

several years — now is starting to increase again. So there is

increasing support for municipalities, and that included some

of that money that was for structural fire — although we

didn’t prescribe it. In other words, it was up to the

municipality to choose where to utilize its resources to best

suit its situation and needs.

With respect to the unincorporated communities and our

First Nation communities where we have fire equipment

around there — the Fire Marshal’s Office has rotating

equipment. What they do is they prioritize the most out-of-

date equipment across the territory and then they rotate that

through.

When I went and sat down with the folks in Pelly, the

issue there was volunteers again, not equipment. It was that

they needed more volunteers. That is the critical issue, as I

mentioned earlier.

I will work to get an answer on the Mayo fire hall and the

Carmacks fire hall. I will say that the last time I checked, the

Mayo fire hall was on track — I believe it is for this year, but

I will check that and confirm it.

The other one — for the Carmacks fire hall — I’m not

sure on the timing on it, but I will say that when I sat down

with Carmacks, their number one priority was the rink, and so

we have invested there. We know about the fire hall for them,

and we’re happy to get it in the queue — but I’m not sure of

timing at this moment.

The last thing that I will say is that the honoraria for our

EMS folks did increase in 2016 — always happy to review

that and look back. The last thing to note is that for search and

rescue — their job is really about searching and finding

people. They are typically coordinated through the RCMP, I

believe, whereas if we are talking about something medical —

if the focus or the issue is medical — then that is where we

have created this special operations medical extraction team

— sometimes using the acronym SOMET. That is where we

do the training. They are a multi-disciplinary group and

medically focused. We are training them to be able to deal

with things like air transportation and remote extractions.

Mr. Cathers: I guess the minister and I are not going to

agree to the handling of helicopter situations this afternoon,

but in the interest of time and moving on to other departments,

as well as providing the Third Party time on this department, I

will move on.

I am just going to ask the minister a few questions here.

One is if he can provide an update on what the expected

timeline is for the work on the Pelly airstrip, and whether they

are looking at providing the appropriate lights, et cetera, that

would allow evening flights. If that isn’t something that the

minister has at his fingertips — since it is partly under the

Department of Highways and Public Works — I would be

happy if he could commit to asking his colleague to get back

to me with a legislative return. Of course the connection in

this case is the ability for medevacs to fly into there and the

fact that currently EMS volunteers often have to meet

volunteers from Mayo if a patient in Pelly requires a medevac.

Just moving on to a couple of areas, the minister has

talked before in debate about implementing tipping fees at

dumps. I have a couple of questions related to that. One is that

previously, when I was the minister responsible, the

department had done a cost analysis of the feasibility of that

and had determined at the time that they estimated it would

cost more at some of the facilities to administer tipping fees

than they would recover in them. Has the department done a

more recent cost analysis and business case? If so, will the

minister make that public? If not, can the minister explain

why they are doing something that will see not only fees

implemented on Yukoners at dumps that are run by

Community Services, but — according to the last report that I

saw from Community Services — that the department itself

recommended against doing that because of the cost?
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Secondly — in the area of dumps and dumping — there

continues to be a problem with illegal dumping. I know that

it’s not just my constituents who see it. A few of the examples

that have occurred in my riding recently and in previous years

include a couple of sites in the Ibex Valley, dumping by mile

5, dumping in ditches — and recently I heard of dumping off

of Parent Lane inside city limits but within an area that, if I

understand it correctly, was previously the Old Alaska

Highway right of way. There has been some question about

who is responsible for cleaning it up.

The upshot has been that there’s illegal dumping that

occurs and no one has cleaned it up, and people who are using

the area see not only the unsightly pile of dumping — which

is growing — but there’s some risk. There’s a mix of various

types of waste, some of which might even be hazardous, in an

area where, when people are out trying to enjoy the

neighbourhood and their environment with pets, children, and

so on, that can be a safety risk.

My question for the minister is: What’s the government

doing in terms of addressing illegal dumping and cleaning up?

Since the illegal dumping in the Whitehorse periphery clearly

increased after Whitehorse implemented tipping fees and

increased when Whitehorse bumped those tipping fees up —

if the Yukon government is then going to tipping fees at its

facilities, people are concerned that illegal dumping may

increase. Since government isn’t even addressing the illegal

dumping problem adequately now, I’m hearing from people

who are concerned about what the government’s plan is for

dealing with illegal dumping. Do they have one? Are they

simply hoping that this won’t occur or pretending it won’t? If

not, what are they planning to do in this area?

That question may have sounded more aggressive than I

meant it to. I’m just expressing the strong concern on behalf

of people who are seeing a problem now that is currently not

being adequately addressed. I have recently heard concerns

from constituents about the volume of trash in the ditches

along the Mayo Road on the way to Deep Creek — some of

which is probably due to improperly secured loads — but the

root of the issue is that people are concerned that there is

already an illegal dumping problem the government isn’t

adequately handling, so how much worse is it going to get?

Does the government have a plan to actually improve the

cleanup that’s being done? Right now, people are concerned

about what isn’t happening in that area.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I’ll try to respond as best I can.

One of my experiences — I remember when we used to burn.

Then we went to stop burning at our landfills; people said this

is going to create a lot of illegal dumping. There were some

people who went off and would dump illegally. Mind you,

Mr. Chair, I can go back and find places where people

dumped decades ago and beyond.

So this has been on ongoing problem. I don’t know that it

is worse now than it has been. If the member opposite, when

he was Minister of Community Services, had some access to

that information, I would be happy to get it. Every time we

make a change — when we first started saying there were

going to be gates and hours, then the spectre rises again.

What I want to say is that the problem here is people who

are illegally dumping, and I think that they are the problem,

not that these changes are happening. I also want to say that,

when I landed as minister, I came back to ask to form a

committee that was built up from municipalities across the

territory to ask them to provide advice on how we could make

sure that our solid waste was more sustainable. Their

suggestion was to make sure we have tipping fees across the

territory in all of our communities.

That suggestion — which comes from them — is a good

suggestion. I am not trying to dump that suggestion on them. I

support it. Will it create some additional dumping? Usually

what happens is, when rules change, there is a spike in illegal

dumping and then it tapers off. What are we planning to do

about it? Well, we have been discussing enforcement — carrot

and stick. I am happy to talk further about that, but what I

really want to say is that no matter what we do, there are still

some people out there — even if you had the simplest of rules,

they will still choose to dump illegally, so it is difficult to

change a moral compass.

Will we put in place the systems that will allow us to do

our best to enforce it? Yes. We want people to work

appropriately within the system.

With respect to the costs — yes, there has been analysis

done to look at the cost of each of our sites across the

territory. Typically, the smallest sites across the territory cost

the most money per person. There is an additional cost to

introducing a tipping fee. For example, you typically will need

scales. You will need some way to charge, and so you have to

collect some money. On the other hand, nowadays, we have

already gotten to the point where we believe that our solid

waste facilities need to be gated and staffed for this very

reason — because if you don’t, what happens is someone

comes in and dumps a bunch of stuff inappropriately and costs

tons of money. So it is that avoided cost that we are talking

about. Even if they didn’t, what is happening right now in the

member opposite’s riding and my own — some Yukoners, in

order to avoid a tipping fee — at least they’re not dumping —

but what they are doing is they are dump shopping. They are

heading to a dump where it’s free — or a solid waste facility

where it’s free — to get away from paying the tipping fee, and

then we pay to bring it back and pay a 70-percent premium, I

think, on top of it. There is no way that this is cheaper.

So I think that tipping fees are economical when you look

at it holistically. I am happy to try to get that analysis for the

members opposite. This is work that has been ongoing with

the Solid Waste Advisory Committee.

I will leave it there. I am sure that we will have more

conversation on this, and I will look forward to further

questions.

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the minister’s undertaking

to get back with more information. I want to note in that area

— I understand the argument that is made for tipping fees. At

this point, I am not here to argue against them. I am simply

saying that the previous analysis done by the department had

recommended against it because of cost of administration.

There is also the concern about potentially increased illegal



4654 HANSARD April 29, 2019

dumping. With those areas, I am asking the minister — in

keeping with the government’s commitment to evidence-

based decision-making — to actually make the decision on the

basis of evidence and an appropriately thorough analysis

which looks at things including the unintended consequences

which may occur, such as if there is increased illegal

dumping.

What I didn’t hear a specific answer on — if the minister

doesn’t have that now, that’s fine, but I would encourage him

to develop one — to come up with a better plan for dealing

with the illegal dumping that is already occurring as well as

any potential increase that might result from this.

I am just going to move on to two related areas — the

question of what the government is currently providing in

terms of diversion credits to recyclers — and the recycling

fund is a restricted fund in the government’s budget, but there

is no detail provided within the budget on what actually makes

up those multi-million-dollar numbers. I did ask at the briefing

but I haven’t seen it yet. Just in a more formal manner, I am

requesting a breakdown of the recycling fund — what the

expenditures are and what the revenues are in terms of the

details of where those are coming from — which entities,

organizations or companies are being paid and how that is

structured.

If the minister could provide that information, that would

be appreciated — even if he doesn’t have it here today.

I am just going to move on to another area — protective

services. Can the minister indicate in which areas of the

Yukon the building code is enforced for? How is that

established? Where does the authority originate from? How

are the communities in which it is in place identified? Again,

if he doesn’t have that information in front of him, I would be

happy to receive a legislative return or a letter.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will again apologize. I get most

of the questions and then I miss a couple at the end.

By the way — because the Member for Porter Creek

North has asked a couple of times about an economic impact

analysis on the bag study — I have been looking to try to find

the economic impact analysis that the members opposite did

previously when designated material regulations were first

proposed for tires and e-waste. I haven’t yet been able to find

those. I am looking for them, so if they know where those are,

I would be happy if they could point me in the right direction.

I do agree that we need to be evidence-based, but I also

think that there are several things at work here. We also said,

“Local solutions to local problems.” The municipalities came

to me with that as a significant motivating factor.

We have been working on illegal dumping. There will be

more of that as we work with the Solid Waste Advisory

Committee and the municipalities.

With respect to diversion credits — last year, I believe

that, overall, there was $650,000 in diversion credits. This

year, we are forecasting them to be closer to $850,000, and

maybe just over. I can talk about those and how they have

been changing over time.

There was another question about the recycling fund. I

will just ask the member to give me those questions again.

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the information that the

minister provided.

I just note that when it comes to the information that we

had in making decisions as a previous government — I do

have to remind the minister that, of course, when it comes

down to anything that were Cabinet documents previously, as

the minister knows — that we lose access to those Cabinet

records with the change in office, so we simply do not have

access to some of the information that we did in making those

decisions.

My question for the minister — I just note the fact that

while the recycling fund is identified within the government’s

budget and it shows the total revenue and the total expense,

there is no breakdown of that, and I am just asking the

minister to demonstrate increased accountability in this area

and to provide us with a more detailed breakdown of a list of

revenues and expenditures within the recycling fund. It is a

concern and question that I have heard from some people. It is

of course ultimately taxpayers’ money, even though held in a

restricted fund.

I also asked the minister a question related to the building

code, but I would just encourage the minister to take a look at

that in Hansard and get back to me with that information — I

doubt that he has it here.

Mr. Chair, just pursuant to a commitment that I made to a

member of the Third Party, with that, I will wrap up my

questions this afternoon on Community Services in the

interest of allowing the Member for Takhini-Kopper King to

ask some. I would just thank the minister and officials for the

information that they provided and ask them to get back to me

with the outstanding information that I requested at a later

date via a letter or legislative return.

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and I thank my

colleague for Lake Laberge for ceding the floor. I welcome

the officials — especially the first-time appearance here in the

House.

I have a series of questions. For starters, I just want to

know the difference between a value-driven and a price-driven

contract in terms of looking at the transfer stations — so

Marsh Lake transfer station or the Robinson transfer station.

What is the difference between a value-driven contract and a

price-driven contract?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will just steal a little bit of time

to respond to some of the things that the Member for Lake

Laberge mentioned, and then I will get to the Member for

Takhini-Kopper King’s question.

I am happy to look back at the question on building

codes. Also, I’m happy to try to get a breakdown of the

$4.118 million in the recycling fund. Then, lastly, the

economic analysis that I was talking about — is nothing about

— I fully expect that “advice to the minister” gets sealed, and

off it goes. But if there was an economic analysis that was

done on the Designated Materials Regulation which has been
asked of me, surely that would be something that we would

share with the public. I would think that was the whole point

of asking for an economic analysis. If you can point me to it, I

will happily look at that. That would be great.
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With respect to the value-added projects, or RFPs — for

example, with respect to the solid waste facilities — what we

did was we went and had a community meeting — one in

Marsh Lake and one in Mount Lorne. We sat down with the

community and we asked them what sorts of things they

would like to see, more than just price-driven, that they would

like to have as a way to assess.

I would have to look back to see exactly what went into

the RFP, but there were certain things around — I believe the

free store was one of them. There were certain aspects within

each of the communities that they said they would like these

things to be considered and weighed in assessing the bidders

that came forward for those contracts.

There was some stuff that we could ask — you could put

a little bit of weight toward relationship with the community

and things like that. I think those were typical things that were

in those contracts. I’ll wait to see if I’ve covered off the

question or if there’s more.

Ms. White: There’s more; there’s so much more.

Today if you were to go to the Marsh Lake transfer

station, there’s actually a sign up. It’s on a whiteboard that

says refunds or donations no longer accepted by the MLSWS

— complaints, please call Community Services.

The reason why I bring this up is I want to know why the

Marsh Lake transfer station is no longer accepting refunds.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: This issue goes back before the

RFP actually; it pre-existed. We have still been working to try

to find a solution. This is different from recyclables; this is

refundables. The refundables there — we have been asking

around whether there is someone who wants to take on the

work. It’s not necessarily a part of the landfill itself; it

certainly can be, but it doesn’t have to be.

We have been trying to find a way to do it within the

community. We approached the Marsh Lake Community

Society to see if they want to do it. We have a meeting coming

up shortly with a past president of the Marsh Lake Solid

Waste Management Society to discuss potential solutions. It’s

about trying to find a group we can support.

Typically, this is done by a group that is looking to

generate a little bit of revenue for themselves to support that

group and/or agency. So often what we used to do at the

Marsh Lake facility is have one bin for the fire hall, one for

the community society and one for the Marsh Lake

Emergency Services Society. If we’re not able to find one of

those, then we’ll regroup and check to see whether we make it

part of the landfill contract as well, but right now we’re still

trying to find a solution within the community.

Ms. White: It’s our understanding that the Marsh Lake

transfer station was recently tendered as a value-driven

contract, which is why I was asking what “value-driven”

would mean in this case. We know now that there are no

refunds there. We know it was definitely recently tendered as

a value-drive contract, yet providing refunds was a required

responsibility of the contractor — it was our understanding

that was within the RFP.

I’m just asking for clarification — whether that was

included in the tender, the value-driven contract, or not.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will go back to confirm, because

we’re down into some very specific questions, but my

understanding is that it was not a part of the contract, and the

reason was that there were efforts to see if it could land with a

community organization first and foremost — but I will check

for the member opposite.

Ms. White: I guess that leads us to the next question,

which is: If it wasn’t included in this contract that was

recently tendered and I believe was higher than what was

being paid for before — that is my understanding — why

wasn’t it included? The minister has just said that they were

looking for an organization to be in charge, but why wouldn’t

that fall under the contract of the contractor who had just won

the contract to run that facility?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Again, I will have to go back and

follow it through the thread to be sure, but I believe that the

reason it happened that way was because it was always seen

as an opportunity for a local group to earn a few dollars. That

is all.

Let me say it this way: We want to make sure that, as

much as we can, we have the ability to collect refundables in

our communities. I want to support that. I certainly want to

support it in my own community. I just understand that is why

it wasn’t in the contract in the first place, but I am happy to

check.

Ms. White: If there needs to be a change, will that be

an additional payment that will be given to the contractor to

then take care of the refundables?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: One of the things about

refundable contracts is that there is compensation due to the

fact that the materials are being collected. Sometimes they pay

for themselves. It wasn’t originally part of the contract bid.

Again, we were looking to first consider whether there was an

organization within the community that wanted to take it on. I

have a meeting coming up about that. If we get to the end of

that exploration and find out that there isn’t a group that wants

to take it on, can we turn back to the company? I think that the

answer to that is yes. My understanding of that contract is that

we issued it as a one-year contract with the possibility of an

extension, so there may be an interruption of service, but we

can work to get it back into place. It may mean that there is

some additional money going to that contractor, but it may

not. The nature of refundables is that they often pay for

themselves.

The work for it happens out of a separate fund — the one

we were talking about earlier — the recycling fund, for which

I was going to get a breakdown. So I will just leave it at that

for now.

Ms. White: I do appreciate those answers, but it

appears that we are relying on Yukoners to be running the

recycling and the refundable program in the community as

opposed to the contractor that has just been awarded the

contract. It is just about trying to find out how all of that

works.

Since the sign has gone up that says that people with

complaints can call Community Services about the

refundables, have there been any complaints made so far?
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Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will check to see whether there

have been complaints that have come into the department, but

I can tell you that I have certainly had some calls and some

conversations with a few folks. Again, as I said, I have a

meeting set up shortly to talk to some people about it.

Regardless of what the department has heard, I certainly have

heard that there are concerns.

Ms. White: I, like many others, look forward to those

concerns being addressed in the future.

This is a broader question, keeping in mind that our

information on these matters comes from residents. Definitely,

there are people — I am not sure if everyone hears them, but

lots of people spend time on the contact registry, myself

included. Once you go down the rabbit hole, it’s like getting

sucked into YouTube videos that are weird. The contact

registry is actually really quite interesting.

The next question comes along the fact that — it’s our

understanding that the contracts for operating the Marsh Lake

solid waste facility, the Mount Lorne solid waste facility, the

Tagish solid waste facility and the Carcross solid waste

facility all went out to tender. When you look at the contact

registry, it’s our understanding that Tagish and Carcross —

the tender processes were purely price driven, while both

Marsh Lake and Mount Lorne tender processes were value

driven. I wanted to know why that was, and what the

differences are between those four facilities.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The way it evolved was that

Marsh Lake and Mount Lorne used to be run by societies. We

approached those societies and let them know that we were

happy if they would continue to run those facilities but that we

needed them to compete in a process. So we had community

meetings which occurred. In both those communities, there

was a request to have value-driven contracts. We had a

conversation. We agreed on what elements could go in as part

of that value-driven contract.

In the meantime, the other contracts in Tagish and

Carcross came up. Since then, I spoke to the local advisory

councils and said to them, “Hey, this is what we’ve just done

in these communities. What would you like to see happen next

time in yours?”

We just didn’t catch it in time. So I did have a

conversation with them to let them know, if they would prefer

to have a value-driven process. My recollection of what we

agreed to do was to put it on one of their agendas and have

that conversation with them to see whether that is what they

would prefer or not.

There are subtle differences between the facilities. The

biggest one is that — Marsh Lake, in particular — just to go

back to a point that we were discussing earlier about dump

shopping — has a lot of material which is being dropped off.

The volume has increased dramatically over the last several

years. Not all of it, but some of it has to be from leakage from

Whitehorse. In Tagish, there’s not as much. So there are some

subtle differences across — for example, in Tagish, I think

that they have a place where you can drop off refundables, but

I don’t know that they provide refunds. It’s just a donation.

Ms. White: Have the contracts been awarded for both

Tagish and Carcross landfills?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: If we can just keep responding to

further questions — as soon as I hear from the department, I

will let the member opposite know. I know that Marsh Lake

has been awarded. I will check on the others.

Ms. White: The reason I am asking is I would like to

know what it cost before they have recently been retendered

— so what was paid by Yukon government prior and what is

being paid currently — Marsh Lake, Tagish and Carcross. If

there could be answers for that, I would appreciate it.

We have talked before about tipping fees — how there

are tipping fees currently in Whitehorse, and then the minister

said, “Well, instead of doing just a pilot project just in the

periphery, we are going to look at putting tipping fees in all

landfills.” So I wanted to know what kind of timeline we’re

looking at for tipping fees.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: With respect to tipping fees — I

sat down recently with the Solid Waste Advisory Committee.

They gave me an update on their work. Part of tipping fees

has been this look at liability issues around the solid waste

facilities across the territory, and I have recently turned to

Cabinet to get their support — basically at the high level to

describe it — I am now authorized to have the department go

out and negotiate with each of the municipalities around

creating those regional landfill agreements, which will include

things like landfill liabilities — closure liabilities, in particular

— but also groundwater monitoring. I am just blanking on one

other piece of it — but that is all going to take place now-ish.

Once those agreements are in place — I am still hopeful

that this spring/summer, those agreements get roughed in —

then there will be a window of time, roughly six months — it

might be a little bit longer — but there is work we have to do

to: (1) to engage with citizens in those communities; and (2)

to put in some infrastructure in those regional landfills to get

ready for tipping fees — and there may be some other work

which we have to see yet that will come out of the

negotiations on those regional agreements. Our optimistic

timeline would be this fall; our less optimistic timeline would

be somewhere in the winter or early in the spring. Those are

sort of the rough timelines that we’re looking at.

I should note that Watson Lake and Whitehorse have

tipping fees around the territory, so it isn’t just Whitehorse. I

will also just respond to the previous question, or at least part

of it — Carcross, Tagish and Marsh Lake contracts have been

awarded. Mount Lorne is currently in assessment. I will have

to look back to try to see what the differences are in cost over

time.

Ms. White: I would appreciate that, because it has been

said here before that — and I will say it again — the

information in the budget documents is less than it was before.

Sometimes, you could ask and get deeper into it — there is a

reason why I’m asking the question — just so that I can

compare numbers ahead of time.

When the word “regionalization” happens, it is kind of

like “efficiencies”, where you think about money being saved.

When the minister refers to “regionalization”, is he implying
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the closure of redundant facilities? If he is, has the

government decided which transfer stations will be closed in

the future? If so, which ones, and when?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Overall, what we think — and this

goes back to the question earlier about tipping fees and the

cost — our analysis says that we’ll have to lay out some

additional money for the next year or two, but by the third

year, we’ll get cost-savings. We also hope our municipalities

will be better off. Their bigger concern, I believe, has always

been the liability question, and they’re just very nervous about

liability and want to resolve it, so we’re going to work with

them to try to resolve it.

We’ll be partnering with them in the sense — take any

community, let’s say Mayo, and outside of that community,

you have a lot of peripheral users, and they’re not paying into

the tax base that’s paying for that landfill, but they are paying

into our tax base — so we will think of it as a facility that is

regional in nature. So it’s the municipality and the territorial

government that are chipping in to deal with it.

Yes, we have a sense of which facilities we should not

sustain. They are the most expensive and the smallest of the

lot. The four we’re looking at right now are Johnson’s

Crossing, Braeburn, Keno, and Silver City. Those are the four.

Their cost — I would have to get some numbers for you, but

those areas would work with a regional landfill. For example,

Silver City would use the regional landfill in Haines Junction,

Keno would use Mayo, et cetera. It’s not that they don’t have

access to a facility; it’s that they don’t have access right in

their community.

Those facilities are costing — I would have to look back

at the numbers, because each one is slightly different, but

they’re roughly 10 times per capita the cost for those facilities

compared to others, so we’re trying to concentrate those into

those regional facilities.

Ms. White: It’s not that I disagree. I was curious —

and the timeline for those closures?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The first step is to get those

regional agreements in place, because without them, this

doesn’t go. Then there is at least a window of time, as I said,

to get those regional facilities up and running which, as I have

said, is a minimum of six months. So let’s say the earliest is

the fall, maybe into early next year, and then it’s after that

point in time when we would look at phasing out those

smaller transfer stations. The earliest we would — I think it

would be next year at some point, but there’s a sequence of

events that we have to get through.

Ms. White: Once that happens — and we’re looking

toward the regional landfills as opposed to the smaller ones —

and looking at expanding that ahead of tipping fees — are we

going to look at having them gated and peopled prior to

actually implementing tipping fees?

The reason I ask is, if we think that lots of household

garbage makes it out to Mount Lorne or Marsh Lake, when

Ross River received construction debris from Faro — I mean,

that was incredible. It was unexpected. They didn’t know it

was coming, and it appeared. It said that the planning process

was out of whack, and that was because it wasn’t peopled.

Will they be gated and peopled as we go forward?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The point that the member

opposite is raising is exactly what the Solid Waste Advisory

Committee has been talking about. They need to be gated,

they need to be staffed, and they need to be roughly consistent

and have tipping fees that are at least regionally consistent.

We want to serve all Yukoners. We want it to be fair across

the board as much as we can make it. This is a big change. I

want to thank the municipalities for stepping up and asking us

to work with them to achieve this. I am just trying to

acknowledge that this is a big deal, and I completely agree. I

echo the comments about illegal dumping. We have to look at

how we are going to be enforcing that more and putting more

teeth in that. There are a whole bunch of things that have to

click into place.

The first step is, yes, to get those agreements in place.

The next step is to get them gated and staffed — that way, we

can start to do the education about those tipping fees and

about what is going on and to engage with the community for

a period of time before we ever get to those tipping fees.

