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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Tuesday, October 31, 2017 — 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.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of Veterans’ Week and the Royal 
Canadian Legion’s poppy campaign 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Today, I rise and pay tribute on 

behalf of the Yukon Liberal government to the annual poppy 

campaign of the Royal Canadian Legion, which started last 

Friday, October 27.  

I also rise to honour the courageous men and women of 

the Canadian Armed Forces in recognition of Veterans’ Week, 

which begins on November 5. The Royal Canadian Legion is 

Canada’s largest veterans’ support and community service 

organization. Yukon is home to two branches — one in 

Dawson City and the other one in Whitehorse — and their 

membership numbers over 400 people. Of those members, 

over 150 are veterans whose experiences span World War I, 

the Korean War, tours in Afghanistan, and also service in the 

United States Army.  

The poppy campaign is a perfect example of the legion’s 

mission in action. Funds raised through citizen donations 

support Canadian veterans and their families. The poppy pins 

that bloom over our hearts are an international symbol of 

remembrance. They serve as a humble and somber reminder 

of the great service paid to our country by Canadian men and 

women, both past and present, from all walks of life, from 

coast to coast to coast.  

It is thanks to their service, their personal sacrifice and 

collective dedication to home and country that we enjoy the 

fundamental rights and freedoms and securities that we have 

today. Their sacrifice is something no Canadian should ever 

forget, and it is the reason that every year, we wear our 

poppies. They demonstrate the deep gratitude owed to our 

country’s veterans and an understanding of the importance of 

keeping that gratitude alive.  

In Yukon, Mr. Speaker, local members of the Royal 

Canadian Legion are engaged in the community in so many 

ways. They have helped, supported and coordinated many 

community events such as Rendezvous and the annual Canada 

Day parades in all of our communities, and participated in 

special projects like the 75
th

 anniversary dedication of the 

Alaska Highway and the Soldier’s Summit in Kluane National 

Park. They have also hosted commemorative events such as 

Joe Boyle’s 150
th

 birthday, which is going to happen next 

month.  

Joe Boyle, as we all know, is a significant feature in 

Yukon’s history: founder of the Canadian Klondyke Mining 

Company, builder of Dredge No. 4; also the personal financier 

of a volunteer specialist machine gun unit of 50 Yukon men 

during the outbreak of war in 1914; and finally, Joe was also 

an instrumental player in the smuggling of the Romanian 

Crown jewels out of the Kremlin and back into Romania. For 

his many exploits, he became a highly decorated war hero in 

several countries. The Legion is celebrating this legacy on 

November 4. 

Mr. Speaker, as time passes and veterans — particularly 

those from World War II — number fewer and fewer, it is 

crucial that we keep the magnitude of their sacrifices in our 

hearts and the profundity of their experiences in our minds. It 

is in this way that we safeguard generations in future from 

repeating lessons from the past. 

Today, I am absolutely honoured to rise and pay tribute to 

Canadian veterans and, in particular, all Yukoners who have 

bravely worked in service for our country. Thank you for your 

service, Mr. Speaker.  

Lest we forget. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I do thank the Premier for his kind 

words today.  

I rise today on behalf of the Yukon Party to pay tribute to 

all veterans and the Royal Canadian Legion as they launch 

their annual poppy campaign this month and the numerous 

other activities they organize in the weeks leading up to 

Remembrance Day. 

As a proud member of the Legion, I do understand the 

work that is done at this time of year. I can tell you that it is 

sure appreciated, but I want to focus on the poppy campaign. 

The last Friday in October through to Remembrance 

Day, millions of Canadians wear a poppy as a vigil pledge to 

never forget those who sacrificed for our freedom. I would 

encourage everyone in the Yukon to show their recognition by 

proudly wearing this symbol of remembrance and taking a 

moment to reflect. 

Mr. Speaker, many might say: Why wear a poppy? I have 

explained it to many from time to time, but I believe there is a 

poem, and I am going to read it. It was written by Don 

Crawford and it says it all: 

“Please wear a poppy,” the lady said, 

And held one forth, but I shook my head. 

Then I stopped and watched as she offered them there, 

And her face was old and lined with care; 

But beneath the scars the years had made 

There remained a smile that refused to fade. 

A boy came whistling down the street, 

Bouncing along on carefree feet. 

His smile was full of joy and fun, 

“Lady,” said he, “may I have one?” 

When she'd pinned it on, he turned to say; 

“Why do we wear a poppy today?” 

The lady smiled in her wistful way 

And answered; “This is Remembrance Day. 

And the poppy there is a symbol for 
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The gallant men who died in war. 

And because they did, you and I are free —  

That's why we wear a poppy, you see. 

I had a boy about your size, 

With golden hair and big blue eyes. 

He loved to play and jump and shout, 

Free as a bird, he would race about. 

As the years went by, he learned and grew, 

And became a man — as you will, too… 

… But the war went on and he had to stay, 

And all I could do was wait and pray. 

His letters told of the awful fight 

(I can see it still in my dreams at night), 

With the tanks and guns and cruel barbed wire, 

And the mines and bullets, the bombs and fire. 

Till at last, at last, the war was won —  

And that's why we wear a poppy, son.” 

The small boy turned as if to go, 

Then said, “Thanks, lady, I'm glad to know. 
That sure did sound like an awful fight 

But your son — did he come back all right?” 

A tear rolled down each faded cheek; 

She shook her head, but didn't speak 

I slunk away in a sort of shame,  

And if you were me, you'd have done the same: 

For our thanks, in giving, if oft delayed, 

Though our freedom was bought — and thousands paid! 

And so, when we see a poppy worn, 

Let us reflect on the burden borne 

By those who gave their very all 

When asked to answer their country's call 

That we at home in peace might live. 

Then wear a poppy! Remember — and Give! 

 

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus 

to speak of the importance of the Remembrance Day poppy. 

We’re lucky to live in Canada — a country envied for our 

stability, safety and security. We don’t face daily attacks on 

our person. Our streets and skies are quiet without the 

backdrop of armed conflict. In our modern era, it’s easy to 

remove ourselves from the reality and the cost of war. We’re 

inundated with images and sound bites around the world of 

conflicts, packaged up and delivered to us by the media every 

minute of every day. 

In recent years, as global stability weakens, our daily dose 

of disaster has increased. We have been given a window into 

war that more often than not, many of us are unable to bear, so 

we close it and we turn away. This inundation distances us 

even further from our veterans, the very people who have 

witnessed and experienced first-hand the horrors of war. This 

ability to turn off and tune out allows us to distance ourselves 

from the true cost of war. It separates us from the tens of 

thousands of men and women who are currently serving in the 

Canadian military and all of those who came before them to 

support freedom, democracy, the rule of law and human rights 

around the world. 

The two weeks leading up to Remembrance Day are 

about opening that window. The symbol and the legend of the 

poppy were born out of the lived experience of John McCrae. 

His beautiful poem In Flanders Fields has moved generations 

of Canadians and still symbolizes for us today the loss, the 

heartache and the cost of war. The poppy is the visual cue to 

stop and remember. They remind us not to only acknowledge 

the sacrifice of those who lost their lives, but to acknowledge 

the sacrifice of those who answered the call of duty and walk 

among us today. 

By wearing a poppy, we’re saying, “We remember. We 

see you. We honour you and your sacrifices, and we are 

thankful for everything that you have done and you continue 

to do.”  

You can disagree with war. You don’t have to like it or 

support it or even want to talk about it, but none of that should 

ever take away from the importance of the poppy. The poppy 

isn’t a symbol that supports war. It doesn’t symbolize the 

politicians who have made the decision to engage in armed 

conflict. It symbolizes the men and the women who have 

personally borne the costs of those decisions, and it is to them 

that we owe a debt of gratitude and it is to them that we 

pledge to remember. It is for them that we wear the poppy. 

Lest we forget.  

In recognition of the International Year of 
Sustainable Tourism for Development 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I am honoured today to rise to pay 

tribute to the value of sustainable tourism on behalf of all 

Members of the Legislative Assembly.  

The United Nations declared 2017 as the International 

Year of Sustainable Tourism for Development. It is an 

opportunity to underscore the role that sustainable tourism can 

play in advancing economic, social, environmental and 

cultural sustainable development. 

Given the importance of the topic, I was pleased that it 

was the theme for this year’s Tourism Industry Association of 

Yukon’s conference in Dawson City in September. I was 

honoured to participate in the conference, and I thank TIA 

Yukon for facilitating the conversation. It was really 

important.  

Yukoners know the importance of tourism to our 

economy. In 2016, estimated visitor spending totalled 

$303 million, with the industry employing approximately 

3,000 Yukoners.  

Tourism helps Yukoners find well-paying, family-

supporting jobs. Revenues from tourism also help us to pay 

for critical infrastructure and social services that we all rely 

upon. We also know that tourism means so much more than 

the bottom line. The United Nations declaration recognizes 

the importance of tourism in fostering better understanding 

among people everywhere, leading to a greater awareness of 

the rich heritage and various civilizations and bringing about a 

better appreciation of the inherent values of different cultures, 

thereby contributing to the strengthening of peace in the 

world. Tourism represents an opportunity to break down the 

barriers of misunderstanding and prejudice to build bridges 
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between visitors and locals and continue the process of 

reconciliation as First Nations share their culture and land 

with their fellow Yukoners and with our visitors. 

We are committed to working together with First Nation 

governments, development corporations, NGOs and industry 

partners to grow tourism as a key component of Yukon’s 

economy. But, as our tourism industry grows and more people 

come to visit Yukon, we must be mindful. It can negatively 

impact our environment, it can change how we live in our 

communities and it can create infrastructure challenges. We 

must work together to ensure that our growth is sustainable. 

The time is right to take tourism to the next level. That is 

why we are working toward developing a multi-year, goal-

oriented strategy to sustainably grow tourism in the Yukon. 

We are providing opportunities for real collaboration. Our 

ideas will help form Yukon’s tourism development strategy — 

not Yukon government’s strategy. By working together, we 

can maximize our potential as a competitive travel destination. 

We can attract more visitors to Yukon, provide more revenues 

to local businesses, create more good-paying jobs for 

Yukoners, showcase and celebrate our culture — all while 

ensuring our growth is sustainable and our shared values are 

respected. 

I have a number of very important visitors to the gallery 

today, who I would like to acknowledge: Kalin Pallett — he is 

the president of the Wilderness Tourism Association of 

Yukon; Edward Peart, who is the president of the Yukon 

Convention Bureau; Peter Turner, president of the Whitehorse 

Chamber of Commerce; Alida Munro, managing director of 

the Yukon Convention Bureau; Allyn Walton, who is the 

office manager for the Tourism Industry Association of the 

Yukon; Harmony Hunter, conference coordinator for the 

TIAY conference. We have other staff members: 

Pierre Germain, who is a director; Robin Anderson, manager 

for marketing; Deb Greenlaw, office coordinator; 

Shannon McNevin, who is a product development officer; 

MacKenzie Downing, a research analyst; and we have 

Linnea Blum and Carleen Kerr from our communications 

staff. 

Thank you all so much for all the work that you do on 

behalf of all Yukoners. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Any further introductions of visitors? 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Mr. Cathers: I would just like to join the minister in 

welcoming people here today and note that Peter Turner is a 

constituent of mine and president of the Yukon Chamber of 

Commerce, not the Whitehorse Chamber of Commerce. I 

would like to welcome them all here today. 

Applause  

 

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for 

tabling?  

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I have for tabling one legislative 

return in response to questions about the south Klondike 

Highway from the Leader of the Third Party.  

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I have for tabling Yukon Public 

Accounts 2016-2017.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further 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?  

Is there a statement by a minister?  

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Public Accounts 2016-17 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Just now, I tabled the Public 

Accounts of Yukon for the 2016-17 fiscal year. I want to 

thank the Office of the Auditor General for its work on this 

year’s financial statements. The Public Accounts, 

Mr. Speaker, underscores the rationale for the Yukon 

Financial Advisory Panel our government appointed. The 

financial statements for 2016-17 show a $5.4-million deficit 

for the year. This compares with a $9.4-million surplus 

budgeted at the outset of the financial year. The difference is 

$15 million and the difference has resulted in our government 

being in the red for the year. 

As I said in my budget speech — and I quote again: 

“Coming into office, we understood that Yukon had a surplus 

budget, yet there was no surplus. There was in fact a deficit.”  

We have talked about this in the House. This deficit is a 

result of commitments made by the previous government prior 

to last year’s election. These commitments were significant 

and were not included in the budget for the last year and still 

need to be paid for. So we have the annual deficit for last year 

just as we did in 2009-10 and also 2010-11 fiscal years. In 

fact, there would have been an annual deficit two years ago in 

the 2015-16 fiscal year, had the Yukon government not taken 

back the Dawson City waste-water treatment plant.  

The Public Accounts also shows that the government’s 

net financial assets have also sharply declined. When one 

looks back two years ago at the 2015-16 fiscal year, the 

territory had $223 million in the bank in the surplus. We now 

have $88 million.  

We have capital projects that did not get finished under 

the previous government as well. These will cost money. We 

have capital projects where there has been no provision for the 

costs for running them. The Whistle Bend continuing care 

facility alone will cost $36 million a year.  

All of this has implications for the government’s finances 

moving forward. This is why earlier in our mandate, we 

approved and appointed the Financial Advisory Panel. The 

Yukon Financial Advisory Panel has noted in its draft report 

that the rate of growth of Yukon government revenues at 



1404 HANSARD October 31, 2017 

 

1.7 percent per year has not kept pace with the government’s 

spending growth, which was 2.5 percent per year. 

The difference in these annual growth rates means that 

Yukon’s financial position has steadily been weakened. The 

panel has held over 60 meetings in 15 communities 

throughout the territory to review where we are financially as 

a territory and to talk about the future. We look forward to 

receiving the panel’s final report in the next couple of weeks. 

The panel has acknowledged that the Yukon government is 

responding early to the developing fiscal challenges. Early 

action to correct the problem means that there are many more 

options than would be otherwise available. The work of the 

Financial Advisory Panel is important to the work that is 

needed to address the weakening of the territory’s financials 

over the last several years. Its discussion with Yukoners and 

its options will help to inform the path forward — a path that 

is needed to restore a strong financial future for the people 

who live here. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I rise today as Official Opposition 

Finance critic to respond to the Premier’s ministerial 

statement.  

We see a pattern by this Liberal government and the 

Premier of failing to take responsibility for their own actions 

and their own decisions. We are just one week away from 

their one-year anniversary, yet the Premier keeps trying to 

play the blame game and blame his financial decisions on the 

previous Finance minister. In fact, the Premier was in charge 

during the last five months of the 2016-17 fiscal year — five 

months — almost half of that year. He made spending 

decisions during that time but would have you believe that he 

didn’t. I will give you a few examples, and remember that this 

is just a few of the many decisions made in the five months of 

new spending decisions that the Premier and his ministers 

made.  

Fiscal responsibility begins with leading by example, and 

the Premier has failed that leadership test. We have learned 

that shortly after coming into office, the Liberal government 

went on a Cabinet office spending spree with taxpayers’ 

money. According to documents we ATIPP’d before the 

passing of their 2017-18 budget, the Liberals spent $105,000 

on personal luxuries ranging from furniture to iPads to 

smartphones. While the government is planning on going into 

debt and considering a territorial sales tax, they spent 

taxpayers’ money on new luxuries for ministers and political 

staff, including over $60,000 for new electronic devices alone.  

Another example of unnecessary spending decisions that 

they made was a choice to renovate the Cabinet office and put 

up a glass wall between themselves and the public. They also 

had unnecessarily high transition costs. Financial 

responsibility begins with leading by example. 

The Premier has also failed to explain why he tabled a fall 

supplementary budget that he knew was wrong in its 

statement about the government’s net financial assets for the 

end of the fiscal year. On October 5, he tabled a budget 

showing the Yukon’s fiscal position at the end of his first five 

months in power. It stated the net financial assets at 

$93.4 million at the end of the 2016-17 fiscal year. Now the 

Public Accounts, which the Premier signed off just 13 days 

later, show his fall budget misstates the government’s 

financial position by approximately $5 million.  

The Premier and his colleagues chose to table the largest 

budget in Yukon history this year. Their own budget shows a 

plan to spend down our financial assets by over $80 million 

this fiscal year, burning through $80 million in cash this fiscal 

year alone. The Premier tries to blame it on O&M costs for 

the Whistle Bend continuing care facility, claiming that the 

previous Finance minister did not properly account for future 

costs. But I have to remind the Premier that Whistle Bend is 

not open this year and won’t be fully open until almost the end 

of his mandate. There is a little bit of money in this year’s 

budget for the recruitment of staff, but the facility itself is not 

going to be in full operation until almost the very tail end of 

this government’s term in office. His decision to increase 

spending this fiscal year — including adding 202 new 

government staff positions, by his own admission in the spring 

— instead of restraining spending as they should have, is the 

Premier’s choice. 

He chose to spend over $80 million in cash in this year’s 

budget. He chose to authorize additional spending in the first 

five months in office and had tried to blame the former 

premier, but Yukoners expect him to be accountable for his 

own decisions and we will hold him to account. I do have to 

remind him, as I have in the past, that the reduction and the 

net financial assets under the previous government included a 

decision to assist the Hospital Corporation by wiping out 

approximately $27 million in debt and to assist Yukon Energy 

Corporation by lowering the money for the LNG facility. That 

$47 million of cash was money well-spent on advancing the 

needs of Yukoners as it comes to health care and energy. 

Those are just two of the examples that have nothing to do 

with the narrative that the Premier tries to use. 

 

Ms. White: I hope what we just witnessed is to be the 

final chapter of the “It’s not our fault; it was the previous 

government’s fault” narrative. I’m also hopeful that we will 

stop hearing it from this side.  

Don’t get me wrong — the Premier is largely right when 

it comes to the mismanagement and the lack of fiscal planning 

by the previous Yukon Party government. We have no doubt, 

and the Public Accounts attest that the rosy financial picture 

described by the previous government in the last election was 

more of a creative than realistic picture of Yukon’s financial 

situation.  

With the Public Accounts being tabled today, I’m happy 

to know that the 2016-17 fiscal year is officially behind us. 

We are looking forward to reviewing the Public Accounts so 

we can close the books on the past and we can move on. 

We have a clear picture of what the financial situation 

was at the end of last year. Blaming the other guys is no 

longer going to be an option. It’s time for this government to 

look ahead because they can’t keep living in the past. This 

government must take full responsibility for any decision it 

now makes. The choices that this government is making today 
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and from now on are made with the full knowledge of our 

financial situation. They shoulder this full responsibility.  

Pointing fingers across to the previous government won’t 

cut it anymore. We look forward to future thinking, to ideas 

and to solution that will help Yukoners with their lived reality 

in a fiscally responsible fashion. 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I agree with the Member for the Third 

Party as far as looking forward. Our issue with it is that every 

time the record from the past gets brought up again and it’s 

being misrepresented, we feel the need to put the reality into 

the Legislative Assembly.  

There is a $15-million difference between what the 

Yukon Party said they were budgeting and what actually 

happened — a $15-million difference. I have a list of those 

items.  

The member opposite spoke about money for computers 

and for phones to do our business. Yes, we did spend that 

money; we did. But what they spent, and didn’t budget for, 

was unbudgeted salary increases for the new collective 

bargaining agreement with the Yukon Employees’ Union — 

unbudgeted, Mr. Speaker — and $3.5 million for new teachers 

and educational assistants hired without budget dollars 

allocated for them. Then we’re told that this is somehow our 

hire, yet they were in the seats in September.  

There is $4 million in payments due to meet pension 

solvency requirements for Yukon Hospital Corporation, which 

is $3.5 million, and for Yukon College of $500,000. 

There is $2.2 million in unpaid construction bills for the 

hospitals in rural Yukon and for the Crocus Ridge residence 

construction. Again, we were told this was on budget, and 

now we have the bills coming in and they need to be 

accounted for, and that’s what the Public Accounts through 

the Auditor General do. 

There is $2.2 million for new continuing care beds for the 

Thomson Centre and McDonald Lodge; another $1.8 million 

for the new Salvation Army building; $1.8 million for 

affordable housing; $1.5 million for transition costs; and 

$1.5 million for MacBride Museum expansion — done 

outside of the scrutiny of the full budget, and outside the 

scrutiny of Management Board. So again, Mr. Speaker, we 

look forward to the financial responsibility. I share the 

member from the Third Party’s optimism that we can move 

forward and talk about the financial security of the Yukon, 

and that’s what our first step with the Yukon Financial 

Advisory Panel was meant to do. It’s to turn the page on the 

old way of doing financing and to look ahead to a five-year 

plan when it comes to the financial decisions of this 

government.  

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud of the accomplishments on 

this side of the House, of this team, how busy they have been 

in moving forward, and we will take a responsible, 

coordinated approach and to be very serious about those 

sound financial management practices that we promised 

Yukoners so that we can make their lives better. 

 

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Mining legislation 

Mr. Hassard: Seven months ago, the Premier issued a 

Government of Yukon press release stating that he was 

committed to developing a collaborative framework to address 

industry concerns around the timelines and reassessments for 

major projects. 

The minister did not answer this question yesterday so I 

will try again today: What is the status of this collaborative 

framework that the Premier promised industry seven months 

ago? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. We are currently in the midst of working with our 

stakeholder partners to come up with a process with which to 

put forward and advance these projects on behalf of the 

Yukon government.  

The collaboration put forward — we have seen it on the 

First Nation front. It has been rich and fulfilling for me 

personally to be involved in these things. We’ve had several 

Yukon Forums and those processes are going forward really 

productively and we look forward to having much greater 

involvement in the future with our stakeholders.  

Frankly, what we’re hearing is this is a great thing for the 

territory. We’re bringing more certainty to the territory. We 

were just speaking this morning, Mr. Speaker, about how the 

mining industry in this territory would be doing much greater 

if we had more certainty around our legislative processes and 

everything else. The fact is, we have not been working well 

internally as a society working together toward our goals. That 

has actually turned around in the last eight months and I’m 

very happy to have been a part of it.  

Mr. Hassard: I’m not quite sure what that was so I’ll 

try again.  

Seven months ago, the Premier promised industry that he 

would develop a collaborative framework to address 

industry’s concerns. Can we please hear what the timeline is 

for when this framework will be completed?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: We spoke yesterday in the Legislative 

Assembly about the reset MOU. I would say that first and 

foremost — to speak to the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin — 

that’s really the structure. The framework of that has been 

completed — parties from the Council of Yukon First 

Nations, the Yukon territorial government as well as the 

Government of Canada have worked on that together.  

The group has come together. Essentially, what we’re 

waiting for at this particular time is a signatory from Canada 

and at the same time, watching what’s happening within the 

parliamentary process for Canada. Although having 

discussions with industry, I had a great sit-down with the 

Yukon Chamber of Mines last week and assured them that 

we’ll make sure their voice is at the table and that’s part of the 

role that I have taken on as we work through this.  

It’s not about “what is the time frame?” This is work that 

is ongoing. It doesn’t stop. Our MOU table with the self-

governing First Nations is another avenue as well as we look 

to try to fix these challenges that we have in front of us.  
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Mr. Hassard: The concern is: When will it be done? 

When will that framework be completed? In the spring, the 

Premier stated in this Legislature — and I’ll quote: “We will 

make a commitment to the Yukon Party that the concerns of 

the Chamber of Commerce, when it comes to the concerns 

around the timelines and reassessments, we’ll absolutely 

pursue that.” 

Can the minister tell us what progress has been made in 

the last seven months to address industry’s concerns around 

timelines and reassessments?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: I do appreciate the question coming 

from the member opposite. The process outlined under the 

mining memorandum of understanding that my minister spoke 

about is an ongoing process and involves a lot of 

conversations with First Nation governments, with the 

Council of Yukon First Nations, and this is underway. It is a 

long process, but I will alleviate the concerns of the member 

opposite: These conversations are a priority item for this 

government. It’s a very necessary step since moving forward 

from the conversations about Bill S-6 and the lack of 

consultation at that time, and how this has all played out in the 

last few years. 

This process reflects the government’s approach by 

providing a single table where the First Nations and the 

Yukon government will collaborate on improvements to all 

aspects of the mining exploration and development previously 

addressed in the mine licensing improvement initiative, the 

devolution transfer agreement protocol working groups, and 

the development of a Yukon mineral development strategy. 

The difference this time is that it is one conversation. First 

Nations are at the table. Industry is at the table.  

We are happy to have this question in the Legislative 

Assembly because we do agree with the members opposite 

that this is an important step. The reason why there is a delay 

in time is because of decisions made by a previous 

government. We are fixing what happened. We are moving 

forward and we are trying to make sure that industry’s 

concerns and First Nations’ concerns are addressed at the 

same time. 

Question re: YESAA process 

Mr. Kent: I have some questions regarding the ATAC 

Resources proposal for an all-season road to access mineral 

exploration claims in the Rackla belt. The government 

originally received the favourable YESAB recommendation 

on May 3, 2017 — almost six months ago. We understand that 

the 30-day timeline that applies to the issuance of a decision 

document does not apply in this case. However, I was hoping 

that the minister could tell us here today when he expects a 

decision document to be issued for this project. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The key to these discussions on the 

ATAC road is to ensure that, as this process goes forward, a 

full and thoughtful process is undertaken. I certainly 

appreciate the work that the team from Energy, Mines and 

Resources has put into this and also the patience and 

understanding from the Na Cho Nyäk Dun government.  

Certainly some of the concerns that we have heard are 

around the lack of land planning that has occurred in the area. 

This project is very substantial. It has major implications and 

impacts in the area. At this particular time, I leave it to the 

officials and to the First Nation government to continue their 

work.  

As the member opposite has touched upon, this is outside 

of the longer time frame than we have seen before, but I think 

that the individual parties are working toward a balanced 

approach and a decision that is good for all Yukoners. I 

commend them on their work, and I think we need to give 

them the space to get this work done. 

Mr. Kent: I was hoping to get a response on timing for 

when that decision document will be coming forward. Of 

course, the proponent is probably also anxious to get a sense 

for when that is going to happen.  

With regard to discussions the minister has had with 

stakeholders on this project, he told us on May 18 of this year 

in the House that he had met the previous day with the Chief 

of Na Cho Nyäk Dun First Nation. Further, the minister 

mentioned that he had had a couple of opportunities two 

weeks prior to sit with the chief and have a discussion as they 

moved through the YESAA process on the project. As that 

was back in May, could the minister update this House on any 

further government-to-government discussions on this issue 

since those he told us about in the Spring Sitting? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Certainly I think it is appropriate to 

commend ATAC Resources on their support and patience. 

They have had a long and very respectful relationship with Na 

Cho Nyäk Dun. I think they really set a benchmark on how 

exploration companies should work. Certainly, if the Member 

for Copperbelt South, through his conversations maybe with 

ATAC, has heard something different — I think they have 

been very patient. I would hope that if he had discussions with 

them — and if he has —they would have said the exact same 

thing to him. 

Beyond that, we have continued to have bilateral 

discussions. The Minister of Environment and I have had 

multiple discussions with Na Cho Nyäk Dun. I think just a 

couple of weeks back we were there. Those discussions really 

focus on bilateral agreements, taking into consideration where 

the land planning process is, and ensuring that we understand 

the impacts to wildlife and how we move forward to ensure 

that there is implementation of specific chapters of the UFA, 

which certainly haven’t been addressed over the last number 

of years. 

We certainly have spent very valuable time with the 

members of Na Cho Nyäk Dun. Our officials will continue to 

do that — shortly after our officials continue that conversation 

and we will — 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Kent: I do agree with the minister. ATAC is being 

patient with respect to this decision document and the work 

that is being undertaken. 

Mr. Speaker, last week during debate on a private 

member’s motion brought forward by the Member for 

Takhini-Kopper King, the minister said that he had no role in 
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authoring a decision document on the YESAA evaluation. I 

will quote the minister on this one, as he told us that — and I 

quote: “… what is being asked of me… is for me to inject 

myself into the decision process… and that’s not what we do.” 

However, we established on May 18, when he told the 

House that he had met with the NND chief on the ATAC road 

project on May 17 — and again, he has mentioned today that 

he and the Minister of Environment have had further 

discussions with NND with respect to this project. This, of 

course, was two weeks and continuing after the 

recommendation was sent and prior to a decision document 

being issued.  

My question for the minister is simple: Why would he 

involve himself directly in this project during the decision 

document phase? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Certainly in this role, as Minister of 

Energy, Mines and Resources, at all times, I am going to 

continue to build good bilateral relationships with First Nation 

governments. There will be projects that are undertaken, and I 

leave it to the officials to have those conversations 

government to government. That does not mean that I am not 

going to have a larger discussion about the impacts to 

somebody’s traditional territory or the capacity. 

I feel like each day, Mr. Speaker, that we walk into this 

House, what has happened — the only analogy I can use is 

that my friends across the way set things on fire and then they 

scream at us on how we are going to put out the fire. In many 

cases, they throw a bunch of fuel on the fire and then they 

holler at us and say, “You don’t have an answer for the fire we 

have created — when are you going to put it out?” 

This just came out in the last couple of days in the Mining 

Journal and it talks about the two biggest problems, 

previously to this government, have to do with the legal 

ramifications — the legal problems — and the risk that they 

have led to in the mining sector and, secondly, the lack of 

infrastructure. Well, we have a deal in place now with the 

federal government to build roads — a half-billion dollars’ 

worth of roads — and I don’t see a bunch of lawsuits. So we 

are fixing the problem. If this is about mining, we are going to 

improve the situation, not damage it like we saw over the last 

number of years.  

Question re:  École Émilie Tremblay closure 

Ms. White: Last week, École Émilie Tremblay was 

closed for two days due to a couple of maintenance issues. 

Believe it or not, the first one turned out to be an empty 

propane tank. This situation led to many headaches for parents 

who had to make childcare arrangements or missed work for 

two days without any notice.  

Most Yukoners are pretty familiar with the process 

involved in getting their heating fuel tank filled. You sign up 

once with a company, and they will show up every month or 

so to fill it up. It’s pretty straightforward and it makes it hard 

for parents to understand why life got turned upside-down for 

a couple of days over this very issue.  

Can the Minister of Highways and Public Works tell this 

House how this oversight happened, and has the minister 

directed his department to review fuel supply procedures and 

equipment for other Yukon schools so that no other parents 

are put in the same situation? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question this afternoon. Yes, indeed — the French school was 

shut down last week because of the fuel delivery situation. I 

asked the department for some clarification on this matter, and 

in fact what has happened is that we transferred responsibility 

for the fuel refilling of the tank to the French community and, 

in the process of that transfer, it went to an on-call delivery 

system as opposed to a regular filling system. There was just a 

clerical error in that transfer and we’re looking into making 

sure that those are clarified in the future. 

Ms. White: So let’s look at the issue that led the school 

to remain closed for a second day. The Department of 

Education stated that while investigating the initial problem 

with the propane tank, crews discovered that the backup 

generator, which powers emergency lighting for the school, 

was not working. Yet we understand that Highways and 

Public Works has had to fix this generator multiple times over 

the last number of years. Moreover, in March, more than six 

months ago, replacing the generator was identified as a 

priority project for the school. Did the government discover 

the issue with the generator just last Thursday, or has the 

government known for over six months that replacing the 

emergency generator was a priority? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. She is absolutely correct that there was a problem 

with a backup generator and the way that the backup generator 

was wired into the emergency lighting system.  

I started to look at our procedures over the maintenance 

schedule and found out that, indeed, the backup generator was 

flagged as a problem in, I believe, January 2015 — or quite a 

long time ago, almost two years ago. I have no idea why that 

wasn’t addressed at that time. That’s not the way this 

government wants to operate. We take our facilities very 

seriously. We’re looking at trying to do a proper maintenance 

schedule and trying to make sure these buildings are 

maintained.  

There has been a deficit in the maintenance of our public 

buildings for several years. It’s something that this 

government has been addressing on a daily basis, as a matter 

of fact. Even this morning, we were in meetings about that on 

housing and all sorts of other things. The school issue is one 

that we take very seriously, and I’m actually looking into 

making sure that our other generators — there is one at Porter 

Creek that is currently being fixed for exactly the same 

problem. We’re going to get on that and fix those problems.  

I have no idea why in the past, these generators weren’t 

properly maintained, and I asked the department for a full 

report on what happened. 

Question re: Ross River area resource 
management plan 

Mr. Kent: I have some questions for the Minister of 

Energy, Mines and Resources regarding a Yukon Court of 
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Appeal ruling with respect to mining activity in the Ross 

River Dena Council traditional territory.  

Today, we find ourselves in a position where over 

50 percent of the Yukon is off-limits to new mineral claim 

staking. A significant portion of that is the RRDC traditional 

territory. Would the minister be able to provide this House 

with an update on where we are at with respect to the staking 

ban in the Ross River area? How many meetings have been 

held this year? Does he have any idea when the ban will be 

fully removed or partially removed?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Member for Copperbelt 

South for the question. It’s certainly an interesting use of 

phrase — “today we find ourselves”. Certainly, the day that I 

arrived here, we found ourselves there. It was years before 

that. Once again, it was, as I said, another fire that was set that 

we’re trying to put out.  

We have had a multitude of conversations with Ross 

River Dena Council. The Minister of Environment and I were 

just invited to attend the General Assembly at the end of 

November. We continue to have discussions concerning 

specific areas that may be priority areas to open up, but 

certainly we want to be respectful. 

The disrespect and challenges that occurred year after 

year take more than 10 months to repair, but we’re willing to 

be patient. We’re willing to work in a holistic manner. We’re 

willing to work on housing issues. We’re willing to work on 

wildlife issues. We’re willing to work on mining issues — and 

to do it all at the same time.  

I look forward to a renewed relationship with the First 

Nation and Ross River.  