That’s the whole point — that you would have to be doing

that public education right there at the sites to help us all get

there together as a territory.

Ms. White: I fundamentally believe in the importance

— it is no different from when we talk about recycling and

how recycling isn’t free — neither is garbage. We have been

under the misconception for a great number of years that, once

we get rid of it, it is gone and we don’t have to worry about it

anymore — whereas the cost of replacing, for example, the

Whitehorse landfill will cost millions and millions of dollars,

so the longer that we can keep it operational without filling it

with useless trash — which is why we talk about diversion,

why we talk about recycling and why we talk about

landfilling. Those are all really important.

What I would really love to see from the Department of

Community Services and from communities is an education

campaign on the cost of garbage. We are really lucky in North

America — we don’t see it quite in the same way as you

might in a Third World country, but in a Third World country,

you understand the cost of garbage because it is everywhere.

When you can start to see it in that way, you understand that

the temporary item that you use for a couple of days — what

it costs into the future is a lot more than what you paid for it.

This brings me to single-use plastic; that was just a nice

little slide in there to single-use plastics.

First of all, I would like to congratulate the Minister of

Community Services and the department and the Mayor of

Whitehorse — Dan Curtis — and the City of Whitehorse for

how effective having those bales of single-use plastics around

town are. I love seeing photos of people trying to lift half a

tonne — or however much those weigh — of plastic and just

being gobsmacked by it. I think that was a really incredible

and effective way to talk, again, about the cost of garbage and,

in this case, single-use plastics.

It is interesting, because the minister has emphasized the

importance of eliminating the amount of single-use plastics —

which I agree with — that end up in our landfill, but he
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continues to talk about a 70-percent reduction target. He says

“70” and I say “100”; then he says “70” and I say “100”. He

says “70” and I say “Why don’t we just ban it?” We have had

that conversation at length here.

I want to know if the minister can make the case for us

about implementing a fee over an outright ban on single-use

plastics. So we are getting ready — we’re doing the

consultation and we’re talking about coming up with a fee for

single-use plastics — including paper bags, perhaps. I am

going to ask the minister if he can make the case for me right

now as to why we would go for a fee over an outright ban.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will do my best, but I may have

to turn back to folks such as Raven Recycling and Zero Waste

Yukon. They signed a petition to put in place a fee because

they understand some of this devil-in-the-details piece. I want

to, in principle, say 100 percent — I think that is the goal. I

want to agree with the member opposite. What I was saying

with 70 percent is this step, but that’s not the full step.

The bales that we have out there around Whitehorse right

now — I’ve asked if we can’t get some of them to our

communities so that we see this around the territory a bit.

Each one of them is one-third of a tonne. We send Outside for

recycling three of those a day — so it is one tonne a day. But

do you know what? There is another 18 every day that make it

into our landfills. So that’s six times that. Whatever we are

recycling is not the lion’s share yet. It is not enough.

One of the challenges with a system around bags in

particular is that one of the things that happens — it’s one of

those perversities — is that once you introduce a ban, some

people just turn to the heavier weight bags, for example, the

ones you might buy for your kitchen garbage cans, and then

they start using those. There is more plastic in them, so it is a

little weird. In principle, I agree with the member opposite:

The goal is to get to no bags. That is one step in many steps in

trying to reduce the overall amount of plastics that are making

it into our landfills.

Right now, we have just closed up the engagement

period. We are just going to start to look through it. I got a bit

of a mixed response from the chamber. The chamber said to

ban the bags — plastic bags, that is — but don’t ban paper

bags. So to leave those in — and don’t put a fee on paper

bags. It is a pretty mixed response and I will have to work

through it with them and with the Department of

Environment.

Lastly, I just want to also say that the member opposite is

totally right — we do need to do a lot of public education.

Those bales were our first step in that whole public education

campaign. Spoiler alert here: The tag line that they came up

with is “We need to do the heavy lifting.” I loved it when

some of the staff — I think I encouraged them — tried to lift

it. That sucker is heavy. It’s a lot — and that’s three of those a

day from us and another 18 a day that make it into the landfill.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Chair: If I could beg the indulgence of the House, I

would like to ask all members of the House to welcome

Mr. Ted Staffen, the former Speaker of the 31st and 32nd

Legislative Assemblies. Welcome.

Applause

Ms. White: I thank you for that. I heard the door but

didn’t look back.

I do appreciate what the minister has just said. I was

looking for the wording of the zero-waste petition, because I

actually had a really interesting conversation with Zero Waste

Yukon when I tabled it. I said, “I appreciate what you’re

saying right now, but I’m not going to sign it.” I said, “I’m not

going to sign it, because I believe the last line in the petition

talks about implementing a fee as we move toward banning.” I

said, “I have argued on the floor that we should move straight

to banning, so I appreciate what you’re asking, but I’m not

going to sign this because I’m not going to wear this later on

about how I signed a petition that said to put on the user fee as

we work toward the ban.”

The reason why I’m bringing that up right now is it was

our understanding that the business community stated that

they would actually prefer a ban over a fee, because they have

said it’s them having to manage another surcharge. One of the

questions we have is: What’s this going to look like?

For example, I’m a business and I order the packages, so

— I worked at Shoppers Drug Mart as a teenager and the bags

would come in boxes, and there would be, let’s say, 50 —

they’re called T-shirts, T-shirt plastic bags for a thing that you

would jam on your rack. Does the business pay the fee to the

supplier of the bags? When you collect the fee, where does the

fee go? Does it stay with the business? Does it go toward YG?

I just want more details about what that will look like.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, what the business

community — or sorry, let me be careful here. I got a letter

from the Whitehorse Chamber of Commerce, which is a big

part of the business community, but certainly not all of it. That

letter suggested yes, a ban on plastic bags, but no to any

surcharge or ban on paper bags. Originally, when we were

trying to come up with a notion about how to get there, we

were trying to not just divert people to a new type of bag. We

didn’t think that was an advantage overall. We were trying to

not get there.

So their suggestion isn’t one that we have been trying to

head toward, but I appreciate that’s what they have suggested

and I will certainly have conversations with them about it. If

they had said to just put a ban on all types of bags, that would

have probably got our eyebrows up and thought, “Well,

maybe.” So we’re sort of in a middle ground, which is not —

we haven’t reached a conclusion. So the first thing that is

going to happen is a “what we heard” and the next is we’re

going to start to crunch this out and maybe have some more

conversations with them and just try to think what we can do.

What I want to say right now, today, is that any of those

businesses can get away from the whole surcharge thing. They

can introduce a ban today and I will stand up and sing their

praises, and I’m sure the member opposite would as well. If

they want to just avoid some of the rigmarole, by all means, I

encourage them to do so. This is the goal.
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How it will work hasn’t been worked out entirely, but we

will look for ways that don’t add overhead to the business

community, so probably the simplest way is just that you track

how many bags come into the store over time, and that’s what

you charge out against, because they could choose whether or

not to charge the 25 cents or not, but that is how we would

collect. It’s like, okay, you have gotten this box — there are

this many bags in that container of bags — and this is what

you are going to have to pay over time. You know, it would

work out over time.

Where does the money go? It goes into the recycling

fund. That is what would happen and so this would offset the

cost of recycling, which is one of the challenges we have right

now — that the commodity market has been changing again

around plastics and so that is what it would do.

We want to keep the overhead low, but what I do want to

say and what I did say to the chamber is that if you have

businesses that want to stand up and say they are going to put

in place a ban, then let’s find a way to champion those

businesses and sing their praises.

Ms. White: I think it sounds great. I will talk about

them often when that happens.

I just think that, you know, I have talked about the issues

that I have when we put motions in place or we do things and

we don’t put a deadline on it, so it goes into perpetuity. In our

debate on banning single-use plastics, we didn’t even talk

about three years into the future; it just said that at some point

in the future we’re going to have a ban on single-use plastics.

It is just one of those things — plastic bags — often they get

reused. People talk about how they reuse their bags and I

appreciate that. When Whitehorse Connects happens at the

end of May, I will be taking every single-use plastic bag from

my house that my roommates bring home because I would

rather juggle 14 items of groceries in my arms and my pockets

because I have talked about bags and I will get called out

every time I have a shopping bag, so I just avoid it. I would

rather, with pride, juggle my groceries than put them in plastic

bags, but not as many people speak as publicly against them

as I do. It is my gift to bear on that one. I do look forward to

the time when we are not talking about a fee; we’re talking

about banning altogether.

I have a completely different question actually — one

about the North American Indigenous Games. What I want to

know is a yearly breakdown on the funding. If we could go

back to 2016 to 2018, for example, or even 2015 to 2018 —

just the numbers for each of those years.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I can get some of those numbers

for the member opposite. This year, we have $202,000 going

to the Yukon Aboriginal Sports Circle, which is not the North

American Indigenous Games, in particular, but they are the

group that supports the North American Indigenous Games.

Last year, for the North American Indigenous Games:

$50,000; next year: $50,000; and in 2020-2021, we will have

$300,000 because that is the year of the Games, so there is

much more travel.

I should also note that the ministers of sport, in the last

meeting ahead of the Canada Winter Games, agreed on a new

funding model for the North American Indigenous Games

nationally. They are now going to be a more regular set of

games. They used to alternate between the United States and

Canada. The United States hasn’t been able to deliver on that,

so I think we are moving to a Canadian model where we invite

US teams. I don’t have numbers in front of me, but that was

— sort of nationally, we have agreed on a new funding model

for the North American Indigenous Games.

I just want to say, Mr. Chair, that I know that sometimes

we can be slow. All governments can be slow. But I thought

that it was not bad that, after we had a motion here in the fall,

I reached out to the Solid Waste Advisory Committee. I asked

them if they could start work on this, and they came back with

this pretty quickly. Is it as much as we want? No — but I

really felt that they did a great job in trying to get us started

down the path, and I just wanted to acknowledge that as well.

So not as fast as we would hope, but faster than we might

have expected — how’s that?

Ms. White: I would say that the work within the public

service is always lightning speed, but it’s the politicians who I

have concerns about. I appreciate it, yes. They did, very much

so, move quickly, but they would have been able to move

farther had we set the bar. So I will just leave that there —

yes, it’s true.

This year, in community infrastructure — it has $250,000

toward Hamilton Boulevard. I have been here previously, and

I had a different Minister of Community Services, and we

talked about Range Road north from 2012 until probably mid-

2014 or 2015. The reason why Range Road north is such a big

deal is that, at one point in time, there was one house in

Whistle Bend, and now there are hundreds of houses in

Whistle Bend.

Range Road north — just for the minister — you go from

Mountain View, Range Road continues, it goes past Takhini

trailer park — which has a beautiful newly done road — it

goes around a corner, it passes Crow Street, and then the road

stops. The road improvement stops. There is a pothole that

eats full-size pickup trucks. It continues on in front of

Northland. There are the potholes. We have Northland — we

have three condo associations to the right-hand side of the

road. You continue on. You have the second entrance for

Northland. You have a couple more potholes that will destroy

small cars. You go on. You get to the dandelion heights

corner, which is the old dump facility. It is the Ta’an property

with the beautiful lookout. You go around the corner, and it

gets decidedly better when you get around the corner. Then

you hit the bridge where it crosses over McIntyre Creek, and

it’s paved all the way to Whistle Bend. But the people who

live in Northland Trailer Park, the people who live in Condo

Corporation No. 69 — the people who live in that area deal

with a part of road that has seen a huge increase in traffic.

The potholes are amazing, Mr. Chair. They grow every

year. They appear probably in similar spots. They get filled in

by City workers, but every year, they come back — and

unlike Hillcrest, they haven’t put rubber duckies in them,

probably because it would be a danger — just by the size of

them.
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I wanted to know when Range Road north was going to

come back for community infrastructure. At one point in time,

I was told that it was funding that was coming from the feds

and that it was going to be directed to the City of Whitehorse.

Then we had talked about how it was going to come and that

it was going to happen — it was going to happen — and then

it never did. I just wanted to know where Range Road north

might be in government spending as far as road improvements

for the City of Whitehorse.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am going to have to ask for

some more information about this.

I know that we generally work in partnership with the

City of Whitehorse. We have been seeking information on the

status of this. We understand that discussions between

Kwanlin Dün and the City of Whitehorse for land planning in

the area are ongoing. Kwanlin Dün — we are still seeking

some more input from them. We will continue to work with

them.

Sometimes the situation is that — for example, with 2nd

Avenue — it is not our piece of infrastructure, but the

municipality sets it as their priority. They tell us that it is their

number one priority, and then we seek to get the funding there

on that — on whatever the municipality identifies as their

number one priority. Sometimes, we have another obligation

because of some past relationship — and maybe that is the

case with Range Road. I have to admit that I am not up to

speed on it — or Hamilton Boulevard. There are a couple

where we have some obligation, but we will always try to

work with the municipality and/or the First Nation that is

there. I think that is what we are doing at this point, but I am

happy to get some more information for the member opposite.

Ms. White: Talking about Range Road north — it

definitely feeds into the sentiment of people who live in that

mobile home park where we already have issues around pad

rentals and security of tenure and those things, and then you

add a road outside their house that destroys their cars. I get

lots of interesting phone calls about how they pay property

taxes, how they pay territorial taxes, and how this is what they

live through.

If the minister ever wants to drive down Range Road

north, I will hopefully have a pickup truck in the future, and I

will show you those potholes.

I have questions about the future of minimum wage — if

the minister can tell me where we are in the process. I believe

the terminology was that it has “gone back for review” —

anyway, if he could just tell me where we are. We just had the

increase on April 1, and I want to know what the next steps

are.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Again, if the road within any

municipality is the jurisdiction of that municipality and if that

municipality identifies it as a priority, then we are happy to

deliver funding through the funding programs that we have

access to. In that instance, I am looking for the municipalities

to identify it. I just have to figure out who has the

responsibility for this road — or, if it is shared — how that

looks.

I would like to give a shout-out to the federal

government, because some of those funding programs we’re

talking about — whether it’s the investing in Canada

infrastructure plan or the community water and waste-water

fund — they’re 75 percent funded by the federal government

and so far have been 25-percent funded by the territorial

government. Realistically, that’s a lot of money that is

coming. It’s not actually mostly the local taxpayer dollars; it’s

actually a great deal for our citizens.

Moving on to minimum wage — for the Employment

Standards Board, we lost our chair, as the member knows. I

think the new chair will be replaced shortly and then we’ll

begin work. The work I understand will happen is — I

promised them we would do some economic analyses on the

minimum wage and that we would share that with them. I

asked them whether they would please keep an eye on

inflation, on the consumer price index, because in their

original suggestions to us, they had estimated what we thought

was low, and sure enough, it was low for this year.

We’re still watching to see what’s going on with that.

Those are the stages I anticipate in the next coming months —

getting in place a new chair and working through the

department to get some economic analyses done and to share

that with the board.

Ms. White: Just to ask the minister — I mean, I can go

to the Statistics Bureau, and I have at different times, but he

has staff present and they have access to more staff — how

many Yukoners currently earn minimum wage?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: When I have asked the Bureau of

Statistics that question, the answer is that is not a known

number. I would have to check back to what they said —

maybe even the Employment Standards Board, when it did its

analysis, provided in its report some sense of numbers, but

there isn’t an exact figure about the number of people who

earn minimum wage.

Ms. White: Valuable numbers when we talk about the

minimum wage rate.

I have asked this next question a couple of times,

including probably most recently on March 28. I am just

quoting to the minister from November 22, 2018 in response

to Petition No. 3. He said — and I quote: “In the Yukon, many

mobile home parks are located on property which has become

increasingly scarce and more valuable. Some owners have

indicated that should rent controls be instituted or the cost of

owning and operating a park becomes too much to recover,

they would be more likely to close their business and/or

convert the park to another use.”

Then, later on in that conversation — because I asked this

question on March 28 — the minister said that some of it was

anecdotal and that he would go back and he would get further

details about those comments. He said on March 28 — and

again I quote: “… I have had a few anecdotal conversations.

That is where I think that statement came from. As I said, I

don’t have anything substantial to put in front, but I will check

back with the residential tenancies office because I think some

of that was generated — they will have drafted the original

response…”
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So I wanted to know if there is more information to share

with me because we are a month and a day away from the last

time I asked that question. I just wanted to know where the

information came from when the minister said that he

believed that more than likely the parks would close.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I don’t have anything more today.

Unfortunately, I haven’t had the opportunity to turn back. I

know that we are a month after that and I apologize that I

haven’t followed up yet, but I haven’t. I am happy to go back

and check, although some of this conversation is dealing with

privately owned land. Sometimes I will hear through the

landlord and tenant office, whatever they might be picking up

on, but some of it also is just conversation that is happening. I

will do what I said I would do, which is to check back with

the office and see if there is more that I can update you on.

Mr. Chair, noting the time, I move that you report

progress.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Streicker that the

Chair report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

resume the Chair.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the

Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: Order, please. I will now call the House to

order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

The following sessional papers were tabled April 29,
2019:

34-2-96
Annual Report — Working hard for Yukoners — Yukon

Ombudsman, Yukon Information and Privacy Commissioner,

Yukon Public Interest Disclosure Commissioner (Speaker
Clarke)

34-2-97
Annual Contributions to Political Parties in the 2017

Calendar Year — Elections Yukon (Speaker Clarke)

34-2-98
2018 Annual Report on Political Party Revenues —

Annual Revenue Returns Contributions Made To Political
Parties — January 1, 2018 to December 31, 2018 — Office of
the Chief Electoral Officer (Speaker Clarke)

34-2-99
Report on Subsistence, Travel & Accommodations of

Members of the Yukon Legislative Assembly 2018-2019
(Speaker Clarke)

34-2-100
Department of Education Annual Report 2018 (McPhee)

The following legislative returns were tabled April 29,
2019:

34-2-210
Response to Motion for the Production of Papers No. 20

(Streicker)

34-2-211
Response to oral question from Ms. Hanson re: Pharmacy

and Drug Act regulations (Streicker)

34-2-212
Response to oral question from Ms. White re: land

development within Whitehorse (Pillai)

34-2-213
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. Hanson related to general debate on Vote 53, Department
of Energy, Mines and Resources, in Bill No. 210, First
Appropriation Act 2019-20 — off-road vehicle regulation
(Pillai)
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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Tuesday, April 30, 2019 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE
Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order

Paper.

Introduction of visitors.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to ask my colleagues in

the Legislative Assembly to help me in welcoming some very

special guests here for a tribute to the National Aboriginal

Hockey Championships that we’ll be doing in a few moments.

These are hard-working volunteers and staff members:

Karee Vallevand, Michelle Dawson-Beattie, Karen Lepine,

Megan Cromarty, and Echo Ross. Thank you so much for

being here.

Applause

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, today I have the

pleasure of giving two tributes. I would like all to please

welcome from the community midwives association of

Yukon: President Kathleen Cranfield, Erica Oppen,

Paige Galette, Becky Shrubb — and a very strong supporter of

the midwifery folks, Mr. Jonas Smith.

I would also like us to welcome here for the Apollo 11

50th anniversary tribute from the Yukon Astronomical

Society: Aldo van Eyke, a past student of mine; Vikki Zsohar,

president of the association; Dyson Hale, and

Christa van Laerhoven and also Mr. Forest Pearson from the

Yukon Astronomical Society.

Mr. Cathers: I would just like to correct the minister

— he meant to say the Community Midwifery Association of

Yukon. I would like to join in welcoming the guests here in

the gallery, as well as welcoming Dyson Hale and

Christa van Laerhoven, who are constituents of mine. Dyson

is the fire chief in Ibex Valley.

Applause

Mr. Hassard: I ask all members to join me in

welcoming someone who is certainly no stranger to this

House — past Speaker Dave Laxton.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of

visitors?

Tributes.

TRIBUTES
In recognition of National Aboriginal Hockey
Championships

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Liberal government to pay tribute to the 2019 National

Aboriginal Hockey Championships, which will be held in

Whitehorse May 6 to 12. Founded in 2002 by the Aboriginal

Sport Circle and sanctioned by Hockey Canada, the National

Aboriginal Hockey Championships are equal parts athletic

showcase, proving ground, and cultural event.

Through the exhilaration and challenge of competition,

young indigenous athletes learn the self-esteem that comes

from dedication, discipline and teamwork. Off the ice, the

championships also present an amazing opportunity for

participants to meet, share, and learn from community leaders

and fellow players from across the nation, forming bonds of

friendship that will last a lifetime. From a cultural perspective,

this event celebrates the pride and heritage of all of Canada’s

First Nations, Inuit, and Métis from coast to coast to coast.

The tournament’s opening ceremony on May 7 at 8:00

p.m. at the Takhini Arena is not to be missed. It is a powerful

and inspirational ceremony filled with music, dance and

tradition. The opening ceremony truly sets this event apart.

Thanks to the innovative and impassioned bid put

together by the dedicated host committee, Whitehorse was

awarded the championships, marking the first time the

tournament will be held north of 60. I know that the Kwanlin

Dün First Nation and the Ta’an Kwäch’än Council are proud

to be hosting this event on their traditional territory.

This year’s tournament will feature 18 teams of elite male

and female indigenous athletes, aged 15 to 18. We look

forward to welcoming over 1,600 athletes, coaches, family

members, and delegates to our fantastic Canada Games

Centre, historic Takhini Arena and the amenities of our

beautiful capital city.

Select Yukon athletes will participate as members of

Team North, comprised of the best of the best from Yukon

and Northwest Territories and Nunavut. Due to the distance

and cost, Team North is unable to hold conventional tryouts to

determine their roster, so Hockey Yukon and the Yukon

Aboriginal Sport Circle worked together throughout the year

to identify eligible athletes through scouting and coaching

reports. The Canada Winter Games in Red Deer, Alberta and

the recent Yukon Native Hockey Tournament provided

excellent opportunities to assess players from the three

territories.

In addition to the thrill of a national competition and the

atmosphere of cultural unity and pride, the National

Aboriginal Hockey Championships also bring with them an

opportunity for grassroots hockey development in the host

region.

In an effort to promote rural participation in the great

sport of hockey, the 2019 NAHC Host Society has partnered

with Hockey Yukon and BC Hockey to travel to several rural

elementary schools to deliver fun educational presentations of

basic hockey skills. Carmacks, Carcross, Teslin, and

Whitehorse will each receive hands-on demonstrations of
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floor ball, Hockey Canada’s initiative to introduce the skills

and joy of hockey in a low-impact, accessible way. Thanks to

the generosity of tournament partners, the floor ball

equipment used in demonstrations will stay in each

community as a legacy of the tournament. Congratulations

and thank you to the host committee and our community

partners for bringing this event north for the very first time

ever.

Thanks also to the Aboriginal Sport Circle. For almost 25

years, they have been addressing the need for more accessible

and equitable sport and recreation opportunities for Canada’s

indigenous peoples. We are grateful for your continued vision

and guidance in athletic development for indigenous youth

throughout Canada.

I would like to speak to the heart of the event for a

moment. For years, many of us in the Yukon hockey world

dreamt about hosting this event. During the time that I sat on

the board for the then-Yukon Indian Hockey Association, now

known as the Yukon First Nations Hockey Association, each

year, we discussed this tournament and how awesome it

would be to host it here in Yukon. It seemed like a very

daunting goal. I want to absolutely hold my hands up to all of

these amazing women who are here today.

This is hard — thank you very much for persevering to

see this happen — to Michelle, Doug, George, Karee, other

current and past board members — but most of all, I would

like to dedicate this tribute to the late Sandi Gleason for her

vision and dedication and for instilling in each of us the

importance of providing opportunities for indigenous youth.

She would be very proud to see this happening, so let’s keep

her in our hearts and in our minds as this dream becomes a

reality.

Thank you again to the coaches and the trainers for their

dedication. Thanks to the army of tireless volunteers —

without them, an event like this would not be possible. To all

the players, teams, and fans, I wish you a week of exciting

competition and comradery.

I encourage all Yukoners to come out and watch some

high calibre hockey, cheer on Team North and share in the

unique spirit of the 2019 National Aboriginal Hockey

Championships. Let’s showcase our legendary Yukon

hospitality to all of our visitors. May the games be a

tremendous success, keeping in mind our Yukon First Nation

values of trust, respect, and honour. Thank you very much,

Mr. Speaker.

Applause

Ms. Van Bibber: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon

Party Official Opposition and the Third Party — the NDP —

to pay tribute to the National Aboriginal Hockey

Championships 2019.

From May 6 to May 14, the Whitehorse Canada Games

Centre and the Takhini Arena will be pulsating with youthful

energy. Go back one year to May 12, 2018, when the

announcement was made that Whitehorse was the place that

had won the successful bid. I’m sure it was on the scale of

winning an Olympic bid. This is the first time that these

games have come north of 60.

The Yukon First Nations Hockey Association, in

partnership with the Yukon Aboriginal Sports Circle, were

elated, excited, and probably saying, “Oh boy, now the work

begins.” We have such an amazing team, led by the chair,

Michelle Dawson-Beattie, and all the women we have in the

gallery today who host the very successful annual Yukon

Native Hockey Tournament, which just wrapped up for

another year. I think they are fearless.