Mr. Kent: Just by way of background, earlier this year, 

the Liard First Nation traditional territory was added to the 

staking ban, and that’s the actual amount that pushed us over 

the 50 percent mark. That was done, again, since the election 

happened and was earlier in 2017.  

So for the minister — is he able to update this House on 

any developments with respect to that staking ban in the Liard 

First Nation traditional territory? How many meetings have 

taken place? When can we expect that ban to be partially or 

fully lifted?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Once again, I’m happy to share with 

Yukoners that the relationship, again, with Liard First Nation I 

feel is a relationship that is becoming a very positive 

relationship with our new leadership. Our meetings, whether it 

is Watson Lake with the chief — I have to say that I’ve only 

made one trip where I’ve had the opportunity to meet with the 

chief in Watson Lake. We continue to work government to 

government through Aboriginal Relations and our strategic 

branch to improve that situation.  

I wouldn’t come in and speculate when the moratorium in 

Liard is going to be lifted. I’m going to respect the 

relationship that’s there. I’m not going to play games in the 

Legislative Assembly — games where we saw 

announcements being made at the Roundup with Liard First 

Nation after something happened — I’m not sure — when it 

was all photo ops with my friends across the way with really 

nothing improved.  

We’re taking a holistic approach, which has to take into 

consideration all citizens of the Kaska Nation — how we deal 

with housing, how we deal with wildlife issues and how we 

deal with mining issues. Do I feel optimistic about coming to 

some solutions in Kaska country? Absolutely. But we’ll take 

the time to get it right and not play games in this Assembly.  

Mr. Kent: What we are looking for is timelines — if 

the minister knows of them — for these staking bans to be 

lifted in full or in part. A separate declaration of that Yukon 

Court of Appeal ruling dealt with notification for mining 

activities. We understand that the Yukon government has 

made a commitment to bring in Yukon-wide, class 1 

notification for what I understand to be the next exploration 

season. However, prospectors have long contended that some 

activities that don’t have a significant environmental impact 

should not require notification. Can the minister update this 

House on any meetings and progress he or his officials have 

made with the Yukon Prospectors Association on developing 

a list of activities that will not require notification? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: That is certainly a bit of a different 

question. We started off with bilateral relationships with the 

Kaska Nation and now we are on to class 1 notification. I 

think we are certainly ready to speak to class 1 notification 

and the preparation that has been done.  

I will take this opportunity to thank the staff at Energy, 

Mines and Resources. You can imagine the pressure they are 

under to move toward the time period that we have to put this 

into place. I will say that I immensely respect the independent 

work by the prospectors. They have provided us with a sample 

list of activities. In my last meeting with Energy, Mines and 

Resources staff on this topic, I told them that I had assured the 

prospectors that we would take all of that information into 

consideration because they have hundreds of years of 

experience between them. I think it is extremely important, 

and I also echoed that last Thursday in my meeting with the 

Yukon Chamber of Mines.  

What I will say is that it is interesting that the member 

opposite says: “All we are looking for is timelines.” Well, the 

last time they went looking for timelines, they took their trip 

to Ottawa looking for timelines and we got Bill S-6, and now 

we are in some big trouble. What has happened when they 

have undertaken this is that they have caused instability for 

the industry, and that is not what we are going to do. We are 

trying to ensure that we fix the problems of the past. 

Question re: Canadian Free Trade Agreement 

Mr. Hassard: This time, I have some questions 

regarding procurement for the Minister of Highways and 

Public Works. After questions from earlier in this Sitting, we 

heard from a number of industry representatives who had 

asked us to follow up with some questions for the minister. 

The first point raised was — and I quote: “The First Nation 

clause: Yes, it has been added to procurement of professional 

services. However, it is written to suit construction — i.e. 

How many apprentices would be hired? We are engineers, not 

plumbers. This was implemented without any consultation 

from industry.” 
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Of course we all support additional involvement by First 

Nations in our economy, so can the minister tell us if he is 

willing to update this section after consultation with industry. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I may need a bit of clarity from the 

Member for Pelly-Nisutlin. I believe we are referring to some 

of the clauses that came out of the Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement and then moved into some of the procurement 

pieces. Of course this was a national conversation. This isn’t 

specific to Yukon, if I understand the question correctly. If 

that is the case, this was a national conversation between 

provinces and territories. The agreement was then signed off, 

and I believe that the member opposite did the bulk of the 

work on that file — the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin — up until 

about the 11
th

 hour. 

I have spent many moments in this Legislative Assembly 

commending him and thanking him for his work. I would 

maybe ask the member opposite: In all the work and 

negotiation and oversight of that negotiation that was 

undertaken during his watch, how did some of that come to 

light because certainly we think it’s a great opportunity and a 

great clause, but I think it was done at the national level and 

now we’re implementing the Canadian Free Trade Agreement 

— if I understand the question correctly.  

Mr. Hassard: Of course, we’re just looking for 

updates. These are questions coming directly from industry.  

On a second point that was raised with regard to the 

addition of a northern knowledge and experience section, this 

industry representative mentioned that the updated section — 

and I’ll quote again: “… just means the company needs 

northern knowledge and experience. I could close up shop 

tomorrow, move to Vancouver and get the same consideration 

as if I was sitting on Main Street here. The clause does not ask 

how many hours are spent in the Yukon by Yukon-based 

personnel. Such a clause was removed about nine months 

ago.”  

Could the minister confirm when this clause was removed 

and is he willing to reinstate it?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I truly thank the member opposite 

for bringing this to my attention.  

This government’s intention and some of the work we’ve 

been doing on procurement is to actually start to build some 

local value into the contracts to make sure that our local 

contractors and citizens have an opportunity to bid on and 

actually win these contracts. We want to make sure that the 

work — where we can, within the limits of the Canadian Free 

Trade Agreement — remains within the territory and that 

locals have an opportunity to get the work. 

We also want to improve some of the systems. To the 

member’s point, some of the language and some of the forms 

have been out of date. Some of the things maybe don’t 

adequately address some of the needs within the industry and 

so if we can tighten up the language and improve it, we’re 

more than happy to do that. I thank the member opposite for 

bringing it to my attention and I’ll refer back to the 

department to see if we can clarify that language. If there’s a 

problem, we’ll fix it.  

Mr. Hassard: I thank the minister for that.  

The final question the industry had was regarding the 

Liberal election campaign to implement the Procurement 

Advisory Panel’s recommendations by 2018. We’re curious if 

the minister can tell us if that is still on schedule. If not, how 

has the schedule changed? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Again, I thank the member opposite 

for the question. This is indeed an issue that we committed to 

and I have tasked the department with addressing the 

recommendations of the Procurement Advisory Panel report. 

That panel report — we did commit to having it done by the 

end of 2018. We have a little bit of time ahead of us, but the 

department has a plan and we’re working through that plan to 

make sure that those panel recommendations are addressed.  

That said, I think it’s important for this House to know 

that the panel report, as good as it is, is only one step in the 

process. Once that panel report is fully implemented, I don’t 

think we are going to have it fixed. It won’t be rainbows and 

unicorns in the procurement world. We will have a lot more 

work to do. It is one step in a process. There are a lot of issues 

that we have to work through with procurement and, once that 

panel report is done, there will be other work to do. There is a 

lot of it and a lot of training and refinements of languages in 

our contracts, and making sure that the people in the territory 

have confidence that, when they’re buying goods and services 

from the government, it’s fair and that the process is 

transparent and that it works. That is what this government is 

committed to. 

 

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now 

elapsed.  

Notice of government private members’ business  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I rise to give notice of the motions 

that will be called for debate on Wednesday, November 1, 

2017 by government private members. They are Motion 

No. 174, standing in the name of the Member for Porter Creek 

Centre, and Motion No. 159, standing in the name of the 

Member for Copperbelt North.  

 

Speaker: We will now proceed to Orders of the Day. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

GOVERNMENT BILLS 

Bill No. 12: Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017) — 
Second Reading 

Clerk: Second reading, Bill No. 12, standing in the 

name of the Hon. Ms. Frost. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I move that Bill No. 12, entitled Act to 

Amend the Hospital Act (2017), be now read a second time.  

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Health 

and Social Services that Bill No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the 

Hospital Act (2017), be now read a second time.  

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The second reading speech refers to 

the amendment to the Hospital Act in 2017, Bill No. 12. The 

government recognizes and appreciates the importance of the 

Yukon Hospital Corporation Board of Trustees and is seeking 
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to provide them additional tools to continue their work. The 

proposed amendment will ensure that the board is better 

positioned to perform its roles in an effective and efficient 

way.  

These proposed amendments, developed in partnership 

with the Hospital Corporation, accomplish two goals. The first 

is to increase the board’s ability to make decisions in a timely 

manner. To achieve this, the proposed amendment reduces the 

size of the board from 15 to nine members. This proposed 

amendment allows the board to come together more 

efficiently, increasing members’ time to engage in thorough 

dialogue. While increasing the board’s efficiency, the 

proposed amendment will continue to ensure that board 

members reflect the diversity of Yukon. Prior to making a 

board appointment, effort will be made to ensure that 

members of the board reflect Yukon’s culture and gender 

diversity. To ensure that the board represents Yukon 

geography, the proposed amendment requires the board to 

include members from three Yukon communities with 

hospitals — Dawson City, Watson Lake and Whitehorse. 

The second goal is to increase the board’s ability to make 

decisions that support the increase in the Hospital 

Corporation’s scope and magnitude over the past several 

years. With three hospitals’ extensive programming and 

services and the complexities of acute care, we will need to 

empower the board so that they can continue to meet the 

needs of the Hospital Corporation and all Yukoners. 

Mr. Speaker, to accomplish this, the proposed amendment 

will allow for the selection of the board members based on a 

specific set of competencies. These competencies are set out 

in bylaws currently under development and are designed to 

support the operation of the Hospital Corporation by 

encouraging board members to have knowledge in areas such 

as financial leadership and strategic planning. With these 

proposed amendments, the board and the Hospital Corporation 

will have additional tools to move forward over the next 

several years in an effort to ensure an efficient, effective and 

thoughtful way forward. 

These proposed amendments are just one of our 

government’s continued actions to make sure that Yukoners 

have access to health services and programming they need. 

I want to end by thanking all former and current board 

members for their contributions. It is because of their 

contributions to our communities that we have an opportunity 

to provide even more tools for the board, which will continue 

to support the Hospital Corporation in the delivery of their 

programs and services to Yukoners. 

 

Ms. McLeod: I am pleased to rise at second reading for 

the Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017). In some respects, 

this is a minor amendment to the Hospital Act, but it has 

impacts on Yukoners. Over the years, many Yukoners from 

across the territory have taken the time and invested 

themselves and their skills in the issues, for which I thank 

them. 

We have before us an amendment to an act that 

dismantles yet another board. This is a board that an average 

citizen could get involved with, and it’s an important one for 

all Yukoners. I am, of course, concerned with the future of 

this board and how members will be chosen. It’s particularly 

worrisome because it sounds like if you’re not in alignment 

with the thinking of the persons making the appointments, you 

are not going to be able to participate — so gone is the value 

of the average Yukoner. 

I am not going to comment too much more on this aspect 

of the bill because we don’t know what those competencies 

are going to be, we don’t know how limiting they are going to 

be, and, really, we have no idea what is going to be required 

of Yukoners in order to participate. 

I am pleased to see a dedicated person for the Watson 

Lake and Dawson City centres. It’s a bit odd that the fourth 

seat — not attached to a municipality — does not require the 

support of a municipal government, and perhaps the minister 

could expand on the reasoning for this. 

I will have some very detailed questions, I believe, when 

we get to Committee on this bill. For now, I thank the House. 

 

Ms. White: I thank my colleagues for the opportunity 

to speak to Bill No. 12, Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017). 

I had a great briefing with the officials as they went through 

the reasons to take the numbers down from 13 to nine, and 

they explained the makeup of what the board will look at. At 

that point of time, I didn’t really have any reservations. 

However, yesterday, the Premier, the Leader of the Official 

Opposition and the Leader of the Third Party were sent a letter 

from the Association franco-yukonnaise raising their 

concerns.  

It is important that we talk about the chronology of this 

because this is not something that just appeared yesterday — 

October 30. Originally, on March 7 of this year, a letter from 

AFY was sent to Yukon government asking for francophone 

representation on the hospital and college boards — the belief 

being, of course, that we have the Languages Act to uphold. 

Francophones play an important role in making sure that this 

happens.  

On April 20, a reply was received from the Premier, 

saying that his government at this point in time wasn’t 

planning on modifying the acts, explaining that both the 

hospital and the college acts would need to be opened to make 

sure that there was a change put in legislation that would 

allow for a member nominated from the francophone 

community to be on those boards. On April 20, the reply from 

the Premier said that there was no intention of opening up 

these acts.  

In August 2017, there was a meeting between AFY and 

the Premier where there was a conversation about reviewing 

the makeup of committees and boards. At that point in time, 

AFY was told by the Premier that language appears like a 

relevant factor for representation, especially when we look at 

our responsibility to the Languages Act. At that point in time, 

it looked like things were going well. You can only imagine 

the surprise from AFY on October 10 when they learned 

through a press release that the Hospital Act changes were 

happening, including the change to the board. Worse than that 
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is that there was no notification to AFY that this was 

happening and that their requested changes were not being 

included.  

I am hopeful — we saw it with the Minister of Justice 

where an amendment was put into the legislation that brought 

it more into line with what would benefit the territory — that 

the government will acknowledge their omission, that they did 

not include a francophone member and that they will bring 

forward an amendment to this bill.  

I believe it is possible without increasing the number of 

seats. We understand that, at this point in time, it is set at nine, 

but one of the four seats from the public — we know that 

there will be a representation from Whitehorse, Dawson City 

and Watson Lake as they all have hospitals, but there was a 

fourth member from the general public. We believe that — in 

a similar way that the First Nations and the Council of Yukon 

First Nations are able to nominate three positions, that medical 

staff from the corporation are able to nominate a person, and a 

member of the public service will be nominated — the 

francophone community could put forward a name for that 

fourth spot. We could have representation from Dawson, 

Whitehorse and Watson Lake, but that fourth member, instead 

of just being a random member from the public as it says in 

the legislation right now — it says “four members from the 

public at large, including at least one resident of each of 

Dawson City, Watson Lake and Whitehorse.” We believe, at 

that point in time, that is where the member from the 

francophone community could be placed.  

We listened to the minister talk about how it’s important 

that the board will represent Yukon’s diversity. I am sure I 

don’t need to remind the minister that health services are 

covered by the Yukon Languages Act. Ensuring francophones 

play a role in the governance of the Hospital Corporation 

would help fulfill the government’s language responsibility 

and address a demand from the francophone community to 

being included in both the hospital board as well as the Yukon 

College board, which, when it comes up for debate at some 

point in the future, I will be mentioning this again. 

So I am hopeful that the Minister of Health and Social 

Services can follow the example of the Minister of Justice 

where an amendment was moved to a bill and that we can see 

this — I’m hoping accidental — omission corrected and that 

we can include a member of the francophone community in 

the Hospital Act boards and committees. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will try to respond as the 

Minister responsible for the French Language Services 

Directorate. 

I thank the Member for Takhini-Kopper King for raising 

the concerns. I was at the meeting with the Premier and the 

Association franco-yukonnaise and we did indeed discuss a 

desire on the part of AFY to have French language 

representation on boards — for example, the hospital board 

and Yukon College. In fact, I believe that this had been a 

request put out by the French community for some time. Even 

as I came on board as the Minister responsible for the French 

Language Services Directorate, AFY had already pulled 

together a lot of documentation around their request to have 

that. 

My recollection is somewhat different from what the 

member opposite has presented. I recall from that meeting — 

and I will go back to check the meeting notes from my 

perspective. While we acknowledge that AFY was interested 

in having that representation on the board, Mr. Speaker, we 

didn’t state that we would try to seek to guarantee it. 

I think what we stated at that time, and in fact when we 

spoke with the President of AFY as recently as last Friday, it 

was around ways in which we could support it without 

building it into a requirement. In fact, when the Minister for 

Health and Social Services brought forward this motion, we 

had a vigorous discussion about this very issue and I think that 

is what led to the clause that the minister referenced just 

recently in her second reading speech, which was to ensure 

that there was the attempt to keep cultural diversity on the 

board. That came from that very conversation with AFY and 

the dialogue over time.  

I confirmed with the minister and with department 

officials that the cultural diversity was indeed referencing or 

inclusive of language diversity — the Minister for Health and 

Social Services can speak to this more — it was that interest 

from the Association franco-yukonnaise to try to find methods 

to put it in there while also reducing the size of the board 

without starting to be prescriptive. That meeting on August 29 

was one of the ways that led to putting in language that would 

allow us to support recognizing the Yukon’s cultural diversity 

and its strength through its language diversity. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on second reading 

of Bill No. 12? 

If the member now speaks, she will close debate.  

Does any other member wish to be heard? 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the members 

opposite for their feedback. Clearly my colleague, the 

Member responsible for the French Language Services 

Directorate highlighted some really great meetings and debate 

and discussions with AFY. I think what we wanted to do was 

ensure that we don’t leave any of our cultural diversity and 

cultural languages and interest groups behind, be it from the 

francophone community or from the indigenous communities, 

given that we have an obligation under legal requirements. 

Surely we are not intending to discriminate.  

We are intending to be inclusive and provide 

opportunities and I can assure the members that the hospital 

board and the staff are working toward ensuring that the 

efficiency and effectiveness around the board aligns very well 

with our obligations as government, ensuring that the health 

and well-being of Yukoners is considered at the highest 

standard possible, and that the language barriers that are out 

there are being addressed through the hospital board itself. 

Perhaps with regard to the consideration or the 

discussions around the makeup of the board and the 

representation, what we’ve heard consistently — and I’m sure 

that the Member for Watson Lake can appreciate this — is 
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that the hospital board, as it was structured, really was a rural-

centric model. It was really looking at — sorry, a Whitehorse-

centric model and urban-centric view — and their 

consideration for what happens in rural Yukon was not really 

all that well-aligned. These are the comments and feedback 

that we heard from the constituencies in Watson Lake and 

directly from the community and directly from members of 

that community and from the First Nations in particular and 

from the municipality. From Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in and Dawson 

City, we heard the same thing from the medical association 

and from the doctors in those communities.  

This was an opportunity really to bring some alignment 

with how we conduct ourselves and with how we do business 

and align services and hear Yukoners. 

This is not, as defined by the Member for Watson Lake, 

the dismantling of yet another board. It’s not the dismantling 

of another board. It’s really restructuring and modernizing, 

and aligning the needs of Yukoners and aligning what we’re 

hearing from Yukoners and, in particular, what we’re hearing 

from members in Watson Lake and Dawson City. 

I would really like to highlight those concerns. 

Competency-based decision-making is essential in this 

complex world that we work in and live in. Running a hospital 

— as we know, the Hospital Corporation is really responsible 

for the operation of a complex system. We heard, through 

Committee of the Whole, when the CEO and the president 

presented, that it is complex and it’s very difficult for them to 

manage the complexities of that, yet working with a board that 

needs to align and provide direction — so somewhat limiting.  

It’s noted that the municipal governments really don’t 

assign the seats. I think there are citizens from those 

communities in collaboration with the communities. Certainly 

we’ll take under advisement the representation of cultural 

diversity and representation to ensure that we have met our 

obligations to the French association.  

I’m not sure at this point if I’ve missed anything, but I 

want to assure the members opposite that, as we move 

forward, we will be as open and transparent as possible and 

work with the hospital board — which we have up to this 

point — as well as work with our stakeholders.  

 

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. 

Ms. McLeod: Agree. 

Mr. Istchenko: 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. 12 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. I will now call 

Committee of the Whole to order.  

The matter before the Committee is continuing general 

debate on Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act.  

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order.  

Bill No.6: Public Airports Act — continued 

Chair:  The matter before the Committee is continuing 

general debate on Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act.  

 

Mr. Hassard: I would just like to begin by thanking the 

officials — back one more time. It’s great to see you here.  

I just have a few follow-up questions coming out of the 

questioning over the last couple of days. I’m just curious in 

regard to the advisory committee. As I mentioned previously, 

the minister’s letter to industry says the committee will be 

able to give sufficient input into decisions, not just 

regulations.  

I asked the minister about what sufficient input into 

decisions was yesterday and he responded by saying: “… we 

should be able to come up with some guidelines about what 

sufficient input is.” 

He went on to say — and I quote again: “… I am sure 

industry will have a say in what sufficient input is.” 
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I’m wondering if the minister could elaborate on these 

statements — if he could let us know how this process will 

define sufficient input into the decision work and when that 

may begin. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for his 

questions on this day 3 of the general debate on the Public 

Airports Act. It has indeed been an interesting, broad and deep 

discussion about this piece of legislation. 

The member opposite’s question has to do with a specific 

piece about what I believe has to be brought up with industry. 

Once the bill is passed, we will start working on our 

engagement strategy going forward and that will work on how 

we are going to start to talk about the regulations that will give 

some authority to this piece of legislation. Through that 

discussion with airport users, we will work out among the 

stakeholders what exactly that input will be. 

Mr. Hassard: In regard to sufficient input into 

decisions, I asked the minister what sufficient input would 

mean and he responded with — and I quote again: “The 

advisory committee would have an influence over the 

management and control of the airports through its important 

feedback on the regulations.” Is the minister suggesting that 

sufficient input into decisions means that industry will only 

have input into regulations or will they have input into other 

decisions beyond regulations? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you to the members opposite 

for their patience. This bill before us today creates in 

legislation an advisory committee to advise the minister. We 

have talked a lot about regulations and of course the 

regulations piece is important, but currently there are no 

structured two-way discussions between industry, between 

airport users and the Government of Yukon Highways and 

Public Works Aviation branch. We discuss matters with the 

aviation advisory panel, but again, there are no clear rules or 

delineation of responsibilities. There are no rules around these 

things. It is just a cordial, often discretionary piece and we 

want to, through this, give it more weight — give it more 

substance.  

That is the whole point — to bring some rigor to this 

whole process. There are lots of issues on planning and 

management of the airport that we need and welcome the 

industry’s feedback on, and we would like to hear their 

thoughts. It’s not really structured, and we are hoping to bring 

some structure to this whole process so that industry has a 

much better way of interacting with government and we can 

start to build a community around our community airports. 

That is really essential going forward, to actually start to break 

down some of the divisions that we have seen and start to 

work more collaboratively and cordially together to manage 

and operate our airports. That is really where I want to get to, 

as Minister of Highways and Public Works, and I think that’s 

where the industry would like to go too. I know that’s where 

the Aviation branch wants to go. 

We have, through this legislation, a structure and a 

process through which we will start to get an advisory 

committee of airport users to give it some weight and some 

structure so that it actually has a defined role in interacting 

with the minister — me — and the government on 

regulations, but it would be ridiculous to have this group 

there, with all the expertise and the thoughts that it has, and to 

not pull on it on wider planning and policy issues. 

Mr. Hassard: I think this will probably be my last 

question, depending on what we get for an answer: Can the 

minister tell us if there will be an annual report tabled in the 

Legislature coming out of this committee, similar to that of 

the Yukon Minerals Advisory Board? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Currently, of course, that is not 

determined, but it is fair to say that the committee that we 

have defined in this act — the language is fairly broad and it 

needs to be defined. But that whole process was pulled on 

through the Yukon Minerals Advisory Board terms of 

reference. It’s modelled after that act — the Economic 

Development Act, I believe it is — and that’s really a model 

that we were looking at when we drafted this. As you 

mentioned, that panel does put out an annual report.  

I would like to discuss with the members of the Aviation 

Advisory Group, whether or not they want to do that or they 

have the desire. We’re not sure exactly how many matters are 

going to be seen through this legislation on an annual basis, 

but I am a fellow who likes to have a lot more information 

before the public than less.  

If an annual report makes sense to the committee and 

seems to make sense in the operations of the airports, then I 

am more than happy to have that. But that will be a discussion 

that we have with the advisory committee once it is struck. 

Mr. Kent: I just have one or two questions before we 

are ready to move into clause-by-clause debate on this act.  

Just to set up the question, there are two other major 

initiatives that have been undertaken by the Aviation branch 

over the past while. The first is the system review that looked 

at aerodromes and, I believe, airports throughout the Yukon. 

That work was done. The recommendation that came out of 

that was for the closure of some airfields. I believe the 

minister clarified yesterday in the House that he publicly 

committed to not closing those airstrips. I know industry 

appreciates that, and we appreciate the minister standing up 

yesterday and committing to that.  

The second one is the Erik Nielsen Whitehorse 

International Airport 2040 work that is being undertaken. 

When I first reached out to industry representatives, some of 

this other work was confused with consultations that the 

minister talked about with respect to the Public Airports Act 

itself. Some industry reps thought I was talking about the 

ENWIA 2040 and some thought I was talking about the 

system review. 

With the minister embarking on another major 

consultation with this industry on the regulations associated 

with this act once it passes this House, would he be agreeable 

to just pushing the “pause” button on ENWIA 2040, whether 

or not the system review work is complete or not underway? 

Would he just “pause” that work and set it aside for a bit until 

we can get through these regulations with respect to the Public 

Airports Act? I think the industry folks whom I talked to 



1414 HANSARD October 31, 2017 

 

would appreciate it if the minister would be agreeable to 

something like that. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite, the 

Member for Copperbelt South, for his questions this afternoon 

on this piece of legislation. I welcome him to the discussion. 

The 2040 report, as I’m sure the member opposite well 

knows, is an initiative that has been in play for quite some 

time and it is a planning document. It is part of the discussion 

around what we are going to do with our airport going 

forward. I have spoken with industry and I understand their 

concerns around this planning document. 

To the member’s point, the Member for Copperbelt South 

is absolutely right. There is an awful lot going on here and an 

awful lot that has to be sorted out at Erik Nielsen International 

Airport. I have started my discussions with the department to 

see if I can — to his point — push “pause” on the 2040 report, 

acknowledging that there is an awful lot going on. We have 

this new set of regulations, this new piece of legislation and an 

avenue for stakeholder engagement. To me, it does make 

some sense. The problem, of course, is that the 2040 

document is tied to the lease issue and it’s through that 

planning process that we’re actually going to determine what 

land is available for airlines to lease up at the airport and 

identify what our future plans are going forward.  

To the member opposite’s point, I think personally that 

hitting “pause” is the right move, but I want to fully explore 

what implications that has for industry going forward because 

I have heard that industry wants land. They’re hungry for 

land. There is a lot of development that needs to happen up 

there on behalf of a number of airlines — national airlines and 

local airlines all want land up there and we’re trying to sort 

out the lease issue, which dates back a little while to a bunch 

of legislative changes that happened a few years ago. 

To the member opposite’s point, I hear his concern. I 

have heard industry’s concern. I do note that and I’m working 

with the department to see how I can actually make leases 

available and still push off this 2040 report. That’s the 

juggling act that we’re currently involved in and I’m trying to 

find a solution to that. That’s what I say today. 

Mr. Cathers: I am going to be very brief in my 

comments, since the minister and I already had an exchange 

yesterday. I just want to note for the record that there are a 

number of questions put on the record that he did not answer 

yesterday. Also, taking from the exchange between my 

colleague, the Member for Copperbelt South, and the minister, 

I just want to note that it is relevant to government’s financial 

management and debate that we will be having later in this 

Sitting on the budget that when the government is spending — 

between the aerodrome review that the minister had done 

earlier this year that recommended shutting down a number of 

the unmaintained airstrips and the money being spent on the 

ENWIA — a 2040 master plan — both cases combined is 

spending almost a half-million dollars. We’ve heard from 

many in the aviation industry that this money is not being 

well-spent or well-directed. So I would encourage the minister 

to take that into consideration. 

As the Member for Copperbelt South noted, a pause 

would be in order to refine the terms and I would encourage 

the government to take an approach of getting it right, rather 

than taking a ready-fire-aim approach to governing and to 

commissioning studies. It’s important to make sure of your 

target and be sure that you are actually achieving what you are 

setting out to do before spending a half-million dollars here 

and there, because pretty soon that starts to add up. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite — the 

Member for Lake Laberge for his thoughts this afternoon. 

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill No. 6, 

entitled Public Airports Act? 

Seeing none, we will move 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 

Ms. White: Can I ask the minister for clarification on 

clause 4(2)? We were talking about the ability to also close 

down airports and it just seems to me that this implies that not 

only can you operate, plan, construct, maintain and improve 

public airports, but you could also remove them — so just 

asking for clarification. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King for her question. In part 2, the “Administration 

— Designation of public airport” — that states, “The 

Commissioner in Executive Council may, by regulation, 

designate…” — and under the Interpretation Act, that also 

means “revoke”, but it has to be Cabinet to do that. The 

powers of the minister to actually manage and plan stem from 

that point. So no, I cannot create or destroy airports on my 

own. I have to have the support of my Cabinet colleagues. 

Clause 4 agreed to 

On Clause 5 

Mr. Cathers: In looking at this act, I had some 

concerns about clause 5 pertaining to enforcement officers. 

We know that there has been concern already from industry 

about the manner in which the minister approached 

consultation on the act. The minister has himself 

acknowledged in some of his statements that there should be 

some comfort for industry because certain matters have to 

come before Cabinet. As well, seeing the scope of this, we 

were concerned that the scope of this legislation seemed to be 

significant here, particularly in section 5(1). I would like to 

propose an amendment. 

 

Amendment proposed 

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Chair, I move: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended in subclause 5(1) at page 2 by: 

(1) deleting the words “The Minister may, by order” and 

replacing them with the words “The Commissioner in 

Executive Council may”; 

(2) deleting the words “one or more of the”’; and 
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(3) adding, after the word “regulations”, the following 

words “pertaining to traffic control, parking, and use of 

terminal buildings”. 

 

Chair: The amendment to the bill is in order. It has 

been moved by Mr. Cathers: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended in subclause 5(1) at page 2 by: 

(1) deleting the words “The Minister may, by order” and 

replacing them with the words “The Commissioner in 

Executive Council may”; 

(2) deleting the words “one or more of the”’; and 

(3) adding, after the word “regulations”, the following 

words “pertaining to traffic control, parking, and use of 

terminal buildings”. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I am going to be very brief in speaking to 

this. I just want to ensure that it’s clear to members of the 

government in particular, as they consider whether to accept 

this friendly amendment or not, what the intent of this is. This 

is simply to provide the greater oversight that comes with a 

decision being left to Cabinet rather than to just the minister.  

Also, because of the minister’s commitment to consult on 

the regulations with industry, it should not be overly onerous 

for them to include consultation on regulations pertaining to 

this section at that time.  

There is concern, we understand from some within the 

aviation sector, about the range of matters — which is what 

section 5 speaks to — and what types of things that 

enforcement officers may be issuing enforcement orders 

related to. There is concern that this may broaden the matters 

that are dealt with through punitive action by enforcement 

officers rather than through collaboration, which is what we 

hear from the aviation sector — that they would like to see 

improved collaboration and improved engagement through the 

advisory group, and so on. 

The third part of this proposed amendment would make it 

clear that the regulations the enforcement officers are 

enforcing would be narrowed to matters such as traffic 

control, parking and use of terminal buildings, which are areas 

that we have heard from the aviation sector that they think 

enforcement officers should be covering. 

So with that, I hope to hear the minister indicating that 

the government will be supporting this amendment. We 

believe that this would strengthen the bill if it is supported by 

government. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This amendment really is troubling. 

The amendment, as stated, will create a lot more red tape and 

rules going forward under this authority, and the language in 

our Public Airports Act reflects the Highways Act, under 

which we currently operate on a daily basis.  

This clause in this piece of legislation is not about hiring 

more people. It provides for appointing people who have 

already been hired as enforcement officers, and the measure in 

this bill actually allows the minister to set what duties or what 

enforcement provisions they are able to do, similar to what is 

in the Highways Act. 

At the moment, the powers of the enforcement officers 

can be limited in the ministerial order that appoints them as 

officers. It does not need to be done in the act. If requirements 

change over time, it’s important to be able to make changes 

without having to open the act. The department gets new 

requirements from Transport Canada. It’s a global industry. 

There are all sorts of things going on in the world. It’s a 

complex industry and we have to be able to respond to those 

new requirements when they come to us. That is why this 

clause is worded the way it is. It provides the flexibility and 

ability for us to actually adapt and respond to the rules as they 

are set on us sometimes by Transport Canada. 

Mr. Cathers: I am not going to spend a lot of time 

speaking to this. We have other items of business that we want 

to see this House get to and consider in this session. We have 

given the minister and his colleagues ample opportunity to 

press the “pause” button on this legislation, but I do want to 

just note for the record, for Hansard, and for those who read 

this later that — in the event that, as we believe it might be, 

this section of the act proves problematic since the 

government has indicated a lack of willingness to accept our 

constructive amendment — this section does not directly 

relate to matters relating to Transport Canada.  

It is primarily relating to the powers under this act that 

enforcement officers would have and again we’re proposing 

limiting their powers to certain focuses that we heard from 

industry. I don’t suspect we will hear the minister reconsider 

the government’s decision to not support this amendment, but 

I would point out that it, in fact, would strengthen the act and 

we of course will be voting in favour of it. 

 

Chair: Is there any further debate on the amendment?  

Shall the amendment to clause 5 carry? 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: A count has been called.  

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of the amendment to 

clause 5 please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: The results are six yea, 10 nay. 

Amendment to Clause 5 negatived 

 

Chair: Is there any further debate on clause 5? 

Clause 5 agreed to 

On Clause 6 

Clause 6 agreed to 

On Clause 7 

Clause 7 agreed to 

On Clause 8 

Ms. White: Just because I asked questions quite a long 

time ago — hours actually, after we had been talking about 
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this — can we just get some clarification on clause 8(2), the 

term of a lease or renewals of a lease about the timelines? 