This championship began in 2002 to encourage bantam-

and midget-aged aboriginal youth to play hockey at an elite

level and also to increase participation and provide unity and

pride in their accomplishments. There will be 20 teams of elite

female and male athletes aged 15 to 18 showcasing their

talents, meeting new and old friends and, of course, arriving in

a part of Canada where they probably never thought they

would come and visit at this stage of their lives.

I need to mention that this event is sanctioned by Hockey

Canada and will be live-streamed by SportsCanada TV, so

will be available across Canada. How exciting is that? I will

display a little bias here: Go Team North — which is usually

comprised of Northwest Territories, Nunavut, and Yukon

players.

So we welcome to Yukon all the players, coaches,

parents, and staff and also thank the sponsors, who will arrive

from across our land in the coming week. We wish you a

successful, fun-filled and exciting week in our capital city,

Whitehorse.

Thank you, mahsi’ cho.

Applause

In recognition of International Day of the Midwife
Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay

tribute to midwives in Canada, around the world and here in

Yukon. There is no question, Mr. Speaker, that the birth of a

child is a life-changing event.

On Sunday, May 5, the International Day of the Midwife,

we celebrate some of the amazing people who help families of

all kinds during this monumental transition. Because healthy

pregnancies are the foundation of healthy births, investments

at this critical time of development result in exponential gains

in the health of newborns.

Registered midwives are primary health care

professionals who provide safe, effective, and low-risk births.

They also provide care for women and their infants from early

pregnancy through to postpartum. Midwives are responsible

for the majority of births in many countries around the world,

and this year’s theme for the international day is a tribute to

how midwives support women and defend their rights.

Having had the pleasure to work with the Yukon

Midwifery Association, I know that they are strong champions

for women and infants.

Canada currently has more than 1,500 practising,

regulated professional midwives. In Canada, midwives are

responsible for about 10 percent of all births, so there is

clearly room to grow. Welcoming, funding, and regulating the
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profession of midwifery in the Yukon is a great step for our

health care. We are partnering with midwives and physicians

who deliver maternity services to fulfill this commitment.

Regulated midwifery will complement and add to the

supportive care options during pregnancy and birth and

following delivery.

Mr. Speaker, midwifery in the Yukon is an important

piece of an interprofessional model for maternity care that

provides choice to Yukon families. Birth days — and I mean

literal “birth days” — are the days when a mother labours to

bring a new person into a family with effort and love. That

journey is made possible and is supported by caregivers like

our midwives.

So on this weekend, on May 5, thank you to our

midwives, defenders of women’s rights.

Applause

Ms. McLeod: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party

Official Opposition to recognize the International Day of the

Midwife and to pay tribute to midwives across the Yukon and

around the world.

Midwives care for a woman through pregnancy, birth,

postpartum, and sometimes beyond. While we are so fortunate

to have hospital services and medical professionals, having

the choice for an alternative form of care is important to many

women and their families. The number of women opting for

home or natural births varies among jurisdictions and is

dependent largely on access to midwifery services.

We are fortunate here in the Yukon to have an incredible

group of people dedicated to the profession and advocating for

Yukoners’ rights to access midwifery services. Almost clear

across the country, professional midwives have been fully

recognized, regulated, and integrated into the health care

system.

The work to regulate midwifery in the Yukon continues.

It has been a work in progress for a number of years,

spearheaded by the former government with ongoing

commitment from the current government. We are eagerly

awaiting the regulation and funding of this important branch

of health care.

Yukon is ready to take its place among other jurisdictions

to improve its health care system by welcoming midwifery to

its professional ranks. I would like to recognize and thank the

Community Midwifery Association Yukon. I know that there

are a number of you here today. We thank you for your

dedication to all families in the Yukon.

Applause

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the NDP caucus to pay

tribute to the International Day of the Midwife. Across

Canada and around the world, these health professionals care

for women during their pregnancy, labour, and birth and care

for both mother and newborn during the first six weeks after

birth. In most places, these health professionals are partners in

an integrated health care approach.

Registered midwives work to empower families by

offering informed decision-making throughout the pregnancy.

They are patient-focused health champions who recognize that

pregnancy and birth are life-changing events for every family.

Midwives offer continuity of care, choice of birth place, and a

focus on the women as the primary decision-maker in her

maternity care. When women or their newborns experience

complications, midwives work in consultation with

appropriate specialists. Midwives are the experts in healthy

pregnancies and healthy births.

We thank the good work and long hours put in by the

Community Midwifery Association Yukon. These community

champions have brought us to where we are today: on the

cusp, but not quite to the goal of fully funded and integrated

midwifery services for all Yukoners. Their ongoing events,

celebrations, community presence, and unwavering advocacy

for choice have made the topic of midwifery an important

discussion in Yukon.

We thank the board and all the members for your

continued dedication and perseverance. You have brought us

to where we are today.

Mr. Speaker, right now, it’s a race between us and Prince

Edward Island to see who will be the last jurisdiction in

Canada to implement regulations around midwifery — an

award I’m hopeful we will not be awarded.

We look forward to the day when midwifery in Yukon

will be available to all Yukon mothers and their families as

part of a truly integrated health care system.

A big thank you, Mr. Speaker, to the midwives across the

country — and especially in the Yukon — working to offer

choices to women and their families to bring healthy babies

into this world. Thank you very much.

Applause

In recognition of Apollo 11 mission 50th anniversary
Hon. Mr. Streicker: Commencing countdown, engines

on — four, three, two, one.

Earlier this month, astronaut David Saint-Jacques became

the fourth Canadian to walk in space. Just two days later, we

saw the first-ever photo of a supermassive black hole. It was

the Event Horizon of the century. Two Saturdays from now,

the Yukon Astronomical Society will be hosting an

astronomy-themed family day, which I know will be the event

of the weekend.

All of these things are tribute-worthy, Mr. Speaker, but

today, I rise on behalf of all MLAs to celebrate another

astronomical occurrence: a different celestial object — the

moon. Specifically, I’m standing up on my tippy toes to

celebrate 50 years since the Apollo 11 mission. Giant steps are

what you take walking on the moon.

Let me take you back to the 1960s, Mr. Speaker. It was

rock and roll, civil rights, free love, assassinations, and the

Cold War. Russia and the US were competing, spying,

decrying, and escalating a nuclear impasse. The theatre of the

Cold War was global — global and beyond, as we entered the

space race.

After the USSR sent the first cosmonaut into space in

1961, the Americans redoubled their manned rocket program.

Who would be the first to the moon — the eagle or the bear?
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Apollo 11 came at the end of the 1960s. The Eagle landed on

July 20, 1969 — 50 years ago. It was an amazing feat of

engineering, science and determination. It used “calculators”

— which were people — computers that were room-sized, and

astronomy that was out of this world.

In that moment when Neil Armstrong stepped onto the

lunar surface — “… one small step for a man, one giant leap

for mankind” — it all changed. Even as a six-year-old kid

watching from my school assembly, I knew this was a shared

moment of human achievement. This wasn’t about the Cold

War; it was about human potential.

Before I sit back down, Mr. Speaker, I would just like to

mention Apollo 8. Lesser known, the Apollo 8 mission went

to look at the far side of the moon. There is no dark side of the

moon, really.

NASA supplied the crew with rolls and rolls of black and

white film to take lots of black and white moon pictures. As

the Apollo 8 spaceship came around the moon shadow, they

photographed the dusty lunar surface. Then they rolled their

capsule, and to their stunned surprise, they became the first

people to ever see the earth from afar.

We take it for granted today, but that moment was simply

awesome in every sense of the word. That photo led to a brand

new perspective of our world. The next year was the inaugural

Earth Day. The year after that, Environment Canada was

created, and the year after that, we held the first Earth

Summit.

The moon, it turns out, was a mirror. That colour photo,

Earthrise, showed us a beautiful blue sphere in the vast
darkness: our shared home for all living things, our spaceship.

“Check ignition, and may God’s love be with you.”

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further tributes?

Are there any returns or documents for tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS
Hon. Ms. Frost: Pursuant to section 50(1) of the

Environment Act, I have for tabling Yukon state of the
environment interim report 2019.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Pursuant to section 103(1) of the

Workers’ Compensation Act, I have for tabling the 2018
annual report of the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health

and Safety Board.

Ms. McLeod: I have for tabling a letter to the Minister

of Health and Social Services.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I have for tabling four legislative

returns responding to questions from the Member for

Whitehorse Centre, the Member for Takhini-Kopper King,

and the Member for Lake Laberge on April 16 and April 25.

Mr. Cathers: I have for tabling today a copy of a letter

to the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, entitled

“Additional names on petition regarding Grizzly Valley

zoning”.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I have for tabling a legislative return

from questions arising out of general debate on Bill No. 210.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling a letter written to

the Member for Lake Laberge regarding the RCMP police

priorities.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I have five legislative returns for

tabling.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents

for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 10 — response

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I rise today to respond to the

petition presented by the MLA for Watson Lake on April 15. I

would like to thank the member for bringing the petition

forward to the Legislature.

At issue is the stretch of highway from the junction of

Ravenhill Drive and the Robert Campbell Highway to the

subdivision of Two and One-Half Mile. Residents are

concerned about the safety of the travelling public, including

pedestrians and motorists who would like to have streetlights

installed along that corridor.

I would like to thank the 373 constituents who signed this

petition, and I realize that this is an issue of concern for the

community of Watson Lake.

Highways and Public Works collected data on this stretch

of road that indicates that lights are not warranted on that

section of the Campbell Highway. The survey found that

stretch of road saw an average traffic volume of four

pedestrians per day, three cyclists per day, and one off-road

vehicle per day.

The cost to install streetlights is estimated to be between

$500,000 and $600,000, with annual operation and

maintenance costs of approximately $12,000. In an effort to

make roads safer for all Yukoners, the department prioritizes

its work based on safety considerations, traffic volumes, and

budgetary constraints.

With that said, we are committed to undertaking an

additional study of traffic volumes along the stretch of

highway in question later this spring. Additionally, we will

review our winter maintenance practices to determine if it is

possible to improve pedestrian safety along the route through

snow removal modifications. That of course will work during

the wintertime when it is darkest.

This government remains focused on making sure that

travellers get to their destinations safely and efficiently.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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Speaker: Further with regard to petitions: Yesterday,

the Chair informed the House that the Executive Council

response to Petition No. 11 is due on or before the fifth Sitting

day of the 2019 Fall Sitting. In fact, the response is due on or

before the sixth sitting day of that Sitting.

Are there any petitions to be presented?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motions?

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
Mr. Kent: I rise to give notice of the following motion:

THAT the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources has

departed from past practice, by failing to table the Yukon

Minerals Advisory Board’s report during both the 2018 Spring

Sitting of the Legislative Assembly and the current 2019

Spring Sitting of the Legislative Assembly; and

THAT this House urges the Minister of Energy, Mines

and Resources to be more accountable in future years by

returning to the past practice of tabling the Yukon Minerals

Advisory Board’s reports during each Spring Sitting of the

Legislative Assembly.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?

Is there a statement by a minister?

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Re: Nisutlin Bay bridge in Teslin

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I rise today with good news for

travellers, the transportation industry, the community of

Teslin — indeed all communities in the territory and First

Nations in the territory.

Yukon highways, roads and bridges are more than just

strings of asphalt, BST, gravel, and steel. They are the links

that bind our communities together. They are what we drive

on to get home safely to our families and they are what

connect us to our friends and neighbours. They are what we

use to get our goods and resources to market and to take us to

the doctor.

Our roads, highways and bridges, in short, underlie the

Yukon’s social and economic well-being. Whether it is here in

Whitehorse, in Watson Lake or Carcoss, our government is

making investments throughout the territory to keep these

vital links safe and open for business and for the territory’s

citizens.

It is my privilege today to announce that the Government

of Yukon and the Teslin Tlingit Council have signed a project

charter for the Nisutlin Bay bridge. As can be expected of a

piece of infrastructure that predates the first manned moon

landing by 16 years, the bridge is nearing the end of its life

cycle. The shared goal of the Yukon government and the

Teslin Tlingit Council is clear: a safer, more reliable, more

sustainable structure that can accommodate increases in traffic

while also improving safe passage for pedestrians and cyclists.

The recently signed project charter forges a partnership to

determine how we can best achieve that goal and, together, we

have developed five indicators to measure the success of our

partnership: first, that the bridge provides value for money,

particularly in terms of improved safety and reliability;

second, that we will collaborate effectively, government to

government; third, that we maximize economic benefits for

the local community and the entire territory through job

creation and contracting opportunities; fourth, to provide

capacity building for the Teslin Tlingit Council so that it can

deliver large complex projects in the future; and finally, that

we develop a process for delivering the bridge that becomes a

model for other major capital projects in the territory.

Collaborative procurement planning will begin shortly to

provide direction on the big questions of what and how.

Following that, an implementation plan will be developed that

will detail the procurement strategy, specify the approach that

will be used to deliver the project, and outline the Teslin

Tlingit Council’s role in providing input for procurement

documents and its advisory role in reviewing proposal

evaluations.

We are in the early stages of this process, but we

anticipate that the tender will go out in 2020, with an aim to

complete the project by the end of 2023. The project is

identified in our five-year capital plan, and some of the

funding for it will come from the small communities fund

portion of the federal government’s New Building Canada

fund. Today’s announcement is a testament to what can be

done when we work together in the spirit of reconciliation.

Gone are the days, Mr. Speaker, when governments dictated

to First Nations. Whether it is greater economic opportunities,

safer communities or a healthier, more sustainable

environment, all Yukoners, by and large, want the same things

out of life. It is in our best interests, therefore, to work

together. Our government has high hopes for this partnership

with the Teslin Tlingit Council and what it will accomplish

not just for the local community, but indeed for the entire

territory.

Mr. Hassard: Thank you for the opportunity to rise

today in response to this ministerial statement.

As the MLA for Pelly-Nisutlin, I certainly understand the

importance of this piece of infrastructure not only for the

riding and the community of Teslin, but the entire Yukon and

Alaska alike. I thank the minister for the update.

I look forward to — and I hope that the minister will be

willing to provide us with it — the procurement strategy for

this project when it is completed. I also look forward to

hearing more details on the Teslin Tlingit Council’s advisory

role in this project when that process is completed.

The minister indicated that this project will be tendered in

2020 and that the funding for it is identified in the five-year

capital concept, so in his response, I am hoping that the

minister can tell us what the actual budget for this project is.

Further, I am wondering if the minister can explain how the

procurement process that the government is developing for

this project will interface with the new First Nation

procurement strategy that is also being developed by

Highways and Public Works.

Again, thank you to the minister for providing this

update.
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Ms. Hanson: The Yukon New Democratic Party is

pleased to hear that the Government of Yukon and the Teslin

Tlingit Council have come to an agreement for the

replacement of the old Nisutlin Bay bridge. As we all know,

the Nisutlin Bay bridge was previously put out to tender, but

then cancelled after concerns over a lack of consultation and

input by TTC were raised. We then heard from TTC staff and

leadership that they felt that they deserved more input into

such significant capital projects. Today’s announcement

appears to do that. I will note that the projected finalization

date puts this 10 years after that initial project was proposed.

In his statement, the minister made reference to the fact

that this bridge project will be the model going forward for a

collaborative procurement process. This statement seemed to

be alluding to the announced northern experience and First

Nation participation. That language was pulled directly from

the government website, and it’s really quite vague and

obviously subjective. We are curious, so perhaps the minister

could share with this House how northern experience and First

Nation participation is actually solicited, reflected, and scored

in practice. What proportion of the total score will those

sections account for?

We are supportive of this project and it has been a long

time coming. We are curious about how funding decisions like

this are made. The minister mentioned that the traffic levels

are part of that — in terms of what the bridge experiences —

and of course its old age — yet other projects recently

discussed in this Legislative Assembly similarly deserving of

work in the Yukon that also receive significant levels of traffic

are not funded accordingly.

We will be following the tendering and construction

phases of this project closely to ensure that the government is

in fact meeting its commitments and to ensure that as many

local tradespeople, contractors and suppliers are part of the

project.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I want to thank the members

opposite for their comments this afternoon. Improvements to

the Nisutlin Bay bridge in Teslin were originally proposed, as

the Leader of the Third Party said this afternoon, by the

previous Yukon Party government in 2014. It was a major

commitment that spring; however, the project was shelved

before the budget was even passed by the Legislative

Assembly.

Fortunately, it is a new day, Mr. Speaker. The Carmacks

bypass is proceeding with the support of the Little Salmon

Carmacks First Nation. The Government of Yukon and the

Teslin Tlingit Council have signed a project charter for the

Nisutlin Bay bridge. In this way, we can avoid the mistakes of

the past. Just last week, we heard the Official Opposition

complaining about projects being built in Liberal ridings and

not being built in Yukon Party-held ridings — factually

incorrect. Today’s announcement proves that. Another

example is the millions of dollars that were spent to repair the

Ross River bridge, which is also in the Leader of the Official

Opposition’s riding. So there’s a lot of work happening across

the territory, Mr. Speaker.

The shared goal of the Yukon government and the TTC is

clear: We want a safer, more reliable and more sustainable

structure that can accommodate increases in traffic while also

improving safe passage for pedestrians and cyclists.

We are in the early stages of this process, but we

anticipate that the tender will go out in 2020 with the aim to

complete the project by the end of 2023. The project is

identified in our five-year capital plan — the first five-year

capital plan the Government of Yukon has ever tabled — and

the price tag is somewhat north of $25 million. We will see

where the tenders come in when they are secured.

Today’s announcement is a testament to what can be done

when we work together in the spirit of cooperation and

reconciliation. Our government has high hopes for this

partnership with the Teslin Tlingit Council and what it will

accomplish not just for the local community, but indeed, for

the entire territory.

The member opposite — the Leader of the Official

Opposition — has talked about the First Nation procurement

policy. I am happy to flag that process is currently under

development with all First Nations in the territory. I am very

proud of the work the department is doing on that behalf to

actually deliver on that promise and it is well in hand.

The Leader of the Third Party has talked about northern

knowledge and experience, and of course, that is something

else we’ve done to our procurement policies lately to improve

them and make sure that we keep money in the territory.

We’re seeing that play out at the new French francophone

high school; we’re seeing that at the Nares River bridge; we’re

seeing that throughout the territory, Mr. Speaker.

Thank you very much for your time this afternoon.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge.

MOTION OF URGENT AND PRESSING NECESSITY
NO. 2

Mr. Cathers: I request the unanimous consent of the

House to move a motion of urgent and pressing necessity

pursuant to Standing Order 28. That motion is as follows:

THAT the 2019 Spring Sitting of the Yukon Legislative

Assembly be extended by two sitting days with Standing

Order 76 taking effect at 5:00 p.m. on May 2, 2019, for the

purpose of allowing additional debate on:

(1) the estimates for the Department of Health and Social

Services, Vote 15, in Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act
2019-20;

(2) the estimates for the Department of Education, Vote 3,

in Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act 2019-20; and
(3) Bill No. 33, Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate

Implementation Act; and
THAT government-designated business shall have

precedence on Wednesday, May 1, 2019.

Mr. Speaker, in reviewing your previous ruling on the

Leader of the Official Opposition’s motion pursuant to
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Standing Order 28, I understand that I am allowed to briefly

— quote: “… make a case as to why the motion is urgent and

pressing.”

Mr. Speaker, the Spring Sitting of the Legislative

Assembly is set to finish today unless a decision is made to

extend the Sitting. The Department of Health and Social

Services is the largest department in the budget in terms of

expenditures. It has a budget of over $443 million — almost

30 percent of the government’s entire budget — and its

employees number 1,414 full-time equivalent positions.

The Department of Education’s budget is $214.5 million.

The combined total of the budgets for these two departments

is $657.9 million which is 45.8 percent of the government’s

total expenses for the year. The Health and Social Services

and Education budgets have each had only part of an

afternoon of debate — just 4.4 percent of the total hours in

this Sitting. We didn’t even receive answers to questions we

asked at the HSS budget briefing until yesterday. The carbon

tax legislation has not even cleared Committee of the Whole.

Therefore, I request the unanimous agreement of the House to

extend the Spring Sitting by two days to allow debate on these

matters.

Speaker: Is there unanimous consent?

Some Hon. Members: Disagreed.

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: Unanimous consent has not been granted.

This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Children in care

Ms. McLeod: Mr. Speaker, in the Child and Youth

Advocate’s report on group homes there are 31

recommendations. The minister has until July 31 to provide a

written response. She is then supposed to provide progress

reports twice per year. Although the minister didn’t answer

yesterday, I am hoping that she answers the question today.

Will the minister commit to releasing her written

response and the progress reports publicly?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Child and Youth Advocate report

that was tabled — there are some recommendations in the

report. We would be happy to assess them and provide a

response back on the date specified and we will do that

according to the rules that apply. I would be happy to

cooperate with that and provide the response in due time.

Ms. McLeod: And again, no answer. As we have

discussed, the advocate’s review invited input from staff who

have worked or are working in group care, child welfare case

management and youth justice. Although only 55 people

responded, these responses brought forward valuable

information that helped the advocate bring forward 31

recommendations on how to improve the experiences of

children in group care. A key theme — and indeed a key

recommendation in this report — was the need for more and

improved professional and cultural training opportunities for

staff.

While the minister has until the end of July to respond to

this report, she doesn’t have to wait until then to start making

important changes to this immediately.

Will the minister agree to begin work on these changes

today to better support staff as they care for children?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Mr. Speaker, I am very proud of the

work of the Health and Social Services Family and Children’s

Services unit. I am very proud of the work of the department

— of course, the progressive efforts that have been put

forward since we have taken office to address historical issues

and concerns that have been brought to our attention. We have

done that by cooperatively engaging with the Child and Youth

Advocate, with the PIDWA commissioner and with the

commissioned report by Costanzo that helped to address some

of the long-term systemic issues within Health and Social

Services. I am very proud of that.

We will respond, as indicated, according to the prescribed

timelines to the recommendations that have been brought

forward. We are meeting with the Child and Youth Advocate

to review the report and I am happy to note that we will, of

course, look at the recommendations and tie that into perhaps

some amendments as we go forward to seek further

improvements.

Up to this point, we have done really, really great work

within Health and Social Services — within Family and

Children’s Services — to reduce the number of children in

care.

Just this last week, Mr. Speaker, we met with Yukon First

Nation leadership to have this very discussion and I am very

happy to say that we will continue to have that great dialogue.

Ms. McLeod: When these allegations first broke out

through media, the government created a culture of fear in the

department. They launched a witch hunt into who spoke to the

CBC about these allegations and they kicked employees out of

their offices to search through computers under the guise that

they were fixing the plumbing. After being ordered not to

respond to the advocate’s survey, it is no surprise that, even

with the direction being reversed, only 55 people out of 200

would respond.

Yesterday, we asked the minister why she refused to

provide the advocate with the independent Costanzo report.

After QP, she told the media that there was confidential

information in it that couldn’t be shared. A simple solution

would have been to simply redact any personal information to

protect privacy while still helping the investigation. Why did

the minister not assist the advocate’s investigation by

providing her with this information?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Let me set the record straight for

Yukoners. The work that was done by the department to

support the Child and Youth Advocate was done in good faith.

We provided her with all of the information that she needed,

as was the same for the PIDWA commissioner. The Child and

Youth Advocate and Public Interest Disclosure Commissioner

are both subject to different legal authorities. The Child and

Youth Advocate was charged to conduct a systemic review,

whereas Costanzo and the Public Interest Disclosure

Commissioner were tasked with investigating specific
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allegations of wrongdoing. One allegation of wrongdoing

happened under the watch of the previous government. What

we have done since we have taken office is made significant

improvements.

With respect to the Child and Youth Advocate sending

out a request — an anonymous survey to Family and

Children’s Services staff as part of her review — when the

staff received the e-mail with an unknown, unspecified

address, it raised some concerns. As soon as we validated and

verified that it came from the Child and Youth Advocate

office, they were authorized to proceed. That is correcting the

record, Mr. Speaker.

Question re: Politicizing the public service
Mr. Hassard: Thanks to an ATIPP document, we know

that someone instructed the Department of Economic

Development to conduct partisan activity on behalf of the

Liberals. We know that the department was uncomfortable

conducting this partisan work, and they wanted to ensure that

they weren’t “… alerting people that this kind of activity is

being undertaken...”

We also know that the embarrassing section of that

document which indicated they wanted to hide this political

activity from the public was redacted based on the excuse that

it was advice to the minister. The minister has now said that it

wasn’t advice to him. So why was this embarrassing section

of the document redacted?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think it’s very interesting that this is

the fourth day that we have walked into the Legislative

Assembly and this question has been posed. I clearly

answered the question each and every day. Yesterday, we had

Committee of the Whole, and the Deputy Minister of

Economic Development sat next to me here. The media

wasn’t here and the television cameras weren’t on, but there

was a deputy minister here.

Although during Committee of the Whole we normally

focus on line-by-line questioning of the budget. There is

usually some flexibility around contextual conversations about

what is happening in the department. So it is quite interesting

that there was not one question answered in this particular

instance. We know this is a stunt. We know this is about

tearing individuals down. Very clearly, I read the list

yesterday of what was on this particular document — standard

meetings for the previous government for ministers.