Why were they chosen and why were they set that way? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: To this clause, it pertains to leases 

and the length of time for leases at the 30-year time frame. 

This clause is consistent with our Lands Act, our Territorial 

Lands (Yukon) Act, the NWT Public Airports Act. So this 

clause here is consistent. It’s also consistent with all the other 

leases that we have already issued, so it just carries through 

and is consistent with our legislation, with other legislation, 

with other jurisdictions and also with common practice in the 

territory.  

Chair: Is there any further debate on clause 8? 

Clause 8 agreed to 

On Clause 9 

Clause 9 agreed to 

On Clause 10 

Clause 10 agreed to 

On Clause 11 

Mr. Cathers: We’re concerned by this section of the 

act in that it does seem to be again — it’s one of the things 

that has struck some at the aviation community as being a 

little heavy-handed on the part of the minister in bringing 

forth this legislation.  

Section 11, as it pertains to commercial activity, reads as 

follows: “A person must not conduct a commercial activity or 

business at a public airport unless authorized to conduct the 

commercial activity or business under a lease, licence, other 

agreement or permission entered into or granted under this 

Act.”  

This is one of the areas where, as I mentioned earlier in 

general debate, stakeholders are concerned about just exactly 

what this applies to — or might apply to at some point in the 

future. I should note for members that in fact this clause is 

somewhat redundant in that if the act or regulation requires a 

permit, lease, licence or other agreement to conduct an 

activity under the act and regulations, then this additional 

clause is itself not necessary, except that it appears to be 

somewhat of a blanket prohibition against commercial 

activity.  

It does cause some concern within the aviation sector, to 

the public and to us as the Official Opposition about whether 

the government now or in the near future is contemplating 

requiring tour operators who pick up or drop off clients at the 

airport to receive a permit or a licence — whether there will 

be a requirement for hotel shuttles to pay a fee for the pleasure 

of picking up and delivering clients, whether taxicab 

companies will have the same fee and whether there will be 

other areas, such as increased lease rates or so on — so these 

are some of the matters that this section appears to speak to. 

We considered bringing forward an amendment to this 

section of the act, but were advised that a deletion of a section 

of the act is not in order; instead, it would be appropriate to 

vote against this clause, which we will be doing. I would 

encourage the minister — if indeed he is interested in 

collaborating with the opposition and encouraging us to bring 

forward ideas and constructive suggestions as he and other 

colleagues have indicated in the past — to stand down on this 

section of the act, vote in favour of deleting clause 11 and 

renumber the other sections accordingly. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I will take the member opposite’s 

suggestions under advisement. Unfortunately, I will not be 

supporting deleting section 11. As a matter of fact, section 11 

is the one piece of this bill that has been missing since 

devolution.  

We have an obligation to provide a safe and secure 

environment and to ensure that Yukon’s assets are protected. 

This clause gives us the ability to establish policies or 

regulations that will apply to the use of public airports outside 

of any leased area. In the past we have tried to put provisions 

into our leases that established rules for areas that were 

outside of individual leased areas. The Justice department — 

my good colleague, the Justice minister, and her team have 

advised us that those provisions are not valid because the lease 

is only valid on the leased area. We have to know who is 

using our airports and what is happening in the common or 

public areas of our airports and on airport land. We have to 

ensure that the activities being conducted on airport property 

are acceptable and that the government is not assuming an 

undue liability or risk. That is what this clause does. 

I understand the member opposite’s concerns. I have 

actually spoken to industry about this. We have had ongoing 

discussions with industry representatives about this piece of 

legislation. They have suggested a legislative amendment and 

we have agreed to make that legislative amendment. That is 

the one that they asked for and we are going to support that. I 

cannot support the member opposite’s point. 

Ms. White: Just because the minister opened the door a 

little bit about policies that could be created under clause 11, 

does this mean that this is where a policy for advertising 

within airport space could be created by allowed commercial 

businesses to operate, not necessarily through leases, but 

leasing of space — for example, for TV screens or posters or 

something similar to that? 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: To answer my colleague’s question 

just now on clause 11, it is part of the package. Part 3 — 

Agreements in Respect of Public Airports — that is the one 

that really lays it out. Clause 11 is part of that. It is the 

prohibition part, but the enabling part is earlier. 

Chair: Shall clause 11 carry? 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: A count has been called. 

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of carrying clause 11 

please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: The results are 10 yea, six nay.  
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Clause 11 agreed to 

 

On Clause 12 

Clause 12 agreed to 

On Clause 13 

Clause 13 agreed to 

On Clause 14 

Clause 14 agreed to 

On Clause 15 

Clause 15 agreed to 

On Clause 16 

Clause 16 agreed to 

On Clause 17 

 

Amendment proposed 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I move:  

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended in clause 17 on page 5 by replacing the expression 

“may” in subclause 17(1) with the expression “must”. 

Chair: The amendment is in order. It has been moved 

by Mr. Mostyn: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended in clause 17 on page 5 by replacing the expression 

“may” in subclause 17(1) with the expression “must”. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This is the amendment that has 

come to us from industry. They have asked for this change to 

this bill and I am more than happy to do it. What it does is 

give certainty to the industry that the advisory committee that 

is laid out in the act will be mandatory and not discretionary 

on the part of the government of the day, and it will protect 

industry from future governments disbanding or disregarding 

the committee. I am more than happy to provide that certainty 

for industry going forward, and that’s why this amendment 

has come forward. 

The Member for Copperbelt South actually suggested this 

amendment, I believe, on October 16 and he tied it to the 

Economic Development Act. That piece of legislation actually 

does say “may” and not “shall”, but I figured that after 

discussion with industry and with the good people in 

Highways and Public Works that this was an amendment we 

could live with and actually provided certainty to industry, so 

I am more than happy to make it. 

So thank you very much to the Member for Copperbelt 

South and for all the hard work at the highways department 

for this. 

Chair: Is there any debate on clause 17 as amended, 

Mr. Cathers? 

Mr. Cathers: I don’t think it has been amended yet. 

The Official Opposition will be supporting this, as the 

minister did acknowledge it was in fact a suggestion brought 

forward not only by industry, but proposed by the Official 

Opposition. I believe it was my colleague, the Member for 

Porter Creek South, who first mentioned that suggestion in 

this Assembly. I would note that while it is more common in 

legislation to see “shall” instead of “must”, from a legal 

perspective, the two terms seem to be identical, so we will of 

course be supporting this amendment to the legislation. 

I would, though, note for clarity for anyone reading 

Hansard or listening today that while the minister is 

technically correct in stating that this amendment was 

requested by industry, in fact, it was not the first thing they 

asked for. The first thing was a long chorus of industry 

stakeholders asking the minister to do more consultation on 

the legislation prior to proceeding, and this was what they had 

to settle for because of the government’s unwillingness to 

listen to that request. But we will be supporting this 

amendment to clause 17. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the members opposite for 

their support of this amendment to this piece of legislation. 

We have had talks with industry representatives throughout 

the drafting and the debate in this Legislative Assembly. They 

said that they would support this piece of legislation if we 

made this change. They were happy to do it. We have seen the 

public comments in that regard and I am more than happy to 

make it, so I thank the members opposite for their support and 

I will leave it at that, Mr. Chair. 

Chair: Is there any further debate on the amendment? 

Ms. White: I just have a question about the language 

because I was just looking at the Economic Development Act 

and it does say “the minister shall”. So I was just wondering 

about the nuances between “must” and “shall”. It is just a 

curiosity. The other language in the other acts I am familiar 

with, it says “shall”, so I am just looking for the reason why 

— not as a criticism, but because there are people who can 

answer the question in the Assembly and I would like to hear 

it from them. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King for her question. It is one that we have been 

discussing on these benches as well and it comes down to 

style. There is a modern style in legislation that I have learned 

about through this process. The term “must” is replaced with 

“shall” in the drafting of our Yukon legislation going forward. 

It is considered plain language and a modern approach to 

legislation. 

This entire piece of legislation uses “must”, and “shall” 

would have been inconsistent with the rest of the bill, so we 

have kept it consistent in using the modern drafting style, 

which is “must”. 

Chair: Is there any further debate on the amendment to 

clause 17?  

Are you prepared for the question on the amendment? 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: A count has been called. 

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of the amendment to 

clause 17 please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise? 
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The results are 16 yea, nil nay. 

Amendment to clause 17 agreed to 

 

Chair: Is there any further debate on clause 17 as 

amended? 

Mr. Cathers: This section of the legislation is one that 

we do welcome — the fact that there is an advisory committee 

— but especially considering the many stumbles that the 

minister has made in public consultation this year on the act, 

there is concern about the amount of power that the minister 

has to do things under this section, including: specifying the 

committee’s name and functions; specifying how the advisory 

committee is to be structured; appointing or providing for the 

appointment or election of the committee’s members; 

designating the chair of the committee; establishing the terms 

of office; and making rules governing the conduct of meetings 

and work of the committee. While it allows the committee to 

make some rules governing the conduct at meetings, they are 

all under this section subject to the rules made by the minister.  

The committee is also required under this section to 

exercise powers and must perform the duties and functions 

that the minister approves, confers or imposes on it. In 

addition to the unilateral power handed to the minister, there 

is no requirement under this section for consultation with the 

advisory committee itself or with the industry.  

That is something that is of concern to us, but we do have 

a solution for this that will strengthen this section ultimately. 

We believe that it would be better to more properly spell out 

the powers of the committee and their mandate through either 

legislation or regulation, but that consultation, of course, does 

have to be done or should be done with industry itself prior to 

establishing that scope to determine the committee’s duties, its 

powers, and its level of engagement and management.  

As both my colleague, the Leader of the Official 

Opposition, and I noted in previous debate with the minister 

on this legislation, there is concern about what exactly the 

minister meant in his letter when he made commitments to 

engage the committee. Certainly what we heard from the 

aviation sector is that they would like to have greater 

involvement in decisions around the management of the 

airport, not just consultation on regulations, and we believe 

that working with the aviation sector and the users of all 

airports — but especially the Erik Nielsen Whitehorse 

International Airport — would in fact improve the 

management if government were to engage in a more 

collaborative approach. 

To give the minister time to consult with those 

stakeholders and to take what they say about the regulations, 

giving more life to the scope of what the committee should be 

doing — we believe this legislation would be strengthened 

through the amendment — a further amendment to clause 17 

of the Public Airports Act. 

 

Amendment proposed 

Mr. Cathers: I move: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be further 

amended in clause 17 at pages 5 and 6 by deleting the word 

“Minister” where it appears in subclauses (1), (2), (3) and (4), 

and replacing it with the words “Commissioner in Executive 

Council”.  

That, of course, would confer that power on Cabinet 

rather than the minister.  

Chair: The amendment is in order.  

It has been moved by Mr. Cathers: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be further 

amended in clause 17 at pages 5 and 6 by deleting the word 

“Minister” where it appears in subclauses (1), (2), (3) and (4), 

and replacing it with the words “Commissioner in Executive 

Council”. 

 

Mr. Cathers: Just in speaking to the amendment, I 

would note that requiring changes to the scope and rules for a 

committee — if the government were to agree to this change, 

it would certainly not be unique to this advisory committee. 

There are other advisory committees that do require changes 

to their mandates to be set out through regulation.  

One benefit to regulation, in addition to the greater 

scrutiny that it provides for other members of Cabinet who 

might have issues affecting their departments — such as the 

Minister of Justice, for example, as it pertains to land titles, or 

the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources or the Minister 

of Tourism and Culture. They are all departments that could 

be affected by both the scope of the advisory committee and 

the decisions that they have the opportunity to collaborate on 

and the decisions they don’t have the opportunity to 

collaborate on. We believe that having that role with Cabinet 

— or, in legal language, the Commissioner in Executive 

Council — would strengthen this section and allow the 

minister to then consult with the aviation stakeholders and 

develop the regulations to give more life and detail to the 

scope of what the advisory committee will actually be tasked 

with doing.  

Considering the fumbles that the minister has made on 

this legislation and the relationship with stakeholders, 

government choosing to support this constructive amendment 

would be seen by the aviation sector as an indication of good 

faith that the minister supports this change. I think it is fair to 

say that they would welcome that.  

Though we are not proposing a change to the legislation 

itself, I would note that once this advisory committee is 

struck, in the interests of all-party collaboration, we think it 

would be well-placed to not only give the industry a greater 

role in choosing what the membership of the committee 

should look like, but to have appointments to the committee 

go through the all-party committee — the Standing 

Committee on Appointments to Major Government Boards 

and Committees — because this is an area where, as I have 

mentioned before in debate with the minister, the aviation 

sector is in fact a very key sector of the Yukon’s economy. It 

is one that is very much depended on by a number of other 

sectors of the economy. I don’t need to go through listing 

them again, but it is important because of that cross-industry 

impact and cross-departmental impact that this matter go to 

Cabinet and not simply be decided by ministerial decision. It 
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underlines the importance of having that cross-departmental 

collaboration — which, if I may point out, would seem to fit 

well with the government’s claims of taking a one-

government approach. I hope the government will choose to 

support this constructive amendment. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I really admire all of the work that 

the opposition has put into this piece of legislation. It is 

remarkable. We on this side cannot support the amendment as 

it stands. The wording in the bill as it stands is an appropriate 

exercise of ministerial authority. To do as the members 

opposite suggest would create a lot more barriers — more red 

tape, really — in trying to get the committee going. It just 

doesn’t make an awful lot of sense, Mr. Chair.  

This is consistent with how it is done in other pieces of 

legislation, and it is consistent with the practice within the 

Yukon government and we on this side are not in support of 

the amendment that the member opposite has presented. 

Mr. Cathers: I am not going to take too much of the 

House’s time, since we have already spent a fair bit of time on 

this legislation, but I do think it is important to note for the 

record and for anyone who is listening or reading Hansard — 

and particularly for those who have been concerned about the 

wording in this section of the legislation — that, in fact, the 

minister’s statements about legislative practices and other 

legislation — it is, in fact, not quite as clear-cut as he would 

indicate in this comments. There are pieces of legislation that 

do give the power to establish committees to a minister. There 

are also others that do require Cabinet approval for changes to 

their structure.  

Again, in this case, we believe that based on the 

government’s mishandling of public consultation in this area 

and the lack of good faith that the minister currently has with 

the aviation sector, for the government to make this change 

would be a positive one. 

I would just note to the minister, as he is probably aware, 

I and my colleagues who have been involved in Cabinet and 

have been members of the Cabinet Committee on Legislation 

for years have also been well-acquainted with the differing 

models and different pieces of legislation. So his statements 

were correct only in the case of certain pieces of legislation. 

This amendment, if the government would choose to accept it, 

would in fact strengthen the legislation and be very much in 

keeping with the model set out in a number of other pieces of 

legislation. 

 

Chair: Is there any further debate on the amendment to 

clause 17 as amended?  

Shall the amendment carry? 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: A count has been called. 

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of the amendment to 

clause 17, as amended, please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: The results are six yea, 10 nay. I declare the 

amendment to clause 17, as amended, defeated. 

Amendment to clause 17, as amended, negatived 

 

Chair: At this point in time, would members like 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.  

Is there any further debate on clause 17 as amended? 

Clause 17, as amended, agreed to 

On Clause 18 

Clause 18 agreed to 

On Clause 19 

Clause 19 agreed to 

On Clause 20 

Clause 20 agreed to 

On Clause 21 

Mr. Cathers: This section, for those who are listening 

or reviewing Hansard later, is the section pertaining to 

regulations. Section 21 sets out the areas where Cabinet — or, 

as referred to in the legislation, Commissioner in Executive 

Council — may make regulations, and it lists a long area of 

matters that may be regulated under this act. I won’t read 

through them all, in the interest of time in the House, but I 

would note that the full list goes from (a) to (u) in the letters 

used for the various different amendments. They don’t quite 

use all of the alphabet, but they make a good crack at it. 

Then section 2 of this same part lists a further four areas 

that may be regulated. 

The minister will be aware of the concern from industry 

about the potential for an airport improvement fee. We have 

also heard concerns and we have raised concerns with the 

minister about whether government is going to increase fees 

for people picking up or delivering paying guests at the 

airport, whether that is tourism companies, hotel operators, 

big game outfitters or so on. There are also concerns about 

what other areas of revenue and fees the government may be 

planning on hiking — whether it is increasing the landing 

fees, increasing fees for matters such as the gift shop or the 

minister’s somewhat infamous reference to a hot dog stand, 

which I don’t believe currently exists at the airport.  

We are also concerned, as are a number within the 

aviation sector, about whether this may include new fees 

being imposed for matters such as moving planes or refueling 

planes — or you name it. There has been a list of speculations 

at this point. It is all speculation, but what we would like to do 

is give the minister an opportunity to follow through on his 

words and assure industry that this is not all about hiking fees. 
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The minister has told us repeatedly in this House that he is not 

planning on imposing new fees. He is simply planning on 

moving over parking fees that are currently under the 

Financial Administration Act and placing those regulations 

under this bill. That appears to be a housekeeping measure at 

best, if indeed that is all that is intended by the legislation.  

We are concerned about how broad this section is — 

particularly section 21(1)(k) which, as currently worded, 

allows the Commissioner in Executive Council to make 

regulations “respecting fees, rates and charges for the use of 

public airports and for the use of services at public airports.” 

There doesn’t seem to be any parameters to this clause.  

The minister has made statements in this House that 

would appear to set the parameters of the government 

commitment, but that hasn’t actually translated into the 

legislation. If the minister and his colleagues are in fact 

committed to following through on the minister’s promises 

and are committed to just moving over the parking fees that 

were imposed by a previous government — as a side note, I 

should remind the member that despite the assertion that this 

was somehow a revenue grab, the reason for that being put in 

place was that there was a very serious problem with misuse 

of long-term parking at the airport, including vehicles that had 

long-expired stickers and licence plates on them. There was a 

fair bit of outcry from the private sector and from the public 

about the fact that there was misuse of that parking situation. 

In fact, government was responding directly to concerns we 

had heard from the private sector and the public, but as the 

Official Opposition noted before in this Assembly, certainly if 

the government wants to repeal those fees, we are not going to 

take issue with them removing the parking fees at the airport, 

but we do think it will lead to another problem.  

So again, Mr. Chair, in trying to provide the minister with 

some help in comforting industry and in showing them — 

through accepting the amendment that I am about to propose 

— that the government is committed to just imposing fees for 

parking. We understand as well that lease rates would be 

required for any of the long-term leases. If it is being moved 

over from other pieces of legislation into management by the 

Public Airports Act, there would need to be provisions for 

charging those leased rates. 

Accordingly, to allow parking fees and the collection of 

lease rates but not leave open a broader range of powers that 

government may impose, I am going to propose what I hope 

will be a friendly amendment to the government and note that, 

in fact, in preparation for the possibility that the minister 

could say that, if he hears other rates suggested by the aviation 

sector, he would want to leave open the opportunity to impose 

those in regulations. I would point out that if the aviation 

sector and affected companies ask for additional lease rates 

once the minister actually consults with them on the 

regulations — then, if they were asking for additional charges, 

fees, or rates to be enabled through changes to the legislation, 

the minister could very simply bring forward an amendment 

to the Public Airports Act. If there was wide stakeholder 

support, we might even support him in doing so. But, from a 

drafting perspective and a House time perspective, it would 

not be very difficult and would use less time in the House — I 

may point out — than has been used by the government in 

somewhat pointless ministerial statements in this session. 

Accordingly, to help the minister in following through on 

his commitments to industry and to provide comfort to the 

aviation sector, I have an amendment. 

 

Amendment proposed 

Mr. Cathers: I move: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended in subclause 21(1)(k) at page 7 by: 

 (1) inserting the word “parking” after the word 

“respecting”; and 

 (2) deleting all words after the word “fees” and replacing 

them with the words “and lease rates”. 

That, of course, would simply allow parking fees and 

lease rates to be charged by this section. 

Chair: The amendment is in order. It has been moved 

by Mr. Cathers: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended in subclause 21(1)(k) at page 7 by: 

 (1) inserting the word “parking” after the word 

“respecting”; and 

 (2) deleting all words after the word “fees” and replacing 

them with the words “and lease rates”. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I am going to speak very briefly to this, 

just to read it for members and to put on record what the 

section would look like if the government accepts this 

constructive amendment. I would note that, in fact, this 

subclause 21(1)(k) then would be reworded to allow the 

Commissioner in Executive Council to make regulations 

respecting parking fees and lease rates. It would close the door 

to the wide array of other potential charges that industry is 

concerned about. By that, I mean not only the aviation sector, 

but the tourism sector is concerned — and if indeed, from the 

tourism sector or the aviation sector, the minister were to hear 

areas where they wanted this clause amended in the future, it 

would be a very simple matter to bring forward a piece of 

legislation to amend this clause based on feedback from 

stakeholders. 

With that, I will commend this amendment to the House 

and hope that the government will demonstrate its claims to be 

interested in collaboration and hearing ideas from all members 

of this House by actually welcoming this amendment rather 

than using its majority to vote it down. 

Chair: Is there any further debate on the amendment to 

clause 21? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Yes, there is.  

The good member opposite has called this a constructive 

amendment, and I would call it a deconstructive amendment. 

What we’re seeing here is an attempt to actually remove from 

this enabling section of the legislation the ability of the 

government to actually collect any monies on the airport area. 

The members opposite have raised fears. They have 

spoken about this. They have channeled the fears that they 

have heard in the community, and I understand that. I have 
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heard those same fears, but I have committed to basically 

porting over the fees that were established on December 31, 

2014 into this new piece of legislation and putting that before 

the advisory committee as a suggestion for their 

recommendations. They will have a look at it. I am not going 

to presume what they will say about these fees and whatnot. I 

will take that as it comes. 

That said, the difference between us is now stark and 

clear, and I’m so glad to be able to address that this afternoon 

because what we have seen in the past is a clouded view of 

how fees and regulations and rates are set by a government 

when it pertains to the airports. 

We have seen governments acting with no oversight, just 

imposing fees willy-nilly. The member opposite mentioned 

the parking fees. That’s true, we have spoken about that and 

how $1.5 million has been charged to Yukoners with no 

consultation, just there it is, it’s out the door. It’s all right. The 

opposition has said that was necessary because we had to fix a 

problem, so it’s okay for the government at that time to 

unilaterally impose fees on the public to fix a problem. That’s 

okay, but heaven forbid any other government go and do that 

— no, no, no. 

We have stated in writing that there would be no airport 

improvement fees. We have stipulated that this is not 

happening — done that. We have said the fees are not going 

to change. As a matter of fact, we’re going to suggest the 

same fee structure that the members opposite passed 

unilaterally a couple of years ago and put in place through a 

Management Board thing — and then they had to change that 

over because they were breaking the law, and they put it under 

the Financial Administration Act and made it legal again, but 

they didn’t talk to anybody about that. They put their fees in. 

I have the fee schedule here. It currently resides under the 

Financial Administration Act right next to the library 

privileges and fees, or borrowers’ cards required — issuing of 

borrowers’ cards. All those rules are here — library fees — 

what else is there? Penalties under the Public Libraries Act — 

independently, that’s another penalty they had put into this 

thing — definitions and the schedule — the whole thing. It’s 

all under the Financial Administration Act. It’s right there. 

Then there are continuing care facilities user fees. It’s in the 

same legislation as you have for the airports act, and then you 

have airport rates and fees, and this is Schedule C, and it was 

put into effect, as I said, on December 31, 2014.  

It goes into application, except as indicated. The rates and 

fees in this schedule apply to every airport and aerodrome in 

the Yukon — every aerodrome and airport in the Yukon that 

these fees apply. They are fees imposed by the previous 

government, and here they are — leasing, subject to 

subsection (1), annual rents under the leases of real property 

are shown in the following table, and it goes into amounts and 

dollars per metre squared, industrial land and fair market 

value.  

Car rental kiosk is $236.55, which was a fee that was put 

in place; airline ticket counter is $275; office basement is 

$177; office baggage — these are all the existing fees. These 

are the ones that we’re suggesting come over as a package as 

part of the regulations for review by the newly minted airport 

advisory committee, which never existed before and which 

will provide some sort of oversight and a check and balance 

on the powers of government going forward, where industry 

can have some comfort that the fees that any government in 

the future imposes will at least have a review by the aviation 

industry with the ability to say “Hey, I don’t think that’s fair”, 

or they think it’s too much or too little or whatever it is — 

maybe we should have this thing and maybe we shouldn’t. 

Then they can make the recommendation to the minister, and 

the minister can weigh all that information and make an 

informed choice. 

I’m sure if the minister does something erratic, the 

industry will go public and start to call them out on that, and 

that’s how the process is going to work.  

To go forward here, we have groundside sand storage for 

$50; for motor vehicle parking, the rates are all here — these 

are the ones we’ve spoken about a lot — it’s right there: 

“Contractual fees: A lease or licence or other contract between 

the government and another person or partnership in respect 

of any part of an airport may require the lessee, licensee or 

other person or partnership to pay a fee.” There it is again — 

paying fees. The fees are laid out here: “For greater certainty, 

a fee described in subsection (1) may be computed by 

reference to the nature or volume of goods acquired, 

distributed or sold, revenues, the weight of equipment used or 

in any other manner whatsoever.” It is all laid out right here. 

The members opposite did this. These are their words. This is 

their piece of regulation ensconced — embedded — within 

the Financial Administration Act with no oversight from any 

airport user.  

We have aircraft parking, Mr. Chair. “The fees for 

aircraft parking at the Erik Nielsen Whitehorse International 

Airport are as shown in the following table. Aircraft 

weight (kg): 2,000 or less, $5.82 daily; $46.82 monthly; and 

$295.48 annually.” I think those fees go back to — correct me 

— I think it was 1996 that was the last time these changed. 

These are the ones that are in existence now. These are the 

ones that we have said we will port over and put before the 

committee when we actually get to the regulatory stage. 

Landing fees, Mr. Chair — they are here as well: “Subject to 

subsection (2), the fees for aircraft landings at the Erik 

Nielsen Whitehorse International Airport are as shown in the 

following table. Aircraft weight (kg): Domestic, 21,000 or 

less, $0.64 per 1,000 kg.” There you have it. It is spelled out 

in terms.  

What we are proposing to do is to bring these fees under 

the Public Airports Act where they can then be scrutinized by 

the public, by airport users and by the committee that we are 

striking — the mandatory committee — that will provide the 

oversight over these fees going forward so that future 

governments cannot do what has been done in the past and 

just simply impose these fees on an industry with little or no 

oversight. That is why section (k) is in there and, in case the 

members opposite are not totally clear on this, this side will 

not be supporting the amendment that has been put forward by 

the member opposite.  
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Thank you very much for all the hard work on this, but 

really, we can’t support it, and I am sorry it is in vain. 

Mr. Cathers: Well, we seem to have struck a nerve 

with this amendment. We hear a very heated and defensive 

reaction on the part of the minister that doesn’t seem to be 

justified by us moving an amendment that would allow him to 

demonstrate to industry, if he chose to support it, that in fact 

he intends to keep to his word and his commitments in this 

House and in his letter to them.  

We have simply established for the regulatory fees to be 

limited to parking fees and to lease rates. It does enable the 

matters that the minister listed. It is quite interesting that the 

minister seems to spend a lot of time talking about parking 

fees that, as he knows full well, the previous government put 

in as a response to a problem and feedback from the private 

sector as well as people complaining publicly about the 

problems with the misuse of long-term parking at the Erik 

Nielsen Whitehorse International Airport. So government 

brought in those fees as a solution and, in fact, based on 

requests received from the public and the business 

community.  

The minister seems to take issue with those fees, yet at 

the same time, he hasn’t offered to refund the money that this 

government has collected through those fees since taking 

office almost a year ago — a year ago next week — and is 

indicating that he intends to keep those fees in this legislation 

while assuring everyone, including this Assembly, that he 

doesn’t intend to bring in new fees — but his refusal to 

support an amendment that would limit those fees to the 

matters that he himself has said is all this government will do 

does cause concern within the industry about whether this is 

an area where the minister is hoping the heat will die away 

and he can quietly expand the range of fees and quietly 

increase them outside of public scrutiny since, unlike a change 

to legislation, which has to go through this Assembly, a 

change to regulation can simply be done through Cabinet and 

the minister has the ability to bring it forward — perhaps 

convince his colleagues of the merits of it and impose a fee, 

and then we will again see — as the minister said, if the 

minister tries to do something erratic, then people will go 

public — I believe those were his words — and that’s how the 

process works. Well, unfortunately, so far that’s how this 

process around the Public Airports Act has worked.  

We have heard about the minister’s failures on 

consultation, and that is why we’re bringing forward 

amendments such as the one I proposed and the previous ones 

government has refused to support, and we’re doing it to 

strengthen this legislation to reflect the concerns we’ve heard 

from the public since the government refused to listen to the 

cause of multiple stakeholders and companies to do the right 

thing, press the “pause” button on this legislation and consult 

with them further. They were left with a one-word amendment 

to the barest, tiniest concession by this minister in a change 

that he agreed to, and left with relying on the Official 

Opposition to bring forward constructive amendments, which, 

unfortunately, the government so far has dismissively shot 

down while portraying themselves as the paragons of virtue 

when it comes to collaboration and consultation with 

Yukoners. 

It seems to have touched a nerve with him on this section. 

He refers to this section as enabling. It is very enabling; that’s 

why we’re bringing forward an amendment that proposes 

limiting that scope.  

The minister has stood up, arguing against this 

amendment and other constructive amendments. The minister 

has stood up and gone into listing repeatedly the list of matters 

other than airport parking fees that are listed under the 

Financial Administration Act regulations. Again I would have 

to ask, many Yukoners would have to ask and certainly 

anyone with an understanding of legal drafting would have to 

ask: What’s the problem? Is it somehow offensive to the 

minister that fees related to the airports under his watch are 

next to fees related to library cards under Financial 

Administration Act regulations? Is it somehow offensive that it 

is listed along with fees for continuing care? No, it’s simply 

the logical place to put it, based on the existing regulatory 

structures. 

Unlike the minister, who is very quick to rush forward 

with legislation — despite the pleas of people to stop and take 

a breath — one thing we’ve heard repeatedly from Yukoners 

is that people don’t always see new regulations and new 

legislation as a solution to a problem.  

Separating something out into another silo seems contrary 

in fact to this government’s repeated claims of a practice of a 

one-government approach. Whether it be fees under this 

section of the act, or seeing a problem with it being under the 

lead of the Finance minister because those fees currently are 

under the Financial Administration Act regulation, or the 

minister’s oft-repeated problem with having to apply to the 

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources — just like every 

other Yukoner does, I may point out — to receive a licence of 

occupation or a permit for a sign, those statements seem at 

odds with the government’s claim of fostering a one-

government approach. 

Again, we are not going to spend too much time here this 

afternoon. I wanted to give the minister and his colleagues a 

chance to rethink the minister’s choice to dismiss this very 

constructive amendment, but again, if the minister says the 

fees aren’t going to change and they are planning to just keep 

the current ones that are in place, then there is no reason not to 

support this amendment. It actually would help the minister 

demonstrate that he intends to keep his word and that the 

government is putting their money where their mouth is today 

by voting in favour of this constructive amendment. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I just want to make a couple of 

statements to be 100 percent clear. Despite the fact that the 

Member for Lake Laberge has said that he is not that 

interested in speculating, a good chunk of what he said today 

is in fact speculation. 

A governing statute sets out the scope of the authority and 

the regulatory power for the government, and that is exactly 

what section 21 does. It is not at all, in my submission to this 

House, a friendly amendment or a constructive amendment. 

What it would do, in fact — the effect of this amendment, as 
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put forward by the Member for Lake Laberge — would be to 

restrict the fees that could be charged to those only for parking 

and for some leases. We have already heard from the minister, 

with respect to this matter, that there are a number of other 

kinds of fees that are already charged at the airport. So the 

effect of this amendment would be that the airport could not 

carry on — I am talking about Whitehorse only at this point 

— with the kind of business that it currently does with respect 

to charging leases or fees or allowing the business to carry on 

at that location. As a result, it would be completely 

unworkable. In an attempt to handcuff this government — as 

the Member for Lake Laberge is fond of saying — for those of 

you listening, I guess I want to be completely clear: the 

amendment that is proposed would restrict the operation of the 

airport in Whitehorse, at this point, simply to parking fees 

and/or to leases, and there are a number of other types of fees 

that are already charged, that were already put in place in 

2014 in the Financial Administration Act and before that by 

this former government and by governments before that. 

This is completely inappropriate in my view and would 

not achieve what the member says it would. I wanted to make 

those points of clarity for this House to consider upon 

discussion of this amendment. 

Mr. Cathers: The minister is quite simply wrong. That 

was actually a very surprising statement to hear from the 

Attorney General, in her capacity as Government House 

Leader — to suggest that fees that are currently lawfully in 

place under the Financial Administration Act, duly signed by 

the Commissioner and drafted by the Department of Justice, 

would not be lawful if they were not allowed to be transported 

and moved under the Public Airports Act. In fact, those fees 

would still continue to be fully legal under the Financial 

Administration Act, as they are right now. 

The minister may want to consult with lawyers in her 

department on that point, because that seems a fairly bizarre 

and quite factually incorrect statement to make.  

Yes, this amendment is proposing to limit the fees. 

Contrary to what the minister stated, the fees that the minister 

listed would be enabled by this legislation. If the government 

feels that perhaps a one-word amendment is necessary to 

subamend the constructive approach we’re bringing forward, 

we would be happy to consider it in the spirit of collaboration, 

but we’re hearing very much the father-knows-best attitude 

that we’ve seen very much from this government in the past 

11 months, almost a year.  

We have seen again that, despite repeated claims about 

being willing to collaborate and take good ideas where they 

come from and wanting to work with the opposition, when we 

bring forward constructive amendments to plug holes in the 

legislation they brought forward and to fix problems that they 

created through their absolute and total failure to properly 

consult on the Public Airports Act — then, when the response 

is to simply dismiss it and suggest we don’t know what we’re 

talking about, as the member knows, we have been in their 

shoes, we have had access to all the legal and policy advice of 

the Government of Yukon. I have also been a Minister of 

Justice and chaired the legislation overview committee and 

Cabinet Committee on Legislation for a number of years. My 

colleagues participated actively in legislation, and, of course, 

we have access to private sector lawyers as well to assist us in 

interpreting this legislation and others and to confirm our own 

understanding. 

It’s really very unfortunate that the government has 

chosen to resort to some factual misstatements in arguing 

against this section. I would urge them to look deep into their 

hearts and realize that we’re actually giving them an 

opportunity to solve a problem they created, if they choose to 

see the error of their ways and support this constructive 

amendment. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

his suggestion. The first point I want to make is that, in this 

very Legislature, we have discussed the importance of a single 

word, and that single words can completely change acts, so I 

will never belittle that one word may make a large difference. 

I don’t think we can do it by some sort of word count — that’s 

not a way to judge the merit of a piece of legislation. 

The second point I want to try and make is that, by the 

Member for Kluane’s own argument, if the Financial 

Administration Act continued to work as it is, then of course 

— and I’m not even disputing that. If it does, though, even the 

amendment as proposed by the member opposite doesn’t limit 

anything because we could just turn to the Financial 

Administration Act, if that were the purview of this 

government or some future government — to impose fines 

that are being speculated on. 

The amendment, as it’s proposed, is to just try to limit 

and hamstring. I think the way it’s being presented to us is a 

way, from the perspective of the members opposite, to protect, 

but I don’t see it that way.  

What I see here is that we’re trying in this Legislature — 

the “we” — to get our airports managed well and to bring in 

place legislation, which — and I’ll use the same word that the 

minister has used — provides a framework from which we 

can move forward. It is to collect up all of the pieces of work 

that are happening around airports and put them in one place 

so that when we seek in the future to expand our airports, to 

promote our airports, to increase tourism, to provide economic 

development in this territory, which has really been built up 

— I think its history is really based in this notion of 

transportation. That is one of its roots — a fundamental root 

— and the amendment as it is proposed is part of a series of 

amendments that have been coming forward today.  

I remember when we were discussing the Missing 

Persons Act and the Member for Kluane seemed to take some 

concerns that the amendments hadn’t been shared around with 

the member — my apologies. Twice now, Mr. Chair, I’ve said 

“the Member for Kluane” and I really apologize — the 

Member for Lake Laberge — and that is my mistake — 

apologies. When we were discussing the Missing Persons Act 

and the Minister of Justice was proposing an amendment, the 

Member for Lake Laberge was expressing deep concern that 

those amendments hadn’t been shared around. Well, in the 

spirit of working together, the way to do it is not to walk in 
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here with — I’m sorry, I’ve lost count — several amendments 

unannounced. 

A way to do it is to reach across and to speak with the 

minister ahead of time and to work through those things. In 

the same way that we’re being criticized that we have not yet 

talked with industry, we have listened to more than 100 times 

in the Legislature to questions about how we’ve talked with 

industry. We haven’t posed those same questions back about 

whether the consultation by the members of the opposition 

constitutes strong engagement either.  

This portion of the legislation is about the regulations and 

the regulations are not here yet. The minister has stated and 

we’ve just added an amendment that we are seeking to have 

advice from the industry and the public on these regulations. 

That’s the safeguard and we should not presuppose where that 

advice want to go in the future. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the perspective of the 

Minister of Community Services, the Member for Mount 

Lorne-Southern Lakes, and I would just note as well that the 

minister asked if we had shared the amendments to the 

legislation beforehand — or noted that we didn’t — and we 

did not of course. Just as the government did not share a copy 

of the Public Airports Act with us and barely showed it to any 

stakeholders prior to tabling it, we did not share our 

amendments to government. 

I would remind the member this is not our preferred 

approach. We have offered the minister many, many 

opportunities since the government chose to bring in this 

legislation to realize that the best way to deal with his failures 

around public consultation on this legislation would be to 

press the “pause” button and to consult with industry on 

matters, including the fees and charges referenced in section 

21(1)(k), which this particular amendment pertains to. We 

have asked for that on numerous occasions, we have asked for 

it politely, we have asked for it assertively and at all turns we 

have been rebuffed by the minister. 

We proposed an amendment to the motion for second 

reading, which would have allowed us to build on the success 

of previous all-party committees, which have worked 

collaboratively in the past. A number of them have been 

successful in reaching unanimous agreements on policy 

matters. We proposed that constructive suggestion and the 

members chose not to agree to that. We again have, at 

numerous times throughout this, encouraged the government 

to press the “pause” button and to either pull the bill or leave 

it on the Order Paper instead of proceeding and, unfortunately, 

due to a lack of willingness on the government’s part to do 

that, we’re left with our only option being either to let the bill 

sail through in its current form that industry has said was 

flawed — for example, the letter that I quoted from yesterday 

from NATA, the Northern Air Transport Association, made it 

clear that it wasn’t just the consultation process they had a 

problem with.  

They also had a problem with some of the content of the 

act itself, but since the government has been unwilling to 

press the “pause” button and either withdraw the legislation or 

leave it on the Order Paper while they consult, we are left with 

having to bring forward amendments like this one as our best 

alternative to try to reflect what we have heard from members 

of the industry who are concerned about this legislation 

brought forward by the government. In answer to my 

colleague across the way, the Minister of Community 

Services, the Member for Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes, I 

recognize that, yes, the regulations do need to be developed, 

but one of the many, many options we proposed to the 

Minister of Highways and Public Works — only to be 

rebuffed — was to press the “pause” button on the legislation 

and consult on both the act and the regulations with industry 

prior to bringing the act forward.  

The ministers across the way can refer to the act as just a 

framework, but it is in fact legislation. While it is not the norm 

to bring forward regulations to this House for the 

consideration of members at the same time as a bill is 

presented and changing the act, it has been done on several 

occasions, including during the last Legislative Assembly by 

the previous government — which, of course, a number of the 

members of the Official Opposition, along with myself, were 

members of. So we did, at times when it seemed merited, 

show the detail of the regulations while members of the 

Assembly were considering the act itself and we suggested 

that in this case. But having been rebuffed, the best we can do 

is try to make amendments in the clause-by-clause debate on 

this legislation, including on the current section — 21(1)(k) 

respecting parking fees, rates and charges. We have heard at 

least two ministers express concern about this being too 

limiting. 

The government tries to claim that industry concern and 

private sector concern is all the fault of the Official 

Opposition somehow fanning the flames on this issue. But in 

doing so, they are ignoring the fact and closing their ears to 

the fact that, in fact, there have been repeated concerns 

coming forward from people who are not themselves normally 

involved in politics or public debate, but are only coming 

forward on this piece of legislation because they are 

concerned with the potential impact it may have on their 

livelihood or the operations that they engage in. They are 

quite upset with how the minister handled public consultation 

on this legislation. 

Again, as we indicated on several occasions, the 

amendments we are making today were not our first request. 

Request number one was to withdraw the legislation and 

consult on it. Request number two was to form a select 

committee with all-party representation to consult with the 

public. Request number three was to hold the legislation and 

consult on it and the regulations. Finally, we are left with plan 

D, which is to make the amendments that we can propose, 

based on what we have heard from the industry and from 

people in the private sector who have felt that their concerns 

brought forward to the government have fallen on deaf ears, 

so they are left reaching out to my colleagues and I in the 

Official Opposition, asking us to make these changes. I think 

we have made the case for this section.  

Unless the government has had a very recent change of 

heart this afternoon, it seems they are going to use their 
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majority to ram through this section without accepting the 

constructive change proposed by this side. 

We’ll allow this to continue, in the interest of expediting 

this Assembly. We’re probably not going to achieve anything 

by further debate on this clause, unless we hear further 

comments from the government side. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: There is so much there. This 

government, this Premier — this Liberal government has 

committed in writing, through our mandate letters, to improve 

our public airports. The goal is to make our airports run better, 

to make sure they are better economic vehicles for our 

communities — that they better serve our communities, that 

they operate more safely and that they serve the needs of 

Yukon well into the future. 

Those were my marching orders. That was the ask from 

my Premier and I’m more than happy to do that. One of the 

things I learned was that for almost 22 years we didn’t have 

legislation governing — allowing ministers to manage 

properly our airports. Members opposite will say, “Why do 

you need it?” I’ll tell them. I’ll just summarize it a little bit in 

that the way it has run in the past is not good.  

The acrimony, the uncertainty, the lack of clarity around 

rules and what can happen at airports and what can’t happen, 

right down to really what airports are actually under the 

Yukon government’s control — all these things are just taken 

for granted, but they are not really clear. 

So here we are — day 3 of the Public Airports Act and, in 

recent memory, probably unprecedented scrutiny over nine 

pages of legislation in the territory. We can go back through 

Hansard to see the last time when this sort of scrutiny was 

brought to a bill. It has been incredible, really. The members 

opposite say we have rammed through a piece of legislation 

after how much debate — hundreds of questions — questions 

in Question Period and all sorts of debate — almost forensic 

debate — about the actual bill itself. If that is ramming some 

piece of legislation through, then I am just astounded, really. I 

don’t see it that way.  

I am really happy with the amount of scrutiny and 

discussion we have had. Some of it has been tremendous. The 

Member for Copperbelt South has been very incisive in some 

of his remarks. The Leader of the Official Opposition has had 

some great questions, and they have made me and this 

government and the legislation better. That is how this process 

is supposed to work. So far be it from us ramming through 

legislation — we haven’t rammed anything through. We have 

subjected it to the scrutiny of this great House and let 

democracy have its way.  

The members opposite have had ample opportunity to 

discuss, probe and offer suggestions and amendments to the 

bill. We’ve heard some of them; we’ve accepted some of 

them; we’ve rejected more than a few others. That’s how this 

process works. I’m happy to have been part of this process in 

this House. It has been tremendous. 

I do have a few issues that I would like to take up with 

the Member for Lake Laberge. He mentioned in passing that 

the fees for the airports that they brought into being on 

December 31, 2014 belong there — that they make sense to be 

there. On this point, he and I will disagree; respectfully, I’ll 

disagree with the member opposite. If I’m Ryanair or some 

other aircraft company that wants to set up shop or wants to 

come in here and expand their business opportunity in the 

Yukon, and they say, “How much do they charge for landing 

fees at the Whitehorse International Airport? Let’s go take a 

look. My goodness, where’s the legislation? They don’t have 

any. Let’s see what they charge. Let’s look under the 

Financial Administration Act right next to library fees.” I 

don’t think that makes a lot of sense, and I don’t think it was 

the intention of the previous government to do that in the 

beginning.  

I think that when they amended the Financial 

Administration Act in December 2014, at that time, they 

brought in this amendment, and then there was a whole raft of 

unintended consequences arising from that change. One of 

those was that they accidentally stripped themselves of the 

proper authority to charge fees that they had been charging all 

along at the Whitehorse International Airport and other 

airports. They did X and, as a result of doing X, somewhere 

along the line they realized that, “Holy smokes, I can’t charge 

fees here anymore. What are we going to do?”  

So, Mr. Chair, they then scrambled around and they came 

up with a fix. They tried to fix this problem, and they did on 

December 31, 2014. They parked the parking fees and other 

fees right next to library fees, because that was their work-

around in this sort of holus-bolus “MacGyvered” great 

goulash of legislation that they were using to govern our 

airports, which are critical pieces of transportation 

infrastructure in the territory.  

That is really how we got there. For those reading 

Hansard, that is really why the fees reside next to the library 

fees. It wasn’t a plan, and it doesn’t really make, to my mind, 

a lot of sense, but it landed there — pardon the pun — 

because they had nowhere else to put it. They had to fix it 

quickly, because something happened that went awry. It 

wasn’t the only thing that went awry, Mr. Chair. There were 

other things. There were issues with land titles that then 

impeded the ability to issue leases on the Whitehorse 

International Airport. That also was a problem. 

There has been a whole mess of a whole bunch of events 

— a mess of events — and a whole bunch of messy narrative 

that landed this here today with this government now looking 

to bring some order out of the chaos. The order out of the 

chaos is this Public Airports Act. It gives us the ability to 

properly manage in one place and assemble in a methodical 

and calculated way all the rules around our airports scattered 

across the territory so we can manage them properly and have 

the proper authority to manage them.  

I firmly believe that this is going to mark a new era for 

our airports. It’s going to pave the way for a brand new way of 

working together — aviation and airport users working toward 

a much brighter future and a much more economically 

lucrative air aviation industry.  

I’m really pleased with the legislation. I’m pleased with 

the work that the officials who I am so lucky to work with 

have pulled together. I’m really happy with the support I have 
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received over the last several weeks from the team here on the 

Liberal benches. They have been extraordinarily supportive. 

They have had great insights and advice for me going 

forward. I have learned an awful lot from them and also, I 

must say, from the members opposite.  

That’s where we’re at right now, Mr. Chair.  

Looking at the time right now, it is 5:25 p.m., so I move 

that you report progress. 

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Mostyn 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. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, 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 October 31, 

2017: 

34-2-37 

Yukon Public Accounts 2016-2017 (Silver) 

 

The following legislative return was tabled October 

31, 2017: 

34-2-76 

Response to oral question from Ms. Hanson re: highway 

safety (Mostyn) 



 

 

 

Yukon Legislative Assembly 

Number 47 2nd Session 34th Legislature 

HANSARD 

Wednesday, November 1, 2017 — 1:00 p.m. 

Speaker: The Honourable Nils Clarke 
 



 

 

 YUKON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
 2017 Fall Sitting 

 SPEAKER — Hon. Nils Clarke, MLA, Riverdale North 

 DEPUTY SPEAKER and CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE — Don Hutton, MLA, Mayo-Tatchun 

 DEPUTY CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE — Ted Adel, MLA, Copperbelt North 

 CABINET MINISTERS 

NAME CONSTITUENCY PORTFOLIO 

Hon. Sandy Silver Klondike Premier 

   Minister of the Executive Council Office; Finance  

Hon. Ranj Pillai Porter Creek South Deputy Premier 

   Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources; Economic 

   Development; Minister responsible for the Yukon Development 

   Corporation and the Yukon Energy Corporation  

Hon. Tracy-Anne McPhee Riverdale South Government House Leader 

   Minister of Education; Justice 

Hon. John Streicker Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes  Minister of Community Services; Minister responsible for the 

   French Language Services Directorate; Yukon Liquor  

   Corporation and the Yukon Lottery Commission  

Hon. Pauline Frost  Vuntut Gwitchin  Minister of Health and Social Services; Environment; 

   Minister responsible for the Yukon Housing Corporation 

Hon. Richard Mostyn Whitehorse West Minister of Highways and Public Works;  

   the Public Service Commission 

Hon. Jeanie Dendys Mountainview Minister of Tourism and Culture; Minister responsible for the 

   Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board;   

   Women’s Directorate 

GOVERNMENT PRIVATE MEMBERS 

 Yukon Liberal Party 

 Ted Adel Copperbelt North 

 Paolo Gallina Porter Creek Centre 

 Don Hutton Mayo-Tatchun 

OFFICIAL OPPOSITION 

 Yukon Party

Stacey Hassard Leader of the Official Opposition  

 Pelly-Nisutlin 

Brad Cathers Lake Laberge 

Wade Istchenko Kluane  

Scott Kent  Official Opposition House Leader 

 Copperbelt South  

Patti McLeod  Watson Lake  

Geraldine Van Bibber Porter Creek North 

 THIRD PARTY 

 New Democratic Party 

 Liz Hanson Leader of the Third Party 

  Whitehorse Centre 

 Kate White Third Party House Leader  

  Takhini-Kopper King   

 LEGISLATIVE STAFF 

 Clerk of the Assembly Floyd McCormick 

 Deputy Clerk Linda Kolody 

 Clerk of Committees Allison Lloyd 

 Sergeant-at-Arms Doris McLean 

 Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms Karina Watson   

 Hansard Administrator Deana Lemke 

Published under the authority of the Speaker of the Yukon Legislative Assembly 



November 1, 2017 HANSARD 1427 

 

 

Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Wednesday, November 1, 2017 — 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.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of MADD Canada’s 30
th

 Project Red 
Ribbon campaign 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am pleased to rise today on 

behalf of the Yukon Liberal government in this House to 

recognize the 30
th

 anniversary of Mothers Against Drunk 

Driving — MADD — and their Red Ribbon campaign. Every 

year, Project Red Ribbon takes place over the holiday season 

from November 1 to the first Monday after the new year. This 

timing is not a coincidence. Unfortunately, this is a time of 

celebration, which also corresponds with an increase of 

impaired driving incidents.  

For 30 years, volunteers in communities across Canada 

and the Yukon have distributed millions of red ribbons to the 

public to attach to their vehicles, keychains, purses, backpacks 

and lapels. Members of this Legislature and the public can 

pick up a MADD red ribbon at any of the six Yukon liquor 

stores and wear it prominently to demonstrate our collective 

commitment to sober driving.  

Displaying this iconic red ribbon means two things. First, 

it serves as a reminder and as an appeal to drive sober during 

the holiday season. This reminder is all too important in the 

Yukon. Our rate of impaired driving has increased since 2014. 

We are five to six times higher than the national average and 

we have to do better. The second meaning for wearing these 

ribbons is that they serve as a tribute to honour all those who 

have been killed, injured or affected by impairment-related 

crashes. What makes these situations so tragic and difficult to 

accept is that impaired driving is not an accident; it is a 

preventable crime.  

The Yukon Liquor Corporation is responsible for liquor 

in the territory. We must also ensure that social responsibility 

is a key commitment. This means informing Yukon citizens 

about the dangers and consequences that come when 

consuming liquor, and the importance of making choices to be 

safe and abide by the law.  

My colleague, the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works, also strives to make Yukon’s roads safe and my 

colleague, the Minister of Justice, strives to keep everybody 

safe. The Minister for Health and Social Services works at 

dealing with addiction issues. 

Road safety is everyone’s responsibility and it begins 

with each of us. We honour every life that is lost or changed 

by an impaired driver. Please, let’s work together to prevent 

these senseless tragedies from happening in the first place. 

Friends don’t let friends drink and drive. Drinking and driving 

is deplorable, disgraceful, despicable, blameworthy, culpable, 

bad, shameful, repugnant, inexcusable, unforgivable, 

indefensible, unjustifiable, criminal, and just plain wrong — 

in all ways not cool. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Yukon government, I 

would like to extend our gratitude to the RCMP and our local 

MADD Whitehorse chapter. I would just like to acknowledge 

President Jacquelyn Van Marck, Carlos Sanchez-Aguirre, Bev 

Cooper and one of the founding members of MADD here in 

the Yukon, Jan Trim, and her husband Doug. We are 

honoured by your presence here in the Legislature today. Your 

dedication and tireless efforts are helping to save lives and we 

thank you. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I am pleased to rise in the House today 

on behalf of the Yukon Party Official Opposition to recognize 

MADD Canada’s 30
th

 anniversary of their Project Red Ribbon 

campaign. Each year, millions of ribbons are handed out 

across Canada by volunteers for drivers and public to display 

on their vehicles or elsewhere as a pledge and a reminder for 

all to remain sober behind the wheel throughout the holidays 

and beyond. 

I am hoping that the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works has partnered with them again to get those ribbons on 

fleet vehicles. I think it was a great thing. 

Yukon’s impaired driving convictions remain a lot 

higher, as the minister spoke about earlier, than the national 

average. The Red Ribbon campaign is increasingly important 

in the goal of all Yukoners to keep our loved ones and 

community members safe over the holidays. I am proud to see 

how many drivers take part in the Red Ribbon campaign each 

season and I look forward to seeing all drivers take the pledge 

to drive sober.  

Road safety is a shared responsibility and this campaign 

has been raising awareness and reaffirming the importance of 

sober driving to Yukoners for 30 years. The Whitehorse 

chapter of MADD has worked for many years to eliminate 

impaired driving and to keep our communities safe. 

I do want to thank the MADD volunteers who work 

tirelessly to save lives, getting those ribbons out during the 

holiday season and for all the work that they do during the rest 

of the year. I would also like to thank our local RCMP for 

their role in Project Red Ribbon. Your partnership with 

MADD is a very large part of ensuring the safety of Yukoners. 

I encourage everyone in this House and all Yukoners to make 

a donation to MADD this year. Get your red ribbon and 

display it proudly, and remember to remain sober while 

driving — always. Call a cab or call a friend, but don’t drive. 

We are all at risk when someone gets behind the wheel 

impaired. 
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Ms. White: I stand on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus 

to recognize and celebrate the 30
th

 anniversary of Mothers 

Against Drunk Driving.  

For the past three decades, MADD chapters across the 

country have been raising awareness about the risks and the 

consequences of impaired driving through community 

initiatives and government lobbying. Our own Yukon chapter 

joined national ranks in 2003 in the promotion of safe, sober 

and responsible holiday driving.  

While improvements have been made in the last three 

decades to reduce drinking and driving, it continues to be a 

deadly problem on Canadian roads. A 2016 report from the 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention lists Canada 

number one among 19 wealthy countries for percentage of 

roadway deaths linked to alcohol impairment. The study 

found that while fewer people were dying from motor vehicle 

crashes in Canada, the proportion of deaths linked to alcohol 

impairment was 34 percent. That’s higher than any of the 

other countries in the survey. For perspective, Israel had the 

lowest percentage, at 3.2 percent. This should serve as a 

warning to us as lawmakers that new strategies are needed to 

combat drinking and driving if we want to keep our roads 

safe.  

The efforts of MADD are vital in keeping the message of 

sober driving top of mind during the holiday season, but that 

responsibility can’t rest solely with them. MADD reviews 

legislation about impaired driving and produces a report card 

on each jurisdiction. Historically, the Yukon hasn’t fared well 

on these assessments. As a matter of fact, we’ve done so 

poorly and have made such little progress in our battle against 

drinking and driving that, since 2009, we haven’t been 

included in these cross-country reports.  

My hope is that, with the renewed effort to address the 

harms of drinking and driving as a government, we will once 

again be relevant enough to be included in these report cards 

in a positive fashion as we continue to work with MADD to 

eliminate impaired driving altogether.  

We thank all current and past board members of the 

Yukon chapter of MADD and, of course, all their volunteers 

for their continued efforts in Yukon.  

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have already introduced the 

folks from MADD and I thank them for coming. I just would 

also like to acknowledge Ms. Amanda Smith, who is the 

government’s sign language interpreter. I would just like to 

welcome her here. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Adel: I always like to rise in the House and 

welcome one of my constituents. Bev Cooper, thank you for 

coming.  

 

Ms. White: I thank my colleagues for allowing me to 

welcome two friends to the gallery. I originally met Jan and 

Doug from when I had the coffee shop at the Canada Games 

Centre. It was through Jan’s prompting and encouragement 

that I volunteered with MADD. I had the opportunity to stand 

on roadways; I had the opportunity to hand things out at 

McDonald’s. What we don’t always understand when we do 

the tribute is the sheer gargantuan amount of organization that 

goes behind the campaign, and the fact that the members we 

see here are constantly on the phone, trying to get volunteers. 

I have a pitch to anyone, if they have some time and are 

interested. It’s really fascinating to be on the side of the road 

with the RCMP or, if you’re lucky, you can be in a place 

that’s maybe a bit warmer, but I don’t know that we’ve found 

any of those yet. 

So Jan and Doug, it’s lovely to have you here, because I 

don’t get to say stuff like that to you all the time. Thank you 

for coming. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: 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. Cathers: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House commends the Hon. Bob McLeod, 

Premier of the Northwest Territories, for showing leadership 

by standing up to the Government of Canada and defending 

northern interests, including the right of the territories to 

decide whether or not they develop their natural resources. 

 

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

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada to 

ensure all Yukon subcontractors are paid in full for their work 

on three duplexes in Ross River in summer 2017. 

 

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

motion:  

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

continue to use the Yukon Forum to address joint priorities 

with Yukon First Nation governments.  

 

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion:  

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

respond to the needs expressed by mobile-homeowners 

through a petition and a government survey by ending 

evictions without cause in mobile home parks.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?  

Is there a statement by a minister?  

This then brings us to Question Period.  
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QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Mining legislation 

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, seven months ago, the 

Premier promised the mining sector that he would develop a 

collaborative framework to address industry concerns around 

timelines and reassessments for major projects. That was his 

promise. It was not a federal promise and we’re not asking 

about an MOU. We’re asking specifically about the Premier’s 

promise for a collaborative framework that he personally 

promised the industry he would develop. We’ve been asking 

for an update all week on this collaborative framework, and 

the government has not provided an answer. Yesterday, he 

seemed to have even forgotten about their commitment.  

Will the Minister finally tell us: What’s the status of this 

collaborative framework that the Premier promised the 

industry seven months ago?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Member for Lake Laberge 

for the question and the opportunity to continue to inform 

Yukoners as well as the Assembly on the work that’s being 

done on this initiative.  

We look forward to working with the Government of 

Canada and First Nation governments as we continue to 

implement the assessment process after Bill C-17 is passed.  

As the Yukon Environmental and Socio-economic 

Assessment Act is federal legislation, it is incumbent on 

Canada to provide clarity for all governments, industry and 

the public on the effect that the bill will have on existing 

projects in the YESAA process which we’ve continued to say. 

Although mining industry groups and companies previously 

lobbied for changes to Bill C-17, the Government of Yukon, 

First Nations and the Yukon Chamber of Mines issued a joint 

letter on March 16, 2017, confirming their united support for 

the bill. Industry stated that their concerns could be addressed 

through a collaborative framework with parties. The YESAA 

reset memorandum of understanding establishes a positive 

working relationship between the parties with respect to the 

future implementation and operation of YESAB. The parties 

are in the process of approving the memorandum of 

understanding. They have agreed on the framework — that 

has been completed — which creates an oversight group that 

will address YESAA matters. The reset MOU is a joint 

priority of the Yukon Forum.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that today we did get a little 

more information from the minister, but he still didn’t directly 

answer the question. It’s important to note that industry agreed 

to support the repeal of Bill S-6 through Bill C-17 in exchange 

for the commitment that the Premier gave about a 

collaborative framework around addressing their concerns.  

Again, we specifically are talking about the collaborative 

framework that the Premier personally promised to this sector 

seven months ago, and unfortunately, yesterday, the minister 

said it’s not about a time frame. Well, unfortunately, for 

people in the private sector, time frames actually do matter a 

great deal. They don’t have the luxury that government has of 

taking more time and more time. They have great concerns 

about reassessments and timelines.  

The Premier promised them that he would develop a 

framework to address these concerns. What we didn’t hear in 

the minister’s response about talking about talking is what the 

timelines are for actually developing this framework and 

fulfilling the Premier’s commitment to this sector of the 

Yukon economy? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Member for Lake Laberge 

for the question and I thank him for his 101 on the private 

sector. I have spent a lot of time in the private sector and 

certainly understand about timelines and how things work. I 

also understand what happens when government makes some 

decisions that completely disrupt an industry.  

I remember his work on the housing file in my time in the 

private sector. He did a great job of destroying a series of 

projects because of listening to special interest groups. On Bill 

C-17, we are dealing with cleaning up the work that was done 

by our friends across the way and how they took it upon 

themselves to move forward without having all players at the 

table. Those other players were the Council of Yukon First 

Nations and certainly the federal government.  

Are we in a time where we have some disruption because 

of what has happened? Absolutely, we do. The plan at this 

point is to have the players come to the table. Will there be 

disruption in the industry? There probably is and that is 

because of what has happened. Do I know the time frame on 

the execution of this work? No, I don’t speak for the other two 

parties. I think after the work and the messaging from the 

Member for Lake Laberge on consultation over the last couple 

of weeks, I would say that I am going to go into it with an 

open mind and we will work to fix the problem that was left 

by our friends from across the way. 

Mr. Cathers: Again, this government has been in 

office almost a year and they spend most of their time 

pointing a finger at the previous government while failing to 

take responsibility for their own actions. The minister, in 

attempting to bring up things from three years ago — when 

government actually listened to Yukoners — is an interesting 

deflection, but the minister knows the facts on that.  

I would point out to the minister that, in this case, we are 

asking them about their commitment to people in the mining 

sector on developing a collaborative framework for dealing 

with these projects. They made a very specific commitment 

and people in that sector are frustrated by the fact that they 

have seen lack of action by the government. In response to 

their specific concerns, they are hearing platitudes and an 

attempt to blame the previous government, but there is no 

action by this government on its commitments to these 

Yukoners.  

When will we actually see a timeline and when we see 

action on this file by this government? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think I hit a nerve over there with a 

little bit of a walk down history lane, but we will leave that for 

now.  

Once again, part of our challenge is dealing with the 

lawsuit that took place with Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in, the lawsuit 

that took place with the Kaska, the Ross River Dena Council 

and the lawsuit on Bill S-6. All of these lawsuits have been 
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destabilizing. When we sit down with investors and mining 

companies across the country, the biggest thing is: “Thank 

God there was a change.” When you are in constant legal 

squabbles, people don’t want to invest, and if they don’t invest 

or you don’t invest, you don’t have projects.  

Certainly what we are committed to doing here is not 

trying to ram through a process like we saw happen 

previously. I don’t want to continue to go into a blame game, 

but the reality is that something happened over the last couple 

of years. Our friends across the way created that situation. We 

are left here to fix the problem. I wish I could make it go into 

a series of actions that will lead to a resolution within a couple 

of days, but sometimes when you do the damage that was 

done, it takes longer. 

At this particular time, I have committed to industry; my 

colleagues have committed to industry. We want to fix the 

problem — the remnants that have been left behind. We’re 

trying to rebuild the relationships. What I would say to the 

member opposite is that sometimes it takes a little bit longer 

to build those healthy relationships. He may not understand it, 

but we do. 

Question re: Internet connectivity  

Mr. Kent: On June 13 of this year, the Minister of 

Economic Development mentioned that an application to 

receive funding for a redundant fibre line had been submitted 

to Canada’s Connect to Innovate program. The minister 

further mentioned — and I quote: “… what we’ve heard from 

the federal government is that we’re probably looking at a 

September time frame to see if we’ve been successful on the 

funding agreement.” 

As we are well past September, is the minister able to 

provide an update to the House on the status of this funding 

agreement? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Member for Copperbelt 

South for his question on this topic. We feel that we’re 

coming to the end of the process. It would have been 

favourable to have the federal government conclude the 

process in September. I know that the members opposite, from 

their time in government, understand that sometimes the 

federal government takes a little bit longer than you would 

hope. In this particular case, we feel that we should be able to 

get a final answer from them in the short term. 

Under the current situation, I hope we’ll be able to get 

some news out to Yukoners over the next while, but the 

process is still underway. 

Mr. Kent: I thank the minister for his response. We’ll 

look forward to hopefully hearing some positive news from 

the federal government on this file. 

At the beginning of the summer, the minister put out an 

expression of interest for the southern fibre optic route, which 

presumably would go through Skagway and connect with the 

Alaska fibre line. Last week, I believe it was — or perhaps the 

week before — he issued an expression of interest for the 

Dempster fibre optic route. 

Mr. Speaker, given that these two expressions of interest 

have been put out after the application was submitted to 

Canada, we’re curious what was asked for in that application. 

Is the minister willing to table the application to the Connect 

to Innovate funding program that was submitted to Canada? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The expression of interest that was 

released in that process is currently underway. As the Member 

for Copperbelt South correctly identified, that has to do with 

the northern route. The expression of interest that was released 

for the southern route was to gather more information on this 

particular project. 

I’ll draw the listeners’ attention to the fact that, when we 

came into office, we had a project that had been listed at 

$40 million, and the idea was that the ownership for that 

particular project — a private sector company would own it. 

Just after that, the project then increased in value to 

$75 million, I believe, approximately, if you take into 

consideration the 30 percent over the base price. We had a 

project almost double.  

At that point, we as a government felt that we would 

undertake a very methodical process to understand all the 

information before a decision was made. That’s what we have 

been doing. The expression of interest on the southern route 

has been part of that matrix. As we see a process underway 

now — concluding, I think, on November 14 — that will 

provide us with more data. It certainly doesn’t affect the 

application that has been provided to the federal government.  

Mr. Kent: As I mentioned in my previous question, 

we’re curious about what exactly that application to Canada 

looked like, and hopefully the minister will consider tabling 

that application here in the Legislative Assembly so we can 

get a sense for exactly what was asked for.  

My final question for the minister is quite 

straightforward: Can he tell Yukoners when his government 

will make a decision on which route for a redundant fibre 

optic line will be the one that is chosen? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First, I just want to apologize to the 

Member for Copperbelt South. The last part of the second 

question, the first supplementary, was: Will I table the 

application? I think what I would like to do is to not make a 

sudden decision here. I want to go back and speak with the 

officials about the contents of the application, understanding 

that there is no intellectual property there or particular items 

that would be inappropriate to table, but certainly we will 

endeavour to take on that process with respect to the question 

from the Member for Copperbelt South.  

As for the time frame, it’s a commitment we’ve made to 

look at this redundancy. Certainly I would hope that our 

officials and our team can come to a conclusion within the 

fiscal year. That’s my hope. I think that we still have some 

work to do. If we want to look at actually building fibre 

density in the next fiscal year, it’s something we would have 

to talk about and make sure our budgets reflected that. That’s 

pretty broad. I apologize that I’m not giving a hard and fast 

date but, based on the process and the data that is coming in, 

that’s the way I would think it would go.  

We certainly haven’t finished the EOI for the north so 

there is more data coming in. Of course, that may lead to 
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further questions. At this particular time, I’m hopeful — but 

based on the data we get. 