So once again, there is nothing here. At no point did I

request partisan work to be undertaken. Once again, Yukoners

deserve better.

Mr. Hassard: I have to agree with the minister on that:

Yukoners do deserve better.

It doesn’t matter if it is in Question Period or Committee

of the Whole. We are not here to ask questions of the deputy

minister. We are here to ask questions of this minister. As he

said, this is day 4 and, no, there has been no answer yet.

When we brought up that someone directed the

department to conduct political activity, the minister denied

instructing them to do this. When he pointed out that the

document was in a folder called “research for the minister”, he

denied that it was for him. When we pointed out that the

department was uncomfortable about doing this and trying to

hide it, he denied it again. When we pointed out that the

document was redacted based on it being advice to him, he

accused the public service of collusion. Yesterday, he

defended this partisan activity as no big deal, but the minister

is missing the point. The point is that the public service isn’t

the research branch of the Liberal Party. If he wants political

research, he should do it out of his offices.

So will the minister tell us who instructed the department

to undertake this political activity?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I commend the chief of staff for the

Yukon Party. Standard great political tactics — keep

hammering away at it. Get in there, leader, and keep

hammering away at it. That would be standard Harper-style

politics.

I will go through the list again: Prospectors and

Developers Association of Canada, Mineral Exploration

Roundup, Centre for Northern Innovation in Mining grand

opening, Yukon Wood Products Association AGM — I will

hit some of the more interesting ones — Canadian Council of

Forest Ministers, Canadian energy ministers, gold show,

Yukon Agricultural Association, INAC re: Bill S-6,

committee re: risks and benefits of fracking, Toronto meeting

with economists and business leaders, and Opportunities

North announced launch of next generation hydro —

Mr. Speaker, once again, this is a standard list of events that

ministers would take part in.

I wish we had an opportunity to get this into Committee

of the Whole yesterday. I know that after last week’s

questioning, I had asked the deputy minister if he had even

seen this, and he had never seen this list — once again, a lot of

shots and a lot of misinformation — to correct the record —

and lots of factual mistakes there.

Mr. Hassard: I don’t think that denying everything

creates any factual information.

The minister doesn’t seem to understand the severity of

this issue. Someone instructed the public service to undertake

partisan activity on behalf of this government. If the Liberals

instructed the department to do political work when it comes

to something simple like monitoring who we have met with,

how far will they go in politicizing the public service?

What is next, Mr. Speaker? Will they tell them not to hire

certain people? Will people get singled out because they are

associated with a different political party?

The core of this issue is the independence and non-

partisan nature of the public service. Someone forced the

department to do political research on behalf of the Liberals.

That is inappropriate. The department was uncomfortable

doing this work and wanted to ensure that Yukoners didn’t

know it was happening.

Will the minister ensure that no further instruction is

given to any department to conduct political work for this

Liberal government?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, what I have been

speaking to is a list of public events — almost every one of

these was a public event. There were probably photos taken
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and there were probably press releases — I don’t know — for

every single one of these events. These are public events that

previous ministers of the Government of Yukon attended. It is

not a partisan activity. It is activity on behalf of Yukoners.

That is what this particular document is.

Once again, at no point was I asking individuals to

partake in research on partisan events — as has been said over

and over in this House. Once again, we can leave the smear

campaign to continue on. I appreciate the fact that the public

service, each and every day — for the departments of

Economic Development and Energy, Mines and Resources

and for the Yukon Development Corporation — does the good

work that they do. I appreciate the fact that I have the chance

to work alongside of them.

Question re: Salvation Army shelter and Housing
First model

Ms. Hanson: In January, this government took over

operations at the Centre of Hope, now called the Whitehorse

emergency shelter. Some staff were hired as temporary hires

or auxiliary on call, while other staff were brought over from

Health and Social Services to set up programming and provide

supervision. It’s not hard to see the budget for this shelter

continuing to grow. We have heard from the minister that this

is to be a temporary situation, with local NGOs or

organizations being contracted to take over the shelter or

provide programming. Tomorrow is the first of May. We have

yet to hear anything about who will be taking over

management of the emergency shelter and at what cost.

Will the minister update this House on what concrete

steps the government is taking to contract with a community

organization to manage the shelter, and will she tell Yukoners

how much money will be spent to operate it this year?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am awfully proud of the work of the

Health and Social Services staff in acquiring and taking back

the ownership of the Whitehorse emergency shelter.

Historically, the shelter was built to provide shelter only. We

were clearly running into some major challenges with respect

to services for those who are precariously hard to house and

services for individuals in the Safe at Home initiative and the

housing action initiative — all of the priorities that have been

set forth by members of our society who have raised concerns.

We took that to heart and we had a conversation with the

Salvation Army to look at effective services for the clients

who would generally use this facility. In doing so, we have

met with members of our community — our NGO

communities, our First Nation communities — and we looked

at options for the future.

I would be happy to have further discussions with

Members of the Legislative Assembly and the community on

the future of the Whitehorse emergency shelter. We took it

over in January and we are continuing to have open dialogue

with members of our community. I would be happy to respond

to further questions.

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, it is precisely because those

conversations haven’t been occurring that we’re raising the

question. We are hearing from neighbours, businesses, and

citizens who have real concerns about what is or is not

happening at the shelter.

The lack of outdoor space, a lack of ongoing

programming and ongoing public drinking and disturbance at

all times of day and night is wearing thin for people who live

or work nearby. It is not the individuals who are using the

shelter who we are critical of, but the management of this

facility. Let’s face it: With nowhere to sit outside, people tend

to spread out and the spreading out lands on business and

private properties.

What is this government doing to address the concerns of

neighbours, businesses, and citizens regarding the disruptive

activities around the emergency shelter — day and night?

Hon. Ms. Frost: We can focus our energy on the

negative, or we can focus it on the positive. We can focus on

the partnerships that we have formed with the community. We

do have letters of support from the business community

expressing how things have improved since the department

took over operations of the Whitehorse emergency shelter.

Clearly, we can make improvements and we are working

toward that end.

The conversations have been occurring. Just last week, I

had a meeting with the Mayor of the City of Whitehorse and

Kwanlin Dün First Nation. We have met with the chamber of

commerce. We are working with our NGO community and

our stakeholder groups and we will continue to have open

dialogue and identify opportunities to improve the services —

recognizing that we do have challenges. Granted, we can

continue to provide a better venue and a better facility for the

vulnerable populations. We will endeavour to do that.

I would like to personally thank the community for its

support, as we continue to find better solutions for Yukoners. I

am happy to say that I am very pleased with where we are and

what the future has in store for us.

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, at the same time as we

watch what is happening at the emergency shelter, the

Housing First project on Wood Street is nearing completion.

We have been told that it will be ready for occupation this fall.

In looking through contract awards and tender forecasts, we

do not see any reference to contracts for support programs

required for this new project coming online or for

programming or for taking over of the emergency shelter.

Rumbling on the street seems to indicate that not too

many NGOs are prepared to bid or enter into a contract to

provide these services. We have heard speculation that this

government plans to force NGOs to accept one-year funding

agreements, along with other restrictions.

Today the Liberal government will pass the 2019-20

budget without future ongoing funding identified for either the

shelter or the Housing First project and without answers to

many other outstanding questions.

So let’s try again: What are projected costs of the

emergency shelter and the Housing First project for this year,

and what is the plan for their management and staffing?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Let’s talk about some of the projects.

We have had historically 13 to 14 people in the shelter a night.

Now, some nights, we have up to 60 individuals. That
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demonstrates success. Why is it demonstrating success?

Because we are reaching the people who historically didn’t

have a place to sleep — those individuals who were kicked

out of the facility and those individuals who were in other

emergency shelters elsewhere.

This government believes in the wellness of our citizens.

We are committed to ensuring that our policies and services

are working to provide Yukoners better lives. The needs of

Yukon’s vulnerable citizens are complex.

The challenges that we face in addressing some of the

complex needs are often rooted in historical, cultural-related

trauma and we will work with our partners to address the past

historical systemic trauma that they’ve experienced and the

fact that they haven’t been historically provided the services

they needed to be successful contributors of our society. We

will do that with our partners in our community and they will

have input into what that design will look like. We’re

continuing to have that dialogue and I’m very happy about

that, Mr. Speaker. I’m pleased about the work that we are

doing with First Nation communities as well.

Question re: Motor Vehicles Act review
Ms. Van Bibber: Seniors Action Yukon has identified

concerns with a government survey for the Motor Vehicles Act
review. They point out that there is insufficient information

and context around the questions presented, and this appears

to be intended to lead the responder to a specific answer.

In one instance, they point out that the survey is actually

providing inaccurate information. For example, regarding the

question around medical testing related to age, the survey

says, “Most Canadian jurisdictions follow the standard set by

the Canadian Council of Motor Transport Administrators by

requiring this exam at age 75.”

As Seniors Action Yukon points out, four out of 12

jurisdictions have no age-based requirements. BC and Ontario

require medical and vision tests at age 80.

Will the minister agree to update the survey to ensure that

it is fair and unbiased?

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am very proud of the work that

this government is doing to modernize and improve our Motor
Vehicles Act. This work is long overdue. The Yukon’s Motor
Vehicles Act dates back to 1977 and has not had a full
overhaul since. Rewriting the act is necessary for the

continued safety of Yukoners, as people have been telling us

again and again and again as we’re out in the communities.

Mr. Speaker, the member opposite has been referring to

our survey online and she is, I believe, referencing a letter that

was sent to me and several other people. We have actually

reached out to the individual involved through the department.

We’re more than willing to hear the concerns about elderly

Yukoners and how they interact with the Motor Vehicles Act.
I will say, however, that the preamble in the survey is

absolutely correct. Six out of 12 jurisdictions require a

medical exam at age 75 or 80, with a seventh requiring a

medical exam at age 65. That is, as was said in the survey,

most of the jurisdictions in the country — they do require a

survey. The Motor Vehicles Act team has reached out to

Seniors Action Yukon and would be happy to meet and

discuss the Motor Vehicles Act rewrite with that group.

Question re: Carbon tax
Mr. Cathers: Yukoners want real action to address

climate change that will actually reduce emissions — not just

make everything more expensive. They don’t want a massive

new tax scheme that takes money out of people’s pockets and

puts it through a bureaucratic merry-go-round of red tape.

We’ve already seen the private sector shrink by 600 jobs

under this Liberal government, and adding more red tape on

small businesses and Yukon citizens will increase the cost of

living. That’s exactly what the Liberals’ carbon tax and rebate

scheme does.

Even the former deputy minister of Finance referred to

this scheme as — quote: “… nonsensical”. The way the

rebates for businesses work, if you only lease or rent your

assets, then you will not even be eligible for rebates. Why did

the Liberals design the rebate system in a way that shuts out a

number of businesses in the Yukon?

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will just start off by saying that

we tabled a report here in this Legislature which did the

analysis and has the evidence that shows that actually

emissions will reduce with a carbon price. The rebate isn’t

necessary for those emissions to reduce, but we are happy that

we ran on rebating 100 percent of those dollars back to

Yukoners — Yukon individuals, Yukon businesses, and now

also local governments.

I was there that day when the deputy minister spoke, and

that’s not what I heard. What she was saying, in my

recollection, was that to just rebate back dollar for dollar on a

receipt-by-receipt basis would be nonsensical — that the way

that the carbon price worked is to put a price on pollution,

which is exactly what we are doing.

The great news is that I sat down — many members from

this team sat down — with the business community as they

worked through to talk about how best to put a price on

carbon so that it would work for our business community. I

am happy that work was done, and I look forward to the fact

that a price on carbon will help us to reduce our emissions —

so important as we move forward as a territory.

Mr. Cathers: That is interesting revisionist history for

the minister when in fact the government has not presented

any evidence that isn’t nonsensical. Mining exploration

investment in the territory dropped significantly from what the

Liberals said it would be in 2018, and it is projected to go

even lower this year. Industry is concerned that the Liberal

carbon tax rebate scheme is going to be done through a tax

credit, which means that exploration companies that lease or

rent their equipment will not even be eligible for the rebate.

Faced with declining investment, implementing a massive

new tax that will increase costs for early stage exploration

projects and advanced exploration projects while designing

the rebate system in a way that excludes many mining and

exploration companies seems like a recipe for disaster. Can

the minister tell us what the government has done to address

these concerns for the mining industry about the design of the
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Liberals’ carbon tax rebate, or are they turning a deaf ear to

the concerns of these Yukoners?

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Definitely not turning a deaf ear at any

point to the mining industry — I appreciate the work of the

Department of Finance and their ongoing conversations when

we request with all business sectors, especially in the lead up

to the work on this, speaking to the sector.

Of course we hear opposition to the carbon-pricing model

in this Assembly, but what, I ask you, Mr. Speaker, did the

Yukon Party figure was the price of doing nothing when it

comes to climate change? The Yukon Party had no plan to

deal with climate change, and they still have no plan.

Yukoners are smarter than that and recognize that we need to

take action. We cannot just pretend that nothing is happening

and hope things will get better. The Yukon Party should either

admit that they do not care about climate change or propose

an alternative policy to address it.

Mr. Cathers: That is pretty rich coming from the

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, considering the fact

that, earlier this Sitting, he tabled a legislative return with

information demonstrating that programs that we

implemented, like Good Energy and micro-generation, are

having a direct effect. That is our vision: an incentives-based

approach to reducing emissions, not a massive new tax on

everything.

Placer miners are concerned about the design of the

carbon tax rebate scheme. As currently designed, only placer

miners with class 4 land use permits will be eligible for

rebates. We know that this new tax will make placer mining

projects more expensive, and the way that the Liberals have

designed this scheme means that not all placer miners will

even be eligible.

What has the government done to address the placer

mining industry’s concern around this flaw in the Liberal

carbon tax scheme? Again, I have to remind the ministers that,

contrary to their spin, even the former Deputy Minister of

Finance admitted that the Liberal carbon tax rebate structure

was nonsensical.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, let me begin by

saying that we have tabled evidence in this Legislature — and

we put it in a long time ago. The member opposite is talking

about legislative returns. I looked back through their previous

term here and they tabled one legislative return in the nine

sittings — one.

Some Hon. Members: (Inaudible)

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am happy to answer the

question, Mr. Speaker — very happy to answer the question.

Here’s another fact that I will put on the table: The

Mining Association of Canada has come out and said that they

support a price on carbon. We need to move ahead with the

times. I know that the Premier meets with — and is happy to

meet with — the mining community. We are very happy to

have a conversation with them about how they can work to

develop placer mining, and mining will be great for the low-

carbon economy of the future.

Some Hon. Members: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Mayo-Tatchun, on a point of

order.

Mr. Hutton: I can’t even hear the member standing

beside me because of the off-mic comments over there. Could

they ratchet it down a bit please?

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: It is the duty of the Speaker to maintain

decorum. Although the temperature in the House was rising

slightly, I was still just able to hear the Minister of

Community Services — but I would ask members to listen

carefully to what the Minister of Community Services has to

say, as I was eventually having some difficulty hearing him.

There is no point of order right now.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As I was

saying, today we experience climate change here and we need

to do something about it. One of the best methods for

addressing climate change is to put a price on pollution. We

are working with the placer industry. We are working with all

business partners. We sat down with them to design how the

rebate would work best for them. We are very happy to have a

price on carbon and a rebate that will be going back to Yukon

businesses. I look forward to the future here.

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now

elapsed.

We will now proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now

leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of

the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House

Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the

House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Chair (Mr. Hutton): I will now call Committee of the

Whole to order.

The matter now before the Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 51, Department of Community

Services, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20.

Do members wish to take a 15-minute recess?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Some Hon. Members: Disagreed.

Chair: There will be no recess.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is

continuing general debate on Vote 51, Department of
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Community Services, in Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20.

Is there any further general debate?

Department of Community Services — continued
Hon. Mr. Streicker: Because we didn’t have a break, I

will have colleagues join us in a moment. I am happy to

continue this debate here in the Legislature, and I look

forward to questions from the members opposite.

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Vote 51?

Seeing none, we will proceed to line-by-line debate.

Ms. White: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I request

the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to deem all

lines in Vote 51, Department of Community Services, cleared

or carried, as required.

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 51,
Department of Community Services, cleared or
carried

Chair: Ms. White has, pursuant to Standing Order 14.3,

requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole

to deem all lines in Vote 51, Department of Community

Services, cleared or carried, as required.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $94,063,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of

$71,241,000 agreed to
Total Expenditures in the amount of $165,304,000

agreed to
Department of Community Services agreed to

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is

continuing general debate on Vote 54, Department of Tourism

and Culture, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20.

Do members wish to take a 15-minute recess?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Some Hon. Members: Disagreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will not recess.

The matter now before the Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 54, Department of Tourism and

Culture, in Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20.

Is there any further general debate?

Department of Tourism and Culture — continued
Hon. Ms. Dendys: I am pleased to be debating Tourism

and Culture again this afternoon. As I give a few moments for

my officials to come into the Legislative Assembly today, I

will go back to my budget speech that I had prepared and

didn’t quite get through the last time that we had an

opportunity to debate this department.

I would like to go back to the Tourism branch of our

department. I am pleased to share that 2018 was another

standout year for tourism.

Our most recent statistics indicate that the tourism sector

employs almost 3,500 Yukoners, which represents 13.5

percent of the total employment in the territory — the highest

in Canada, Mr. Chair.

There is 4.4 percent of Yukon’s gross domestic product

attributable to tourism. This is the second-highest in the

country. This translates to $269 million or approximately

$720,000 per day in gross revenue directly attributable to

tourism and Yukon businesses in 2016 alone.

From what we have seen from the quarterly report so far,

2018 is shaping up to be another record year for Yukon

tourism and we look forward to tabling the final tallies

shortly.

Our mindset, coming into this year’s budget, was to keep

building on the momentum and truly capitalize. With a capital

budget of $550,000 and an operation and maintenance budget

just shy of $12.9 million, the total budget for the Tourism

branch in 2019-20 is $13.4 million.

In my introduction earlier when we were debating, I

touched on the amazing work already accomplished with the

Yukon Tourism Development Strategy, so I would like to now
share some exciting steps ahead. The Government of Yukon is

proud to endorse the high-level road map to promote the

Yukon and sustainably grow tourism, while protecting the

social and cultural values that Yukoners told us were

important to them. This is why we have allocated $875,000 in

the 2019-20 budget to advance the priority areas identified by

the steering committee. This funding will address priority

actions, including establishing a task force to recommend an

improved governance model for tourism, adopting a one-

government approach to tourism, developing a framework that

measures the sustainability of tourism development,

establishing Yukon as a premier destination for indigenous

tourism experiences, improving signage, marketing Yukon as

a year-round destination, and supporting industry access to a

skilled and experienced workforce.

This funding will also go toward meeting the vision and

goals set out in the strategy. The first goal is to double

revenue to Yukon businesses attributable to tourism from

$262.9 million — the last time we had the survey results was

2016 — to $525 million by 2028. The second goal is to

establish a framework within two years that measures the

sustainability of tourism development. The third goal is to

ensure that at least 80 percent of Yukoners have a positive

attitude toward tourism, as tourism impacts all of those who

live in this amazing territory.

In these ways, the strategy provides the vision for tourism

to be a vibrant, sustainable component of Yukon’s economy

and society for the benefit of future generations. We want to

ensure that we protect the landscapes and the natural

environment that make us so special, but not miss out on the

opportunities to grow our industry.

In terms of the Industry Services unit — year-round, the

Tourism branch Industry Services unit works closely with the
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tourism industry, individual communities, and various

organizations to identify priorities for its programs. In

2019-20, the unit has been allocated over $1.8 million to

provide industry and entrepreneurs with the education and

training they need to make good business decisions and to

meet today’s visitor needs and expectations. The unit provides

$244,000 in operational funding to the Tourism Industry

Association. A $700,000 allocation goes to the tourism

cooperative marketing fund which assists Yukon tourism

businesses and organizations with carrying out marketing and

attending trade shows to attract clients and visitors, gain

international exposure, and strengthen the territory’s overall

tourism brand. The experiences and services being offered by

tourism businesses and organizations continue to be second to

none and position the territory as a premier travel destination.

Through the TCMF program, we are helping our partners

get the word out. The Industry Services unit also oversees the

Yukon visitor exit survey — the initiative through which we

are able to collect statistical data and better understand the

needs, wants, and overall satisfaction of Yukon’s visitors.

This year, $50,000 in capital funding will see the

enhancement of visitor research for the territory. $7.6 million

in O&M for the 2019-20 fiscal year will support the

management of Yukon’s consumer travel trade and media

strategies as our marketing team continues their exemplary

work promoting Yukon as a spectacular and unique tourist

destination. As the numbers show, these strategies are

showing their worth in positioning the territory as a desirable

travel destination.

$5.4 million of the unit’s O&M budget is allocated to

promotional activities such as familiarization — or fam —

tours for industry partners, design and printing of promotional

materials, media buy contracts, as well as contracts with our

marketing agency of record and with our general sales agents

overseas.

Also contained within the marketing unit’s operation and

maintenance funding are several government transfers with

industry partners, such as the Yukon Convention Bureau and

the Wilderness Tourism Association of the Yukon, among

others.

On the capital side of things, the marketing unit has

budgeted $500,000 in the 2019-20 fiscal year. $200,000 is for

the procurement of photography, video and written material to

be used in promotion of Yukon as a travel destination.

$300,000 is for the ongoing maintenance and development of

the popular Travel Yukon website. We like to think of that as

one dollar for every one of our 300,000 visitors to the site who

we welcome annually.

A total of $2.2 million in operational funding is allocated

to Visitor Services which includes Yukon government’s

photography unit as well as our six visitor information centres.

Upon arrival and throughout their Yukon travels, visitors

receive excellent advice and exceptional service from the staff

at our visitor information centres. These centres play a critical

role in welcoming visitors and improving their Yukon

experience while encouraging visitors to spend more time and

travel more widely in Yukon. We take pride in our visitor

centres being a welcoming place for the community and

visitors to gather and experience Yukon’s northern hospitality.

They also provide local businesses with a venue to showcase

their products. Just shy of 400,000 visitors registered at

Yukon visitor information centres around the territory in the

summer of 2018 — a six-percent increase over the 2017

season.

By all accounts, Yukon’s tourism industry is performing

well, with a strong growth in visitation and revenues to Yukon

businesses. So the time is right to take us to the next level —

to align our priorities and maximize our competitive

advantages, to diversify the Yukon economy, to share the

scenic beauty, natural phenomena, heritage and culture of

Yukon communities. This budget enables the activities and

program areas within the Department of Tourism to take us

there.

Mr. Speaker, these are some of the many highlights of our

2019-20 departmental budget. More than ever, Yukoners are

seeing the importance of tourism and our cultural assets to

both the spirit and lasting viability of our territory, and they

are helping to guide us toward a sustainable vision for these

facets of Yukon life. This portfolio is a deeply human one,

filled with living histories, creative expression and pride of

place. It is important that we get it right. As we showcase the

stunning natural beauty and the extraordinary heritage of this

special corner of the world — not to mention the unique

voices and perspectives of those who call it home — we

diversity our economy, strengthen our communities,

exemplify our commitment to reconciliation and keep our

territory and its citizens healthy and prosperous.

It is my absolute privilege to represent the small but

mighty workforce of dedicated staff who work day in and day

out to bring their ingenuity and enthusiasm to this portfolio. I

truly, truly appreciate all of their hard work. They are the

minds who beckon visitors from across the globe and the

friendly and knowledgeable faces that greet them upon arrival.

They are the careful curators of Yukon’s historic places,

records and creative expressions. To each and every one of

them, I hold up my hands for their unwavering dedication and

know-how. I firmly believe that this is a budget that supports

the inspired and meaningful work of an emerging and very

crucial department of a government that I am proud to be part

of. This is a fiscal plan for the territory that I am proud to

stand behind. I eagerly anticipate further questions and I’m

absolutely pleased to stand today to speak about tourism and

potentially other departments that I’m responsible for today.

Ms. Hanson: I would just note for the record that we

actually heard most of that speech once before. I can actually

pull out excerpts from the transcript of April 15 if I wanted to,

but I don’t want to. I do want to go back, since we’ve had 15

days since we have had the Department of Tourism and

Culture up, and there were a number of questions that perhaps

we could take a couple of minutes to follow up on, and then

we can move on quickly to other departments this afternoon. I

do know that we want to get to housing.

The minister said that there were several items. The

reason why I am raising it is because the minister has said that
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she didn’t have certain pieces of information, and she would

get back to me. I would have expected by now to have a

legislative return or a response to questions from the House,

and I didn’t get them. When we were speaking about Dawson

City, we were talking about the old sawmill project and the

minister said there was going to be an expression of interest.

She said that was going to be coming out but she didn’t know

when. I am just trying to find the exact quote, but if she could

just follow up with telling us that. She didn’t have the exact

numbers.