Question re: Salvation Army shelter and 
transitional housing 

Ms. White: When it comes to emergency shelter and 

transitional housing, we have seen proposals and plans come 

forward over a number of years from various groups, until the 

previous government committed to a partnership with the 

Salvation Army without a request for proposal. The project is 

now nearly complete a year after the anticipated opening date. 

The ribbon-cutting ceremony happened a few weeks ago, and 

the shelter is expected to open very soon. We’re pleased to see 

an updated emergency shelter that replaces the previous one 

and we are relieved to see some transitional housing included 

— something desperately needed in our community.  

Can the government tell this House what the final capital 

costs are for this project from all departments, including 

Health and Social Services, Yukon Housing Corporation, and 

Highways and Public Works? Who will hold the legal title of 

this new building? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. Certainly, at this time, I’m not able to provide the 

details requested with regard to all of the costs. I do know that 

the infrastructure itself is in excess of $14 million that was 

committed to previously. The ownership of that facility — I 

guess the transfer of that facility is with the Salvation Army. 

That was a previous arrangement. What we do control and 

have control over is the service delivery and the service 

program out of that facility. We’re working quite 

collaboratively and in partnership with the Anti-Poverty 

Coalition, the City of Whitehorse, Kwanlin Dün, and Ta’an 

Kwäch’än. All of the organizations in our city are working 

around an effective model for shelter for the day 

programming, the transitional units and, of course, the shelter 

component. 

Ms. White: Hopefully we will see the doors officially 

open soon. The Salvation Army has made much of the 

transitional supportive housing it will offer, the supportive 

programming and their offer of three meals a day, seven days 

a week. These are significant improvements of services for the 

new centre. But, Mr. Speaker, all of this requires operation 

and maintenance money. 

Will the minister tell this House how much the 

government will be contributing to the operation and 

maintenance costs of the new Salvation Army and how much 

the Salvation Army will be contributing to their own operation 

and maintenance costs? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Salvation Army Centre of Hope 

was expected to open this week and I understand that has been 

delayed a few days due to the fact that they don’t have all of 

their furniture in place and the kitchen is not quite ready in 

terms of the tools that they require. That will happen very 

shortly for the day programming. 

Who is paying for the O&M expenditures for the facility? 

Health and Social Services, in collaboration with our 

departments, have committed to $1.2 million for the O&M 

expenditures. That is a previous commitment that was there 

through the funding agreement. So Yukon government will 

provide operation and maintenance funds of $1.2 million per 

year for a three-year period, and at any point in time there is a 

clause that a review would be conducted and analyzed to 

ensure that effective programs are being delivered. 

Just for clarity, I previously said a number that was 

incorrect, so I will just correct that now — the total project 

cost is $14.875 million. 

Ms. White: A Housing First model recognizes the need 

for barrier-free housing. This model recognizes that, first and 

foremost, every individual has the right to safe housing. It also 

recognizes that barrier-free housing, where individuals 

struggling with addictions are able to access housing despite 

their condition, is the first step on a better path to wellness. In 

Ontario and British Columbia, managed alcohol programs 

recognize that controlled access to alcohol in a residential 

setting greatly reduces health issues and costly hospitalization 

for homeless people struggling with alcoholism. 

Mr. Speaker, what are the new shelter policies to ensure 

that people under the influence of alcohol or drugs have 

access to housing as defined in the Housing First model and 

what role will Yukon government play to ensure that Housing 

First policies are followed? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member 

opposite for the great question. Clearly, the Government of 

Yukon is committed to a Housing First plan. We have 

committed to the housing action plan and are now working on 

the implementation component of that. Working with our 

partners, we have ensured, in collaboration with the Salvation 

Army, that the consideration around access is really important. 

A barrier-free environment is essential — most definitely 

trying to look at programs and services offered in the new 

facility to ensure that accessibility will not differentiate based 

on race, creed or sexual orientation — because that seemed to 

have been a big question previously.  

The programming and services are being done and 

designed with the user groups. There is an oversight 

committee consisting of folks from the Safe at Home initiative 

from the City of Whitehorse, Kwanlin Dün, and some NGO 

groups in our community, along with Health and Social 

Services to ensure that an effective transition model is in place 

so that clients who access these programs are successful 

transitioning in and out of various treatment facility programs 

and transition very successfully back into our communities.  

Question re: Mining legislation 

Mr. Cathers: I’m going to return to a topic I didn’t 

really get an answer on before. The Premier promised the 

mining sector that he would develop a collaborative 

framework to address their concerns around reassessments 

and timelines. Though the commitment was made seven 

months ago, we have not seen any tangible action on this area. 

In response to our questions, we have seen government go to 

their talking points, playing the blame game and saying 

something about collaboration, but not providing any real 
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specifics. They are one year into their mandate — almost one-

quarter of the way through.  

Has the government had any meetings with industry to 

follow through on the Premier’s commitment and to 

specifically discuss a collaborative framework? If so, when 

were those meetings held and who was in attendance?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I want to thank the Member for Lake 

Laberge for giving us a reprise on this topic because there are 

some things I also wanted to share with him.  

As we talk about the mining sector, first of all, in this 

reset, the three parties have come together. As we said, 

they’ve agreed on the framework and now they’re going to 

move forward. At that point, I’ll leave it at that.  

Do we want to talk about mining? Let’s talk about 

mining, if that’s what this is about and if the Member for Lake 

Laberge is standing up for the industry. What has happened is 

that in the last year, the exploration expenditures in this 

territory have doubled. That’s what has happened first of all 

and that’s why globally this is being looked at as the 

destination. I will not take away from the work that was done 

before, but I can say this — this is factual. I can hear the 

snickers across the way, but this is factual: The legal barrage, 

the legal mess time after time after time that happened over 

the last five years and longer — but mostly over the last five 

years — led to fear of and risk to investing in the Yukon. The 

actions on Bill S-6 and the work that was done from across the 

way was also part of that.  

What I will say is that at this particular time, we see a 

renewed interest in our mining sector. We are committed to 

working to alleviate the challenges that were caused by our 

friends across the way.  

Speaker: Order, please. Thank you.  

Mr. Cathers: Again, we see no answers from the 

government with regard to their own commitments. The 

Premier made a specific commitment to industry seven 

months ago and we’re asking if there has been any tangible 

action to implement this commitment.  

I do have to remind the member that, in fact, I believe the 

largest lawsuit ever filed against the government was filed 

against him earlier this year by an oil company.  

I would again point out to the government that we’re 

asking them about their commitments. It seemed that the 

mantra of this government has changed from “Be Heard” prior 

to taking office to “no one moves, nobody gets hurt.” We are 

seeing a lack of any action on the commitment the Premier 

made to the mining sector.  

Again, we ask: Have they had any meetings with industry 

to discuss the Premier’s specific commitments? If so, when 

were those meetings held and who was in attendance?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I’m glad that also was brought up. 

Thank you. Yes, it wasn’t exactly against me, but it was a 

$2.2-billion action from an oil company based on the fact that 

we committed to not let fracking happen in this territory. 

My friends across the way would like to see the fracking 

begin but, no, we don’t. I would also like to remind the 

member opposite that they might have filed a suit, but they 

actually also have paid the rent that was outstanding under the 

previous government — not handing money back to them, but 

actually getting them to pay their rent so that taxpayers are 

respected here in the Yukon.  

As for the actual dates of each meeting — there has been 

a series of meetings. I don’t have each actual date with me. I 

can certainly table a letter that looks into that.  

What we have committed to is a framework and a 

working group. That is the work that will begin. We can have 

the spin machine — the old Conservative cycle, which I know 

my friend from Lake Laberge loves to hit “push” on — but, at 

this particular time, what we have committed — we have 

talked to industry. Industry, in their conversations with me on 

Thursday night, certainly didn’t seem upset with the process 

that is being undertaken. They understand that this is a mess 

that was left behind, and we are committed to fixing it. 

Mr. Cathers: I am not going to spend a lot of time 

countering the member’s rhetoric. He knows that the position 

that he attempted to tag on this side of the House regarding 

fracking is factually incorrect. I would point out to the 

member that we are asking this government about their 

commitments and what action, if any, they have taken to 

fulfill them. There is only so long that you can coast on the 

rhetoric that you are the new guy and that the people before 

you really did a bad job — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: Government House Leader, on a point of 

order. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I would ask the 

member opposite to choose his words a little more carefully. I 

understand that you have recently ruled on the context of 

rhetoric. He has used it twice now in this statement, which is 

not actually a question, but I assume there is a question 

coming, and that is inappropriate in my view. 

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, on the point of 

order. 

Mr. Cathers: On the point of order, I don’t believe I 

contravened past rulings in my statement. 

Speaker’s statement 

Speaker: I will take this under advisement. 

Member for Lake Laberge, please continue with your 

question. 

 

Mr. Cathers: Again, we are asking government for 

what they have done on their specific commitments. It does 

seem that this government has adopted an attitude of “no one 

moves, no one gets hurt” and that, in response to reasonable 

questions, instead of actually answering the question, what we 

hear from the government is an attempt to play the blame 

game and some talking points about collaboration and how 

they are working on things to make everything wonderful for 

everyone. But we are after answers for Yukon citizens. 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, we keep on hearing 

from the member opposite that we are not answering the 

question. He got up twice now and asked six questions, and I 
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believe the minister answered his question. We talked about 

monies going toward exploration. We talked about the reset 

MOU. We talked about the working group. There is lots of 

work. There are meetings that are going on all the time. The 

difference is that the meetings are happening with the First 

Nations as well. We are not having one conversation with 

First Nations and another conversation with the industry.  

With all due respect to the broken record from Lake 

Laberge, we have answered his question. We believe that our 

approach to mining is going to actually go to production — 

something that the other government could not do. 

Question re: Technology and innovation 

Mr. Kent: I have a series of questions regarding 

Liberal election promises that were made last year around this 

time to the IT sector. Once specific one was — and I will 

quote from some of their election materials: “The Yukon 

Liberals will support a business accelerator program for 

technology companies.” Can the government update this 

House on the status of this promise? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The accelerator program and building 

that sort of an ecosystem for the IT sector is something that 

our government feels very strongly about. We feel that, in 

order to diversify the economy and taking into consideration 

the different pieces that we have here that we can work with, 

we have very strong entrepreneurs, and we think we can 

expand the knowledge-based economy and it’s something that 

we have committed to. 

At the current time, we continue to work in support of 

(co)space. We think they’re doing some really good work. It’s 

something that the previous government also believed in, in 

some of their early work. YuKonstruct as well — happy to 

have been part of some of that early work in their first couple 

of events. We think that is also another piece.  

So at this particular time, there is business planning being 

done, a business model and planning being executed by 

(co)space, and we look forward to them coming forward, 

because we think a partnership such as this would be a key 

way to build a conduit for increased entrepreneurship and 

diversity in our economy. 

Mr. Kent: I thank the minister for that response. 

Another promise that the Liberals made was the establishment 

of a new $10-million fund for economic infrastructure through 

the Yukon Development Corporation to advance economic 

diversification and innovation. I know we touched briefly on 

this topic in the spring session, but I was hoping the minister 

would be able to give us a further update on the status of this 

election promise that the Liberals made and if he has an idea 

of what year local companies will be able to access this fund. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: A very good question from the 

Member for Copperbelt South — first, in taking on the role of 

Minister responsible for the Yukon Development Corporation, 

part of the work was to analyze what had previously 

happened. We saw some fairly robust spending on the due 

diligence for hydro projects. Sad to say, it didn’t even get us 

to the start line on any of those projects, but there was a lot of 

good due diligence done, and someday we can dust off those 

reports if there’s ever an opportunity to do some hydro. 

First and foremost is to take a look at our framework on 

how we roll money out in a more accountable manner — 

that’s the great work that I commend the board for the Yukon 

Development Corporation for. At this particular time, there’s a 

new framework and a challenge function that’s being put in 

place so we can ensure that dollars roll out in an appropriate 

manner. There’s about $1.5 million that has been earmarked 

this year under the organization. 

Once we get a framework in place — at that point, I will 

have the responsibility and obligation, as we committed to, to 

capitalize YDC over the next number of years. Hopefully in 

the supplementary questions, I can talk about the terms of 

reference and such. 

Mr. Kent: One of the disappointing things with that 

response is that we asked a question about a specific Liberal 

commitment and the minister continues his blame game, 

which he has become quite proficient at here in this House. 

Another Liberal election promise to the IT sector was to 

— and I quote: “… accelerate the completion of the fibre 

optic redundancy project.”  

I know we touched on this earlier today, and it doesn’t 

look like the government has actually succeeded at 

accelerating this project. 

Can the minister explain to us what has been done to 

accelerate the project and when he anticipates construction 

beginning on a redundant fibre optic line? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I’m sorry if I have offended my 

colleagues across the way with my comments. Part of what I 

am being asked for is a series of solutions and actions, and 

sometimes there are some challenges and barriers. I’m trying 

to build context on the fact that the barriers and challenges 

were there, which then, of course, slow down some of the 

activities that I would like to undertake as we fix those 

challenges. Certainly I will try to frame it in a different way 

and still be able to give you and Yukoners a full picture of 

what we are undertaking. 

I don’t know how I would be able to score in expediting 

the process of a fibre line. I know that we have talked a bit 

today — we certainly are working toward getting a project 

completed, and part of the project is the due diligence at the 

front end. Through project management — most people would 

say from a professional perspective — that front-end work is 

very important and actually takes up a large portion of the 

overall project. 

I heard about fibre, as a citizen of the Yukon for years 

and years and years. I guess that if it takes us years and years 

and years, then we failed. But I hope that doesn’t happen, as I 

have said. We would like to make a decision during this fiscal 

year. 

 

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. 174 

Clerk: Motion No. 174, standing in the name of 

Mr. Gallina. 

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Porter Creek 

Centre: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

continue to be guided by the following priority commitments 

as it enters the second year of its mandate: 

 (1) implementing a people-centred approach to wellness 

that helps Yukoners thrive; 

 (2) making strategic investments that build healthy, 

vibrant and sustainable communities; 

 (3) establishing strong government-to-government 

relationships with First Nations that foster reconciliation; and 

 (4) fostering a diverse, growing economy that provides 

good jobs for Yukoners in an environmentally responsible 

way. 

 

Mr. Gallina: Mr. Speaker, I am honoured today to 

bring forward Motion No. 174 that urges the Government of 

Yukon to continue to be guided by priority commitments as it 

enters the second year of its mandate. 

These are the commitments that this Liberal government 

campaigned on and was elected by Yukoners to prioritize. 

You can see evidence of how our team is guided by these 

priorities by looking at the objectives laid out in the mandate 

letters to our ministers. Our four priorities guide the actions 

taken by this government each and every day. These priorities 

were one of the reasons I ran for office and for a place in this 

Yukon government. These priorities guide my direction as an 

MLA and I believe that they will move Yukon forward in a 

strong and sustainable way.  

These priorities ensure government transparency and 

accountability. They provide a framework for showing 

Yukoners what we plan to accomplish during our mandate 

along with what we have already accomplished and why 

decisions were made. This vision is a fundamental shift from 

how previous government operated and holds us, as a 

government and as elected officials, to account.  

I would like to begin by speaking to the first priority — 

our people-centred approach to wellness helps Yukoners 

thrive. This priority has guided many of the actions we have 

taken in the past 11 months, including: amendments to the 

Dental Profession Act; combating the opioid crisis in Yukon; 

increased mental wellness in Yukon; the creation of National 

Aboriginal Day as a statutory holiday; and other initiatives 

that my caucus colleagues will speak to throughout this 

afternoon.  

This priority has guided my ongoing engagement with 

local community associations in the flourishing riding of 

Porter Creek Centre, including the Porter Creek Community 

Association, the Whistle Bend Community Association and 

Friends of McIntyre Creek. It is important to me that I’m 

hearing from and supporting community associations as they 

work hard to help make Porter Creek a safe and vibrant 

community to live in where access to nature abounds. 

This priority guides the work I do on behalf of my 

constituents. Over the past 10 months, I have ensured that I 

knock on doors and visit constituents regularly, that I attend 

community association meetings, host barbecues, meetings 

and constituency events and that I represent this government 

at social, business and community events. This government 

knows that we cannot effectively govern if we don’t listen to 

or have the well-being of Yukoners at the forefront of every 

decision that we make.  

Recently, this government brought forward a bill 

proposing amendments to the Dental Profession Act. The 

proposed changes expand the services that dental hygienists 

currently provide, effectively increasing their scope of 

practice. At present, only dental therapists are authorized to 

provide dental care to children through the Yukon children’s 

dental program, which might include services such as 

cleaning, scaling and polishing prior to a dentist seeing the 

patient, even though dental hygienists are also trained and 

qualified to provide this care. Expanding the services that 

dental hygienists offer improves the services available for our 

children, which is an important part of overall wellness.  

Another important initiative taken by this government 

with the wellness of Yukoners in mind is the work by the 

Minister of Health and Social Services and the Health and 

Social Services department to distribute naloxone kits 

throughout Yukon. Naloxone is a safe drug that temporarily 

reverses overdoses caused by opioid drugs, such as fentanyl or 

heroin. The purpose of naloxone is to buy time and potentially 

save lives before emergency medical personnel arrive.  

Throughout the last year, the Yukon government worked 

with community partners to make take-home naloxone kits 

available for free at 31 sites across Yukon as well as to 

provide training for distributing these kits. Over 875 kits have 

been handed out to individuals. Unfortunately, there is 

evidence that fentanyl is present in Yukon and has resulted in 

overdoses and deaths in our territory. I’m proud of the work 

done by this government to put the safety of Yukoners first 

and to prioritize the free distribution of naloxone kits.  

I’m similarly proud of this government to make the 

commitment to hire 11 new mental wellness workers in 

communities across the Yukon. These new positions will be 

able to provide assessment, screening and crisis management, 

as well as supportive counselling when needed. There will be 

hubs throughout the Yukon, which will provide specialist 

services to communities within a geographical location. I look 

forward to hearing from the Minister of Health and Social 

Services regarding the new mental health positions this 

afternoon.  

Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak to the significance of 

National Aboriginal Day becoming a statutory holiday in the 

Yukon. I believe this is of great importance and it is a clear 

example of our priorities to be people-centred and to work in 

the spirit of reconciliation. May 8 was an exciting day in this 



November 1, 2017 HANSARD 1435 

 

House as we saw the first law passed under our government 

— the creation of an annual statutory holiday on National 

Aboriginal Day, June 21, beginning in 2017. The bill to create 

a statutory holiday on National Aboriginal Day was brought to 

the House by the Minister of Community Services and it was 

unanimously supported by all Members of the Legislative 

Assembly. On that day, the Yukon government joined the 

Northwest Territories in leading Canada on this meaningful 

celebration of First Nations, Inuit and Métis peoples. This step 

was so important to our Liberal government because we 

believe that honouring First Nation knowledge, language and 

culture is central to a modern Yukon and our government is 

proud to acknowledge that the way to move forward is 

together.  

Mr. Speaker, when we look at the second priority — our 

strategic investments that build healthy, vibrant and 

sustainable communities — I think of the work that has been 

done in the past few months by the independent Yukon 

Financial Advisory Panel. When our government took office, 

it wasn’t long before we realized we were facing significant 

financial challenges. It is a fact, Mr. Speaker, that over the 

past 10 years under the previous government, revenue growth 

of 1.7 percent per year in real dollars has not kept pace with 

spending growth of 2.5 percent per year.  

The Public Accounts were tabled in this House yesterday 

afternoon and the Auditor General of Canada has confirmed 

the non-consolidated annual deficit for the year ending 

March 31, 2017 was $5.4 million in comparison to the 

budgeted surplus by the previous government of $9.4 million. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the third deficit in eight years. The 

Government of Yukon also had a deficit in 2010-11. When we 

look at what makes up this deficit, we’ve seen many unfunded 

commitments. These unfunded commitments were made by 

the previous government. They include: unbudgeted salary 

increases from a new collective agreement within the Yukon 

Employees’ Union; $3.5 million for new teachers and 

educational assistants hired without budgeted dollars allocated 

for them; $4 million for payments due to meet pension 

solvency requirements for Yukon Hospital Corporation at 

$3.5 million and Yukon College at $500,000; $2.6 million in 

unpaid bills for the construction of hospitals in rural Yukon 

and for Crocus Ridge residential construction; $2.2 million for 

new continuing care beds at the Thomson care centre and 

McDonald Lodge in Dawson; another $1.8 million for the new 

Salvation Army building; $1.8 million for affordable housing; 

$1.5 million for transition costs; and $1.5 million to the 

MacBride Museum expansion.  

Mr. Speaker, the Auditor General has also confirmed that 

our net financial assets are at $88 million. The Premier and the 

Minister of Finance said yesterday that the 2016-17 Public 

Accounts confirms this government’s financial projection.  

In the last two years, the government’s savings have gone 

from $223 million to $88 million, and this pattern needs to be 

adjusted. 

Part of why I am here today is to look at how this Liberal 

government will address our financial situation while being 

guided by our principles. I am proud of the proactive steps 

that this government has taken to address this issue through 

the establishment of the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel, 

which was tasked with outlining ways our government can 

move forward in a sustainable and fiscally responsible 

manner. The panel was not only tasked with presenting draft 

options for the government to consider as it moves forward to 

plan our financial future, but also to consult with 

municipalities, First Nation governments and Yukoners across 

the territory. During their engagement, the panel held over 60 

meetings across the territory. When we consider our priorities, 

the creation of this panel speaks clearly to the priorities set out 

by this government. We are listening to Yukoners, and we 

care about building a truly sustainable future. This means 

addressing the government’s current financial situation. I 

applaud this government for taking such a proactive approach 

to understanding how to best invest in order to build a healthy, 

thriving Yukon.  

I would also like to highlight the work that has been by 

the Standing Committee on Rules, Elections and Privileges, of 

which I am the chair. I would like to thank all members of this 

all-party committee. Thanks to the work of this committee, I 

was able to introduce a motion in this House on October 5 that 

will ensure fixed dates for the Spring Sitting and Fall Sitting 

of the Yukon Legislative Assembly. Every fall, the legislative 

Sitting will begin in the first week of October, and in the 

spring of 2018 and in each year moving forward, the Sitting 

will begin during the first week of March. This important 

change will create predictability and certainty for the public 

service, contractors and members of this House. We heard 

from Yukoners that they wanted certainty around Sitting 

dates, and we have responded. 

Mr. Speaker, our third priority is that our strong 

government-to-government relationships with First Nations 

foster reconciliation, and it speaks strongly to our 

government’s commitment toward reconciliation. I am proud 

of the work that has been accomplished by our government to 

reinvigorate the Yukon Forum with four meetings held per 

year. So far in our mandate, we have held three meetings and 

we are on track to fulfill this important commitment. The 

Yukon Forum allows the Yukon government and Yukon First 

Nation governments to decide on joint priorities and to move 

forward together. Mr. Speaker, I know my Liberal colleagues 

will spend more time highlighting our commitment toward 

reconciliation. With that, I would like to turn toward our 

fourth priority.  

Our diverse, growing economy provides good jobs for 

Yukoners in an environmentally responsible way. I have had 

the privilege of bringing forward many motions in this House, 

and I would like to speak to a few of these today as they 

pertain to this important priority of our government. On 

Wednesday, October 4, members of this government were 

honoured to stand and speak in support of the Paris 

Agreement on climate change. The motion that I brought 

forward reads — and I quote: “THAT this House supports the 

Paris Agreement as an effective international agreement to 

deal with greenhouse gas emissions and climate change 

mitigation and adaptation; and commends leaders of national, 
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provincial, territorial, state, First Nation and municipal 

governments who are committed to the agreement and 

working to take necessary actions to fulfill its terms.” This is 

an important motion that speaks to our priority of ensuring 

that economic growth in our territory is accomplished in a 

way that ensures the sustainability of our environment. 

Climate change impacts all of us. Government MLAs 

spoke to the issue of climate mitigation and adaptation, the 

economic opportunity of clean growth and how climate 

change impacts the heritage and culture of Yukon. Our 

government believes that when it comes to climate change, 

doing nothing is simply not an option. I was proud to see the 

House unanimously agree on this motion. 

Another important motion I brought forward concerning 

growing Yukon’s economy in an environmentally responsible 

way stated that this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

support environmental stewardship by developing initiatives 

that increase the use of renewable energy sources in Yukon. 

I know that the Minister of Economic Development and 

Energy, Mines and Resources has been working hard with the 

departments to increase the use of renewable energy sources 

in Yukon. A focus of this is the continuing work by the 

Energy branch to work with First Nations to develop 

community energy plans. These plans evaluate how 

communities use energy and the potential business 

opportunities related to energy generation. The Minister and 

the Department of Energy, Mines and Resources are also 

working with Kluane First Nation, CanmetENERGY and 

ATCO Electric Yukon to determine the best method for 

integrating a high-penetration renewable wind energy system 

on to the Burwash Landing-Destruction Bay micro-grid.  

In Old Crow, the Department of Economic Development 

is providing $68,545 to Solvest Inc., which is partnering with 

the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation and Old Crow Development 

Corporation to test and look at the feasibility of a large-scale 

solar power generating project.  

I know these initiatives and many more are in the works. 

I’m looking forward today to hearing more on these projects 

and many others from the ministers. I applaud the good work 

being done to help our communities increase their use of 

renewable resources and to transition away from diesel. 

Concerning our priority of a growing and diverse economy, I 

want to highlight that this Liberal government cares about and 

understands the priorities of Yukon businesses. 

One of the first things our Liberal government did was 

reduce small business taxes. The Minister of Finance 

announced changes to the tax rates for Yukon businesses 

during the spring session of the Legislative Assembly. As of 

July 1, 2017, the tax rate for small corporations decreased 

from three percent to two percent, and the overall rate 

decreased from 15 percent to 12 percent. This government 

values the economic activity and good jobs that Yukon 

businesses provide. Lower tax rates will help create an 

attractive business tax environment in the Yukon and will 

support Yukon-grown companies.  

On October 3, I brought forward a motion that urged the 

Government of Canada to ensure that changes to the proposed 

small business tax did not have negative consequences on the 

growth of the economy. This motion was introduced in 

response to concerns heard from small businesses across the 

Yukon by all members of this government, as well as 

concerns I heard first-hand about proposed changes to the 

federal small business tax rate. Our government stood up for 

Yukon small businesses and will continue to do so. 

Not only did the Premier write a letter to the federal 

Minister of Finance, but he also travelled to Ottawa to express 

the concerns of Yukon businesses. I was proud to bring this 

motion forward to reinforce this government’s commitment to 

represent the interest of small businesses in our territory. 

Mr. Speaker, before I wrap up my comments today I 

would like to speak for a moment on why we believe these 

priorities are so important. Our priority stating our people-

centred approach to wellness helps Yukoners thrive reveals 

our commitment to putting Yukoners first. We believe that 

wellness initiatives should be driven by Yukoners, for 

Yukoners. We do not want to be a government that decides 

what wellness means. Instead, we look to Yukoners to tell us 

what wellness looks like in their families and in their 

communities.  

Our priority stating that our strategic investments build 

healthy, vibrant sustainable communities speaks to our belief 

that all communities matter. This government strongly 

believes that partnership should be built on the recognition 

that local governments and citizens are best placed to 

understand their own concerns and develop their own 

solutions.  

Our government is committed to working with all 

communities to address key infrastructure deficits, the 

building of strong economies and to develop their business, 

industrial and human capacity in ways identified by each 

individual community. I know the Minister of Community 

Services will be highlighting the ways this government has 

been listening to Yukon communities.  

Our priority stating our strong government-to-government 

relationships with First Nations foster reconciliation guides 

this government in all we do. I know it has been said many 

times by members on this side of the House, but it bears 

repeating: We believe in self-government agreements. They 

map the way forward for all Yukoners, not just for First 

Nation people. Our government understands that the way 

forward is together through relationships built upon 

cooperation, partnership and respect.  

Finally, our priority stating that our diverse, growing 

economy provides good jobs for Yukoners in an 

environmentally responsible way speaks to the balance this 

government sees as vital to a sustainable future for our 

children and grandchildren to come. The development of our 

territory’s economy must not come at the expense of our 

environment. We believe that by working together, we can 

achieve both of these goals — a diverse economy that 

provides jobs for Yukoners and a sustainable, healthy 

environment. This understanding guides all of the decisions 

that we make.  
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It is an honour to bring forward this motion today and I 

look forward to hearing from my colleagues as they highlight 

how these priorities will continue to guide their work.  

 

Mr. Cathers: In beginning my comments here today on 

this motion brought forward by the Member for Porter Creek 

Centre, it’s interesting this motion makes reference to 

government continuing to do what it’s doing. With all due 

respect to members across the floor, one of the concerns that 

we have had to bring to their attention repeatedly on behalf of 

Yukoners is that there are a lot of Yukoners who, when asked 

what the government is doing, have to come to the conclusion 

that it doesn’t appear that they are doing very much.  

The platitudes around things like a people-centred 

approach to wellness are all very well, but what Yukoners are 

asking for is for the government to take action and actually 

deliver on the promises made to Yukoners.  

We have seen the Liberal government, during almost a 

year in office, spend a lot of time talking in platitudes and not 

talking much about specifics. As you will recall, Mr. Speaker, 

earlier this year, we were forced to point out to the 

government that, despite their commitments around increasing 

transparency in matters including financial management, they 

had actually taken the step of stripping down the budget 

highlights from 11 pages to a mere four pages and removing a 

lot of detail that they replaced with pictures and graphics that 

actually didn’t provide much information. 

Generally speaking, in the content of Motion No. 174, we 

don’t see anything that we have a problem with in terms of the 

suggestions, but unfortunately — as with so many of the areas 

that we see from this Liberal government — we hear a lot of 

inoffensive platitudes about maybe doing something someday 

but, when we press for answers — as we did earlier today in 

Question Period — on what steps, if any, the government is 

taking to follow through on their own commitments — we see 

a lack of action. 

As I mentioned earlier in Question Period, it certainly 

appears to us that the government’s mantra has changed from, 

“Be Heard” prior to getting elected to “nobody moves, nobody 

gets hurt”. 

With one of the specific comments made by my 

colleague, the Member for Porter Creek Centre, I would note 

that he made reference to the Premier standing up for small 

businesses in Ottawa against the federal government’s 

proposed tax hikes. I have to remind him that, in fact, that 

position softened from its initial steps. The evolution of that 

— and I am going to quote from the timeline in response to 

the Member for Porter Creek Centre’s comments on his 

motion. On September 26, the Premier, in speaking to what 

many, including ourselves in the Official Opposition, had 

criticized us on an unreasonably short timeline for review of 

the federal government’s new tax changes that were getting 

pretty tough on small businesses and threatening the 

retirement future and financial future of many small-business 

owners, including family farms across the country — we took 

a stand in favour of extending that timeline and against the 

content of the proposals. 

But I am going to remind this House of what the 

Premier’s stand started out as being and how it changed 

between September 26 and October 4. On September 26, the 

Premier said — and I quote: “Seventy-five days for a review, 

that might not be enough time.” Not exactly a strong 

statement. Certainly, Mr. Speaker, that is nowhere near as 

strong a statement as we saw from the Premier of the 

Northwest Territories recently, who actually took a strong 

stand and came out clearly defending the interest of his 

territory against the federal government’s unilateral action. 

What we see is about as weak a statement as we could get on 

that topic. There might not be enough time.  

On September 27, the Premier said, in a letter to the 

federal government: In light of this, I would urge you to 

extend the consultation period to ensure those concerned had a 

full opportunity to share their views — again the Premier, in a 

letter to the federal minister.  

On October 3, the Premier’s colleagues — while the 

Premier was, I believe, meeting with the federal government, 

the government voted against debating the following non-

partisan motion: “THAT this House urges the Government of 

Canada to extend public consultation on its proposed changes 

to tax law affecting small businesses, farmers, placer miners 

and medical practitioners, and to ensure that Yukon citizens 

have an opportunity to fully participate in the public 

consultation, including holding a public meeting here in 

Yukon as requested by the Yukon Chamber of Commerce as 

well as the Whitehorse Chamber of Commerce.”  

I would remind the Speaker and all members that this 

motion that we had brought forward on the first day of Sitting 

— we requested the consent of the House to debate this 

motion of urgent and pressing necessity. When the Liberals 

voted against debating it, we didn’t move on to other business 

— or not too much other business. The House wrapped up 

after sitting for roughly about an hour and adjourned early for 

the day. The urgent business that members proceeded to, as 

other members who attended the Commonwealth 

Parliamentary Association parliamentary broadcast society 

meetings will recall, was nowhere near as important to most 

Yukon citizens and businesses as the matter that we proposed 

to discuss here in the House.  

Moving on to the evolution of the Premier’s position on 

the federal small-business tax hike, on October 4, the Premier 

said in the Legislative Assembly, as will be shown in Hansard, 

“Any extension right now will just create more uncertainty for 

the exact businesses that the member opposite just said — the 

small businesses like the placer miners, the small businesses 

like the farmers.” He then went on to say, “All of the premiers 

agreed that we don’t need to extend the 75-day period.” The 

Premier supported an extension to consultation before he flip-

flopped on that point. That is certainly something that, as we 

look across to the Northwest Territories, we do commend 

Premier Bob McLeod — as noted in the motion that I 

introduced earlier today — for doing what he believes reflects 

the best interests of his territory and his citizens, taking a 

strong stand in Ottawa and standing up to Ottawa making 

decisions unilaterally on matters that should properly be 
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within the control of the citizens and their duly elected 

representatives in the Northwest Territories.  

Mr. Speaker, in responding as I was to the member’s 

comments, I want to return more specifically to the motion. 