We also had a significant level of discussion about the

flatlining of contributions to cultural services organizations —

everything from the Yukon Historical and Museums

Association to the touring artist fund. All of them flatlined for

the last three years, or some of them are lower than they were

two or three years ago. The minister sort of indicated that

well, you know, they are focusing on health NGOs this year.

Is the minister anticipating reviewing and looking at providing

some assurances, because it’s one thing to talk about how

important that first encounter with tourism operators is, but if

the government is not investing in them — so you have

tourism organizations, including museums and the various

tourism sites across this territory that are being expected to

operate on the same as — and if you look at the cost of

inflation — less money than they had previously.

We had a conversation where we were talking about the

roundhouse on the waterfront here, but there has been a

rumour afloat that the Waterfront Trolley has been killed.

Could the minister provide some information as to what the

current status is of the Waterfront Trolley? Again, it’s an

iconic tourism bit that has been in place for many years along

the waterfront.

It is our understanding that it had been operated by the

MacBride Museum, which is funded by the Yukon

government. Could the minister provide an update to this

House?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: There was a lot in that. In fact, I just

want to be clear about my budget speech that I continued on

where I got to the last time. If the member opposite has heard

me say these words before, that is great. I am happy that folks

are hearing the good work of this department and what it

means to Yukoners, but I did continue on where I ended on

the last debate.

There were, I think, three or four things within that series

of questions. I did answer about the sawmill the last time —

the Dawson City sawmill; I did do that. I had indicated at the

beginning of the debate, Mr. Chair, that I didn’t have all the

information and that we were able to pull some of it out. If

there is anything that is missing, I will be happy to bring it

back in a legislative return.

The Historic Sites unit has been doing rehabilitation

work, off and on, on the Yukon Sawmill office building since

the late 1980s. Since 2014, efforts have been underway to

complete the work in a phased approach. The project has not

been tendered as one large project, but it has been planned in

phases to enable local contractors to bid on components of the

work. To date, all of the work has been done by Dawson or

Whitehorse contractors and building professionals. A call for

interest for potential use of the building opened on February

16, 2018, and closed on April 6, 2018. Open houses were held

in Dawson City and Whitehorse. A tenant has not been

confirmed at this time; however, indications of interest were

received from the call.

The next projects will be to upgrade the structural

components of the first floor. This is to be tendered in June or

July, and the upgrade to the electrical is to be tendered before

the end of May. The expected completion of all of this work is

2020-21.

I believe that is all for the sawmill. If there is further

information that the member opposite requires, please identify

that, and I will either give you the answer now or will return it

in a legislative return.

In terms of NGO funding, we had, I thought, a good

discussion about that when we last had a chance to debate this

department. I had indicated at that time that we fund in the

range of 58 organizations — from tourism stakeholders, First

Nations through to historic sites, archives, arts, museums and

cultural centres. We have 19 agreements right now in place

around museums and cultural centres.

I know that we did have a discussion about the health

NGO review that is going on. What I indicated at the time was

that, out of the financial review, it was identified for that to be

our first priority. That is what we are doing as a government.

We will then identify further departments to move forward on

— looking at funding agreements for other NGOs.

I know that, at the time when we debated, I talked about

the importance of culture and it being at the heart of well-

being for our communities. It gives people meaningful things

to do.

I was in Dawson just recently for the Dawson City

International Short Film Festival, and it is a time of

awakening for that community. It is a time for coming

together.

I had good discussions with community members while I

was there about the importance of those types of events

happening and how they contribute to their mental health and

their well-being. So I know that the work they do is absolutely

essential in our Yukon communities, especially those that are

very rural. Our government remains committed and will be

committed to supporting them in the good work that they do.

I am happy to have more discussions about that, but we

have not identified next departments to move forward on

reviewing; we are focusing right now on Health and Social

Services.

Mr. Chair, there were further questions. I am not sure, but

maybe the member opposite can clarify — there were two

different things I think that were being asked. One was about

the roundhouse and one is about the trolley. Those are entirely

different things. Perhaps the member can stand and clarify the

question for me.

Ms. Hanson: The question was simply that on April 15,

we talked about the roundhouse and the work being done

there. I said that my question today was with respect to

concerns being expressed in the community that — and I use
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the language advisedly — the Whitehorse trolley is dead. So if

the Whitehorse trolley is not operating, I would be curious as

to what the Minister of Tourism and Culture’s views are on

that — whether she is aware of it, or if in fact that is not a

rumour that has any fact base and if we should dispel it.

I don’t have any information. I am asking the minister —

as the Minister responsible for Tourism and Culture — about

a tourism activity that quite a few tourists and Yukoners seem

to enjoy.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. The

Waterfront Trolley has in fact been supported financially by

Highways and Public Works. The Government of Yukon

financially supported the Whitehorse Waterfront Trolley for

18 years. Given our current fiscal framework and the

numerous fiscal pressures, the Government of Yukon has

made the decision to no longer fund the trolley.

We are proud supporters of the MacBride Museum and

the role it plays in illustrating and preserving Yukon’s history.

That is why we contributed funding toward the museum’s

expansion project and provided $182,000 each year toward

the museum’s operations. We recognize the importance of

tourism and we are of course working with stakeholders to

implement the Yukon Tourism Development Strategy.
We will continue to work in partnership with the tourism

industry to sustainably grow the sector. This includes

supporting — I’m going to go through. I know that the

member had her chance to stand and ask the question, so I am

not sure if the member opposite is not liking the answers that

I’m giving, but I am sure the member opposite will have

another opportunity — on-mic — to speak.

Some of the areas that we are continuing to support

include: the Adäka Cultural Festival — we have funded just

over $10,000; the Yukon air festival, $11,000; summer Yukon

music nights, just over $9,000; and annual contributions of

$130,000 to the Kwanlin Dün Cultural Centre. We are also

proud supporters of culturally significant public art including

a monument to commemorate the Whitehorse Indian Mission

School, the healing totem, and the BC centennial totem, which

is expected to be raised this summer of 2019.

This government absolutely believes in evidence-based

decision-making that balances the needs of our society with

financial responsibility. We are certainly committed to

economic diversification and creating good jobs for Yukoners.

I already went through some of this. Highways and Public

Works funded it since 2000, with the intent of the trolley to

become self-sufficient. This has not happened. Beyond the

core funding, significant infrastructure upgrades are required

to keep the trolley running safely. That’s not happening. With

the ongoing development of the waterfront area, we do not

feel that it is financially responsible to continue

investing millions of dollars in infrastructure upgrades

required to keep the trolley running safely through an area that

has not been fully developed yet.

This government is committed to enhancing Yukon

tourism. I know that we have gone to great lengths here to

really move tourism forward to the next level, and we have

done a tremendous amount of work developing a new Yukon

Tourism Development Strategy that has brought together
partners from around the territory and we have done

tremendous work to ensure that we get it right — that we

absolutely get it right.

We are making huge investments by paving the Dawson

City runway, for instance. We have made significant efforts

around becoming a more competitive winter tourism

destination.

I will just maybe go back a little bit to evidence-based

decision-making, Mr. Chair. The ridership for the trolley

averages at about 10,500 passengers per year since 2005, with

the most recent single return fares costing $3 to $5. The

average annual contribution by Yukon government translates

to a subsidy of $32 per rider. Out of the 10,500 passengers, we

are subsidizing $32 per rider. Again, I go back to the fact that

the Government of Yukon has funded this trolley for over 18

years with the intent that it would become self-sufficient, and

that has not happened.

We have really tough decisions to make in our territory,

and these are based on evidence. I am happy to continue to

have the conversation with the member opposite and with

Yukoners as we go forward and make decisions that, we hope,

always follow the values that have been set out for us,

particularly in the new Yukon Tourism Development Strategy.
Ms. Hanson: I guess that we will have to wait and see.

It will be interesting to see if the Department of Highways and

Public Works will then be removing all of the brand new ties

piled up on the waterfront that are intended for the work that

was being done. It will also be interesting to know how much

notice the Department of Highways and Public Works gave

the MacBride Museum with respect to stopping funding for

this Whitehorse trolley.

I guess it leads to the whole question: If things are not

viable and if these organizations can’t make a go of it in terms

of a market-based approach, then is the Government of Yukon

planning to take over the MacBride Museum? They have

made it clear that they can’t make it on a market-based

approach, so will the Government of Yukon take over this

cultural tourism icon?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Maybe the member opposite can be

clear about what the question is. I am not sure if this is in

reference to the recent stories that have been in the media.

Perhaps the member opposite can clarify that.

Ms. Hanson: The minister had made the comments that

one of the reasons why the Government of Yukon ceased

funding the operation of this 18-year-old investment in the

Waterfront Trolley was that it wasn’t financially viable and

that it cost too much money, in their assessment. So therefore,

I was asking the question — based on a market approach — a

viability approach, then — the museum has made it clear that

they can’t make it. Is the Government of Yukon then planning

to take that over or have it shut down?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I am just going to clarify about the

Waterfront Trolley. From 2009-2010 to 2018-19 —

approximately 10 years only — the investment that was made

into the Whitehorse Waterfront Trolley, again, was Yukon
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taxpayer dollars, and it was $2,179,342. I just want to be clear

about that.

In terms of MacBride Museum —MacBride Museum is a

very important part of Yukon’s community of 19 museums

and cultural centres. Our government is pleased to provide

financial support, collections assistance, and advice to all 19

facilities. The Department of Tourism and Culture has

certainly been monitoring MacBride’s discussions with the

City of Whitehorse on some of the taxation issues and the

potential impact on MacBride’s operations. We are aware of a

resolution that they passed recently at their AGM and we are

continuing to monitor the situation. I have had some

discussions early on with the board. They have made us aware

of what the issues are. We will continue working with our

partners around this.

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Chair, I just raised it because in fact,

as the minister observed, the media had commented on it and

CBC had quoted a Yukon government spokesperson as saying

that they are going to require some consideration, and we

looked forward to discussing it further. The MacBride

Museum had made it clear that they can’t make it on what the

resources are now. If the same model applies as it does to

determining whether or not you invest in a trolley — which is

another tourism venture that doesn’t seem to meet the

standard of making money — is the government then planning

to take it over? That was my question.

Seeing as we’re really getting nowhere, I would move,

Mr. Chair, that pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I request the

unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to deem all

lines in Vote 10 cleared or carried.

Chair: I will ask first: Is there any further general

debate?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I really value the opportunity today

to debate the Department of Tourism and Culture. I think that

the member opposite — there is a difference. We do subsidize

all of our museums and cultural centres throughout this

territory and we value everything that they do, what they

provide to our Yukon citizens, and the story that they continue

to tell on our behalf. None of our cultural institutions, except

maybe the Kwanlin Dün Cultural Centre, make enough money

to pay their full expenses, so we subsidize that; we do that.

The value is the culture — it’s for our citizens first of

course, and then it helps us to tell our story as Yukoners. This

is one of the most important things that came out of our

tourism development strategy — that Yukoners want to tell

the story; they do. They want it to be told in a way that’s

authentic and these centres absolutely contribute to that story

being told in a historic way and a culturally sensitive way.

I want to just thank the department for all of the hard

work that they’ve done. We continue to look forward to

working with all of our partners. We continue to look forward

to having discussions with them as we go forward and make

decisions together for the betterment of all Yukoners.

I thank my official, Valerie Royle, for joining us today

for this part of the debate.

Ms. Hanson: I just want to point out that walking the

talk would be useful; flatlining the organizations that you say

are so valuable is not helpful.

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Vote 54,

Tourism and Culture?

Seeing there is no further general debate, we will proceed

to line-by-line debate.

Ms. Hanson: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I

request the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to

deem all lines in Vote 54, Department of Tourism and

Culture, cleared or carried, as required.

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 54,
Department of Tourism and Culture, cleared or
carried

Chair: Ms. Hanson has, pursuant to Standing Order

14.3, requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the

Whole to deem all lines in Vote 54, Department of Tourism

and Culture, cleared or carried, as required.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $28,493,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $3,161,000

agreed to
Total Expenditures in the amount of $31,654,000 agreed

to
Department of Tourism and Culture agreed to

Chair: The matter before the Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 11, Women’s Directorate, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a five-minute recess?

Some Hon. Members: Disagreed.

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will not recess.

The matter before the Committee is continuing general

debate on Vote 11, Women’s Directorate, in Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any further general debate?

Women’s Directorate — continued
Ms. McLeod: When we left off debate in the Women’s

Directorate some days ago, I had some additional questions

that I was going to pursue to discuss the SART program, but I

think in the essence of time today, I am going to submit my

questions to the ministers — and there are three of them — by

letter, and perhaps I will get some good responses in that way.

At this time, I’m going to stand down in favour of my

colleague.

Ms. White: I just wanted to know what happened with

the Yukon Advisory Council on Women’s Issues.
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Hon. Ms. Dendys: Perhaps the member opposite could

be clearer. I am not sure what she means by “what happened

with the Yukon Advisory Council on Women’s Issues”.

Ms. White: The Yukon Advisory Council on Women’s

Issues has not been active since this Liberal government took

power and partially it was because, at the time, there were

discussions happening that the Women’s Directorate was

going to be dissolved and that a new department would be

created — something, for example, like the “department of

inclusion”. I just wanted to know — the Yukon Advisory

Council on Women’s Issues — their role, in my

understanding, was an advisory role and that they were not

supposed to be told by government what to do or how to

think.

I just wanted to know where the Yukon Advisory Council

on Women’s Issues stands today.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you to the member opposite

for clarifying her line of questioning to us today.

The last meeting of the Yukon Advisory Council on

Women’s Issues was November 2018. We tabled an annual

report and, currently, we are working on some internal matters

with the committee. I would be happy to get back to the

House with more information when I have it.

Ms. White: I do look forward to that. Just another

question then: Was there a thought or discussion, after the last

election in 2016, to dissolve the Women’s Directorate and to

revamp it as something else?

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The Women’s Directorate

absolutely plays a critical role within government to advance

gender equality by supporting government employees to

integrate the needs and experiences of diverse Yukoners at all

stages of policy, programming, and legislative decision-

making.

In 2017, I discussed the mandate of the directorate with

partners who expressed concerns about the pace of change,

funding, and focus of the directorate. We remain committed to

funding the important work of gender-equality-seeking

organizations across Yukon communities and have improved

access to operational funding for indigenous women’s

organizations — committed to strengthening the Women’s

Directorate and advancing gender equality in ways that make

a meaningful difference to people’s lives.

Some of the work that the Women’s Directorate has been

doing on behalf of Yukoners is leading the LGBTQ2S+

engagement and the work around that. When we had those

discussions back in 2017, we talked about that. We talked

about many different emerging matters and certainly had some

really robust discussions about the entire territory and what

the Women’s Directorate could do.

In terms of some of the changes that we have seen

nationally, we have recently seen the federal status of women

department become the Department for Women and Gender

Equality. So there are some significant changes happening

within Canada. They are certainly food for thought for us in

Yukon. That’s, I think, what I have to offer right now on this

matter.

Chair: Is there further general debate on Vote 11?

Seeing none, we will proceed to line-by-line debate.

Ms. White: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I request

the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole to deem all

lines in Vote 11, Women’s Directorate, cleared or carried, as

required.

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 11,
Women’s Directorate, cleared or carried

Chair: Ms. White has, pursuant to Standing Order 14.3,

requested the unanimous consent of Committee of the Whole

to deem all lines in Vote 11, Women’s Directorate, cleared or

carried, as required.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $2,358,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $10,000

agreed to
Total Expenditures in the amount of $2,368,000 agreed

to
Women’s Directorate agreed to

Chair: The matter before the Committee is continuing

general debate on Vote 18, Yukon Housing Corporation, in

Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Do members wish to take a five-minute recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for five

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now come to

order.

The matter before the Committee is continuing general

debate on Vote 18, Yukon Housing Corporation, in Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
Is there any further general debate?

Yukon Housing Corporation — continued
Ms. Van Bibber: First of all, I would like to welcome

the officials to the House, and begin asking a few questions.

When we last left off debate, under the heading “community

partnering and lending”, were questions on the First Nation

housing partnership program. The minister stated that this was

a first for the Government of Yukon. Just a refresher for those

who are listening in — this is a new line item. In 2018-19,

there was a budget for $1.5 million and this year again for

$1.5 million.

Perhaps it’s a first because it has always been under

federal responsibility to ensure that First Nation houses are

built and cared for on First Nation land. Will the government

be assuming more responsibility for First Nation housing,
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other than the $1.5-million housing partnership program that

began last year and which now totals $3 million?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The member opposite raised the

question about the indigenous housing initiative — so the

strategy around the indigenous housing is really working with

the federal government, as we did last year, to identify current

pressures that we were seeing within our indigenous

communities.

In addressing indigenous housing needs, the development

of distinct-based indigenous housing strategies specific to the

First Nation housing initiative approach — what we did last

year was host many sessions with our communities to really

hone in and identify where the needs lie, recognizing that this

was an area that was never, ever appreciated in the sense that

it was not funded. The communities were accessing resources

from CMHC only for two units a year on land previously set

aside, which the majority of them have maxed out.

Last year, we used federal funding put in the budget to

support the efforts of the First Nation housing initiative. This

is the first time that it is actually funded by the Government of

the Yukon. Last year, we relied on some resources and really

tried to address the specific housing needs of Yukon’s First

Nations within the obligations of the self-government

agreements. We continue our partnership with our First

Nations by extending the partnership program another year,

and we will continue to do that and work with our federal

colleagues in addressing the potential for further indigenous

housing strategies and funding that will hopefully become

available this year.

Ms. Van Bibber: So with this funding, I have a

question about the structure of the program. If the

Government of Yukon builds a home on First Nation land,

who is the owner of that asset? As we know, Yukon Housing

has a list of assets. Is the cost of the building just handed over,

with no follow through and no cost recovery?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to take a moment to

explain perhaps a little bit of the history because it’s not 100

percent an effort by the Government of the Yukon. When we

talk about partnerships, it is very much similar to what we are

doing for non-indigenous communities. The $50,000 per door

to address modernization and upgrades of housing units is

really an incentive and an opportunity for homeowners to

bring their housing standards and stocks up to the national

standard.

We also have many, many other efforts that we have

taken under the Yukon Housing Corporation — the municipal

matching grant is another one that the housing partnership

initiative — really to try to look at transparency and removing

the barriers that have been put up historically. That means that

we want to be able to provide opportunities for all sectors of

our society to access the public resources that are available

and do it in a way that is transparent, fair, and equitable.

We clearly strongly believe in adequate and sustainable

resources in housing. I think that’s adequately described as a

human right. The federal government addresses indigenous

housing through various developments. There are three

distinct categories described under the housing strategy —

First Nations, Inuit and Métis — which will separate out

under the national housing strategy. We have had some major

challenges historically in defining what that is, and we have

seen that there are some 658 non-settled First Nations across

the country that have had direct access to the resources.

The establishment of the housing committee under the

Assembly of First Nations and the representation of Yukon —

to directly access the resources under the federal funding

envelopes — is to try to look at our commitment to partnering

with our First Nation partners. I am happy to say that we

recently signed off on a bilateral agreement with Canada, and

a part of that discussion is: What can we do to better align for

service needs of all Yukoners no matter where they reside?

The ownership, as the member opposite describes clearly

— the self-government agreement under land and land

ownership is not one that the Yukon Housing Corporation has

any control over. Lands are owned by the First Nations. They

are not owned by individuals; they are owned by the First

Nation governments. We can never acquire it unless we do

some form of transfer through a land transfer process. It is

very difficult to acquire given that we require three levels of

government, so it’s not something that I believe we are

interested in doing, but we are interested certainly in working

with our communities in partnership with the municipalities.

Ms. Van Bibber: Having been around Yukon First

Nation areas and communities, I am very well aware of some

of the issues around housing that happen with our people.

I had asked previously — I thought the $50,000 was

under First Nation Residential Energy Retrofits, which is

another $1.5 million where you could acquire $50,000. That

brings the question of being a First Nation resident or any

First Nation resident living off of First Nation land — you

own your own cabin, house or trailer. If they want to apply for

any of this funding, I was told that no, they can’t and that

there are other programs within Yukon Housing Corporation

to get the $50,000. My question is: Why the differential

treatment? A First Nation person sometimes doesn’t want to

live on First Nation land. You’ll fund a block of houses on

First Nation land, but if you do not want to live there, you

have to fill out paperwork and go through a whole different

process to access any funding.

Hon. Ms. Frost: The question really is not to create a

racial divide or create any sort of discrimination in terms of

access to funding that is made available. I think this new

initiative that was put forward a year ago was really an

opportunity to allow the First Nation governments an

opportunity to modernize and upgrade their housing units that

they’ve acquired through their fiscal transfer process. We hear

this quite often that we have indigenous communities that are

marginalized — perhaps that have not met — we have

overcrowding, we have mould issues, and we have a lot of

concerns being brought forward. The intent of the First Nation

partnership program was really to bridge that gap with the

First Nation governments. We put in place the $1.5 million to

allow the First Nations to partner with us.

I want to just use an example where we have one self-

governing First Nation community that applied for — I think
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it was just over $400,000 to do a retrofit. The overall budget

exceeded $1 million. So they took the money and they

leveraged it at $50,000 per door to expand and deliver

services to their citizens who would not have acquired

resources otherwise.

The Yukon Housing loans program is open to all

Yukoners — no matter where you reside, no matter who you

are. It’s an opportunity for homeowners to access repair

funding, and that program is allocated at $50,000 per door.

That means that each unit — each application — can access

$50,000 to do energy retrofits and modernization of their

respective homes.

Ms. Van Bibber: Is the minister saying that these

homes that are being retrofitted on First Nation land —

they’re part of the loan — their loan?

Hon. Ms. Frost: No, it’s a grant program through the

First Nation partnership initiative.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you for clarifying that,

minister.

Now that cannabis is legal, can the minister tell us what

the Yukon Housing Corporation policy is for cannabis? I think

I do know the answer, but have there been any issues within

Yukon Housing Corporation buildings since legalization?

Hon. Ms. Frost: My understanding is that there have

been no issues with cannabis in any of our units. The rules

apply in the same way for cannabis as they do for smoking

cigarettes. There is no smoking allowed in any of the Yukon

Housing Corporation units.

Ms. Van Bibber: I thought that was the answer. As

soon as it came out of my mouth, I knew the answer.

I have a few more questions on the government’s new

housing project on Jeckell Street. For this mixed-income or

mixed-use housing project, why is the government including

market rental units that will put the government in direct

competition with the private sector?

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS
Mr. Kent: While the minister is waiting to answer, I

would just like to introduce two individuals who have come

in: my lovely wife, Amanda Leslie, and my son, Eli Kent.

Thank you for joining us here today.

Applause

Hon. Ms. Frost: The question around being in

competition with the private sector — that’s not the objective

at all. The objective of the project on 4th Avenue and Jeckell

Street is to provide for mixed income — with the intention of

providing opportunities for a diversity of individuals. That

would be capturing the vulnerable people — looking at

seniors, families. It would ensure that we have different levels

of supports for these individuals who access the facility as it is

being built.

Right now, we have to keep in mind that the proposed 4th

Avenue and Jeckell Street development will increase

affordable housing options in Whitehorse, inclusive of social

housing which will house individuals, seniors, and families on

the Yukon Housing Corporation’s social housing wait-list.

There have been two terms used to describe this new

project which have been used interchangeably in this

Legislative Assembly: mixed use and mixed income. These

terms are used to capture a variety of housing models in

Canada. We are in the process of developing the model that

will work in Yukon’s unique context. The concept of mixed

use and mixed income complements our ongoing work in

transforming our social housing program to address current

and emerging housing needs in the context of a growing and

aging population across the Yukon.

For example, the growing and aging population may be

flexible in that we are looking at the demographics of the

tenants in our buildings. This way we can provide more

opportunities for seniors housing as well as emergence of

family groupings within the same facility. That is clearly what

we have been hearing from our aging adults as we have gone

across the Yukon through our aging-in-place summits. I am

really happy about that. We will continue to have that

engaging dialogue with our stakeholders, including the City of

Whitehorse, and reaching out to residents in the area, as well

as working with the First Nation community here in the city.

Ms. Van Bibber: The Liberals in their platform

committed to “… implement a community-based housing

retrofit program to upgrade existing housing stock, improve

energy efficiency, and stimulate local Yukon businesses…”

Can the minister give us an update on this program? How

much has been invested? Has it been implemented?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The initiative that the member

opposite references is under the purview and responsibility of

Energy, Mines and Resources and Community Services. With

respect to Yukon Housing — we continue to look at the

energy efficiencies within our own units that we currently

own throughout the Yukon and the incentive and the

opportunities to work with our partnerships as we look at the

home initiatives or the new initiatives that we partnered on —

always with the vision and the objective of ensuring that they

meet the highest standard possible for energy efficiency to

avoid further greenhouse gas emissions and provide

opportunities for partners to come forward.

We have some really innovative projects happening right

now in the Yukon, and I am really quite excited about that.

We have learned a lot about impacts, effects and cumulative

effects of climate change and what it’s doing to our housing

stocks. We have relied quite heavily on the University of

Alaska. They have some really great initiatives there. Of

course, we have expertise within Yukon Housing Corporation

as well — and always reaching out to work with our partners.

The low economy fund — or the fund that is made

available on the retrofit program through Yukon Housing

Corporation is really the objective of that as well.

Ms. Van Bibber: Can the minister tell us how many

units have been upgraded to date? Are they proving to be

more energy efficient?

Hon. Ms. Frost: With the low carbon economy fund —

given that is a new initiative just coming out this year, we
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would be happy to track that into the future so that we can

better align with the results that we are looking for.

With regard to our units currently owned by Yukon

Housing Corporation — there are 800 units. Of course,

historically we have not had the resources with which to

modernize and upgrade those facilities, and we are now doing

that as well. The partnership initiatives last year with the First

Nations really helped to address some of the pressures as well

as some of the concerns.

I don’t have specific results, as we speak today, about

decreasing greenhouse gas emissions or the gap. We can

certainly track that in future. We have no other than our very

own Minister Streicker, who is an expert in this particular

area, who will help guide us as well as other partners in the

Yukon — and of course, through the Yukon College, the

Northern Research Institute. We will continue to seek

partnerships and of course start tracking the data. Being that it

is new, we don’t really have any specific results to speak of

right now — but always with the objective and that vision in

mind.

Ms. Van Bibber: We will look forward to seeing the

results.

The Liberals also promised Yukoners that they would —

and I quote: “… modernize the Government’s approach to the

provision of staff in social housing and collaborate with the

private sector to develop strategies for program delivery

which support community economic growth…”

Can the minister tell us the status of this work and if there

are any results to share?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Housing Corporation is currently

working with the Public Service Commission on the staff

housing policy, recognizing that the housing policy is

somewhat antiquated. It is very old — it is over 20 years old.

The approach historically used for staff housing was to

look at exploring an option for recruitment — retention — and

it was part of the long-term strategy. What we’re seeing right

now and what we’ve heard from Yukoners is about the

inconsistencies and concerns around social housing and staff

housing, and the private sector — and the inequities there.

That is pretty evident.

We’re exploring ways to increase economic development

in the private sector investments and housing within the

community to increase the overall availability of housing

including housing for Yukon government staff. Historically,

we have had some challenges of course in some of our

communities with lack of housing. I am happy to note that we

have now quite a significant advancement in that area.

Yukoners are clearly engaged in that effort with our partners

as well — the municipalities and various funding partners —

so steps to maintain and improve current staff housing across

the territory and ensuring that we have transparency and

equity.

It has been, I would say, a major undertaking — looking

at ensuring that we provide staff housing in rural Yukon to

still help with recruitment and retention in some particular

communities where it’s very difficult to keep staff — but

recognizing also that, in some communities, we don’t have

sufficient housing for staff; so therefore, we rent off of the

First Nation communities or the governments. It poses a bit of

a problem for us. We still need to be creative and try to

address the longer term — be responsive in the longer term to

the needs of the recruitment and retention initiative. But the

process of updating this policy requires further consultation on

the proposed changes and involves discussions with the

Yukon Teachers’ Association and Yukon Employees’ Union.

That’s the responsibility of the Public Service Commission.

Our job — in terms of aligning with the social section in

Yukon Housing’s responsibilities — is ensuring that we

provide more resources and more houses and make that

readily available so as to not create pressures inadvertently in

our communities — so really, fully considering all of our final

recommendations and options on a revised policy, and the

final decision of course has to go through the formal or the

normal review process within government before we make

some final recommendations.

Ms. Van Bibber: Perhaps the minister could provide

this next bit by legislative return because there are multiple

questions that involve the community. I was wondering if we

could be provided with the communities that have private

sector or market housing options for staff and which ones do

not.

How many staff housing units are currently in the system

— maybe a breakdown by community and by department?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I can share is the total number

of staff units within all of our communities. Currently, we

have 198 staff units across the Yukon, with three in Beaver

Creek, four in Carcross, 16 in Carmacks, 40 in Dawson City,

two in Destruction Bay, 14 in Faro, six in Haines Junction,

seven in Old Crow, 10 in Pelly Crossing, 19 in Ross River, 13

in Teslin, 39 in Watson Lake, and seven in Whitehorse.

With respect to what’s happening with the private sector

— I don’t know what those numbers are, but what we are

attempting to do is work with our partners so that, as we look

at the wait-lists in the Yukon Housing Corporation application

process, we work with our partners to try to hit the potential

for further builds or the market that’s required within those

respective communities. If we see a higher demand in one

particular community, we look at the partnership initiative to

address the housing shortages in some of the respective

communities. That is what we have right now to put on the

record.

Ms. Van Bibber: I understand that in some Yukon

Housing Corporation buildings, there are units that sit empty.

It is perhaps for repairs or a variety of other reasons. I have

been told that it can sometimes be months where they are

empty. Speaking of that long wait-list, can the minister

explain how this could happen where units could sit empty for

months on end?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member

opposite for the question. Clearly, it is a complex question in

that the individuals who occupy the Yukon Housing units

sometimes vacate the premises without notification or may

have damaged the facility, so it requires the department to go
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in and do major retrofits. We have estate issues that come into

play as well. So units may sit empty for quite some time.

In a recent case in Watson Lake, we kept some units

empty for a bit of time because we knew that there was an

eviction notice on the Lakeview Apartments. So we had to

keep a number of our units vacant so that we could provide

opportunities for the members who were looking for

accommodations — we knew that.

So we have also looked at some of the units that are aging

out of the system that are not repairable. We put in significant

resources in recent years to modernize and upgrade our units.

Keep in mind that some of the units are in excess of 30 years

old and are no longer, I guess, livable. We want to put the

resources into that.

There are a number of reasons that some of the units sit

empty. In an ideal situation, we try to ensure that we provide,

as quickly as we can, an opportunity for someone to move into

these facilities as they become vacant. Periodically, that

requires a bit of time — some lag time — for that to happen.

Ms. Van Bibber: We have heard that some government

departments or Crown corporations reserve staff housing units

by paying rent even if they are left empty so that staff are

guaranteed housing. Can the minister confirm if this is

happening? Which departments or Crown corporations are

currently doing this?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The question that the member asked

with respect to Crown corporations holding on to units — that

is clearly an arrangement that is long-standing with the

government, and it is something that, as we look at

modernization of our staff housing and social housing units, is

being reviewed as well.

The Yukon Housing Corporation has 172 units in its staff

housing portfolio, which is only 20 percent of the 900 staff

who are employed across the Yukon. So it is not that every

staff person occupies the facilities; it is only 20 percent. We

recognize that it is clearly something that has to be addressed,

and it is part of the modernization in the discussions that are

currently taking place.

Ms. Van Bibber: We have an update on the staff

housing units, which I hear is at 198. Could the minister also

update the numbers on the social housing units and the rent

supplement units?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The number of social units within our

communities — 691 social housing units — the majority of

course are in Whitehorse, at 473. The next largest one is in

Dawson City — we have 57. The other one that is high is

Watson Lake, at 46. We have 17 in Teslin; Ross River is 19;

Pelly Crossing, Old Crow, Destruction Bay, and Beaver Creek

all have zero. However, there is a need, and it is something

that we are working on. We will work with our communities

to address those. Mayo has 16 units; Haines Junction has 22;

Faro has 10; Carmacks has 25; and Carcross has six.

The question around rent supplements — it is estimated

that we have 93 clients in Whitehorse and six in the

communities, and the total cost of the budget allocated is

$1,408,000 for 2018-19.

Ms. Van Bibber: The 2017-18 annual report refers to

the victims of violence program. It states that the corporation

provided rental assistance funding to Yukon organizations to

help victims of family violence gain and maintain affordable

housing.

Can the minister provide a breakdown of which

organizations are receiving money under the victims of

violence program in this budget and how much they are

receiving? How does this funding compare to last year?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The federal project that funded the

victims of violence ended last year.

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you for that answer.

Just going to the corporation’s annual operating plan for

2018-19 — goal 1.3 is called: “Modernize the Corporation’s

leadership role with the Housing Action Plan for Yukon by

facilitating the implementation for the Plan in partnership with

stakeholders, and embracing and leveraging local and federal

housing opportunities, initiatives and investments.” The action

item identified under this goal is a three-year action plan, and

it is to leverage federal funding opportunities.

Can the minister provide us an update on the development

of this three-year action plan, and would she be able to

provide us with a copy?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The three-year action plan is defined

under the national partnership arrangement, and we just

signed off on the three-year agreement with CMHC. Once that

is approved, it will become a public document, so it will be

accessible to those who are interested in accessing it and

finding out more about that program.

Ms. Van Bibber: Another action plan under this goal

was to evaluate the lending and grant programs and undertake

program modifications to reflect the results. Can the minister

provide us with an update on the evaluations of these lending

and grant programs? It comes down to when the review is

being conducted, who is conducting it, how much the review

costs and if this will be part of the copy that we will see.

Hon. Ms. Frost: The loan program review was

conducted by Malatest and Associates out of Victoria, BC for

$64,800. An additional $15,000 was used to conduct a client

survey, which was done by an RFP process, so the contract

was based on a public procurement process. The scope of the

review was to assess Yukon’s housing needs and the impact of

the loans programs and to explore opportunities to modify the

programs in terms of new targets and the potential for new

programs. The review found that the programs are not having

the desired impact on the Yukon housing market and that

there has been a declining uptake in the programs and a high

level of non-performing loans in the portfolio.

There were 10 recommendations aimed at targeting

different client groups and increasing program uptake. The

review contemplated new federal programs that would now

include CMHC’s new down payment assistance program as an

additional consideration.

With regard to the recommendations — the number one

recommendation on the loan program promotion was that the

Yukon Housing Corporation may wish to review the loan

program promotional material and information on their
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website to ensure that it is clear and easy to locate in order to

improve the general public’s awareness that the Yukon

Housing Corporation is more than just a social housing

organization. The public should be aware of what loans are

offered, how the loans can help them, and how they can apply.

The objective really was to provide some really solid

recommendations so that we could seek to make

improvements with regard to policy initiatives, ensuring that

we were reaching the target audiences that we are there to do.

It further recommends that we clarify the level of risk

Yukon Housing Corporation is willing to take. The Yukon

Housing Corporation has accepted a higher level of risk than

traditional lenders because they target low- and moderate-

income households in Yukon. In order to reach a larger

number of Yukoners, Yukon Housing Corporation may wish

to take on a greater level of risk — or not — by adjusting loan

eligibility criteria.

Those were just a couple of recommendations. There

were a number of recommendations that are clearly being

considered. All of these are really great in terms of adjusting

the loan initiatives, the application processes, and revisiting

how we communicate.

Ms. Van Bibber: Very interesting. Does this review

recommend that any other funding for any of the programs be

cut, other than the victims of violence program?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to correct the record. The

victim of violence program wasn’t cut. It was a federal

initiative and that federal initiative ended. That’s it. We have

other alternatives and other initiatives that we have currently

in Yukon Housing Corporation to provide opportunities to

access supported funding for all citizens of Yukon.

Ms. Van Bibber: I just understood that it was from the

same annual report. That is it for me on questions, Mr. Chair. I

would like to thank the minister and the officials for being

here today.

Ms. White: I thank my colleague from Porter Creek

North and of course welcome the officials back. I am excited

to see you today for longer than the time I had previously.

I have questions to start about the Housing First building.

I wanted to know what the opening timeline was for that.

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Housing First project — the

approach is to address housing for vulnerable people, and I am

really quite proud of the work that we’ve done. We broke

ground at the end of July 2018 and we are on track to

complete the building in late summer of 2019. The housing

project was awarded to a local construction company. As

noted, it did come in above the original estimate. Higher-than-

anticipated construction costs are clearly a positive sign of the

economy, and we are looking at having the project operational

by fall 2019. We are working with our partners to establish

supports for people who we will be providing housing to.

We are working on an operational model, and we are

looking forward to providing an update in the near future.

Ms. White: What is the final cost estimate for the

construction of that building?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Housing First project, located at

5th Avenue and Wood Street, construction contract was

awarded to a local company for $3.9 million. This exceeded

the original budget amount of $2.7 million and funds from

within the federal funding were utilized for a $1.2-million

difference.

The housing project operation and the program funding is

being approved for 2019-20 for approximately $300,000. Part

of the funding came out of the federal envelope.

Ms. White: When the building becomes operational

and when an NGO or a group is decided on for running it, will

the building be going through Yukon Housing Corporation or

Health and Social Services?

Hon. Ms. Frost: That is a great question. As we look at

new projects like this that take on a different magnitude of

services that we have not seen historically, what we want to

do is work with our partners, and that means working with

Health and Social Services. Yukon Housing Corporation of

course — our Safe at Home action group — is looking at

working with our community stakeholder groups as well. It is

not a responsibility solely of Yukon Housing Corporation. We

want to ensure that we take a proactive approach to ensure

that it is successful and that it provides opportunities for the

vulnerable citizens who will be housed in this facility. The

objective clearly is to ensure that we have wraparound

services and supports for the clients who come into the

facility. That means that we will have to work with Health and

Social Services and the intake support team and design a case

management plan around the individuals who hopefully

successfully enter into this facility.

Ms. White: Will the contract be awarded and be

managed through Yukon Housing Corporation or through

Health and Social Services?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t believe I said anything about a

contract. I said that we would look at working with Health and

Social Services and working with our communities and look

at an option and a plan going forward. What that looks like, I

don’t know yet — but the conversation and the dialogue

continue.

Ms. White: Does that mean that the Yukon government

will be running the Housing First project once it is complete?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I will say is that the Yukon

Housing Corporation builds the facility. Yukon Housing

Corporation will ensure that the operation and maintenance is

done accordingly. They will work in partnership with Health

and Social Services to ensure that the clients who occupy the

facility are supported.

Ms. White: Again for clarification purposes — will it

be the Yukon government running the Housing First

initiative?

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I can say is that we are working

with our partners, and the objective is to make sure that we

bring into the facility the resources that are needed. What does

that mean? We work with our NGO partners, we work with

perhaps other community members — for example, Kwanlin

Dün — or the Safe at Home community groups. I think we

have to keep our options open rather than prescribe that the

Yukon government will be running and managing the facility.

We really want to embrace the opportunities that are there and
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ensure that all community members and organizations that are

interested and wanting to participate in a program of this

magnitude are given the opportunity and are extended the

opportunity.

I think it’s a great initiative, and we’re really looking

forward to the results and looking forward to having that open

dialogue. Clearly it’s something we will have to facilitate and

manage well to ensure its success, and that’s our objective.

Ms. White: Just so the minister is aware, I asked about

Housing First for the first five years of my political career. I

don’t disagree at all; I’m just trying to figure out what it will

look like when it’s open. I thought I had read in an article or a

press release that the plan was to have a partnership with

NGOs or community groups to run the building, and that’s

just the clarification I’m looking for.

In the most recent answers, I’m not sure — it sounded to

me like what the minister was saying is it would be run by

government if something else couldn’t be found. So that was

the clarification I was looking for.

The question I’m trying to find out about right now is —

for example, has government approached a group or has there

been a request for proposal or has a bid gone out? Has there

been any communication with the community about running

the Housing First building once it’s open, or once it’s nearing

being open? Or is a combination between the Yukon Housing

Corporation and Health and Social Services looking at

running that facility?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I respect the member opposite has

been at this for five years and has raised it numerous times. I

recollect that the discussion came up last year with regard to:

Do I understand what Housing First is? Do I understand the

philosophy of Housing First? That’s the conversation we have

been having in our community — to really look at the

initiatives and look at what will make this a success for our

community. What will make this a successful project for the

recipients? My understanding is that Health and Social

Services has gone out to speak with members of the

community and the NGO groups to look at building an

effective program. Does that mean that Health and Social

Services will operate and manage and run this facility? That

may very well be the case.

At the moment, our vision is to have an organization

manage it, but the objective is — we did put out an RFP and

we are seeking partners. We’re in that early stage, but the

objective is to have a 24/7 assisted program experience

looking at a cross-jurisdictional scan and looking at other

jurisdictions that have shown success in this particular area.

The project — as we look at addressing the gap in the housing

continuum and looking at this Housing First initiative we are

really wanting to ensure that we provide the right services at

the right time for the individuals who are there, to ensure that

they are successful.

Ms. White: Was that RFP released through Health and

Social Services or Yukon Housing Corporation?

Hon. Ms. Frost: That was Health and Social Services.

Ms. White: On April 11, in response to a question

about the Blood Ties Four Directions tiny houses, the minister

said — and I quote: “We just recently partnered with

Champagne and Aishihik First Nations for 10 tiny units in

Haines Junction.”

What I wanted to know is when these houses will be

available for residents in Haines Junction. What was the cost

per unit? How much funding did Yukon Housing Corporation

put toward them?

Hon. Ms. Frost: The project is being managed by

Champagne and Aishihik First Nations, and so I don’t really

know the timeline there. The partnership was a grant

initiative, working with Champagne and Aishihik First

Nations to provide housing units to their citizens. Really, it’s

an innovative and creative approach. Why is that? It’s because

the members who are actually building the facilities will

occupy the facility once it’s completed.

We signed a transfer agreement to provide $500,000

under the housing initiative fund with the Champagne and

Aishihik First Nations to build 10 tiny houses in Haines

Junction, one of which is an accessible unit. They are going to

be rented out as low-end market rentals for single individuals

and elders who need some support in their homes. It really

looks at incorporating a training opportunity for Champagne

and Aishihik citizens; I like the model. I think it’s a great one.

I think it provides a multifaceted approach to addressing

capacity, building up the socio-economics of the community

and opportunities for putting more houses on the market in

Haines Junction.

Ms. White: Just to signal the minister — I am going to

go back to that same question, but I just have a follow-up

question about the RFP for the Housing First initiative.

Can the minister tell me when that was released and when

that RFP process will close?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t know when it will close. I

certainly would be happy to get back to the member opposite

with that. I just don’t have it in front of me. I do know that

we’ve gone out, but I will get back to her.

Ms. White: I apologize to the minister. My enthusiasm

got the best of me. I really would’ve liked to have had Health

and Social Services here as well today, and that was a

question for her other portfolio, so I do apologize.

I think the housing initiative in Haines Junction with the

Champagne and Aishihik is really exciting. As a tradesperson

myself, it is important when we talk about learning — hands-

on learning is key for some of us. I have no issue with the

$50,000 per door. I have no issue with that project happening.

What I would like to see is that it be mirrored in other

communities.

Have conversations happened between the Yukon

Housing Corporation and other First Nation communities or

even other non-indigenous communities about the opportunity

of building similar tiny houses in their communities or even in

Whitehorse?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I absolutely agree — I think it’s a

made-in-Yukon solution. Clearly, what the Housing

Corporation is doing and has done over the course of the last

two years is hold community housing forums and share best

practices. We have a changing demographic and we also have
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a changing landscape. With the changing landscape, it is

essential that we share best practices and the housing initiative

project is intended to do that. As we go ahead and have

conversations with other communities, we look at this as a

best practice — as a means perhaps to look at a similar project

elsewhere in the Yukon. We are always open to

recommendations and always open to discussions with each

one of our communities.

We have the Association of Yukon Communities coming

up, and I am sure we will have some really great discussions

around housing needs and some of these really creative

initiatives that are happening. This is one that I’m happy to

say is in Haines Junction, and maybe we could spend some

time just looking at the project and extending the invitation to

other communities to have a look at that project.

Ms. White: Also on April 11, the minister says — and I

quote: “… we don’t have a huge wait-list for non-seniors

within our communities.”

I was wondering if the minister could give me the total

number of people on the social housing wait-list who are non-

seniors.

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I have in front of me right now

is the social housing wait-list, and I am just looking for the

most recently updated list — the seniors units. As of the end

of March, in the communities, we had 46 individuals on the

wait-list and in Whitehorse we had 240.

As of March 19, we have on the seniors wait-list: five in

Dawson City, one in Faro, two in Haines Junction, one in

Ross River, one in Watson Lake, and 94 in Whitehorse. The

vacant units we currently have available — there are 18 units

for seniors and 35 for non-seniors. Once we fill all of those

vacancies, it will obviously bring the numbers down. As we

have vacancies come available, they will be filled of course by

priority. The priority is defined as those who are fleeing

violence or who require medical relocation from one of the

communities.

A lot of what we’re seeing in terms of some of the trends

is that seniors are coming in from some of the communities

that don’t have supportive living or they need closer access to

medical facilities and they are put on the higher priority list.

Ms. White: Could I just get the non-senior numbers?

That was what I was looking for, so not the seniors wait-list

but just the social housing wait-list numbers.

Hon. Ms. Frost: For the non-seniors on the wait-list,

we have: one in Carcross, 12 in Dawson City, five in Haines

Junction, zero in Carmacks, zero in Faro, zero in Mayo, 11 in

Ross River, zero in Teslin, seven in Watson Lake, and 146 in

Whitehorse.

Ms. White: The reason I am asking is — those

numbers have changed a bit since April 11, which is good,

because they have come down in most cases. The reason I am

asking for those numbers again is that the minister said that

we don’t have a huge wait-list for non-seniors in our

communities. I would consider 146 in Whitehorse or even one

in Carcross or 12 in Dawson or 11 in Ross River — for those

individuals, it feels pretty dire. I understand that it is not 25

individuals in Ross River, but for the population of the

community, 11 is quite high. I would say that, having worked

with lots of folks who are in this count of 146 in Whitehorse,

it feels pretty dire.

One of the things I wanted to know is: What is the Yukon

Housing Corporation doing to address those numbers and

making sure that people are safely and adequately housed?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I appreciate the comments about the

units — those who are on the wait-list. Imagine the residents

in the Lakeview Manor, for example, who were given two

weeks of notice to vacate the premises, and the stresses that

they were under and the stresses that our department was

under trying to work with the community. It didn’t just

happen overnight. For example, we knew that the municipality

was going to close the facility down, so we had to mobilize

and quickly try to reach out to the tenants, although they were

not clients of the Yukon Housing Corporation nor of Health

and Social Services — to some extent, some were not. But it

was our obligation to reach out to those members in the units

there.

I can totally appreciate the need to ensure that we provide

appropriate housing across the Yukon.

There are a number of projects that we have endeavoured

to undertake. That is to ensure that we provide as many doors

as possible and as many homes as possible in our

communities.

The supports through the conversions through Yukon

Housing Corporation to provide more units — from single

family to multi-family, or dual facilities — looking at subsidy

programs. We are also looking at our building initiatives. The

$3.6 million that was allocated last year — in partnership, I

believe we had something in excess of $26 million of projects

on the market, and we had a number of units that were made

available over the course of the last 18 months.

The investment toward housing programs and

commitments to housing development supported over 400

homes by either direct rental subsidy, home rental repairs,

new building units, supporting home ownership or creating

supported housing units. Under the 2018 housing initiative,

we have a commitment for the construction of 110 new

housing units with 10 different partners. That was in 2018.

We just recently concluded our project for 2019. In that

effort, we were able to leverage in excess of, I believe,

110,000 units. The agreements that we had in place under

2018 for the housing initiative fund — which does not include

the Challenge Cornerstone project — we have 45358 Yukon

Inc. The total project cost there was $2,120,376. Our

contribution for all of this equated to $3.835 million.

As of January 17, we had 10 units available through the

45358 Yukon Inc., and Little Salmon Carmacks First Nation

had four units made available — new units. The

Carcross/Tagish First Nation have four units available; Selkirk

First Nation, four units; and the project with Champagne and

Aishihik First Nations that we spoke about earlier — there are

10 units there.

KBC Developments — there’s 50 units; and then Ramza

Development, there are 18 units; 360 Design Build is another

11; Teslin Tlingit Council, there are eight; and Habitat for
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Humanity — there are four. This list that describes what we

did last year with our partners mirrors the list for this year in

terms of what is made available for housing partnership

builds.

We have Narrow Gauge Construction — the project

funding for 2019 will see 10 units on the market in

Whitehorse. 42125 Yukon Inc. will see seven units on the

market; Habitat for Humanity is building one unit; Soulspace

Design Build Inc., there are 12 units; Barry and Susan Drury

in Watson Lake have seven units they were bringing on the

market there; and Champagne and Aishihik First Nations has

an additional eight units; Canyon Construction, 10 units;

Chu Níikwän Ltd. has eight units; and Klondike Visitors

Association has another eight units in Dawson City; and

Carmacks has an additional four. That’s just an indication of

the uptake. We are quite excited about that, because that will

result in 75 new homes in the Yukon this year, included with

the 110 from last year — so clearly putting a dent in the

housing pressures and wait-lists, and that would not happen

without the partnerships and without the initiatives from

Yukon Housing Corporation.

Ms. White: Just to clarify, I thought the minister said

110,000 units, but I think that was just a mistake. It was

probably just 110 units, because boy, we would be in good

shape if we had built 110,000 units last year.

In the April 11 debate with my colleague for Porter Creek

North, we were talking about the median rent. As the officials

know — and anyone who has any time — I just like the term

“median rent” because I have yet to find very many places

that would fall under what would be considered the median

rent.