We see here in this motion a reference to commitments, again, 

that just don’t say very much or provide much in the way of 

detail. Implementing a people-centred approach to wellness 

that helps Yukoners thrive — that may be an interesting 

starting point for ministers to stand up and read into the record 

all of their thoughts on what that might mean, but there’s 

really nothing much that is tangible in that part of the motion. 

We see reference to making strategic investments that build 

healthy, vibrant and sustainable communities.  

Again, not only would the current government be, as they 

say, continuing on that, but that is what the previous 

government spent 14 years doing — working with 

municipalities, working with First Nations, working with 

unincorporated communities and working with citizens to 

make those strategic investments that build healthy, vibrant 

and sustainable communities. 

I’ll just give an example of that to the members, because 

it’s relevant not only to this motion, but to the Public 

Accounts that were recently tabled. I would point out to 

members that — while the government has attempted to paint 

the picture that there is somehow an operational or structural 

deficit here in the territory and to point to the previous 

government spending down the cash in the bank — I want to 

give them a few examples of that, which they either don’t 

appear to be aware of or have deliberately glossed over when 

speaking to the public about the change in the financial 

position, as referenced in the Premier’s press release about the 

Public Accounts. 

There is a reference to the change from the government’s 

net financial assets, which reached a high in fiscal year 2015-

16 and have been reduced in the time since. I want to point out 

to the government members who may not be aware of it that, 

if you actually add up where those investments were made, as 

it notes in the Public Accounts, there has been a significant 

increase to the tangible capital assets. That includes — and 

I’m quoting here so that those listening may look it up 

themselves. If they’re trying to deduce from debates between 

politicians where the meat of the issue is, if you refer to the 

Public Accounts for the last fiscal year — the Yukon Party 

was in power for the start of that fiscal year and for the 

remaining five months of the fiscal year, the Liberals were in 

power after the election.  

I just want to note that, if you add up some of the 

investments made that drew down that cash position, we see 

$27 million that was used by government to contribute to the 

Hospital Corporation to retire a Hospital Corporation loan. As 

I previously mentioned in this House — I made reference to 

the statements by officials during the Public Accounts 

Committee review of that area, back in, I believe, 2013. 

According to officials at the time, it resulted in an annual 

savings of $1 million in interest costs that the hospital had 

previously been paying. 

We also see as well, in the 2016-17 fiscal year, 

$22 million was provided to the hospital to support the 

hospital expansion. In the previous fiscal year, there was an 

additional cash payment made that year of $22.6 million to the 

hospital, supporting the emergency room expansion. That 

entire project wrapped up together included the expansion, the 

MRI and the construction of the new ambulance station on the 

Whitehorse General Hospital campus.  

I would point out for members that it should be 

acknowledged that not only was the emergency room project 

completed on time and on budget, but the new ambulance 

station construction, which they managed and includes the 

new EMS dispatch facility, was completed on time and 

underbudget. Again, the Hospital Corporation — we 

commend the board and the staff and their contractors for their 

excellent work.  

Moving to the other item that I have mentioned — the 

$20 million that was loaned to the Yukon Energy Corporation 

through Yukon Development Corporation to support the 

addition of the LNG generator on their site, providing power 

for Yukoners and done of course in partnership with the 

Kwanlin Dün First Nation development corporation, as they 

were also holding a stake in that project. I would note that if 

you add up all of those amounts, the $27 million given to the 

hospital to help them get rid of a previously existing loan, the 

$22 million in cash given to them in the 2016-17 fiscal year 

toward their expansion project, the $22.6 million in cash given 

to them in the 2015-16 fiscal year for the hospital expansion, 

and the $20 million loaned to Yukon Energy via YDC that 

will see an interest payment being made to government during 

the life of the loan, that in total is some $91.6 million, which 

is a significant portion just for those four items I mentioned 

explaining the reduction in the total cash in the bank. Those 

investments in health care and in ensuring Yukoners have 

stable and reliable power are ones that not only are not 

recurring annual costs, but they are sound investments in the 

future of the territory and ones that we believe were well 

made.  

I would also note that a number of the commitments 

made here in this motion are very nice platitudes. They don’t 

provide much in the way of detail, but they are points that are 

hard to disagree with. There just is not a lot of meat on this 

steak. It’s mostly bone and gristle. We really are saying that 

there needs to be more evidence of action in this particular 

area.  

Again, in speaking to this motion, I just want to note that 

the reasons we talk about specifics and the reasons we’re 

critical of the government choosing to strip the budget 

highlights from an 11-page document down to a four-page 

document that is heavy with infographics is that it makes that 

information less accessible to Yukon citizens. Personally, I 

believe — and the previous government acted on this — that 

providing more detailed information to Yukoners about the 

financial decisions of the government is in the interests of 

more open and accountable government, more transparent 

government and allows people to be fully aware of the 
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decisions that their government is making and to agree with 

them or disagree on their own merits.  

We have seen a number of areas that government 

typically refers to talking points, playing the blame game, and 

trying to rely on platitudes instead of tangible commitments 

when they’re asked for details of what, if anything, they’re 

actually doing. This motion as currently worded does leave 

those of us reading it wondering what, if anything, does that 

actually mean? 

The investments that the Member for Porter Creek Centre 

made reference to — some of the work that the previous 

government did on programs like the microgeneration 

program and the independent power production strategy — I 

would remind members that those types of examples are the 

types of tangible, specific commitments and steps that we took 

during our time in government. 

As I noted during debate previously in this Sitting with 

members on the issue of climate change, when the Official 

Opposition stands in opposition to a carbon tax, we are not, as 

members of the Liberal Party like to try to spin it, indicating 

that we don’t think anything needs to be done on climate 

change. We are saying that we believe the incentive-based 

approach to addressing climate change has shown real success 

and programs including the microgeneration program, the 

good energy program with its rebates and programs like the 

investments in energy retrofits, are all specific, tangible, 

recent examples of how government has helped Yukoners, 

through incentives, take actions that actually not only better 

the personal situations of those people and households, but in 

fact contribute to economic growth — versus an approach 

such as a carbon tax, which we contend counters economic 

growth and makes it harder on those who are least able to 

afford those taxes — those being people on limited income, 

including senior citizens and people who are among the so-

called working poor, living at or around the poverty line. We 

don’t agree and are not about to agree with that approach.  

As members know — and the reason why the tangible 

actions matter — the choice to table the largest budget in 

Yukon history is one made by this government. The decision 

not to restrain spending, but instead spend through $80 million 

in our cash resources this year is one made by this 

government. Yet for Yukoners who are trying to parse through 

the details of what somewhat empty motions like Motion 

No. 174 actually mean, and are trying to understand what the 

Public Accounts say — I would draw Yukoners’ attention to 

page 4 of the Public Accounts tabled by the Premier just 

yesterday: “The chart below illustrates the trend between 

revenues and expenses over the last ten years. The amounts 

are taken directly from the respective year’s Public Accounts 

without reflecting changes in accounting policies over the 

years.” I would note for Hansard that part was a quote directly 

from the text of the Public Accounts document.  

The graph, entitled “2008 to 2017 Revenues and 

Expenses” with the total revenues shown in blue and total 

expenses shown in — I guess it is a shade of purple — will 

show that in almost every single year going back to 2008, the 

total revenues of the Government of Yukon were larger than 

the total expenses. In 2008, the total revenues were higher 

than total expenses. In 2009, the total revenues were higher 

than total expenses. 2010 was the anomaly where the expenses 

were higher than the revenues. In 2011, revenues and 

expenses on the graph are basically even. That, of course, was 

the start of the last government’s mandate. 

The growth of revenues compared to expenditures 

actually increased during the last Yukon Party term in office. 

In 2012, total revenues significantly exceeded total expenses. 

It was the same for 2013 — the blue line showing total 

revenues was notably higher than total expenses. In 2014, 

total revenues are higher than total expenses. In 2016, total 

revenues are higher than total expenses and, in 2017, total 

revenues are higher than total expenses. 

Again, Yukoners looking at trying to understand the trend 

— it is shown in the graph that the government tabled on page 

4 of the Public Accounts, and it does disprove the 

government’s rhetoric about the trajectory of spending over 

the past number of years. 

There is a reason why specifics are important because, if 

you revert to platitudes like those contained in Motion 

No. 174 as currently worded — it talks about priorities, but 

again, we see that there isn’t much meat on the bone. We have 

seen as well in the government’s Report to Yukoners — which 

I would point out is another area where we asked the 

government how much they spent on what appears to be a bit 

of a political puff piece — sent to Yukoners and received by 

me in the mailbox and I assume by all or most Yukoners. It 

has the Premier’s picture on it and it talks about commitments 

mentioned in this motion, such as “our people-centred 

approach to wellness helps Yukoners thrive.” It talks again 

about other commitments in Motion No. 174: “our strategic 

investments build healthy, vibrant and sustainable 

communities.” The third item on the Report to Yukoners is 

also the third item in the Member for Porter Creek Centre’s 

motion that we are debating right now and it says: “our strong 

government-to-government relationships with First Nations 

foster reconciliation.” Again, the fourth item listed in the 

Member for Porter Creek Centre’s motion is also virtually 

identical to the fourth item in the member’s motion: “our 

diverse, growing economy provides jobs for Yukoners in an 

environmentally responsible way.” 

Keep in mind that this document is very similar in text to 

the member’s motion, but when you actually get to the 

specifics of what the government claims it has done, it’s not 

very much to write home about and certainly not very much to 

write home to Yukoners about. Under the item — which is 

similar to bullet number four in the member’s motion — about 

a diverse, growing economy providing good jobs for 

Yukoners, there are three items mentioned about what the 

government has actually done. One of them is reducing the tax 

rate for small corporations and, while we do recognize that as 

being a positive step, it also is not what the government 

actually promised during the last election.  

One of those items in the Report to Yukoners — which 

again is substantively similar to this motion brought forward 

here today — one of the three things that the government and 



1440 HANSARD November 1, 2017 

 

the Premier are claiming as successes is bragging about how 

they didn’t keep their platform commitment, but instead did 

something less. The other three so-called successes and 

actions — one of them talks about the independent Financial 

Advisory Panel, but again, as we have noted with the panel — 

with all due respect to the people on it — if they are not being 

given access to the books in detail, we really question the 

expenditure of one-quarter of a million dollars or so of the 

public’s money. 

It is quite possible that those people might be able to look 

at the same level of detail the minister receives and perhaps 

provide advice to the government to help them where they 

seem to be floundering on this. They haven’t been given 

access to the books; instead, they have been asked to consult 

with Yukoners on whether they want taxes to go up, services 

to drop, people to be laid off, mining royalties to be increased 

or what they actually would like to see on that side, but it 

doesn’t actually address the root of the problem, which is 

simply that there are many areas where government, through 

improved management and through careful financial 

decisions, can restrain the growth of cost. 

I gave an example of one of those yesterday when 

responding to the Public Accounts as tabled by the Premier. I 

noted that financial leadership begins at home. It doesn’t send 

a very good message to departments if one of the first steps 

out of the gate for a new Cabinet is for ministers and political 

staff to treat themselves to brand new iPhones and iPads. I 

would point out that it’s also not necessary. 

If you look into the past, for members opposite who may 

be wondering what we did in government, and wondering if 

we’re being critical of them for doing something that we also 

did, that is not the case. I would point out to members that, 

during the last five years, the last term in office, from 2011 to 

2016, my work Blackberry was a hand-me-down unit until it 

died, and then I donated my old personal Blackberry, which 

was a Curve2 unit, so the taxpayers wouldn’t have to buy me 

a new one. I had a hand-me-down iPad. Financial 

responsibility and the message sent to departments about 

spending on the little things begin at the top. 

Returning to another part of the motion here — the 

member’s motion references strong government-to-

government relationships with First Nations foster 

reconciliation. Generally speaking, we agree with that basic 

concept but, if you look at their report card to Yukoners, they 

list three things they’ve actually done in almost a year since 

the last election. One of them is establishing National 

Aboriginal Day as a statutory holiday. We voted in favour of 

that. The previous Member for Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes, 

Mr. Kevin Barr, was the person who first proposed it in the 

Assembly. The government voted for it and brought it 

forward, but it’s not a lot. It’s one of these symbolic gestures 

that we recognize there is value to, but there needs to be more 

action than just action on symbols. 

Of the other three so-called successes, there’s one that 

talks about holding Yukon Forum meetings. A good step, but 

what was the outcome? Item number 3 in their report card is 

signing a memorandum of understanding around improving 

mineral exploration and development but, as we mentioned in 

relation to that very topic earlier today, our repeated attempts 

to get answers from the Minister of Energy, Mines and 

Resources and the Premier on what, if anything, they have 

actually done to deliver on that commitment have come up 

with a refusal to provide timelines or even answer whether 

there have been meetings about that topic and who was 

involved in those meetings. 

Again, I’m going to move back to item 2 in the member’s 

motion: “making strategic investments that build healthy, 

vibrant and sustainable communities” — again, very similar to 

the bullet on the Report to Yukoners, paid for with an 

unknown amount of taxpayers’ money, since the Premier 

would not provide that information before.  

Of the four so-called successes under them, one of them 

is implementing a community dog-spay fund and a voluntary 

surrender program. Now that, I’m sure, is a valuable initiative, 

but if that’s one of your top four action items when you write 

home, it’s really not the most remarkable action.  

In the other four commitments or so-called deliveries 

from the government, there’s a reference to reducing energy 

costs and greenhouse gas emissions in 2016-17 through 

building upgrades and replacing diesel fuel with hydro or 

propane. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hate to be rude, but I do have to 

point out that I think all of the investments they were referring 

to were investments made by the previous government in the 

2016-17 budget.  

There is a reference to expanding government online 

services — another of the distinct so-called successes — 

which includes the corporate online registry, permit hunt 

authorization applications, harvest reporting and online 

ATIPP requests. With the exception of one of those items that 

I am not sure when it was initiated, all of the other items were 

initiated by the previous government and yet we’re a year into 

this Liberal government and we see a motion urging them to 

continue doing some fairly high-level commitments without 

any tangible action.  

Last but not least on the report card: “our new school 

curriculum includes specific changes reflecting Yukon First 

Nation perspectives supporting our commitment to 

reconciliation.” That’s great, but that is again building on 

work done by the previous government and we’ve also heard a 

number of concerns about other matters related to the 

curriculum from Yukoners, including many parents who are 

not happy with the choice to move away from letter grades in 

earlier years. 

Last but not least, moving to the top one commitment on 

the member’s list is “implementing a people-centred approach 

to wellness that helps Yukoners thrive.” As I had mentioned 

briefly earlier in this legislative Sitting, if you look on page 1 

of the government’s Report to Yukoners, we see six items 

listed as things they have done. Two of them relate to 

changing one piece of legislation that they didn’t even consult 

properly on. The third one relates to making naloxone kits 

available to deal with fentanyl and that is one that we see as a 

valuable step but, again, if that’s from your highlights of what 

you’ve done in a year, it’s certainly not changing the world. It 
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is itself a good initiative, but if it’s the top of your list, you 

need to think about what you’re doing.  

Another one on the list is the government slapping itself 

on the back for increasing tax rates and there is reference to 

the Salvation Army Centre of Hope, which again is a project 

of the previous government that was not well-managed in its 

later stages by the current government and costs escalated. 

Again, we do, of course, support that specific commitment. 

Last, but not least, they are talking about expanding the HPV 

immunization program.  

If this is the report card on a year in office, I think this 

government needs to step up its game and realize that they are 

potentially a quarter of the way through their mandate, 

depending on when they call the election. The sand is fast 

running out of the Liberal hourglass, and Yukoners are asking 

for tangible action, tangible commitments, transparency 

around timelines, transparency around government spending, 

a return to giving the public more information through budget 

highlights and other documents and, ultimately, asking for less 

platitudes, more action.  

I would like to make the following constructive 

amendment that I will propose to members. 

 

Amendment proposed 

Mr. Cathers: I move 

THAT Motion No. 174 be amended by: 

(1) deleting the phrase “continue to”; 

(2) deleting clause (1) and replacing it with “taking action 

to ensure that there are community addictions workers in 

Yukon communities”; 

(3) deleting clause (2) and replacing it with “reviewing 

the medical travel reimbursement rates to ensure that rural 

Yukoners are not losing money when they are required to 

travel for medical reasons”; and 

(4) adding the following clauses after clause (4): 

“(5) rejecting the option of implementing any new taxes; 

(6) eliminating the small business tax; 

(7) immediately developing a collaborative framework 

that addresses the mining industry’s concerns regarding 

timelines and reassessments of major projects; 

(8) ensuring the RCMP have appropriate resources; 

(9) ensuring that every Yukoner receives back all of the 

extra money they pay as a result of the carbon tax; 

(10) adopting by 2018 the recommendations of the 

Procurement Advisory Panel; 

(11) tabling a plan to balance the territorial budget; 

(12) taking Bill No. 6, Public Airports Act, out for proper 

consultation; and 

(13) working with municipalities to determine their 

infrastructure priorities and investing in those priorities.” 

 

Speaker: It has been moved by the Member for Lake 

Laberge that Motion No. 174 be amended in various ways, but 

in any event, I have had an opportunity to review the proposed 

amendment with Mr. Clerk. I am of the view that it is 

procedurally in order.  

It has been moved by the Member for Lake Laberge:  

THAT Motion No. 174 be amended by: 

 (1) deleting the phrase “continue to”; 

(2) deleting clause (1) and replacing it with “taking action 

to ensure that there are community addictions workers in 

Yukon communities”; 

(3) deleting clause (2) and replacing it with “reviewing 

the medical travel reimbursement rates to ensure that rural 

Yukoners are not losing money when they are required to 

travel for medical reasons”; and 

(4) adding the following clauses after clause (4): 

“(5) rejecting the option of implementing any new taxes; 

(6) eliminating the small business tax; 

(7) immediately developing a collaborative framework 

that addresses the mining industry’s concerns regarding 

timelines and reassessments of major projects; 

(8) ensuring the RCMP have appropriate resources; 

(9) ensuring that every Yukoner receives back all of the 

extra money they pay as a result of the carbon tax; 

(10) adopting by 2018 the recommendations of the 

Procurement Advisory Panel; 

(11) tabling a plan to balance the territorial budget; 

(12) taking Bill No. 6, Public Airports Act, out for proper 

consultation; and 

(13) working with municipalities to determine their 

infrastructure priorities and investing in those priorities.” 

 

The motion, as amended, would read: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to be 

guided by the following priority commitments as it enters the 

second year of its mandate: 

 (1) taking action to ensure that there are community 

addictions workers in Yukon communities; 

 (2) reviewing the medical travel reimbursement rates to 

ensure that rural Yukoners are not losing money when they 

are required to travel for medical reasons;  

(3) establishing strong government-to-government 

relationships with First Nations that foster reconciliation; 

(4) fostering a diverse, growing economy that provides 

good jobs for Yukoners in an environmentally responsible 

way; 

(5) rejecting the option of implementing any new taxes; 

(6) eliminating the small business tax; 

(7) immediately developing a collaborative framework 

that addresses the mining industry’s concerns regarding 

timelines and reassessments of major projects; 

(8) ensuring the RCMP have appropriate resources; 

(9) ensuring that every Yukoner receives back all of the 

extra money they pay as a result of the carbon tax; 

(10) adopting by 2018 the recommendations of the 

Procurement Advisory Panel; 

(11) tabling a plan to balance the territorial budget; 

(12) taking Bill No. 6, Public Airports Act, out for proper 

consultation; and 

(13) working with municipalities to determine their 

infrastructure priorities and investing in those priorities.  
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Mr. Cathers: In introducing this constructive 

amendment, I would just like to note that we’re trying to put 

some meat on the bone and put some specifics to the 

government’s commitments. The platitudes may have worked 

in getting the government elected but, a year into their 

mandate, with the sand running out of the Liberal hourglass, 

we are hearing from Yukoners that they want to see specific 

commitments and tangible action, and they want to know what 

the government is doing to follow through, both on its specific 

promises and the high-level commitments for which they 

haven’t actually seen a plan and action to back up the talking 

points they heard a year ago today on the doorstep. 

We’re proposing adding a number of things in the 

amendment to Motion No. 174. I would note that, in doing so, 

we’re proposing deleting clauses 1 and 2, not because we 

disagree with the concepts, but because there’s really nothing 

there. It’s a statement like saying, “I like motherhood and 

apple pie.” What does that actually mean in terms of 

delivering results for someone? 

In part, through this proposed amendment, the proposed 

new clause 13 would effectively put more meat on the bone in 

terms of the approach to working with communities by 

specifically saying to work with municipalities to determine 

their infrastructure priorities and investing in those priorities. I 

would just note for the member — and I heard the Member for 

Takhini-Kopper King musing about the content of the motion 

off-mic — that if she has other suggestions to add to this list, 

we would be receptive to a friendly subamendment — if she 

has other good ideas to add to it — subject, of course, to 

specifics of what she would propose. I would extend that offer 

as well to the members of the government caucus — if they 

wanted to add more items to this to actually demonstrate a 

plan and make specific commitments to Yukoners, we would 

be receptive to a subamendment to lengthen the list and make 

specific commitments.  

I just would note here that the fundamental point in us 

making this proposed amendment to Motion No. 174 is: put 

some details in to back up the words; give us some evidence 

of what you are going to do; make specific commitments to 

Yukoners; tell them what the timelines are for implementing 

both your high-level commitments and the specific 

commitments — such as the Premier’s commitment from 

seven months ago that we tried and failed to get a detailed 

answer to during Question Period on what the government is 

actually doing to follow through on the grand words. 

The theme for today’s amendments, if you want, can be 

that platitudes are not enough. I just want to note that the 

specific things we have suggested adding include responding 

to what we are hearing from Yukoners who are concerned by 

the government’s talk of introducing new taxes and their 

Financial Advisory Panel’s talk of implementing new taxes 

such as a territorial sales tax. It is also prompted by concerns 

we have heard from Yukoners about federal changes. One 

thing that a lot of grassroots Yukoners are starting to become 

concerned about is how much more tax they may have to pay 

between the actions of the federal Liberals and the territorial 

Liberals and they want answers from this government about 

what they are looking at doing and what they aren’t. 

That is why we have suggested in here specific options, 

including rejecting and limiting new taxes, and eliminating the 

small-business tax, which, of course, would help the 

government follow through on their election commitment. It, 

as well, would ensure that Yukoners receive back all of the 

extra money that they pay as a result of the carbon tax. If the 

territorial government wants to change its position and instead 

stand up to Ottawa and oppose a carbon tax, rather than 

rolling out the welcome mat for it, we would of course 

consider that an acceptable alternative and an acceptable 

friendly subamendment to this motion — if they wish to 

instead decide that they are going to oppose the federal carbon 

tax and its imposition. 

The amendment to Motion No. 174 also asks the 

government to make specific commitments to ensure that the 

RCMP have appropriate resources. I would note that, in 

reference to the comments made by the Member for Porter 

Creek Centre in introducing this motion, as well as in the 

government’s self-produced report card to Yukoners where 

they mention naloxone kits as one of the — I think there were 

16 things that they said they actually have done in the past 

year. 

The naloxone kits are a positive step, but another very 

important thing — crucially important, in fact — for the 

government to do is to take the issue of the RCMP’s resource 

pressures more seriously than they have to date and to commit 

to providing them with the appropriate resources to respond to 

the increase in fentanyl and other opioid use to allow them to 

respond to the increase in drug-related crime that is occurring, 

as well as to cope with the pressure put on their resources as a 

result of the recent spike in homicides that has occurred in the 

past year.  

As well, the proposed amendment includes a specific 

commitment to develop the collaborative framework that the 

Premier committed to seven months ago to address the mining 

industry’s concerns regarding timelines and reassessments of 

major projects.  

Again, I have to point out — as I did earlier today during 

Question Period with the Minister of Energy, Mines and 

Resources — that now that members are in government, they 

may feel like people are just going to have to wait until they 

take the time to get to where they want to be, but when 

government fails to take action and when they adopt the 

philosophy of “no one moves, nobody gets hurt” and they 

don’t take action, there are people out there in the real world 

whose lives are affected by the government’s inaction, and 

they are asking not only for action, but for the government to 

make tangible commitments on when they are going to take 

steps to fix those problems.  

When they hear government talking about improved 

relations with other levels of government and speaking to 

possible results from that, certainly people welcome that 

commitment, but when a commitment is not followed up with 

action and when they don’t see results coming from that 

commitment a year into the government’s mandate, they do 
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start to get impatient and ask when we are actually going to 

see the results of this commitment — or was it just a promise 

that is going to be forgotten by the government, or acted on so 

late that those people have had a cost to themselves as a result 

of not having the problem fixed? This constructive 

amendment would urge the government to develop a 

collaborative framework to immediately move forward with 

their commitments to Yukoners working in the mining sector. 

There are also references to asking the government to do 

exactly what they committed to a year ago and adopt the 

recommendations by 2018 of the Procurement Advisory 

Panel. This is yet another area where we’ve heard from the 

government no real commitments on when they are going to 

implement all of those recommendations. We have seen some 

action taken but, in fact, among those actions — as brought 

forward by one of my colleagues earlier — is that we have 

actually seen a weakening of the rules around local and Yukon 

content that Yukoners have contacted us about. They have 

expressed concern with the fact that it has actually made it 

easier on some contracts for Outside companies to bid on 

Yukon projects when that, in fact, was identified as a problem 

by the Procurement Advisory Panel. The Procurement 

Advisory Panel told the previous government, the public and 

the Liberal Party that there needed to be more done to ensure 

that Yukon companies were actually located and operating 

here in the territory.  

We had supported that recommendation. The current 

government had promised to act on it, but in fact they have 

gone in the opposite direction in some areas — that is what we 

are hearing from Yukoners — by actually weakening those 

rules and making it easier for Outside companies to bid on 

those contracts.  

Of course the importance of balancing the territorial 

budget is something that the government is attempting to 

outsource to the Financial Advisory Panel — or to hide behind 

the panel — and buy themselves some time to figure out a 

plan or maybe a plan to reach a plan on the budget. Again, as 

we have noted in the past, we have given some specific 

examples of where they could make improvements. We have 

noted areas such as capital spending where they have planned 

to increase capital spending significantly beyond what the 

previous government had projected. While investments in 

capital spending can be beneficial to the economy, the 

somewhat strange thing about our friends in the Liberal Party 

is that they seem to think that increasing capital spending by 

$25 million is worth imposing a $28-million sales tax to take 

that money from Yukoners first, so that after they add the 

administrative costs of the program, they can then give that 

money back to Yukoners in capital projects. We believe that 

lower taxation and leaving that money in the pockets of 

ordinary Yukon citizens and companies would be a more 

effective use of that money and would result in more than 

$25 million of investments in the economy. Best of all, people 

and companies would have the ability to have more choice in 

choosing what they want to invest in rather than having 

government taking their money and then choose for them. 

That is why we have included that proposal.  

Number 12 is of course, yet again, giving the government 

an opportunity to fulfill its platform commitment to Yukoners 

that they be heard by taking Bill No. 6, the Public Airports 

Act, out for proper consultation. That is something that we 

have urged the government to do on a number of occasions. 

The Premier and his colleagues know that the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works did not hit a home run on this 

one and fumbled the ball in terms of consultations with 

industry and the stakeholders. Rather than even living up to 

the minister’s past words on ministers accepting responsibility 

for the little screw-ups and doing the right thing, apologize for 

them and fix the problem, instead we saw the government 

reverting to a defensive/combative tone on this and insisting 

on plowing through. But we are giving them an opportunity to 

reconsider their ways on this and to take that bill out for 

proper consultation. 

Of course, last but not least, is working with 

municipalities to determine their infrastructure priorities and 

investing in those priorities. As noted, that is to give a more 

specific commitment than the vague commitment included in 

the Member for Porter Creek Centre’s motion.  

Last but not least, I missed mentioning earlier that 

deleting the vague clause 2 and “… replacing it with 

‘reviewing the medical travel reimbursement rates to ensure 

that rural Yukoners are not losing money when they are 

required to travel for medical reasons’” is an important one. It 

is one that my colleague, the Member for Watson Lake, 

attempted to get answers on from the Minister of Health and 

Social Services and did not see the issue treated seriously. I 

would point out that, while the government may, as part of 

their practice of playing the blame game, say the rates are 

what they are at when the previous government was in power, 

the last time those rates were increased was when I was 

Minister of Health and Social Services. That was back a little 

over 10 years ago now.  

They did provide a positive value for some time but, as 

we first brought to the minister’s attention in late winter, early 

spring, there’s a need to review these rates, as well as the 

policy, for treatment outside the territory. Some of those 

structures and some of the provisions and the regulations have 

not been reviewed or addressed for awhile and, while they did 

work well for a great many years, the longer something has 

been in place at its current rate and structure, it does increase 

to the point where people start having issues with how it is 

translating into effect as they are dealing with it. We have 

heard from Yukoners who would like to see the policy 

reviewed and the regulations reviewed and we’re encouraging 

the government to do exactly that, so including that reference 

in this motion.  

At the top of the motion, the change we’re proposing is 

urging the government to do what they said they would and 

take action to ensure that there are community addictions 

workers in Yukon communities — another area where we’ve 

heard the commitments and the talking points, but Yukoners 

are waiting to see some action from this Liberal government. 

As noted, if the Member for Takhini-Kopper King or 

members of the government caucus would like to make a 
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constructive subamendment and add other specific tangible 

commitments, we would be open to considering them. I hope 

the government would be willing to have constructive input 

from this side of the House, although so far in this session, 

they have seemed to have more than lived up to the Minister 

of Highways and Public Works statement, said during one 

Question Period, about how they take no advice from 

members of the Official Opposition. 

I hope the government has adopted a more humble 

approach today and will consider this constructive amendment 

as a positive addition to the motion. 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Member for Lake Laberge 

for bringing forward his proposed amendments to the motion. 

I appreciate that, at all times, the member will use the tools 

within this Legislative Assembly to attempt to advance a 

specific agenda that he believes is important for citizens of the 

territory. That’s the system that we have. 

He acknowledged early on that we were elected a year 

ago and that we were elected with a vision. The vision is 

spelled out in these four enduring priorities. As we stand 

today, as the Member for Porter Creek Centre brought forward 

this motion last week, and as we have begun debate on it here 

on the floor of the Legislature, the notion is that we will move 

forward in the Yukon as a government — and I hope as a 

Legislature — under these enduring priorities. It is my hope 

that the members opposite — if they wish to make 

amendments, they would do it on the enduring priorities and 

that we would use the discussion in this Legislature today, as 

the member opposite suggested, to add detail and specifics. 

In fact, I don’t disagree with all the things that are listed 

here and I, in fact, when I speak to the main motion — or I 

hope to rise to it again today — I will try to address some of 

the specifics within my role here as a minister and an MLA. I 

will try to add some of that detail. I heard some of that detail 

quite specifically from the Member for Porter Creek Centre. 

I just want to talk for a second — the Member for Lake 

Laberge finished off by saying that we don’t take advice from 

members of the Official Opposition. I disagree. I think we do 

take advice and I think that it is important that in this 

Legislature we elevate above sort of the partisan nature that is 

often here because our job is to represent Yukoners. I can cite 

specific examples even with the Member for Lake Laberge, 

where he has sat with me and provided some advice. I haven’t 

taken it all — that is for sure — and we will often disagree. I 

respect the diversity of views. 

I just want to talk about amendments for a moment, 

Mr. Speaker. We discussed this somewhat yesterday and I am 

looking back through my own records, but each time I have 

proposed an amendment to a motion from a member opposite, 

I have taken the time, ahead of time, to sit down with that 

member opposite, discuss the amendment, alert them that that 

is my intention — have a little back and forth, a little 

discussion. So I again extend the offer to the Member for Lake 

Laberge that if he wishes to bring forward amendments — as 

he says, in a constructive and friendly manner — then a great 

way to do that is to, ahead of this Legislative Assembly 

Sitting, bring them on over. Let’s have that discussion.  

In this case, while I appreciate that our job is to take 

action, that action should be considered. It should be built on 

engagement with the notion that we are representing Yukoners 

and with this higher value at all times, build on some sort of 

vision — the vision that is laid out here in the original motion. 

So while we appreciate the approach that the member opposite 

is attempting to take here, I feel that the original motion is 

truer to listing off the vision, which we will then share with 

Yukoners, as to how we are taking action within that vision. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: It’s a pleasure to rise today here to 

weigh in on this discussion, for lack of a better term. 

Before I talk about the amendment, I just want to talk 

about the motion itself and the four things that are in the 

motion: implementing a people-centred approach to wellness 

that helps Yukoners thrive; making strategic investments that 

build — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: Minister of Community Services, on a point 

of order. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am very happy to hear the 

Member for Kluane’s notion on the main motion when we are 

debating the main motion — I would love to hear that. At this 

point, I am hopeful that what we can hear are his points of 

view on the amendment as proposed by his colleagues so that 

we can deal with the amendment that is before us. 

Speaker: Member for Kluane, on the point of order.  

Mr. Istchenko: I was just going to put into context the 

reason that we made the amendment by first speaking about 

how vague the motion was itself.  

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: I will allow you some latitude, but I tend to 

agree with the Minister of Community Services in that, 

generally speaking, pursuant to Standing Order 35(b), you 

ought to be confining yourself to the subject matter of the 

amendment at this time, with the understanding that you have 

the ability to provide your comments with respect to the main 

motion at a later time in the proceedings. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I hope not at a later date. I was hoping 

that we could finish this one today. 

Basically, what I wanted to get to are the four things 

outlined in the original motion. I believe that, since I was 

elected, I have been doing that as the MLA for Kluane. I 

believe all of us have. At what level? The members opposite 

might disagree. 

To put a motion forward like it says — it doesn’t say a 

whole lot. By putting these amendments forward to actually 

highlight the actions that the government said they were going 

to do — that is the reason we put these amendments forward.  