In that conversation that was happening on April 11, the

Member for Porter Creek North highlighted that she was

looking and couldn’t find anything — so the median rent for a

one-bedroom unit is $950. The question was asked if the

minister would consider raising the median rent to be

comparable to what is on the market. The minister’s answer

was — and I quote: “That is certainly something that we will

take under advisement as we look at our policies within the

Housing Corporation.”

So my next question is: Is the Yukon Housing

Corporation reviewing their policies, especially around

affordability?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I apologize if I misspoke earlier. It’s

110, not 110,000.

We are looking, and we will continue to look at that and

have our discussions with our partners. It is a vision and desire

to look at ensuring that we provide equity and transparency in

all of our work.

Ms. White: Is Yukon Housing currently reviewing their

policies? If they are reviewing policies, are there specific

policies that they are currently reviewing?

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes, we are looking at modernization

and transformation of our social housing policy, and we spoke

about the staff housing policies earlier. So we are looking at

that.

Ms. White: The staff policy states that it is $650 per

month in rent, so I am glad that one is being reviewed, but are

there other policies? Are we looking at the costs?

For example, median rent is stated right now by the

Bureau of Statistics to be $950 for a one-bedroom unit. What

gets brought to the floor on a regular basis is that it is a

struggle to find a one-bedroom unit for $950. I just wanted to

know what other policies — if they were being reviewed and

in what kind of fashion. The minister talks about working with

their partners. I guess I would like to know more information

about who those partners are and then maybe timelines as to

when those reviews will be completed.

Hon. Ms. Frost: When we talk about the Housing

Corporation partnerships and looking at, I guess, shelter from

the outside — looking at organizations and really just trying to

nurture our diversity as we go forward, ensuring that we have

appropriate composition, quality and affordable housing

stocks available to Yukoners. Clearly, we need to look at our

partnerships as well with various levels of government and

addressing, as the member opposite notes, that median rent —

the cost of staff and social housing and market rent is one that

we clearly have to take into consideration. That conversation

and dialogue continues with the Bureau of Statistics and our

CMHC partners.

It is something that our department is always looking at

and will continue to advance.

Ms. White: The reason I highlight this is that it is my

understanding that a person cannot qualify for the housing

subsidy if it is over what is stated as the “median rent”. That is

the reason for asking for that.

I did have a question — on April 11, the minister said that

housing needed to meet the Yukon Housing Corporation’s

definition of “modest”, as defined in their policy. I was

wondering if the minister could tell me what “modest” means,

as far as the Yukon Housing Corporation’s policy definition.

Hon. Ms. Frost: My understanding is that it is on the

website, so if members would like to find that, they can find it

on the Yukon Housing website.

Ms. White: The Yukon Housing Corporation website

now takes me to yukon.ca, and I can’t find any information

anymore actually. I Google “Yukon Housing Corporation”

and it takes me to a page that talks about — let me just go

back — homeowner’s grants, rural property taxes, find land

use designation maps, apply for a building permit, et cetera. I

really liked the Yukon Housing Corporation’s website before,

where I could find information.

Again, as people who work with the public — and we

need to read through policies — those policies often are —

I’m not sure what the secret code is to find them online, but I

have yet to figure it out. I will maybe just ask the minister to

do a legislative return about what “modest” means.

On April 11, I asked about the radon remediation towers

that were built at 600 College Drive and I asked if they had

been built in yet. I was there at a meeting at the college and on

April 11, I was told that it had not happened yet, but it would.

So I wanted to know: Have the radon towers in the basement

of 600 College Drive, in the common area, been enclosed?
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Hon. Ms. Frost: As I think I responded previously —

clearly I spend a lot of time at College Drive as well and hear

a lot of the same comments from the seniors in that residence.

The piece of the frame, or the casing, was ordered and I don’t

know where it is at right now, but it has been ordered and it

has been caseworked. It is in the plans to have that done.

With the previous question around modest design

guidelines, I have it in front of me now — I imagine that I can

respond to that question. “Homes purchased or built with

support from applicable funding programs from the Yukon

Housing Corporation must meet these modern design

guidelines.” Floor areas — the maximum floor area must not

exceed the following: bachelor or one-bedroom — 750 square

feet; two bedrooms — 1,100 square feet; 3 bedrooms — 1,650

square feet; and four bedrooms — 2,300 square feet.

“Designs must be modest and approved by the Yukon

Housing Corporation.

“Your home must include materials and construction

techniques that are simple, efficient and durable, easy to build

and maintain, and minimal in cost without sacrificing some

architectural expression, performance of building or comfort

of residents.

“We encourage energy efficient construction and

sustainable design principles.”

That is the interpretation on the Yukon Housing

Corporation website.

Ms. White: I believe that is the definition for the

construction. On April 11, on page 4409 in Hansard, I was

asking questions about median rent. I was using the $950

amount, and I was talking about how if you don’t quality for

subsidies and you’re paying what is considered affordable,

which is more than 30 percent of what you earn — this is

exactly what I said; I’m quoting myself: “How is someone

supposed to deal with that in the community? We are talking

about modest accommodation.” $950 is not living large. “How

would the minister tell someone to go about looking for an

affordable place to live when they don’t qualify for the

subsidy program?”

This is from the minister — and I quote: “Really, I would

like to talk really broadly — as I generally do in the House —

around meeting the needs of Yukoners where they are and

where they reside. When I say ‘modest’ — that is what is

available and that is what is defined in the policy.”

The minister I believe just read the definition of “modest”

when we were talking about accessing the building loan

programs. It was within that definition of “modest”, but the

definition I was looking for was in reference to trying to

access rental subsidies. I wasn’t referencing a $2,000

apartment. I was referencing what would be considered

median rent and what goes just beyond that.

Mr. Chair, just to confirm — because I did not want to

misspeak in case I had just typed in Yukon Housing and

didn’t pursue it — so I did go back to the old Yukon

government website that exists. I did go into the departments,

and it does say that the Yukon Housing Corporation pages are

now on yukon.ca, which now means I can’t ever find what I

used to know very well, so that was the struggle for me.

We were talking on April 11 as well — I really do

appreciate it when the minister and her colleagues supported

our motion that called for security in seniors complexes,

especially the ones that were identified. On April 11, we were

having the conversation about what buildings had been

chosen. It was my understanding that both Front Street. and

Alexander Street. were the ones that were getting 24-hour

security.

Again, this is a quote from the minister: “Yukon Housing

Corporation increased security staff at two of the facilities,

and so right now, we have 24-hour security at Front Street.

and Alexander Street. apartments. The 24-hour check is for

two weeks, and at that point, we will then evaluate and assess

what we should do for the long term.”

This conversation was on April 11. My understanding is

that, if two weeks was to be from April 11, it would be April

25. So I just want to know where we stand. What assessments

have been made and what are the next steps as far as security

in downtown seniors complexes?

Hon. Ms. Frost: That is correct — as a result of some

of the concerns that were brought forward from some of the

seniors at 1190 Front Street and 207 Alexander Street.

These two particular buildings were experiencing issues,

and so we provided some security. The objective was to

ensure that we continue to have dialogue with the tenants and

the seniors in these two facilities — receiving feedback on

some of the current concerns that they have had. The Leader

of the Third Party made some recommendations in her

submissions in this Legislative Assembly around the potential

for cameras or having a superintendent of sorts within each of

the units. Those are the discussions that we continue to have

with the seniors.

Rounding that out, where we are right now is that we

continue to provide security in these facilities. It is no longer

24 hours a day, but we are ensuring that security is provided.

The objective is really to try to deter those who are accessing

the facility and to help to educate the seniors as well — not to

open the doors for someone who rings the doorbell if they

don’t know who the individual is. We are looking at the

potential for putting in security cameras.

Some of the current options that are available to us and

are under consideration — we will certainly have some further

discussions on them — include the security camera and other

technologies. Clearly an option and greatly favoured by many

of our residents is working with a security technology firm to

determine the most appropriate system for the current

circumstances. Right now, the buzzer systems do not seem to

be working so well because someone rings and rings a buzzer,

and lo and behold, they get let in because it becomes quite

irritating. Seniors are sometimes in a vulnerable position as

well. We want to ensure that we provide them with the

supports they need so that they are not feeling unsafe.

The other initiative was potentially looking at a facilitator

of sorts. We are exploring models in partnership with the

NGOs to establish a resource that could assist the tenants,

supporting a separate landlord role that we could play with our

partners. As well, more security controls and complaint
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procedures and just trying to bridge that gap with seniors in

helping them to better align and work together — potentially

have someone on-site who could give that type of support.

Not a security firm — because that is really not a long-term

solution. We have to look at some innovative options.

Ms. White: I appreciate that answer. On April 11, when

the minister said that after two weeks of 24-hour security,

there would be an assessment and then we would decide the

next steps — and now she said that it is not 24-hour security.

What I am looking for is what the assessment was. If the

decision has been made, that is fine, and I appreciate that we

are going to work with the tenants as they move forward. The

other question that I have now is: If it is not 24-hour security

now, what is happening now?

The next part to that would be that there have been grave

concerns raised around 22 Waterfront Place as far as security

of tenants, and again with Greenwood Manor. On April 11, I

highlighted that Greenwood Manor had their postal boxes

vandalized and furniture slashed, but those weren’t two that

were chosen. Front Street and Alexander Street were chosen,

which is great, because there were issues at Alexander Street.

I want to know, if it’s not 24-hour security now, what is

happening now? What is happening with 22 Waterfront and

Greenwood Manor? They both had security issues.

Hon. Ms. Frost: The work that is happening at each

one of these units and the dialogue that is happening — it

wasn’t a choice of deciding which got security support and

which didn’t. It was really the priorities that came forward, as

these were the two units that were more imminent, and the

seniors were feeling that they needed support.

We have a number of units in the city, but we also have a

number of units across the Yukon. As we look at modernizing

our policies, we want to ensure that we are consistent in terms

of our practices of how we manage our facilities and the

tenants who occupy the facilities as well. They rent the units.

We provide them the facility, and we want to ensure that all

members who occupy the facilities are safe. If we have

members of the public entering the facility and vandalizing,

then that becomes a criminal matter, and it becomes a matter

of safety. Certainly, it is a key priority for us to eliminate that.

The ongoing discussion and dialogue that is happening

with the tenant meetings — we continue to have meetings

with the seniors in all of our facilities, and they have an

opportunity also to express their concerns via different

methods — be it through our tenant relations office or through

supports through the Housing Corporation reaching out to the

seniors. We have had ongoing meetings in these facilities.

At Greenwood Place, we met with the tenants there on

February 14; Alexander Street on March 22; College Drive on

April 1; Waterfront Place on April 16; and at 1190 Front

Street, April 29; and then on Closeleigh Manor, there is

another meeting coming up there as well. Since the fall, we

have had numerous tenant meetings and gone door to door

during annual inspections, really reaching out to track

complaints and concerns to ensure that all issues that are

brought forward are addressed in a timely fashion. Some of

the concerns resulted in safety, but a lot of it resulted in

accessibility or air quality. Those are things that are clearly

considered as we look at the feedback from all residents

through the engagement sessions.

Ms. White: Just to go back to what my previous

question was — those two buildings for two weeks were

going to have 24-hour security. The minister said that it’s not

24-hour security anymore, so I just want to know what it is

now.

Hon. Ms. Frost: During the feedback from those two

facilities and engagement with the seniors, they felt that

during the day, it was perfectly fine. It was evenings that they

were concerned about, so that is kind of how things shifted

around and changed a bit with regard to the security support.

That is provided in the evenings and no longer during the day

at the recommendation of the seniors.

Ms. White: That makes perfect sense. Scary things

don’t typically happen in the daylight. Are we talking eight-

hour shifts or 12-hour shifts — so from 7:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.

or midnight to 8:00 a.m.? What nighttime security are we

talking about?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t have that very specific detail. I

can just say that supports are provided in the evenings. I don’t

have the specific time when they arrive and when they leave

but I would be happy to get that information for the member

opposite.

Ms. White: I look forward to that specific information.

Closeleigh Manor is a building that is near and dear to

me. I have raised multiple times over the years concerns over

the air quality. I am just going to put a pitch out right now for

both the Minister responsible for the Yukon Housing

Corporation and the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources

or the Energy Solutions Centre or the one-government

approach. Closeleigh Manor was built as the first R-2000

building north of the 60th parallel. I believe it opened in the

1980s. At the time, it was built with multiple boiler systems

and it uses thermal, so it uses diesel as its heating energy.

One of the things that I think would be phenomenal in

Closeleigh Manor is the opportunity to retrofit that building

and put in electric baseboards. The reason why I bring that

forward is that there have been concerns about the air quality

within that facility for a great number of years.

Mr. Chair, I will leave it there. Wouldn’t it be great if

Closeleigh Manor got renovated and each unit had individual

electric baseboards and we didn’t have to worry — and I

didn’t have to worry about the seniors within that complex? I

won’t talk about the elevator. I won’t talk about lift access. I

won’t talk about those things — just the pitch that if we are

looking at renovating Yukon government buildings, that

would be a great one to look at doing that energy retrofit.

Maybe the minister would like to respond to that.

Hon. Ms. Frost: I will say, ironically enough, a few

short years ago — I know a lot about Yukon Housing and all

of their units. “Why is that?” someone might ask. We

happened — as a business owner-partner — to manage all of

the facilities on a contract basis, so I know intimately all of

the units, where they are located, the concerns that have been

brought forward, how they are built, and I have been in all of
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those facilities. I have made tea for the elders when the power

went out and gone out to all the facilities and sat with the

seniors in lot of the facilities we have had. So I clearly

understand and appreciate the concerns that are brought

forward because we want to ensure that our aging population

— our seniors — are given the best support possible no matter

the circumstances. We certainly don’t want to jeopardize them

in any way in addressing their needs.

With regard to Closeleigh Manor, significant work has

gone into that facility over time, knowing that it is one of our

older facilities and recognizing that it clearly needs to be

modernized and updated, as do a number of our facilities.

So it will find its way in terms of looking at the options

we have available and trying to prioritize where we put our

energy and where we put our limited resources. I appreciate

the comments and I appreciate the questions from the member

opposite — something that we will take under consideration

as we look at Closeleigh Manor.

Ms. White: Prior to moving to the Taylor House, the

Commissioner’s Office was in residence in a ground-floor unit

of Closeleigh Manor. Is that currently occupied?

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t have that information in front

of me, but I will endeavour to get back to the member

opposite.

Ms. White: I believe the answer is no. The last time I

walked past, it looked like it was vacant. One of the reasons I

bring that up right now is, when we were raising a lot of issues

around the concern about the air quality of that building, it

was shortly thereafter that the Commissioner moved to the

Taylor House, but it has never been occupied by another

government office, as far as I know, or another government

department. So it seems to me it would be prime location:

downtown, ground floor — it hasn’t been renovated to be

another unit, and if it is unoccupied — as I think it is — that

begs the question: Why?

Maybe that’s something the minister could look into.

Chair: Is there any further general debate?

Hon. Ms. Frost: With respect to the last set of

comments from the member opposite — clearly, as we look at

all of our units and modernization — we talked a lot today

about policy and policy adjustments to better reflect client

needs and modernization of our units.

We’re undertaking a lot of initiatives and endeavours

across the Yukon to better reflect client service needs. The

question around spaces and perhaps some open spaces that are

available — through the Yukon Housing Corporation, we are

putting into our budget this year resources to effectively

change some of our facilities from single-family dwellings to

multi-family dwellings — so basically looking at duplexes

and turning single-family units into duplexes — and looking

at, say, the facility in Watson Lake, Wye Lake Manor, and

creating more space there as well — always open to feedback

and recommendations, and we’re doing that very openly with

the residents of all of our facilities and clearly getting

feedback from our communities on what we can do to

modernize our facilities to better align with client service

needs.

We have talked a bit today about housing pressures, but

we have also talked about some of the really great incentives

and some of the great initiatives that are happening in the

Yukon with our housing initiative and partnership build

programs. Last year, we had 110 units; this year we have

something like 75 more units — and that’s just one project.

There are other initiatives that we are endeavouring to

undertake as well, and that is through the home incentive

programs — the retrofit programs — and through our

partners, through Energy, Mines and Resources and

Community Services — modernization of facilities to better

address the concerns that have been brought to our attention

around air quality and, perhaps, a reduction of greenhouse gas

emissions and a better use of energy efficiencies. Those are

some of the great things that we are endeavouring to

undertake through the Yukon Housing Corporation. It would

not happen without the support of the staff at Yukon Housing

Corporation, the support of our communities, the support of

our partners and the many dialogues that we have had in all

our communities with the municipalities, with our First Nation

partners, and the private sector. We have also had some really

great feedback from our seniors and our communities through

our aging-in-place summits and, of course, one-on-one

dialogue.

As I noted earlier, the many units that we have here in the

city — we have much work to do in the Yukon and we have

much work to do in rural Yukon communities. That is

something that I am really looking forward to — to have more

dialogue, more opportunities to engage with Yukoners so that

we can better reflect their needs in the modernization of our

policies and the modernization of the Yukon Housing

Corporation as we look at housing pressures — but

eliminating that as well. We have seen the reduction in the

wait-lists; we have seen a reduction in the wait times. We are

really hoping that we can better — thank you for the

opportunity to speak on the Housing Corporation today,

Mr. Chair.

Chair: Order, please.

Termination of Sitting as per Standing Order 76(1)
Chair: The time has reached 5:00 p.m. on this, the 30th

Sitting day of the 2019 Spring Sitting.

Standing Order 76(1) states: “On the sitting day that the

Assembly has reached the maximum number of sitting days

allocated for that Sitting pursuant to Standing Order 75, the

Chair of the Committee of the Whole, if the Assembly is in

Committee of the Whole at the time, shall interrupt

proceedings at 5:00 p.m. and, with respect to each

Government Bill before Committee that the Government

House Leader directs to be called, shall:

“(a) put the question on any amendment then before the

Committee;

“(b) put the question, without debate or amendment, on a

motion moved by a Minister that the bill, including all clauses,

schedules, title and preamble, be deemed to be read and

carried;
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“(c) put the question on a motion moved by a Minister

that the bill be reported to the Assembly; and

“(d) when all bills have been dealt with, recall the

Speaker to the Chair to report on the proceedings of the

Committee.”

It is the duty of the Chair to now conduct the business of

Committee of the Whole in the manner directed by Standing

Order 76(1). The Chair will now ask the Government House

Leader to indicate which government bills now before

Committee of the Whole should be called.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The government directs that Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, and Bill
No. 33, entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act, be called at this time.

Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 —
continued

Chair: The Committee will now deal with Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20.
The Chair will now recognize Mr. Pillai for the purpose

of moving a motion pursuant to Standing Order 76(1)(b).

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I move that all clauses,

schedules, and the title of Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20, be deemed to be read and carried.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Pillai that all clauses,

schedules, and the title of Bill No. 210, entitled First
Appropriation Act 2019-20, be deemed to be read and carried.
As no debate or amendment is permitted, I shall now put the

question. Are you agreed?

Motion agreed to
On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $1,216,169 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $287,976

agreed to
Total Expenditures in the amount of $1,504,145 agreed

to
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to
Schedules A and B agreed to
Title agreed to

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I move that you report Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, without
amendment.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Pillai that the Chair

report Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20,
without amendment. As no debate or amendment is permitted,

I shall now put the question. Are you agreed?

Motion agreed to

Bill No. 33: Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act — continued

Chair: The Committee will now deal with Bill No. 33,

entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act.

The Chair will now recognize Mr. Pillai, as the sponsor of

Bill No. 33, for the purpose of moving a motion pursuant to

Standing Order 76(1)(b).

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I move that all clauses,

schedules, and the title of Bill No. 33, entitled Yukon
Government Carbon Price Rebate Implementation Act, be
deemed to be read and carried.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Pillai that all clauses,

schedules, and the title of Bill No. 33, entitled Yukon
Government Carbon Price Rebate Implementation Act, be
deemed to be read and carried. As no debate or amendment is

permitted, I shall now put the question. Are you agreed?

Motion agreed to
Clauses 1 to 28 agreed to
Schedules 1 and 2 agreed to
Title agreed to

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I move that you report Bill

No. 33, entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act, without amendment.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Pillai that the Chair

report Bill No. 33, entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price
Rebate Implementation Act, without amendment. As no debate
or amendment is permitted, I shall now put the question. Are

you agreed?

Motion agreed to

Chair: As all government bills identified by the

Government House Leader have now been decided upon, it is

my duty to rise and report to the House.

Speaker resumes the Chair

Termination of Sitting as per Standing Order 76(2)
Speaker: I will now call the House to order.

May the House have a report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has

considered Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and directed me to report the bill without

amendment.

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill No. 33,

entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act, and directed me to report the bill without
amendment.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of

Committee of the Whole.

Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: I declare the report carried.

Standing Order 76(2)(d) states: “On the sitting day that

the Assembly has reached the maximum number of sitting

days allocated for that Sitting pursuant to Standing Order 75,

the Speaker of the Assembly, when recalled to the Chair after

the House has been in the Committee of the Whole, shall:
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“(d) with respect to each Government Bill standing on the

Order Paper for Third Reading and designated to be called by

the Government House Leader;

“(i) receive a motion for Third Reading and passage of

the bill, and

“(ii) put the question, without debate or amendment, on

that motion.”

I shall, therefore, ask the Government House Leader to

indicate which government bills now standing on the Order

Paper for third reading should be called.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The government directs that Bill

No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, and Bill
No. 33, entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act, be called for third reading at this time.

Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I request

the unanimous consent of the House to stipulate that divisions

taken today at third reading shall be taken after a maximum of

three minutes for Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act
2019-20, and Bill No. 33, Yukon Government Carbon Price
Rebate Implementation Act.

Unanimous consent re time limit on division
Speaker: The Government House Leader has, pursuant

to Standing Order 14.3, requested the unanimous consent of

the House to stipulate that divisions taken today at third

reading shall be taken after a maximum of three minutes for

Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act 2019-20, and Bill
No. 33, Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: Unanimous consent has been granted.

GOVERNMENT BILLS
Bill No. 210: First Appropriation Act 2019-20 — Third
Reading

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 210, standing in the

name of the Hon. Mr. Silver.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill No. 210,

entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, be now read a third
time and do pass.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Deputy Premier that

Bill No. 210, entitled First Appropriation Act 2019-20, be
now read a third time and do pass. As no debate or

amendment is permitted, I shall now put the question. Are you

agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Disagree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Disagree.

Mr. Cathers: Disagree.

Ms. McLeod: Disagree.

Mr. Istchenko: Disagree.

Ms. Hanson: Disagree.

Ms. White: Disagree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are nine yea, seven nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 210 agreed to

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 210 has passed this

House.

Bill No. 33: Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act — Third Reading

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 33, standing in the name

of the Hon. Mr. Silver.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill No. 33,

entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act, be now read a third time and do pass.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Deputy Premier that

Bill No. 33, entitled Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate
Implementation Act, be now read a third time and do pass. As
no debate or amendment is permitted, I shall now put the

question. Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Division.

Division
Speaker: Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Frost: Agree.

Mr. Gallina: Agree.

Mr. Adel: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Agree.

Mr. Hutton: Agree.

Mr. Kent: Disagree.

Ms. Van Bibber: Disagree.

Mr. Cathers: Disagree.

Ms. McLeod: Disagree.

Mr. Istchenko: Disagree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.
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Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 11 yea, five nay.

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 33 agreed to

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 33 has passed this

House.

We are now prepared to receive the Commissioner of

Yukon, in her capacity as Lieutenant Governor, to grant assent

to bills which have passed this House.

Commissioner Bernard enters the Chamber announced
by her Aide-de-Camp

ASSENT TO BILLS
Commissioner: Please be seated.

Speaker: Madam Commissioner, the Assembly has, at

its present session, passed certain bills to which, in the name

and on behalf of the Assembly, I respectfully request your

assent.

Clerk: Act to Amend the Education Labour Relations
Act, Act to Amend the Employment Standards Act, Act to
Amend the Securities Act, Miscellaneous Statute Law
Amendment Act, 2019, First Appropriation Act 2019-20,
Yukon Government Carbon Price Rebate Implementation Act.

Commissioner: I hereby assent to the bills as

enumerated by the Clerk.

Merci à Floyd McCormick pour son appui et pour avoir

toujours pris le temps de répondre à nos questions et de

réviser le processus parlementaire avec moi et mes aides-de-

camp.

On behalf of myself and previous Commissioners, thank

you to Floyd McCormick for his support of the Office of the

Commissioner of Yukon over the years. I hope that you enjoy

a well-deserved time off.

I will see some of you at the Commissioner’s Klondike

tea and ball on June 1 in Dawson. You will soon receive an

invitation to visit Taylor House’s second-floor exhibit on

James Smith and the evolution of the role of the

Commissioner in Yukon. We are putting the final touches to

this wonderful exhibition for which the main draw is the desk

and chairs that James Smith used in the old federal building

during his term as Commissioner of Yukon.

In closing, as it has been my tradition, I will leave you

with a quote — this time, an Irish proverb: “A good laugh and

a long sleep are the two best cures for anything.” I hope you

can get a lot of both.

Thank you, and enjoy your summer.