I look forward to speaking later about the original motion, 

but I have to tell you, Mr. Speaker, that the original motion 
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doesn’t say very much. This motion, after it’s amended, 

actually details what needs to be done — the work committed 

to by the government. 

I’m not going to say much more on that. I sure hope the 

members opposite support these amendments because they are 

basically things that need to be done for Yukoners.  

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the 

amendment? 

Are you prepared for the question on the amendment? 

Some Hon. Members: Agree. 

Some Hon. Members: Disagree. 

Speaker: In my opinion, the nays have it.  

I declare the amendment defeated. 

Amendment to Motion No. 174 negatived 

 

Speaker: Is there further debate on the main motion? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I don’t disagree with the Member 

for Lake Laberge. Tangible action does matter. I’m going to 

spend a bit of time this time this afternoon explaining what 

tangible action looks like in the departments for which I am 

responsible. I am very happy to rise to speak to this motion 

today and I thank my colleague, the Member for Porter Creek 

Centre, for bringing it forward. It certainly has been an 

eventful year for us all since Yukoners elected our Liberal 

government to office last fall, and it’s appropriate to consider 

how we move forward in our second year of our mandate. It’s 

also worth considering how we got here.  

Yukoners voted for our Liberal government because they 

wanted change. They wanted change in how government 

operates. They wanted to make it more open and accountable 

for Yukoners. They wanted to change how government 

engages with the public to ensure that Yukoners are part of the 

conversation around decisions that affect them. They wanted 

to know that their money is being spent wisely, and they 

wanted change in how government manages money and to 

make sure that Yukon has a sustainable financial future. 

We proposed a vision of a strong, modern Yukon that is 

guided by the priority commitments contained in this motion. 

Despite the fact that an amendment has been dealt with here 

this afternoon, I think it’s worth repeating that the priority 

commitments contained in this motion are what Yukoners 

voted for. These priority commitments are also in the mandate 

letter that we have all received and that I received from the 

Premier in my capacity both as Minister of Justice and 

Minister of Education.  

Today, I will speak to both of my portfolios and the work 

that has been accomplished since we took office some 11 

months ago. Over this short time, we have begun the hard 

work that’s necessary to bring about the change that Yukon 

needs and that Yukoners asked for and to address the many 

issues that we learned about when we arrived in office.  

Mr. Speaker, as Minister of Education, this includes my 

commitment to lifelong learning and the commitment of this 

government to the same. In the mandate letter that I received 

from the Premier, I was given direction to work on a number 

of matters, work with my colleagues, work with community 

partners, and reach key goals. I will outline them and just 

some of the work — just some of the work — that is being 

done by this hard-working department and the government 

that Yukoners elected to reach those goals.  

One of the issues of my mandate letter is to implement a 

new student-centred approach. I heard a comment from the 

Member for Lake Laberge about that today — I take no issue 

whatsoever. This is not something we started. Certainly it’s 

something we support and have moved forward. I am happy to 

report that the implementation of the revised curriculum and 

the student assessment practices is underway in Yukon 

schools. The new curriculum is student-centred and focuses 

on multi-disciplinary skill development. It provides many 

opportunities to integrate local content and Yukon First 

Nation ways of knowing and doing through all subject and 

grade levels. The redesigned Yukon curriculum is being 

phased in gradually over the next few years — beginning with 

kindergarten to grade 9, two months ago in September 2017, 

and will continue with grades 10 to 12 next September. The 

emphasis here is that, in every grade and across all subjects, 

students will learn about the life in northern communities and 

Yukon First Nation ways of knowing and doing while 

developing the skills that they need to succeed throughout 

their lives.  

I was told and directed that we should review the teacher 

hiring practices with the Yukon Teachers’ Association, and 

that work is happening. The Department of Education is 

working with both the Public Service Commission and the 

Yukon Teachers’ Association to address YTA concerns 

regarding hiring practices for teachers, and this work is 

ongoing. I think this is an excellent example of needing to 

build a team, needing to build a one-government approach, 

and needing to work with our partners to solve problems. 

There is no one solution to one single problem. There are 

many ideas that can be shared, and, appropriately so, here is 

this great example of the Department of Education, the Public 

Service Commission and the Yukon Teachers’ Association 

coming to the table to resolve questions.  

As minister, I was directed in my mandate letter to work 

with the Yukon Housing Corporation to initiate a new 

approach to staff housing that increases opportunities in 

communities for all government workers, including teachers.  

As a one-government approach, the Department of 

Education is again working with the Yukon Housing 

Corporation and other affected departments to develop 

innovative options for providing staff housing in the 

communities, including private sector and mixed-market 

housing models. This is incredibly important. The historical 

way of doing things has sometimes left government workers 

without a place to stay or without appropriate housing and we 

want to resolve that by having innovative solutions to those 

problems. I want to thank my colleague, the Member for 

Vuntut Gwitchin, for her cooperation and work as the Minister 

responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation on this initiative.  

Another key goal is to complete the planning for the new 

francophone secondary school with the Commission Scolaire 

Francophone du Yukon, or the CSFY. During the election last 
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fall, our Liberal government committed to working with 

CSFY to plan for a new francophone secondary school. That 

work began immediately following our being sworn in as a 

government and we are committed to building relationships 

based on cooperation and negotiation rather than litigation. 

The government’s relationship with Yukon’s francophone 

community is no exception. We have continued that work at a 

dedicated pace. Our Liberal government will continue to work 

with the CSFY and the francophone and Riverdale 

communities, francophone families, neighbouring schools, 

school councils and the City of Whitehorse on this project, 

with a targeted completion date of late 2019. 

Another key is to enhance the community involvement in 

school governance. This work is being done. Funding has 

been provided to the Council of Yukon First Nations and the 

First Nations Education Commission to enhance Yukon First 

Nation involvement and participation in the Yukon education 

system and in the governance of schools. The Department of 

Education is working with a number of Yukon First Nations 

on the implementation of education agreements that provide 

for the sharing of responsibility over certain education matters 

in First Nation traditional territories. I have met on many more 

than one occasion with the CSFY and the Catholic Education 

Association of the Yukon on this and other issues and will 

continue to listen to their ideas for improvements. 

Another key is to reduce the economic and social 

disparities between Whitehorse and communities through 

training, education and literacy programs. The Department of 

Education is negotiating a new labour market transfer 

agreement with the federal government in order to increase 

the flexibility that government has in funding, employment 

and training programs with a view to improving these services 

in communities. This will help the government better meet the 

diverse training and employment needs of Yukoners and 

Yukon communities. I appreciate that perhaps the Member for 

Lake Laberge does not think these are specific enough 

commitments or specific enough descriptions of the actions 

being taken, but I submit to this House and to all those 

listening that that is exactly what this is — a list of things that 

are being done for and on behalf of Yukoners by this Liberal 

government.  

Another key in the Education portfolio is to work with 

Yukon College and the Minister of Health and Social Services 

to provide an annual intake for the college’s licensed practical 

nursing program. The Department of Education has worked 

with Yukon College and the Health and Social Services 

department in developing a proposal to begin an annual intake 

in the program in September 2018 pending Management 

Board approval. 

Another key factor is to work with partners, including the 

Minister of Tourism and Culture, Yukon First Nations and 

Yukon College to develop an indigenous fine arts program at 

the Yukon School of Visual Arts — also known as SOVA — 

in Dawson City.  

An academic program review of the SOVA program is 

scheduled to take place and, as far as I know, is soon to be 

underway during this current academic year. The Yukon 

government and Yukon College believe that such a review is 

necessary. We need to figure out where we are before we can 

determine curriculum changes or improvements that will be 

made at SOVA. SOVA must be a great success. This 

government is very keen on that being the case. We expect 

and hope that students from all over Canada and the world 

will come to experience Dawson through visual arts and 

contribute to that community in a great way. 

Another key goal is for me to work on the Yukon 

university and make sure there is programming that meets the 

range of Yukon’s educational needs. The Yukon government 

is investing $1.53 million in Yukon College as part of a joint 

federal-territorial funding initiative for the construction and 

innovation of an innovation commons, formerly known as the 

library — now a much broader learning space for students — 

and the completion of electrical upgrades at the Ayamdigut 

campus.  

The Department of Education is working closely with 

Yukon College to complete and begin implementation of a 

joint Yukon government-Yukon College university transition 

work plan. In July, we announced that the Government of 

Yukon is working with the Government of Alberta to ensure 

Yukon College meets established institutional standards 

through the Campus Alberta Quality Council, or the CAQC 

and that, as a college, it will move forward toward providing 

Yukon-made degree programs through that process. We will 

continue to work with the council to provide ongoing quality 

assurance services for the college’s future degrees, beginning 

with a new bachelor of arts degree program in indigenous 

governance.  

Another key goal is to work with the Health and Social 

Services minister to ensure seamless services related to 

childcare, early childhood development and education. The 

Department of Education has completed year two of the early 

intervention pilot project that offers targeted literacy and 

school readiness support to grade 2 students at seven Yukon 

schools. The department has also worked with the Department 

of Health and Social Services on negotiations with the federal 

government and other provincial and territorial governments 

regarding childcare, early childcare development and early 

learning. 

Early childhood education plays a major role in the 

emotional, social and physical development of young 

children, and ultimately is the best foundation for a lifetime of 

learning. I look forward to continuing to work with that 

department and all my colleagues on that initiative. 

In this first year, it has been a privilege to work 

collaboratively with parents, teachers and other education 

partners, including First Nations and communities, to ensure 

our students are able to realize their aspirations and contribute 

to a healthy future for Yukon. I look forward to continuing 

this collaborative work to strengthen Yukon’s education 

system, something I feel very passionate about. 

Mr. Speaker, as Minister of Justice, my work is to protect 

Yukoners and respond to the needs of victims while providing 

rehabilitation and reducing recidivism and addressing issues 
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related to disabilities, mental health and addictions that 

contribute to incarceration — no small feat. 

Additionally, as the Attorney General for the Yukon, or 

the government’s chief legal advisor, I am tasked with 

ensuring our laws meet accepted standards for equity, fairness, 

and respect for the rule of law. My top priority in this capacity 

is to work with police, justice stakeholders and First Nations 

in our system and in our justice system and ensure that it 

provides a fair and a balanced approach. 

This past May, I informed the RCMP M Division 

leadership of Yukon’s policing priorities for 2017-18. These 

priorities were developed based on recommendations given by 

the Yukon Police Council, as well as information analysis 

provided by the department. The Yukon Police Council, 

Mr. Speaker, is unique in Canada, and I am grateful for the 

advice from the Yukon Police Council in setting this year’s 

policing priorities, which reflect our government’s balanced 

approach to justice. 

Although all of this year’s priorities are important, I have 

asked the RCMP to emphasize continued training for RCMP 

members in sexualized assault and domestic violence 

investigations while working with community partners to 

ensure investigations are conducted with skill, expertise and 

compassion. 

In this role as well, I have been directed to work with my 

colleagues and community partners on a number of key goals 

for the department that include crime prevention and, through 

environmental design, an approach that will be of interest to 

many rural and remote communities. This is an important 

initiative and the Department of Justice is currently in the 

planning phase of this project. It is an important step for every 

community in building partnerships with communities. 

Options on how to proceed with public safety and 

environmental design to address community safety issues are 

being developed and considered, and the costs associated with 

implementation of those are being worked out. It is something 

I hope we can proceed with quite quickly. 

I am working with the Minister of Health and Social 

Services and the Minister responsible for the Women’s 

Directorate and other community partners to improve services 

for victims of violence and sexual assault in the Yukon. 

Mr. Speaker, I think you will know how important this topic is 

to me — both personally and as the minister. Officials from 

the Department of Justice, the Women’s Directorate and the 

Department of Health and Social Services are working to 

develop a model for improved coordination of sexualized 

assault response in conjunction with the members of the 

Sexual Assault Response Committee and other partners 

throughout the community. A proposal outlining next steps 

and proposed changes is currently being developed, and I look 

forward to reviewing the proposal with my colleagues in the 

very near future. 

Project Lynx — Yukon’s multidisciplinary approach to 

coordinated service for youth and child victims of crime 

continues to strengthen the procedures for improved access 

and supports victims and their families. A recent forensic 

interviewing training course will assist practitioners to 

complete interviews in line with the national best practices for 

child and youth advocacy centres.  

Victim Services recently hosted a training session on the 

neurobiology of trauma, which will assist service providers to 

better understand the impacts of trauma on victims, especially 

those who have experienced sexualized violence. 

Yukon officials participate in a federal-provincial-

territorial coordinating committee of senior officials — a 

working group on access to justice for adult victims of sexual 

assault. 

I recently attended a meeting of the federal-provincial-

territorial ministers responsible for justice and public safety 

and ensured that Yukon’s priorities were considered in the 

discussions. 

The ministers agreed on substantive reforms to the 

criminal justice system that support Yukon priorities and have 

the potential to improve the lives of indigenous and 

marginalized people who come in contact with the Canadian 

criminal justice system. Mr. Speaker, in fact, that is the goal 

of many of these reforms. All ministers across the country are 

keen to see that be the case. The meetings included 

discussions on addressing delays in the criminal justice 

system, the overrepresentation of indigenous peoples, violence 

against indigenous women and girls, and several federal 

initiatives. It was very rewarding to be part of the process that 

will result in meaningful reforms for the Canadian criminal 

justice system — not only the Canadian criminal justice 

system, but that will have a very real trickle-down effect for 

our own Yukon.  

In particular, Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Yukon, I 

supported positive and substantial changes to benefit 

indigenous and marginalized people who come into contact 

with the criminal justice system. During our discussions, I 

emphasized our commitment to work with Yukon First 

Nations to develop culturally relevant correctional 

programming and alternative environments for those with 

addiction or mental health issues. Additionally, I strongly 

stated that our entire justice system needs to improve its 

response to victims of sexualized violence significantly and 

soon. 

There have been a number of other opportunities for the 

work to be done on behalf of Yukoners through the 

Department of Justice, including Crime Stoppers, and changes 

to the land titles system so that the Kwanlin Dün First Nation 

land can be properly registered in that system without the loss 

of title. There have been a number of plans to enforce 

alternative correctional therapeutic environments, including 

work with the Kwanlin Dün First Nation to utilize Jackson 

Lake camp and others.  

I completely agree, Mr. Speaker, that tangible action 

matters. While I think I have given you a list of extensive 

tangible actions with respect to the two departments I’m 

responsible for, I do have many, many more, and I would be 

happy to share those with the members opposite if that would 

be of assistance. These are just some of the many issues that 

our Liberal team has been working on, Mr. Speaker, on behalf 

of Yukoners and we will continue to do so. 
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Mr. Istchenko: I am a little bit disappointed that the 

vote didn’t go our way when it came to the amendments, like I 

said before. I guess my first comment on the motion, like I 

said earlier, is that it is just vague and it is not well-defined. In 

this respect, it’s actually very similar to how this government 

has approached the first 12 months.  

As you know, Mr. Speaker, the government is just 

wrapping up the first 20 percent, or almost one quarter of their 

mandate. We know they took a record amount of time to bring 

back the Legislature for the first time but, even with that, it 

doesn’t appear that they’re ready to hit the road running. In 

fact, people around the territory and the government are 

starting to refer to this as the longest transition from one 

government to another in history. I think a lot of this is 

because the Liberal government has been vague or 

unforthcoming on what it has done or even plans to do — as 

you’ll remember, for over a week.  

I am just going to talk about one of my responsibilities as 

a critic for one of the departments. I’m pretty sure just about 

everyone in the opposition here could get up and have a long 

conversation about different departments, but we asked the 

Minister responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation to tell us 

how many housing units that her government was intending to 

build this year, and unfortunately we were never able to get an 

answer beyond a few vague talking points.  

We also pressed the minister for a week for the current 

social and seniors housing wait-list. Again, we never got an 

answer until CKRW reported it. The number that CKRW 

discovered was that, in just one year under the Liberals, the 

wait-list had doubled. I don’t need to tell you that this is a 

large increase. We followed up and asked the minister what 

she was doing to address the housing wait-list that had 

doubled under her watch. Again we were unable to get a 

straight answer from the minister. 

Another topic I want to address is Ross River housing. 

During the election, the Liberals referred to this as an 

emergency situation, and I believe one of the ministers just 

used the word “priority”. It sounds like it’s a priority, right? 

So they promised that they would build housing units in Ross 

River and dedicate funding for it, but they haven’t. We asked 

the minister how many housing units she would build in Ross 

River, and she replied by saying that the Liberals would not 

sink any more money into that community. 

What we have seen here, at least on the issue of housing, 

is a lack of a plan, and I think that goes to follow with just 

about every other department — and it’s their plan — the real 

lack of anything from all of the government. They aren’t 

doing themselves any favour by sticking to these vague and 

unspecific statements. They have had 12 months to come up 

with a plan. I think many Yukoners would have expected 

them to have a plan before the election but, for whatever 

reason, we have yet to see the plan.  

I want to move a little bit back into housing and take the 

opportunity to highlight a number of housing investments that 

the previous government undertook. I believe the minister has 

highlighted these in the House for us, but that’s not what 

we’re looking for. We’re looking for a plan moving forward.  

I would also, I guess, thank the minister because she 

recognized the Yukon housing action plan, the eight-plex that 

was built in Teslin for $2.5 million in 2011. That same year, a 

seniors complex was put on the Whitehorse waterfront for 

$10.9 million, a 20-plex was built in Dawson for $5.2 million, 

a six-plex was constructed in Faro for $1.9 million, and a 

12-plex in Watson Lake was built for $4.7 million. All of 

those projects — these houses house hard-working Yukoners 

and their families in those communities. In 2012, four units 

were built in Ross River for $1.2 million, and four units were 

built in Carmacks for $960,000. I just listed 2011 and 2012 — 

and I believe that 2011 is when we were elected. That’s what 

we did in our first couple of years. These projects not only 

helped to address housing needs in these communities, but 

they created jobs for Yukoners in the process. 

I could go on to some of the successes in 2014 with 

housing and in 2015, but the minister highlighted our great 

successes in Question Period. Every single one of these units 

built in 2011 has housed hard-working Yukoners in need or on 

a fixed income. They are important, as the rent is geared to 

income, which helps a significant segment of our society. 

Those are real, tangible actions — actions that show 

leadership, address a need, employ Yukoners in the meantime, 

and alleviate the pressures that are felt across the territory. 

These are the types of things the government should be 

focused on — not feel-good statements or, as we’ve heard in 

this House before, platitudes, but what you’re actually going 

to do. 

We’ve said all along that if the government would present 

a plan on these issues and discuss it with us, we would be 

more than happy to debate it and support it, maybe, if it made 

sense. It’s really hard, as the MLA, to sit here and encourage 

the government to continue to do more of the same and not 

address issues such as the growing housing crisis in the 

territory. I believe that in their platform, they talked about 

rural seniors housing. I’m not sure if it was staying on the 

housing topic. Have they even had a chance to meet with the 

St. Elias seniors and the community and the First Nations to 

move forward so we can keep our elders and seniors in our 

communities longer? 

I don’t have a whole bunch more to say on that. I’m just 

disappointed that this motion came forward. It’s quite vague. I 

was sort of looking forward to getting into some of the 

amendments that we put forward, but it doesn’t look like 

we’re going to do that today. I just wanted to highlight the fact 

that the motion is weak and I won’t be supporting it today. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thanks for the opportunity to rise 

to speak to the motion. Just following up, for the Member for 

Kluane, as he was speaking, he was discussing not being able 

to support it. I appreciate that there’s an interest for more 

details. I think that’s what we’re trying to do here, through 

this debate — provide those details. I’m left wondering 

whether — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 
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Quorum count 

Deputy Speaker: Mr. Cathers, on a point of order. 

Mr. Cathers: Pursuant to Standing Order 3(2), there 

does not appear to be quorum present. 

Deputy Speaker: Order, please.  

According to Standing Order 3(2), if, at any time during a 

Sitting of the Assembly, the Speaker's attention is drawn to 

the fact that there does not appear to be a quorum, the Speaker 

shall cause the bells to ring for four minutes and then do a 

count.  

 

Bells 

Deputy Speaker: I have shut off the bells and I will do 

a count.  

There are 10 members present. A quorum is present. We 

will now continue debate. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Deputy Speaker, just to 

begin, I would like to acknowledge that our role here as 

members of this Legislature is a deep responsibility that I 

know we all take strongly. 

As I was saying, the Member for Kluane, in his 

comments about not supporting the motion because it is too 

vague — however, I still hope in my heart that the members 

who are here support these enduring priorities. I would 

happily debate whether they wish to adjust them. That part is 

what I would look for in this discussion, but I will take this 

opportunity to stand up and speak because the members 

opposite have asked and because I think it is a great point that 

we should talk about — what actions constitute these enduring 

priorities. 

I had the privilege within the Department of Community 

Services to bring forward our first piece of legislation, which 

was to institute National Aboriginal Day as a statutory 

holiday. To begin, I would like to acknowledge that it was the 

consensus of this Legislature. The Member for Lake Laberge 

noted that it was my predecessor, Mr. Kevin Barr, who 

introduced a motion in this Legislature to begin the work 

toward celebrating National Aboriginal Day. I think that is a 

significant piece of legislation. I will describe it in moment, 

but I think it is important to acknowledge that it did not come 

from one side of the House or the other, but that it came from 

all of us.  

The Member for Lake Laberge referred to it as 

“symbolic”. I will look back in the Blues to understand 

exactly what he said, but it was about if that was all it is. I 

think it is symbolic and I acknowledge that, but I think it is 

much more than just symbolism. I think it is us celebrating our 

history — our shared history. I only moved to the territory a 

couple of decades ago, but I still feel like I share in the history 

of transportation in this territory, the history of the gold rush 

and certainly in the history of the First Nations — the people 

who have been here for time immemorial — and I think it is 

really an important moment.  

I was hoping to celebrate National Aboriginal Day like 

everyone else here in the territory, but I got called away on 

ministerial duties. At that point, I was co-chairing national 

committees on French language along with Minister Joly, and 

so I could not be here on June 21 this year. Just ahead of that, 

in the days leading up to it, there was the opening of the 

Carcross Learning Centre within my riding. Along with many 

Yukoners, I went to witness as that centre opened. The first 

thing that they did was to raise the totem pole. As it was being 

raised, all the carvers who had been involved in carving that 

totem pole that was being raised at the front of the Learning 

Centre breathed life into the totem pole. Again, it was 

symbolic and substantive.  

As that totem pole was raised, all of us there could feel — 

just having that moment of being able to bear witness to the 

building coming to life. After that, when we went in and the 

celebration continued, there was a ceremony where — at each 

corner of the building, on the four pillars — one of each of the 

moieties implanted a handprint high on the pillars and, again, 

life was breathed into that building. I just found it an 

incredibly moving moment, and I thought it was great to be 

there, present for a piece of Yukon history that was taking 

place. 

Just after that, I travelled to Gatineau to chair meetings of 

the ministers responsible for French language and, because I 

was co-chairing, I was asked to give a bit of a speech. There 

was a reception at the Canadian Museum of History, which 

was just about to be reopened. I don’t know if you know the 

setting, Mr. Deputy Speaker, but it’s a very grand hall. It’s full 

of totem poles from the west, and you’re looking across the 

Ottawa River at Parliament. 

What I didn’t realize before I was asked to say some 

words was that I was going to be speaking to several hundred 

delegates. I was seated next to the new Ambassador from 

France, who had just arrived days before this. I asked her 

where she was living and she said that she is the neighbour of 

the Prime Minister. 

Here I was, from the Yukon, and in that moment I had a 

chance — and because we were that day celebrating National 

Aboriginal Day — although we were there to discuss the 

French language, I talked about how the strength of our 

history and our diversity of cultures, including our diversity of 

languages, made us all stronger as Canadians. I could talk in 

very vivid terms about what I had just witnessed, and I think 

that, in that moment, I had an opportunity to take a piece of 

the Yukon and share it with the rest of the country, and I think 

that was appreciated. That is built on this notion of National 

Aboriginal Day as a first piece. As a tangible action, it felt 

both symbolic and substantive. 

Mr. Speaker, the second piece of legislation that I have 

had the opportunity to bring forward to this Legislature as 

Minister of Community Services is the Act to Amend the 

Dental Profession Act (2017), which, earlier this session, was 

given royal assent. At its heart, it is about keeping our kids 

healthy and well, keeping them smiling, and it’s about making 

sure that the children’s dental program, which has been going 

on for decades — 40 years maybe, or more. I think, 

Mr. Deputy Speaker — correct me if I am wrong — that it 

might have even been you who mentioned to me that you 

remember something about this early on when you were at 

school. 



1450 HANSARD November 1, 2017 

 

This act allows us to overcome some challenges and some 

rules around our dental hygienists and gives them the 

opportunity to work in a safe manner with our kids so that the 

hygienists can work to the full scope of their practice — a 

small thing, but such an important thing.  

I would like to acknowledge that it too got support from 

everyone in this Legislature. My recollection was that, again, 

it was consensus — again, it crossed party lines — and I feel 

like I’m on a roll. I’m just looking forward to whatever piece 

of legislation I bring next, and I will do my best and hopefully 

will also again get the support of everyone in this Legislature. 

I don’t know that this will always be true, but that’s my goal.  

I want to talk for a moment about midwifery — again, an 

issue that I think all political parties have spoken about as 

being something that’s important. It has been many years that 

this issue has been discussed, and I’m happy that we’re 

getting tangible action moving forward on this. It’s not 

legislation, of course. It is going to be regulatory in nature. 

However, it still will be as complicated, in my mind, as a new 

piece of legislation because there is so much to sort out and to 

get right. The Minister of Health and Social Services and I 

have met now many times with not only the midwifery 

association of the Yukon but also other medical professionals 

ranging from nurses to OB/GYNs to nurses and we have been 

in discussion. It’s important because we understand that the 

birth of a child is both figuratively and literally life-altering. 

As we bring life into this world, we want there to be safe 

and sustainable options, especially in our communities, and 

that’s why I’m very pleased to state that, just over a month 

ago, we developed the midwifery advisory committee and that 

we will be working over the next year or so to develop the 

regulations so that we can have a publicly funded midwifery 

profession integrated into our health care system. Overall, the 

outcome that I think we are seeking is accessible midwifery 

that provides increased choices for Yukon women in 

maternity care and an integrated, safe, cost-effective, 

affordable and sustainable system for maternal and infant care 

that results in positive health outcomes for all Yukoners.  

Another thing that we have done that I have been 

involved with as Minister of Community Services — again, a 

privilege on my part — was to support the North American 

Indigenous Games. The North American Indigenous Games 

are not just about sport; they are also about culture. I would 

like to acknowledge that the Department of Tourism and 

Culture and the Minister of Tourism and Culture also were 

instrumental in being supportive of the North American 

Indigenous Games. We sent 176 participants, including 

athletes, coaches and mission staff. I think it’s one of the 

biggest teams we’ve sent. 

When you get to these games — we’re coming from a 

small jurisdiction. It’s certainly not one of the biggest teams, 

but what I will say about our team is that they had a huge 

amount of spirit and their voices were ringing out. It was quite 

something to watch them come to life to represent in a very 

positive way this territory and to strive.  

I remember talking with several young athletes who were 

inspiring to me. I won’t name names, but I’ll just sort of name 

sports for a second. There was a young wrestler who was 

talking to me about a sprained finger and about her matches 

and what that meant to her. There was a young distance runner 

— I couldn’t believe he could still stand up for the number of 

pins that he had managed to trade to go alongside one of his 

medals that he had won at the games. It was really quite 

inspiring.  

From there, I had the opportunity to go to the Canada 

Summer Games. I just want to give a shout-out, not only to 

our athletes but to all of the parents, families and coaches who 

went along in support of those teams. It was quite a nice 

moment for me as a minister who believes in sport as 

something that will help to improve the wellness of our 

communities — to sit alongside of these family members and 

put on a Yukon toque to cheer alongside of everybody for our 

athletes to do well. As someone who has been to that level of 

sport before, here’s what I will say, Mr. Deputy Speaker: I 

think we’re shaping the future leaders of the Yukon.  

Let me move on to talk about our communities. Let me 

come now to the point that I made earlier when I stood to 

speak to the amendment. I would like to acknowledge that I 

will work with all communities. We will work with all 

communities, including municipalities and First Nations to 

determine their infrastructure priorities and investing in those 

priorities. I’m pulling that language very deliberately. It 

reflects one of the amendments. It’s a little bit broader. I hope 

that the Member for Lake Laberge will see that as a friendly 

addition — that I don’t just refer to municipalities but also to 

First Nation governments.  

We do want their priorities to be addressed and we are 

investing in the Yukon. Along with the federal government, 

this summer, we announced $600 million in new investment 

in infrastructure over the next 10 years to invest in our 

communities. It will help to build rinks, improve the energy 

efficiency of our buildings in our communities, add transit and 

reduce our off-grid dependency on diesel, and this is on top of 

the investments that we will place on roads, water, waste 

water, et cetera.  

One of the members opposite noted that we are increasing 

our investment year over year. We need to develop this with a 

long-term plan and, as I stated earlier, in partnership with our 

communities. We want local solutions to local problems.  

Helping our communities to plan is very important. We 

know that municipality governments, in particular, have 

increasing pressures coming on them around water, solid 

waste and fire protection, so we are working with our 

municipal partners. This year alone, we invested $18.2 million 

through the comprehensive municipal grant, and that is at the 

end of its five-year life cycle, so we have been sitting down 

with a team from the Association of Yukon Communities to 

discuss that formula. I hope in the next budget cycle to present 

it here. I am hopeful we will see some increases and, through 

that, provide more investment in our communities and more 

certainty for our communities. 

One of our communities in the territory is the 

francophone community. I have already mentioned their 

importance to us. They represent five percent of our 
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population, but 14 percent of Yukoners are bilingual. 

Fifty percent of our kids — around half of our kids — are now 

enrolled in French immersion. It’s quite something. 

This year, we negotiated to, over the next three years, 

triple the funding in French language here in the territory. 

That’s going to allow us to invest in, for example, their 

number-one priority, which is around health care. We have 

already started. We just spoke about Tel-Aide, which is a 24-7 

French language health care provision service.  

In this Legislature, we have discussed many times in 

recent weeks the importance of engagement, about listening to 

Yukoners and getting out there and talking with Yukoners. I 

would like to let you know, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that in my 

role under the Yukon Liquor Corporation, over the next year, 

we will bring forward the Liquor Act and we will begin 

engaging with Yukoners now, with our licensees, our 

producers, NGOs and all orders of government on that review. 

Finally, I would just like to say that, in this position, it 

isn’t just about the actions that we take, but it is about the way 

in which we conduct ourselves and I will continue to try to 

conduct myself with respect in this Legislature. 

 

Mr. Hutton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you to 

my colleague, the Member for Porter Creek Centre, for 

bringing forward this motion.  

As we move into the second year of our mandate, it’s a 

good opportunity for our Liberal government to reflect on our 

accomplishments to date and how our work will be guided by 

our priority commitments moving forward. These 

commitments reflect the values of our Liberal government and 

are focused on improving the lives of all those in our territory. 

Yukoners elected the Yukon Liberal Party because they 

wanted change. They wanted to be heard and they wanted an 

inclusive, accountable government that: balances economic 

diversification with environmental stewardship; builds strong 

government-to-government relations with First Nation 

governments based on cooperation, partnership and respecting 

self-government agreements; supports local solutions for local 

concerns; fosters healthier living for all Yukoners; and is 

open, transparent and accountable to Yukoners.  

We are changing how government operates so that it is 

guided by the priority commitments that are found in this 

motion. Those commitments are: our people-centred approach 

to wellness helps Yukoners thrive; our strategic investments 

build healthy, vibrant, sustainable communities; our strong 

government-to-government relationships with First Nations 

foster reconciliation; and our diverse, growing economy 

provides good jobs for Yukoners in an environmentally 

responsible way. All four of these commitments are equally 

important to our Liberal government. All four of these 

commitments complement one another and together they 

reflect the kind of government that will create a strong future 

for our territory and benefit all Yukoners.  

As the Member for Mayo-Tatchun representing the 

communities of the Na Cho Nyäk Dun, Selkirk and Little 

Salmon Carmacks First Nations, I am particularly interested in 

the priority to build strong government-to-government 

relationships with First Nations that foster reconciliation. 

Renewing our relationships with First Nations is critical for 

the future of our territory. I have spoken several times in this 

House about the need for reconciliation and I will continue to 

do so because it must remain at the forefront of our minds as 

legislators and as Yukoners.  

Two weeks ago in this House, I brought forward a motion 

for debate that this House endorses reconciliation among 

indigenous and non-indigenous people as fundamental to 

redressing the legacy of residential schools and other historic 

wrongs. It is crucial to building a stronger Yukon in which the 

world views of First Nation and non-First Nation people of the 

territory are understood, respected and valued. I was pleased 

to see that motion receive the unanimous support of this 

House and I thank all of my colleagues and all of the members 

opposite who spoke and offered their thoughts on this 

important issue. All Yukoners should be proud that their 

elected representatives are united in their endorsement of 

reconciliation. We should all keep in mind the responsibility 

that comes from that endorsement. It will take more than 

words to make progress on the path to reconciliation, and our 

actions need to reflect our commitment to redressing the 

wrongs of the past by working together toward a brighter 

future for our territory and our country. Our Liberal 

government has been acting in the spirit of reconciliation and 

will continue to do so as we move into the second year of our 

mandate.  

The first bill our Liberal government passed into law 

since taking office made National Aboriginal Day a statutory 

holiday in the Yukon, and kudos to Kevin Barr for his hard 

work on this issue and bringing this forward. By passing this 

law, we delivered on a commitment we made to Yukoners 

during the 2016 election campaign and we are proud to have 

done so.  