Commissioner leaves the Chamber

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.3, I

request the unanimous consent of the House to pay tribute to

the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, Dr. Floyd McCormick,

prior to the adjournment of the 2019 Spring Sitting.

Unanimous consent re tribute to Clerk of the Yukon
Legislative Assembly

Speaker: The Government House Leader has, pursuant

to Standing Order 14.3, requested the unanimous consent of

the House to pay tribute to the Clerk of the Legislative

Assembly, Dr. Floyd McCormick, prior to the adjournment of

the 2019 Spring Sitting.

Is there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.

Speaker: Unanimous consent has been enthusiastically

granted.

In recognition of Floyd McCormick, Clerk of the
Yukon Legislative Assembly

Speaker: It is my pleasure to welcome several visitors

to the Legislative Assembly for this tribute. I apologize in

advance if I miss anyone. I would welcome my colleagues to

bat cleanup if I do miss anyone.

The Hon. Angélique Bernard, Commissioner of the

Yukon, has been invited for this special occasion. She is

joined by her Aide-de-camps, Cpl. Cam Long.

From the Legislative Assembly Office, we have Helen

Fitzsimmons, Director of Administration, Finance and

Systems; Brenda McCain-Armour, our operations manager;

Lyndsey Amundson, finance and operations clerk; from

Elections Yukon, we have Max Harvey, the chief electoral

officer, as well as David Wilkie, the assistant chief electoral

officer.

If some people aren’t here, I know that you’re here in

spirit. The following House officers are joining us: Annette

King, the Yukon Child and Youth Advocate, and Diane

McLeod-McKay, our Ombudsman and Information and

Privacy Commissioner and Public Interest Disclosure

Commissioner.

From the party caucuses, we have a number of people —

I have Janet Moodie and Jason Cunning from the Liberal

Party caucus; Ted Laking, Robin Balmforth and Madison

Pearson from the Yukon Party caucus; and Jan Stick and Noah

MacFadgen from the NDP caucus.

From the Hansard office, we have Deana Lemke,

Matt Lemke, Nadea Knodel, Peg Travis, Jane Haydock,

Jody Cox, Cindy Harper, Geri Dugas, Rebecca Davis, and

Isaiah Ploegman.

Our cameraman, Chris Rodgers, from the Legislative

Assembly video productions, is in action right now. At the

Clerk’s Table, we have our Clerks: Dan Cable, the new Clerk

of the Assembly; Linda Kolody, Deputy Clerk; Allison Lloyd,

our Clerk of Committees; and some other guy who is sitting

there.

Several of Mr. McCormick’s former colleagues are here:

Patrick Michael, the former Clerk of the Assembly;

Missy Folwell, former Deputy Clerk; Jo-Ann Waugh, former

Chief Electoral Officer; Rudy Couture, former

Sergeant-at-Arms; and Sarah Edwards, our former finance

clerk. We are also joined by Joanne Lewis, Steve Smyth —

and I have Kirk Cameron, although I’m not sure Kirk is here.
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Welcome, and thank you for being here as we pay tribute

to the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly.

At the outset, I would like to thank the Clerks-at-the-

Table as well as the entire Legislative Assembly Office staff

for providing me with a great deal of background material and

anecdotes about Dr. McCormick, which you are about to hear.

This may take a little while, but I promise, there is some good

stuff.

Floyd William McCormick was born in Montreal. It

might have been a dark and stormy night — we do not know.

Contemporaneous meteorological forecasts could not be

independently verified.

In 1976, at the age of 15, he moved to Sarnia with his

family when his father, who worked for Union Carbide,

started work at the new plant in neighbouring Mooretown.

You can’t tell Floyd’s story without mentioning his late wife,

Sheila Dianne Rose, who was born and raised in Petrolia and

who, by 1980, had already been named a member of the Order

of Canada.

In 1986, Sheila moved to the University of Connecticut to

finish her PhD while Floyd was attending the University of

Western Ontario pursuing his bachelor’s degree. Their long-

distance relationship continued while Sheila moved to the

Yukon to become the director of curriculum in the

Department of Education in 1989 and Floyd worked on his

master’s at Western.

After completing his master of political science in 1990,

Floyd moved to Edmonton to pursue his PhD at the University

of Alberta. In 1995, Floyd — now Dr. McCormick —

followed Sheila north and the two made their home together in

Whitehorse.

After 22 years together, they were married and enjoyed a

wonderful additional nine and a half years of wedded bliss.

Through his marriage to Sheila, Floyd became stepfather to

Roy Rose and Liz Welsh. He is a beloved grandfather and,

incredibly, a great-grandfather to seven great-grandchildren

— whoa.

From 1997 to 2001, Floyd worked as a political

commentator for CBC Yukon radio and television and a

columnist for the Yukon News. As evidence of the “it’s a small
world” in the Yukon, at the time, Floyd was a scribe for the

Yukon News; the current Minister of Highways and Public
Works was, I’m sure, excited to be his boss and very pleased

to be his boss.

During those years, Floyd could often be spotted just

outside of this Chamber, observing the proceedings from a

vantage point up in the press gallery. During that same period

of time, Dr. McCormick also served as a political science

instructor at Yukon College, teaching a course on Yukon First

Nation land claims and self-government.

Floyd’s career at the Legislative Assembly officially

began on August 15, 2001, when he started his tenure in the

role of Deputy Clerk. Dr. McCormick attained the position of

Clerk of the Assembly on March 31, 2007, upon the

retirement of his predecessor, Patrick Michael — a role

Mr. Michael had assumed in 1978.

Not only does Floyd possess a formidable intellect and

razor-sharp wit — they made me write that and say it — it is

evident that he truly cares about this place — the Legislative

Assembly and the people who work here.

Floyd has the universal respect and admiration of

Members of the Legislative Assembly, both past and present.

Some of those former members and former Speakers have

been introduced and are here in the gallery today in honour of

Floyd’s final day in the Chamber as Clerk.

On behalf of myself and the other Presiding Officers, as

well as on behalf of all Members of this House, I would like to

extend my sincere gratitude to Floyd for his wisdom and

clerkly counsel over the past two and a half years.

But wait — there is more.

Mr. Clerk enjoys the admiration and unreserved respect

of his Table Clerks, of the staff of the Legislative Assembly

Office, Hansard, and the Officers of the Assembly — both

past and present — many of who have gathered in the gallery

in appreciation of him and his service to the Chamber.

Dr. McCormick is also held in high esteem by his peers

across Canada and throughout the Commonwealth. Floyd has

held every role on the executive committee of the Association

of Clerks-at-the-Table in Canada, known as “CATS”. He has

served as the society’s secretary-treasurer, vice-president and

president. Representing the society in 2009 and 2010,

Dr. McCormick attended the Australia and New Zealand

Association of Clerks-at-the-Table’s professional

development conference, known by the snappy acronym

“ANZACATT”. This fostered a special relationship which has

continued with his colleagues Down Under who continue to

value Floyd’s perspective and his invaluable contributions to

the profession.

Generous with his time and assistance, in contrast, Floyd

is frugal when it comes to himself. Eschewing for years the

suggestion that the time may have come to replace some of

the more threadbare components of his traditional Clerk’s

uniform, Floyd has been observed whimsically wielding a

black Sharpie to colour in the frayed corners of the waistcoat

that forms part of the clerkly garb — very prudent, very

prudent.

Hansard, who hold Floyd in great affection, have

helpfully suggested post-Yukon Legislative Assembly

occupations for Mr. McCormick — most notably, maître d’ or

perhaps a skilled sommelier, which would permit him to

continue to use the fancy uniform that he has taken such great

care to preserve.

On the subject of uniforms, while noting that the past

tradition of Yukon Speakers sporting a tricorn as part of their

presiding officer’s uniform had ended some decades ago,

Dr. McCormick offered that this formal and historic three-

cornered hat could potentially enjoy a renaissance in Yukon

were it modified to suit the northern climate and sensibilities

by featuring Red Greenesque thermal earflaps.

As many of you know, on many winter evenings, Floyd

trades in his clerkly white tabs and black robes for a hockey

uniform. He has for many years geared up and has stacked the

pads in both the Whitehorse rec and Whitehorse old-timers’
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hockey leagues. Floyd is equally fierce defending the role of

the Assembly as he is in his current hockey team, the Yukon

Inn. During one game some years ago, a rogue puck broke

Floyd’s finger. In consequence of this mishap, Floyd wore a

splint for some time. The now-Premier — Mr. “Shall not be

named” — on noting the conspicuous addition to Floyd’s

robes of the splint, inquired how Floyd had come by that

injury, and upon being briefed on the occurrence, remarked

that Yukon’s Clerk had sustained the most Canadian of all

possible injuries. The splint period is also discernible in the

official records of the House, forming a noticeable

interruption in the normally impressive and meticulous

handwriting with which Floyd signs official documents — and

presumably all documents. For a time, these signatures

arguably came to resemble the stereotypically illegible

prescriptions of a physician, but, as Floyd has often remarked,

he is “not that kind of doctor.” Despite the splint, Floyd

dutifully and painstakingly continued to sign the required

documents, which after a period of time, once again came to

feature Floyd’s characteristic calligraphy.

Floyd is committed to the ideals of parliamentary

democracy. He has observed that a Clerk’s role is to safeguard

the institution of parliament for the members. He has further

wryly observed that, in theory, a Clerk’s role could

conceivably, on occasion, entail safeguarding the institution

from the members. I think we can agree that Floyd’s devotion

to parliamentary democracy and to the institution and his non-

partisanship have served the Assembly and its members

exceedingly well.

We’re almost there — so much to say.

Floyd’s poker face is inscrutable — at times,

disconcertingly so. For example, once, when the electronic

division bells summoning members back to the House for a

vote were not functioning, Floyd, in characteristic deadpan,

offered to run throughout the administration building with

bear bells strapped across his body to alert the members to the

upcoming vote. It’s a good image.

I was interested to learn that it was only after

considerable deliberation and soul-searching that Floyd,

recognizing the heavy responsibility that falls on the Clerk’s

shoulders, applied for the Clerk’s job. In fact, Floyd waited

until — I am advised — quite literally the final hour before

submitting his application. Apparently, Floyd had discussed

with Sheila his considerable reservations about applying for

the role. He decided against it, and then of course, did what

Sheila strongly advised.

Floyd was always one to appreciate the adage — I don’t

love this adage but: “Happy wife, happy life.” While Floyd

noted that he would have accepted with equanimity whatever

the results had been of that competition, I believe that I speak

for members and staff, past and present, that it was an

auspicious day for the Assembly when Floyd was named

Clerk.

On being asked what Floyd would do for fun in the near

future, post-retirement, he offered a few things — first, that he

will be travelling to Vancouver in June to attend — wait for it

— the annual notoriously bacchanalian cabal of the Canadian

Political Science Association. I am sure there are a few

political scientists in the Chamber who could potentially join

Dr. McCormick.

When pressed for details of further travels — enjoyable

ones — he brightly offered that he may also find himself in

the nation’s capital this year in later summer at coincidentally

— or not — the same time as the annual professional

development seminar featuring a veritable “who’s who” of a

rogue’s gallery at the Association of Clerks-at-the-Table in

Canada. Floyd is also contemplating a visit this summer to see

his stepson Roy in the town of Middleton, Nova Scotia.

Between his service as Deputy Clerk and as Clerk,

Dr. McCormick’s tenure has now spanned 977 sitting days,

starting on October 18, 2001, and including today’s

proceedings. This is a remarkable achievement, and one from

which Floyd has largely emerged with both his wits and his

wit intact.

We thank Floyd for his friendship, for his service to the

Assembly, and wish him nothing but amazing future

adventures. Thank you.

Applause

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am pleased to rise this afternoon

on behalf of the Liberal caucus to pay tribute to

Dr. Floyd McCormick. Simply put, Floyd has served this

House for the past 18 years in an extraordinary manner,

initially as Deputy Clerk and since 2007, as our Clerk. It is

fitting that we legislators take the time to acknowledge and

sincerely thank Clerk McCormick for his many contributions

to this fine place.

As one of the newer members of this Assembly, I am

grateful for the assistance that Floyd has given me, as I learn

the procedural ropes. I know that I speak for others in this

House on this topic. I also want to say how grateful I am for

his guidance with respect to my responsibilities as

Government House Leader. You see, one of the perks of this

job is that I meet each morning during the Sitting with

Mr. Clerk and have all of my questions answered, and I have

lots of them. I know that I can absolutely count on his

professionalism and his extensive understanding of

parliamentary procedures and the traditions of this House.

Equally important, Mr. Speaker — I know that I can rely on

the fact that his advice is fair, well-researched, and thoroughly

considered. As they say, Mr. Speaker, Clerk McCormick has

stellar corporate knowledge. He can provide insight on not

only how we do things here, but why we do them in a

particular way.

These qualities, I think, are the key to Floyd’s long and

successful career. He leaves public service with a well-earned

reputation for guiding the Legislative Assembly and providing

expert advice on parliamentary procedures. He is leaving big

shoes to fill. His wealth of knowledge in all matters regarding

the Legislative Assembly is astonishing, and we are sad to say

goodbye.

Mr. Speaker, his staff reports that Floyd has been a very

good mentor — always encouraging, level-headed, calm,

supportive, and remarkably intelligent. I don’t know why it’s
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“remarkable”, but remarkably intelligent. “Surprisingly” —

maybe that is what the word should have been.

They say he has a precise memory — a trait that may be

more of a burden in a position like his. All these qualities

have, no doubt, served Floyd well in his alternate vocation as

a goalie. Perhaps in retirement, Mr. Speaker, Floyd will have

some more time to indulge his hockey career. I know him to

be steadfast in his dedication to the game, and — like being

our Clerk — it is certainly a role that he carries out in an even-

handed, thoughtful, and skilled manner.

We also know that Floyd takes his love of history — and

in particular, Yukon political history — with him into

retirement. Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, with more time to reflect, he

may write a book on his insights — or not.

Throughout his career, Floyd has conducted himself with

extraordinary professionalism, while gaining the trust and the

respect of colleagues, elected members, and the broader

community.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of our caucus, I want to pay

sincere thanks to Floyd for his dedicated service over many

years. We wish him exciting new challenges, adventurous

travels, and endless shutouts in the next chapter.

I also didn’t know about the seven great-grandchildren. I

am pretty hopeful that he spends some time there as well.

They will no doubt want to see his outfit as well —

grandchildren and great-grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, his retirement is very well-deserved and

hard-earned, and we trust it will be truly enjoyed.

Congratulations.

Applause

Mr. Kent: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party caucus to

pay tribute to Dr. Floyd McCormick — or Dr. Floyd, as we

have come to call him over the years — for his service here as

first Deputy Clerk and later as Clerk of the Yukon Legislative

Assembly.

I had the unique pleasure of having been here in October

2001 for Floyd’s first day in this Assembly — when I was the

MLA for Riverside and the Minister of Economic

Development — and now of course here to share today in his

final day, before his new adventures begin.

Looking back to Hansard of that first day, we in the

Assembly talked about a few things. It was the first sitting day

after the tragic events of 9/11, so there was a brief tribute and

a moment of silence. Question Period that day featured

questions on a school bus contract that involved the Speaker,

CT scanners, private health care, and how poor our driver’s

licences used to be. This all was followed by the tabling of the

fall capital budget.

From that day forward, Floyd has served Yukoners and

members of this House who represent them very well. He has

sat through hundreds of days of Question Periods, many

budget speeches, debates, and far more Wednesdays than I’m

sure he would have liked to.

Mr. Speaker, one of my early memories of Floyd was

when Patrick Michael, former Clerk of the Assembly and

Floyd’s previous boss, used to call him “Grasshopper”, in

some reference, I’m sure, to the 1984 movie Karate Kid. I
don’t know if Floyd saw the humour in it, but I can assure him

that others did, as we thought of him waxing Patrick’s car or

painting his fence that summer. It is too bad, Mr. Speaker, that

he hasn’t been afforded that same opportunity with the

incoming Clerk, Dan Cable, for all of those chores around the

house. Perhaps you can negotiate that as part of your

severance.

Many others had comments that they wanted me to share

here today as well, Mr. Speaker. Of course, Canadian Armed

Forces veteran and former Speaker David Laxton, who is here

today, recalls that Floyd is what one would call a “military

buff” and, in the day, having been a tank driver and a gunner,

that they had some very interesting conversations. He said that

several times over the years, when Floyd would travel or

attend conferences and there was a military museum close by,

he would make a point of visiting that museum.

Former Speaker Ted Staffen, who is here with us today as

well, had this to say — and I quote: “As Speaker, I had the

opportunity to work with Dr. McCormick over nine-plus years

while he was both Deputy Clerk and then Clerk. His advice

was always based on reason before passion, which is

occasionally hard to do in a House full of passionate people.

However, the quite calm fellow you see before you changes

when he gets a guitar in his hands. He is a great entertainer

with interesting stories. I would like to add my congratulations

to all the others, and enjoy your retirement, Floyd. Sing on.”

Again, that is from Speaker Staffen.

This, Mr. Speaker, from long-time former Government

House Leader and current MLA for Lake Laberge — I quote

again: “Thanks, Floyd, for all of your help and advice during

my 16-plus years that we have worked together in this

Legislature.”

So, Mr. Speaker, a big thank you to Floyd for his

guidance and advice. Although I personally admit — and I am

sure there are others who would admit — that it wasn’t always

followed. I know that I speak on behalf of many current and

former MLAs when I thank Floyd for his service and wish

him well in his retirement from this place. We hope that he

enjoys this next phase of his life, that he does not listen to the

proceedings of this House on the radio for the foreseeable

future, and that he can one day celebrate another Stanley Cup

win for his beloved Montreal Canadiens — however, not until

after the Toronto Maple Leafs get one first.

Applause

Ms. Hanson: The Yukon New Democratic Party joins

all of our colleagues in this House, in the Legislative

Assembly Office, and in the caucus offices of all three parties

in recognizing Dr. Floyd McCormick for his contributions to

the democratic process in Yukon.

As MLAs, each of us over the years has turned to Floyd

for advice on that brilliant motion that you wanted to bring

forward but just weren’t sure if it was okay, only to have him

look at you with a look that says — with no words necessary:

“Really?” and followed by “Well, you could do that, but — ”
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— and then he would subtly lead you to the correct turn of

phrase.

Forever occupying that corner office, Floyd has served as

an advisor, an encyclopedia on matters parliamentary, and a

sounding board for so many of us.

It is not only MLAs who have benefitted from Floyd’s

mentorship. Caucus staff over the years have leaned on Floyd

for his direction and for his advice, and they always remark

that he has never treated them like they were in over their

heads — although at all times, they knew that they were.

Mr. Speaker, one of our caucus staff even had the honour

of driving off in Floyd’s old Mustang. I’m told that he

purchased it; I’m not positive about that. I believe it’s

somewhere in Alberta or Quebec or someplace.

As an MLA, I have to say there have been times when the

antics in this august Chamber resemble more the theatre of the

absurd than solemn and thoughtful debate — and still, the

inscrutable Mr. McCormick sits there, rarely registering a

reaction to our antics. How does one sit in here listening to

both the on- and off-mic remarks day in and day out, and not

lose it? Is there a secret inner mantra for Clerks of the

Assembly? We’ll have to find that out at the Edgewater.

Mr. Speaker, I first met Floyd many years ago in a

previous life when he was doing his work on his PhD on

inherent aboriginal rights and the Umbrella Final Agreement.
Years later, after countless hours of often ill-informed debate

on matters related to his chosen field of expertise, it will be

fascinating to see if, in his memoirs, he finally lets loose on

what he was really thinking as he sat Buddha-like, only rising

to advise the Speaker on those rare occasions when our

rhetoric reached unparliamentary lows.

Mr. Speaker, over the course of time, there is a strange

and hard-to-define bond that develops among those linked to

the work that we all do in this Assembly: from Hansard staff,

to pages, to Sergeants-at-Arms, to Legislative Assembly

office staff, to our Deputy Clerks, and to our Clerk. Over time,

we have shared sad times, pausing occasionally to celebrate

the lives of those who have touched us. So too we shared in

the grief when Sheila — the love of Floyd’s life and an

inspiration to so many throughout Yukon and Canada —

passed.

You know, Mr. Speaker, some might question whether

Floyd is hanging up his Clerk’s skates too soon. The contrary

view — and one we would subscribe to — is that Floyd is

doing so at just the right time for him. Ultimately, that bodes

well for all of us. By choosing when to move on to the next

phase of his life, rather than being required to, we know that

Floyd will continue to contribute to our community in many

ways. We look forward to the tell-all memoir, to seeing him

on faculty at, say, the new Yukon university, or — who

knows? We might even see him return to this hallowed

Chamber as an elected member. Whichever path you choose,

Floyd, we wish you well.

Applause

Speaker: If all members and the gallery could stand,

please.

Midnight Sun Pipe Band piper enters the Chamber and
performs in honour of Floyd McCormick, retiring Clerk of the
Yukon Legislative Assembly

Speaker: Please be seated.

That would get your attention on a Wednesday, I think.

It’s very resonant.

Before I adjourn the Spring Sitting of the Yukon

Legislative Assembly, I have a few brief comments. I would

like to extend my thanks on behalf of the Speaker, the Deputy

Speaker, the Deputy Chair of Committee of the Whole, and on

behalf of all MLAs to the retiring Clerk Floyd McCormick,

the incoming Clerk Dan Cable, Deputy Clerk Linda Kolody,

Clerk of Committees Allison Lloyd, Director of

Administration, Finance and Systems Helen Fitzsimmons,

Operations Manager Brenda McCain-Armour, Finance and

Operations Clerk Lyndsey Amundson, as well as Sergeant-at-

Arms Karina Watson and Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms Harris

Cox, who all provide invaluable support to all MLAs and their

staff in order for all of us to continue to do the important work

that we are sent here to do on behalf of all Yukoners.

As well, I would also like to take this opportunity to

thank the skilled team at Hansard for their timely and accurate

service, the pages for their efforts to keep us hydrated, and all

the other background staff and contractors who keep this

operation going.

I wish Members of the Legislative Assembly all the best

for the summer. Safe travels as you recharge your batteries

and return to your respective ridings to connect with your

loved ones, extended family and friends, and with your

constituents. Thank you very much.

As the House has reached the maximum number of sitting

days permitted for this Spring Sitting and the House has

completed consideration of the designated legislation, it is the

duty of the Chair to declare that this House now stands

adjourned.

The House adjourned at 5:58 p.m.

Sergeant-at-Arms leads Midnight Sun Pipe Band piper,
the Speaker, the retiring Clerk and the Clerks-at-the-Table
from the Chamber.

The following sessional papers were tabled April 30,
2019:

34-2-101
Yukon state of the environment interim report 2019 —

A report on environmental indicators (Frost)

34-2-102
Yukon Workers' Compensation Health and Safety Board

2018 Annual Report— Footsteps into the future (Dendys)
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The following legislative returns were tabled April 30,
2019:

34-2-214
Response to oral question from Ms. Hanson

re: government staffing (Mostyn)

34-2-215
Response to oral question from Ms. White re: government

employment of tradespeople (Mostyn)

34-2-216
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Mr. Cathers related to general debate on Vote 10, Public
Service Commission, in Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act
2019-20—managers from outside of Yukon (Mostyn)

34-2-217
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Mr. Cathers related to general debate on Vote 10, Public
Service Commission, in Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act
2019-20— deputy minister appointments (Mostyn)

34-2-218
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. Hanson related to general debate on Vote 11, Women's
Directorate, in Bill No. 210, First Appropriation Act 2019-20
— non-aboriginal minorities (Dendys)

34-2-219
Response to oral question from Ms. White re: Yukon

nominee program (Pillai)

34-2-220
Response to oral question from Mr. Kent re: mining

within municipal boundaries (Pillai)

34-2-221
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Ms. Hanson related to general debate on Vote 53, Department
of Energy, Mines and Resources, in Bill No. 210, First
Appropriation Act 2019-20 — management of type 2 mine
sites (Pillai)

34-2-222
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Mr. Cathers related to general debate on Vote 53, Department
of Energy, Mines and Resources, in Bill No. 210, First
Appropriation Act 2019-20—winter ticks (Pillai)

34-2-223
Response to matter outstanding from discussion with

Mr. Istchenko related to general debate on Vote 7, Department
of Economic Development, in Bill No. 210, First
Appropriation Act 2019-20 — funding for the regional
economic development fund, the community development
fund and the enterprise trade fund (Pillai)

The following documents were filed April 30, 2019:

34-2-71
Internal health review tiger team recommendations, letter

re (dated April 30, 2019) from Patti McLeod, Member for
Watson Lake, to Hon. Pauline Frost, Minister of Health and
Social Services (McLeod)

34-2-72
Additional names on petition regarding Grizzly Valley

zoning, letter re (dated April 30, 2019) from Brad Cathers,
Member for Lake Laberge, to Hon. Ranj Pillai, Minister of
Energy, Mines and Resources (Cathers)

34-2-73
Policing Priorities, letter re (dated April 29, 2019) from

Hon. Tracy-Anne McPhee, Minister of Justice, to Brad
Cathers, Member for Lake Laberge (Cathers)