It was truly inspiring on June 21 to see all Yukon 

residents celebrate alongside our first peoples all the amazing 

history, language, tradition and culture that has enriched our 

lives in this great territory. I look forward to seeing these 

celebrations continue and grow in the years to come. As I’ve 

said before, establishing National Aboriginal Day as a 

statutory holiday was a symbolic step toward reconciliation. 

With this symbolic step, we’ve joined our sister territory, the 

Northwest Territories, in recognizing National Aboriginal Day 

as a statutory holiday. The north is continuing to provide an 

example for the rest of Canada by leading the way toward 

reconciliation. 

For this, we should be proud and we must continue to 

lead the way. We must continue to build strong government-

to-government relationships with Yukon First Nations. A key 

part of this and a priority of our government is the 

reinvigoration of the Yukon Forum. During the spring session 

of the Legislative Assembly, I brought forward a motion that 

this House urges the Government of Yukon to hold a Yukon 

Forum four times annually. By providing a means for the 

Premier, the Grand Chief of the Council of Yukon First 

Nations and chiefs of Yukon First Nations to come together to 

have open and frank discussions about areas of common 
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concern, the Yukon Forum is symbolic of the cooperative 

nature of governance in this territory. 

The health of the Yukon Forum speaks directly to the 

health of the cooperative relationship between the government 

and the First Nation leadership. I won’t discuss the 

detrimental effects of the Yukon Party government’s 

preference for litigation over negotiation with First Nations. 

We’re all aware that, over the past several years, the 

relationship between the government and First Nation 

leadership has not been very healthy.  

There is much work to be done to repair, renew and 

strengthen that relationship. Our Liberal government is 

committed to doing that work to repair, renew and strengthen 

that relationship, because it’s critical to the future of this 

territory. Our Liberal government prefers negotiation over 

litigation and cooperation over confrontation. We believe 

maintaining an open dialogue is the key to finding common 

ground and advancing our shared goal of improving the lives 

of all Yukoners. We recognize that we’re most effective in 

achieving this goal when we work together, and that’s what 

the Yukon Forum is all about. 

Since it was created over a decade ago, the Yukon Forum 

has met a total of eight times. Three of those eight meetings 

occurred since the Liberal government was elected last year, 

and one more will occur next month. These meetings have 

been instrumental in rebuilding trust and fostering cooperation 

between the Yukon Liberal government and Yukon First 

Nations. The first meeting of the year occurred on January 13, 

little more than a month after our Liberal government was 

sworn into office. That meeting set the stage for a strong 

working relationship between Yukon and First Nation 

governments. Government leaders signed a declaration 

entitled Working Together that affirmed our commitment to 

work together in the spirit of reconciliation and collaboration 

and to remain committed to constructive relationships that 

contribute to and promote good governance for all Yukoners. 

The declaration also included the commitment to create a 

joint five-year action plan that identifies common priorities 

and ensures a clear plan for implementation options that are 

collaborative and transparent. That first meeting was very 

promising, Mr. Speaker, and demonstrated the collective 

understanding among governments in the Yukon that we are 

partners in governance and the path forward is based on 

respect and cooperation. 

At this year’s second meeting of the Yukon Forum held 

in May, government leaders committed to work together on a 

number of shared priorities, including: fiscal matters; 

cooperation on justice, education, health and heritage 

initiatives; implementing the land claim and self-government 

agreements; and ensuring that Government of Yukon’s 

legislative agenda respects the agreements and considers First 

Nation priorities. This meeting demonstrated the effectiveness 

of the Yukon Forum as a venue for government leaders to 

come together to discuss issues, identify opportunities and 

formulate priorities for addressing areas of common concern.  

This year’s third meeting of the Yukon Forum took place 

in September in the beautiful community of Champagne. 

Government leaders approved an action plan based on the 

previously identified joint priorities to address long-standing 

and complex issues that are deeply important to Yukoners. 

The joint priority action plan reflects a lot of hard work and 

reaffirms our government’s commitment to working together 

in the spirit of reconciliation and collaboration. 

It also speaks to how productive the Yukon Forum can be 

when the parties come to the table in good faith with an 

interest in cooperation and collaboration to find tangible 

solutions that create healthy, vibrant and sustainable 

communities in Yukon. 

The Grand Chief of the Council of Yukon First Nations 

called the meeting in Champagne, which led to the approval 

of the joint priority action plan, pivotal and said — and I 

quote: “If it wasn't agreed upon by the leadership, really at the 

end of the day I think the forum would have probably 

dissolved because we’ve been in this process for many years. 

It’s been agreed to since 2006 to have this opportunity and I 

don’t think if we barred the results or if the feeling of the 

spirit and intent in the room wasn’t there we would have went 

away and done our separate things, but I feel really optimistic 

that we are moving ahead in the right direction.”  

Those are encouraging words from the Grand Chief. 

There is still a lot of work to do to strengthen this 

government’s relationship with Yukon First Nations, but I too 

feel optimistic and I believe that all Yukoners should be 

optimistic as well that we are moving ahead in the right 

direction.  

Moving ahead requires that we need to stand together 

with First Nations on the issues that are vital to their life. One 

of the most important issues for the Vuntut Gwitchin revolves 

around the protection of the Porcupine caribou herd calving 

grounds in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, ANWR. 

Porcupine caribou are culturally important and provide an 

essential food source for the Gwich’in nations. For many 

years, the herd has been threatened by the potential oil drilling 

and development in ANWR, and in light of recent events in 

the United States, the threat has increased significantly.  

In response to this, I tabled a motion during the Spring 

Sitting of the Legislative Assembly that this House support 

the efforts of the Vuntut Gwitchin people and the Gwich’in 

people of the Northwest Territories and Alaska in lobbying 

the United States congress for the protection of the sacred 

calving grounds of the Porcupine caribou herd in order to 

preserve the health of the herd and the well-being of our 

northern communities.  

I was very pleased when that motion received the 

unanimous support of this House and I would like to once 

again thank the members of the Official Opposition and the 

Third Party for their support of the motion.  

I would also like to thank my colleague, the Premier and 

Member for Klondike, for his work in raising this issue in 

Washington, DC, when he travelled there in June. It is 

important that our Premier voices the concerns of Yukoners 

on the national and international stage and I commend him for 

doing so in the case of ANWR. 
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I also want to thank the Premier for delivering his 

ministerial statement in this House last week in light of the 

most recent attempts to allow drilling in ANWR as part of the 

US federal budget. As the Premier said during that statement 

— and I quote: “For those seeking to open ANWR for 

drilling, there are many, many steps still required and the 

Yukon government is committed to fighting against this at 

each step.” 

I also want to thank my colleague, the Member for Vuntut 

Gwitchin, for her continued work advocating for the 

protection of calving grounds alongside the Vuntut Gwitchin 

First Nation and our NGO partners, most recently when she 

travelled to Washington, DC in July. This work has been done 

by three generations of this family and I think all Yukoners 

owe them a great thank you for the work that they have done 

to try to protect the Porcupine caribou. 

Beyond ANWR, my colleagues have been working hard 

to build relationships with First Nations in my riding of Mayo-

Tatchun and I know my constituents appreciate the great 

engagement they have had with ministers of our Liberal 

government. My colleagues — the members for 

Mountainview, Porter Creek South and beautiful Mount 

Lorne-Southern Lakes — have all been to my riding on a 

number of occasions. This summer, the Member for 

Mountainview, in her capacity as Minister of Tourism and 

Culture, visited Mayo, Keno and the Lansing heritage site, and 

I thank her and her department for working together with the 

First Nation of Na Cho Nyäk Dun on developing a 

management plan for the Lansing heritage site. 

The member for beautiful Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes 

has visited Keno once, Mayo and Pelly Crossing twice each 

and Carmacks three times since he became Minister of 

Community Services. My constituents truly appreciate his 

frequent visits and the relationships that he is building with 

our municipalities. 

The Member for Porter Creek South, in his capacity as 

the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources and Economic 

Development, has been to Mayo and had two meetings with 

the First Nation — Na Cho Nyäk Dun chief and council — on 

a range of issues. 

I thank my colleagues for their work in Mayo-Tatchun 

and look forward to continuing to work together with them to 

build relationships and address the needs of the people of 

Mayo, Pelly Crossing, Carmacks, Keno and Stewart Crossing. 

The dedication and commitment of my colleagues gives me 

confidence that our increasingly strong government-to-

government relationships with First Nations will foster 

reconciliation. 

I would like to take some time to touch upon some of the 

other priority commitments contained in this motion. The first 

commitment is our people-centred approach to wellness helps 

Yukoners thrive. A key component of our people-centred 

approach to wellness involves healing, Mr. Speaker. In order 

to properly redress the legacy of residential schools and other 

historic wrongs, to help all of those in our communities and 

support mental wellness, we must help our people heal. One 

of the best ways to address this is through land-based healing, 

provided on First Nation land and in partnership with First 

Nations. 

That is why I tabled the motion in this House that this 

House urges the Government of Yukon to provide funding for 

land-based healing programs in order to benefit all Yukon 

communities. I was also pleased to see that the Department of 

Health and Social Services’ 2017-18 budget allocated 

$150,000 to evaluate land-based healing programs. In 

partnership with Yukon First Nations, our Liberal government 

will use the funding to explore service-delivery model options 

for land-based healing programs and culturally appropriate 

program evaluation frameworks. I know that when the mental 

wellness implementation team recently travelled around to the 

communities, many First Nation representatives expressed a 

strong interest in developing land-based healing and cultural 

supports specific to each First Nation. Land-based healing is 

the desired approach to improve mental wellness, and we need 

to support this.  

In order for Yukoners to thrive, they also need to have 

access to mental health support. Our Liberal government is 

committed to improving mental health services, especially in 

rural Yukon. That is why we are hiring 11 new mental health 

workers to serve rural Yukoners. I am extremely encouraged, 

Mr. Speaker, by the fact that three of those mental health 

workers are designated for Mayo, Pelly and Carmacks. 

Additionally, a new community hub for mental health 

workers will be established in Carmacks to provide specialist 

services to the people of Mayo-Tatchun. This is good news for 

my constituents, and I thank the Minister of Health and Social 

Services for her work on this very important initiative and for 

her ongoing work with the First Nation people in Mayo-

Tatchun on wellness strategies in our communities.  

I also look forward to continuing to work with the 

minister on issues around health centres in Mayo, Pelly 

Crossing and Carmacks. Another one of our priority 

commitments is that our strategic investments build healthy, 

vibrant, sustainable communities. The community 

development fund is dedicated to community investment, and 

I am very pleased to note that nearly $200,000 in total funding 

from the community development fund has gone toward the 

relocation and renovation of the Parish of St. Mary with St. 

Mark Anglican Church in Mayo. It is an important historic 

asset in Mayo. It contains a priceless collection of beaded 

moose hide, duffel altar hangings, a memorial stained-glass 

window and a distinctive handcrafted baptismal font made 

from a hollowed-out Yukon burl. I encourage all Yukoners to 

visit the parish in Mayo and see this beautiful collection.  

The Village of Mayo has received community 

development funding to complete upgrades to Binet House 

Museum and annex buildings. Another great community 

development fund project in Mayo is the structural upgrade to 

the Mayo Legion Hall that is being led by the First Nation of 

Na Cho Nyäk Dun. The restoration of the legion hall 

represents pride in the history of Mayo and will provide a 

community gathering space in the downtown core to carry out 

and demonstrate cultural activities.  
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We are engaging with Yukoners across the territory about 

the issues that matter to them. We will continue to engage 

Yukoners and we will continue our work to deliver on our 

commitments and improve the lives of Yukoners. 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m proud to stand today to speak to 

the priorities of our government and how they guide our work, 

what we have done and where we are going. The key pillars of 

our priorities as a Liberal government — our commitment to 

Yukoners, people-centred approach to wellness, healthy, 

sustainable and vibrant communities, strong government-to-

government relationships, diverse, growing economies in an 

environmentally sustainable manner — are all very important 

to me as a representative for the Vuntut Gwitchin riding, and 

as the Minister of Environment, as the Minister of Health and 

Social Services and as the Minister responsible for the Yukon 

Housing Corporation. 

Mr. Speaker, we, the Liberal government, are committed 

to making Yukoners’ lives better through our people-centred 

approach to wellness. I would like to thank my colleagues for 

their kind words and their commitment to ensure that we have 

a strategic approach to investing and building a sustainable 

Yukon economy and sustainable communities. How can that 

happen? That can only happen through reconciliation, through 

our commitment of balancing and growing our environment 

and our relationship with Yukon First Nation people.  

It is my privilege to be the Minister of Health and Social 

Services, the Minister of Environment and the Minister 

responsible for the Yukon Housing Corporation. I take each 

and every one of these portfolios seriously and, with the 

support of my colleagues in the department, we have been 

able to accomplish quite a bit in our first year, despite what 

perhaps is being said outside of these walls by the opposition. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to start by talking about how 

my work as minister responsible for Health and Social 

Services, Yukon Housing Corporation and Environment is 

guided by these priorities. 

Over the past year, we have been successful in building 

programming, increasing supports and offering Yukoners the 

services they need in a more efficient and cost-effective way. I 

am pleased to share a few successes. Our department has 

created a midwifery advisory committee tasked with 

examining policy and regulatory options to govern the 

midwifery profession in Yukon. Mr. Speaker, Yukoners have 

been clear throughout our engagement process and 

discussions with our local community organizations that 

midwifery in the Yukon is important, so we are making this a 

priority. This work has all been in collaboration with my 

colleague, the Minister of Community Services.  

The Champagne and Aishihik First Nations have been 

advancing in the delivery of early learning, and we are pleased 

to have provided funding for the development of a new 

daycare facility included in an expansion of the Da Kų 

Cultural Centre.  

We are committed to working with Yukon First Nations 

to support the advancement of the implementation of the self-

government programs and priorities. We have shown our 

commitment to this through the Yukon Forum and through 

our funding and support of community-led solutions for early 

learning and childcare.  

Youth are an integral part of the fabric of Yukon. It is 

important that we provide programming and services based on 

their needs and that we continue to engage with our youth 

population to determine what those needs are. Through our 

work, we recognize that youth can be actively engaged on 

smartphones and social media. We have launched a nine-week 

pilot project featuring a mental health app to evaluate how 

hand-held devices can help introduce self-help skills and 

mental health information to youth in our territory.  

The more we support our young people and our young 

leaders, the stronger they will be to take on more advanced 

leadership roles in our communities. Mental health and 

wellness have been identified as a major priority by 

communities, Yukon First Nations and our government. We 

look forward to continuing the ongoing work in collaboration 

with communities to develop solutions, supports and 

programming that meet their needs, based on our people-

centred approach. 

Mr. Speaker, across the country, Canadians are working 

to address the opioid crisis and the devastating impact it has 

had on our families. To date, we have worked with 

community partners to make naloxone kits available at over 

30 sites in the Yukon. Yukoners have been clear about the 

need for these kits. We also train those who distribute the kits 

to ensure that users fully understand how to administer the 

kits. Over 870 individual kits have been distributed to date. 

We continue to monitor opioid-related deaths and Emergency 

visits and use of the take-home naloxone kits. A 

comprehensive opioid surveillance plan is being developed. 

We are taking the opioid crisis very seriously, and our team at 

the Health and Social Services department and the Department 

of Education are working collaboratively, using the Yukon 

Liberals’ one-government approach. We have also developed 

a drug awareness campaign targeting youth so that they are 

equipped with information and a stronger understanding of the 

risks associated with opioid use. In addition to the 

aforementioned supports, we recognize the importance of 

addressing the opioid crisis and, as such, we have hired an 

opioid naloxone coordinator. Having the proper resources in 

place is incredibly important in ensuring that the supports and 

expertise required are available to everyone and that the 

solutions are there for Yukoners. 

I also want to highlight today that mental health experts 

are critical to ensuring that Yukoners are properly supported 

and that we are serving our most vulnerable people. We have 

created a new Mental Wellness and Substance Use branch to 

implement a more collaborative approach, including 

broadening the continuum of services to meet more diverse 

needs to increase the efficiencies. 

I am pleased to say that we are currently recruiting eight 

new mental wellness and substance use counsellors, two 

mental health nurses, and one new mental wellness and 

substance use therapist. We are integrating mental health 

services, child adolescent therapeutic services, and alcohol 
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and drug services to increase services to Yukon residents, 

which allows our commitment to Yukoners to deliver a 

people-centred approach to wellness that helps Yukoners 

thrive. 

In addition, we have completed research on the 

prevalence of fetal alcohol spectrum disorder, cognitive and 

mental health disorders, and substance abuse issues in 

Yukon’s corrections population. 

Working collaboratively through our one-government 

approach with the Department of Education and Department 

of Justice in the Yukon has proven to be beneficial in meeting 

the needs of Yukoners.  

Today, I am proud to say that, in my role as a health 

minister, I will chair the FASD federal-provincial-territorial 

ministers working group. I want to further highlight that our 

one-government approach has brought together eight 

territorial departments and several community agencies to 

develop an FASD plan. The public and community 

engagement for the first steps of the plan is currently 

underway. We have invested $500,000 to support the key 

priorities identified in the FASD inter-agency advisory 

committee.  

Because we know how important prevention is, we 

continue to expand maternal and prenatal community-

delivered supports to all Yukoners. FASD awareness supports 

and prevention continue to be a priority for this government. 

and we will work diligently with our community partners and 

our national and federal counterparts.  

The Whistle Bend continuing care facility, with an 

opening date planned for the fall of 2018, was a project our 

government evaluated and made changes to in order to better 

serve Yukon’s aging population. These changes ensure that 

our rural communities are not left behind, as was the approach 

of the former conservative Yukon Party government. This 

government remains committed to collaborative solutions that 

promote aging in place.  

Our human resource planning and program design is 

taking place with special attention to supporting our Yukon 

College graduates in the health care field. This new facility 

will provide state-of-the-art design with specialized input 

from long-term care staff, elders and seniors, among other 

stakeholders. 

Just last month, we completed the Salvation Army Centre 

of Hope with an increase of 25 emergency shelter beds and 20 

transitional-living units. This is a perfect example of 

department collaboration and provides good insight into why 

my portfolios of Health and Social Services and Yukon 

Housing Corporation work best together. This facility opened 

its doors in October and they are working on the day 

programming component of their service delivery as we 

speak. The transitional living units fill a much-needed gap in 

the territory’s housing stock and provide those persons a 

transitional plan.  

The most important thing that we can do is meet our 

Yukoners where they are at. The department and I are 

working to make sure that this new people-centred approach is 

at the forefront of everything that we do. The Housing First 

approach with the involvement and collaboration of 

community organizations is better aligned to provide services 

to the Salvation Army clientele. This is a testament to doing 

things differently. 

Last winter, we supported Kwanlin Dün in adding 10 new 

beds to the Whitehorse emergency shelter capacity by 

providing funding to open a temporary shelter.  

Rural communities cannot be forgotten. For the past 14 

years, our rural communities have not been provided the 

supports they needed, nor have they been heard. We are proud 

to share that we have provided supports to Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in 

First Nation to open a pilot shelter in Dawson City in the 

spring of 2017.  

Our work continues. We are working collaboratively with 

Yukon First Nations and other orders of government and our 

stakeholders. Health services in the north need to meet 

Yukoners needs. We work with the Hospital Corporation, as 

you heard during Committee of the Whole. We have recruited 

an orthopaedic surgeon and a pediatrician to improve 

Yukoners’ access to health care in the territory. This will 

reduce wait-times, provide direct access to care and reduce 

costs by limiting the number of out-of-territory physician 

visits required as well as the number of out-of-territory 

medical travel visits.  

Health care costs in this country are high and will always 

be on the rise. We are proud of the new agreement that we just 

signed with the Yukon Medical Association valued at 

$6.9 million for five years. That contributes to improving the 

delivery of front-line health services to Yukoners through a 

collaborative care model.  

We have worked with the Department of Education to 

expand the grade 6 immunization program to introduce free 

HPV immunization to Yukon boys and older, at-risk males. 

This is incredibly important as gender-based immunization for 

women will not solely address the HPV in our communities. 

Colorectal cancer is the second highest cause of cancer 

that is in the Yukon for men and the third highest for women. 

Our government has launched Yukon’s colon cancer 

screening and awareness campaign to address this.  

Our government listened to Yukoners, and we recognized 

the archaic policies of the conservative Yukon Party 

government with regard to the LGBTQ-two-spirit community. 

To carry out the Liberal government’s commitment, we are 

conducting a review of legislation policies and practices to 

ensure that the Yukon government meets the rules and social 

standards of the LGBTQ-two-spirit communities in a non-

discriminatory fashion. Our government has removed the 

requirement for sex-reassignment surgery before a person can 

change their sex on their birth registration through 

amendments to the Vital Statistics Act approved by the 

Legislative Assembly this spring. We have heard from the 

LGBTQ community, including parents, and we are working to 

address their concerns and to provide the support this 

community is asking for. Our vision is a healthy and safe 

Yukon for all.  

We have awarded more than $300,000 to six 

organizations to support the prevention of violence against 
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indigenous women and girls. This relates directly to our 

priorities, which state that our investments contribute to 

healthy and vibrant sustainable communities.  

This government also understands that Yukoners need 

homes, safe places and places to thrive. In my role as Minister 

responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation — even though it 

is very integrated with Health and Social Services, I can point 

to many great accomplishments. I am proud to share that the 

houses that are under construction — the Yukon Housing 

Corporation is working on the next five-year strategic plan for 

housing in Yukon. That would be the Yukon Housing 

Corporation Board along with the staff.  

We are participating in the Safe at Home plan — a 

community-led action plan — to end and prevent 

homelessness in Yukon. A key component of the Safe at 

Home plan, and a priority of this government, is implementing 

the Housing First care model. I spoke often of this model in 

this House because it will radically change the way 

homelessness and Yukoners receive supports. As planning has 

begun on implementing our Housing First care model we have 

hosted two forums this past spring and summer to begin this 

work. Beyond planning, we have also extended the municipal 

matching construction program with an additional $1 million 

available in 2017 and 2018.  

Through the same program, 19 additional housing 

projects have been approved. These projects are of the 

creation of individual sites, 18 of which are in Whitehorse and 

one of which is in Dawson City. These projects will provide 

much-needed housing in the territory. We are also working 

hard to improve existing Yukon Housing Corporation stock. 

So far this year, we have completed exterior energy upgrades 

to nine staff and social housing units. We have also converted 

two single-family units into duplexes resulting in four newly 

renovated units. This allows the housing stocks that we have 

to be more energy efficient and cost-effective.  

Energy assessments on social housing have been 

completed in Carcross, Teslin and Haines Junction, allowing 

us to continue to make our best efforts on evidence-based 

decisions on addressing the deterioration of our aging housing 

stock. 

In Watson Lake, the affordable housing construction 

program is supporting the development of a new affordable 

housing duplex, providing two new housing options in that 

community. In Carmacks, we are proceeding with the 

construction of four units on senior social housing. The tender 

for the design and construction of these units is expected in 

late winter of 2018. We are working with the Ross River Dena 

Council to transfer up to five residents in the community. 

In Whitehorse, we are providing a half-million dollars so 

that 10 new units in a 360° Design Build multi-residential 

building on Hawkins Street will have affordable rents for the 

next 10 years. We anticipate this project to be completed this 

spring. 

We have released “Looking for Housing”, a one-stop-

shop website that provides valuable information to those 

looking for housing services and those looking to rent or buy a 

home. This is a brand-new initiative in the Yukon. Our homes 

and communities need to be safe and Yukoners have been 

clear about the value of having space and places to enjoy our 

beautiful territory.  

Our greatest space here in the Yukon is our environment. 

I’m very proud and honoured to have been given the position 

of the Minister of Environment. Our team has had ongoing 

engagement and partnership with First Nations on a variety of 

issue, including those regarding the protection and responsible 

use of our land.  

We are working together on shared interests, which has 

resulted — and will result — in better outcomes for all 

Yukoners. The strength in partnership with indigenous people 

contribute to traditional and local knowledge being 

implemented into land planning and management. The Arctic 

National Wildlife Refuge and its protection is incredibly 

important to the people of north Yukon and continues to be 

supported by my colleagues in this Liberal government. This 

last spring, this House unanimously passed a motion in 

support of ANWR and we continue to support the activities 

and interests of the Vuntut Gwitchin Government, which is 

actively lobbying to protect the sacred calving grounds of the 

Porcupine caribou.  

I would also like to take this time to address the 

relationship between our wild and domestic animals in Yukon. 

We have the Animal Health Act, which addresses the 

relationship that we never really looked at in the past due to 

potential lack of regulations on how the wild and domestic 

animals interact with one another. We have started the 

process. Our government, with the input from Yukon First 

Nations and key stakeholder groups, and in partnership with 

Yukon Energy, Mines and Resources, are developing the new 

regulations needed to properly protect and preserve our 

animals. It will reflect what we heard from our engagement. It 

is designed to support the developing agricultural industry 

while also protecting the herd.  

The Yukon landscape is changing. Our government has 

chosen to take a hard-line approach to addressing the impact 

of climate change in our region, our nation and our global 

world. Nationally, Yukon’s perspective played a part in 

shaping the pan-Canadian framework on clean energy and 

clean growth. Regionally, we are working with our neighbours 

to address a northern adaptation strategy. The secretariat is 

leading Yukon government’s action to address climate change 

while collaborating and coordinating across the government 

and across Canada. Together, we can write our story on 

adaptation.  

To wrap up, I want to just say thank you to all of my 

colleagues for their input together. Mahsi’ cho.  

 

Ms. White: I thank my colleagues for the opportunity 

to speak today. Before I even get into the points of this 

motion, there are a couple of things that I want to say first. We 

would hope that, based on all of the speaking notes that you 

have had, it has been broader than just the platform 

commitments or the mandate letters. It is critically important, 

I think, that we look outside. A year ago things look different. 

The financial state of the territory looked different. What we 
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thought we could accomplish — each of us — every party and 

our different platforms, it was maybe different from the 

reality. My hope is always that when you make decisions or 

you are looking at solutions, I am hopeful because we have 

often talked about how you are looking for solutions. I hope 

that when we are looking for those solutions, we look outside 

of just the mandate letters and that we expand on the platform.  

The platform was a collection of ideas, but if an entire 

government mandate is based only on the platform and it 

doesn’t expand, then it will be too narrow because 

circumstances change in the territory. The circumstances for 

our people who live here — the financial circumstances — it 

is hard to tell where we are going to be even two years from 

now. My hope is always that you can look at that mandate 

letter, but that you expand out from there because if we just 

look narrowly like that, my concern is that there won’t be the 

flexibility or fluidity that is required in government to address 

those issues.  

I fundamentally believe that the needs of the communities 

will change. The needs of the people will change, and it is 

really up to you as government to make sure that you can meet 

those changes. 

Instead of talking from this motion perspective and 

coming at it from a perspective similar to the government’s 

side, I just want to highlight some of the concerns that I have. 

That is just based on — I told Chuck at CHON FM this 

morning that I was an expert on the opposition side now 

because this is my sixth year. I have a lot of familiarity with 

what that means. I tell people all of the time that at the NDP 

office, people don’t really come to see me when things are 

going awesomely. They don’t start off and come in and say: 

“Hey, Member for Takhini-Kopper-King, things are really 

fantastic and I want to tell you about them.” What happens 

when people come to see me is they highlight —  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Speaker: You can self-identify. 

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

What happens when people come into my office is that 

typically people come to see me when they are in times of 

crisis. What I would like to highlight today are just a couple of 

the areas that, underneath the points in this motion, are things 

that I would put out there for government to maybe take a 

look at. These are from the very personal experiences of the 

people who I meet on a daily basis and this is what I have 

dealt with for six years.  

It wasn’t different before with the other government. The 

issues still existed. The challenge is that the issues continue to 

exist and sometimes you might not even know that they are 

there because you maybe haven’t had that opportunity to have 

that conversation with someone who is going through this. 

What I am giving you right now is just an overview of things 

that I have noticed in the past six years. You can take them 

however you like, but this is the encouragement to expand 

from the mandate letters — expand from the platform. 

When I look at the first point — a people-centred 

approach to wellness that helps Yukoners thrive. I appreciate 

the idea. That is what every government should do, but I think 

about the individuals who are hoping to travel to support sick 

family members when they are medevaced out of the Yukon 

and are then denied travel in times of crisis. I am not sure if 

people are aware, but there is not really an appeal process for 

that.  

You can’t contact the department and say: “Well, I 

disagree with this. If my loved one is going for open-heart 

surgery and there is the possibility that they will die, although 

they’ve been medevaced from one institution to another, it 

does not mean that a family member shouldn’t be there.” I 

would like to put out medical travel as an issue. 

I think about the individuals who are forced into 

precarious living situations. Either they’re not able to find 

affordable rent — so it’s great — and I mean it’s interesting to 

listen to the media right now question about why there are so 

many people on the Yukon Housing wait-list list. I can tell 

you. We have six housing navigators in town and for the first 

time ever, people are getting help making housing 

applications, because if you haven’t had an opportunity to 

help with a housing application then you don’t know what 

those six pages look like and they are daunting. Why has their 

number doubled? I can tell you my thought — it is because for 

the first time ever, people are getting help making those 

applications.  

Out of the 200 people on the wait-list right now, I know 

first-hand that within my riding I have seniors who are in their 

own homes who I have helped fill out those housing 

applications because they can’t stay in those homes. They 

can’t maintain them, they can’t shovel the driveway, and they 

can’t navigate the stairs anymore. So the list — yes, it looks 

really big, but I think we can dig into the list and try to figure 

it out. How do we adapt that? 

I also think about the people who couch surf. I think 

about the women I worked with in corrections because when 

they were released they didn’t have an ARC to go to and they 

didn’t qualify for Kaushee’s, so what that meant is that they 

went into housing that wasn’t safe. They went back into old 

patterns because they just needed a roof over their heads. That 

was one of the very first things that I said in 2011 — the one 

thing I wanted was to make sure there was transitional 

housing for women leaving corrections. I can tell you today 

that there still is not transitional housing for women leaving 

corrections. 

I think about the individuals who are transferred from one 

hospital to another hospital in a different community. They’re 

transferred away from family, friends and support. I 

understand that the hospital is full, but what is the criteria and 

how do we make that decision? How do we decide that one 

person from outside Whitehorse should go to Watson Lake 

and one person from inside Whitehorse should go to Dawson 

City? I don’t know what the answer is, but I can tell you that 

it’s problematic. 

I think about the nurses in communities who are leaving 

their jobs due to lack of support and job burnout. In 2012, I 

met one of the nurses in Beaver Creek who works for six 

months of the year. She’s leaving her job now — one of the 

two nurses in Beaver Creek — and that causes me great 
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concern because she has been working up there for years. So 

what was the straw that finally she said she couldn’t do it 

anymore? Are we doing exit interviews? Are we finding out 

what was the catalyst to that change because she is committed 

to her community, but she’s not going to stay in that job. 

I think about the families who want mental health 

services for the Yukon children or teenagers, not only in rural 

Yukon but in Whitehorse as well. I don’t know if the House is 

familiar with this, but there is an age requirement for mental 

health services. I have friends who have young children who 

are not in double digits and who have tried self-harm. They 

can’t get help because they don’t fall within what the blanket 

says is when mental health services should be available. I 

want you to look at that because that’s really important. 

I think about the number of suicides that have happened 

in the last couple of years — even in the last couple of 

months. They have such an impact in the community and it’s 

on the young people and it’s on the old people and we know 

now that suicide — it can be anywhere. How do we approach 

the wellness that includes suicide prevention and supports for 

the survivors of communities? How do we make sure that 

those communities are supported? So after a traumatic 

incident like this, it’s great that we can send counsellors in for 

a short amount of time, but the pain isn’t gone three days later. 

It resonates.  

We have talked a lot about the pebble in the water here 

and how it keeps on going out. Well that kind of tragedy in a 

community — it just spreads — so how are we going to 

address that? I mean, I have some ideas for some of these, but 

let’s be honest, I don’t have all the solutions. No one in this 

room does, right? We have this fantastic public service and I 

would suggest that they have got some solutions if they are 

given the opportunity, so maybe we should look that way too. 

So on point number two about making strategic 

investments that build healthy, vibrant and sustainable 

communities — I am going to hazard a guess that this should 

be any government’s goal — of any political stripe and any 

colour — because if that wasn’t the goal of government, then I 

would probably say we are doing a pretty bad job. I have 

questions about what that looks like. You know, what do I 

think that looks like? The people who come into my office — 

what does it look like for them? I would say easy access to 

health and mental health services because we talk about red 

tape for industry, but we don’t talk about red tape for people. 

If you can’t be your best advocate, Mr. Speaker, this system 

will chew you up and spit you out and then you come to my 

office and then we help. I’m a red-tape cutter for medical 

services. 

People think it is easy access to quality, accessible and 

affordable daycare. My sister — I use her as an example all 

the time. She left a good-paying job because it didn’t pay well 

enough for two young children to be in daycare. She got a job 

and she drives bus and one kid has gotten older and is in full-

time school and the other one rides the bus and it works better, 

but affordable daycare should be one of those things. 

There are things about seniors. I talk a lot about my 

seniors complex and if anyone wants to visit with me one 

time, I would love to take you there — they’re fun and we can 

have tea in just about any unit. There’s the concept about there 

being services for seniors to age in place. I didn’t realize when 

I first got elected that I was going to talk about bathrooms for 

the first two years of being a politician. The reason I say that 

is because the bathtubs in the seniors complex were higher 

than my knee on the outside and when you got in, they were 

even deeper. How do we expect someone in their 80s to get in 

and out of their tub? It was a huge fear for people, so I want to 

make sure that we have services for seniors and that the 

buildings are built for aging in place. But, more than that, if 

we increased access to home care, then a lot of the people who 

are in the hospital right now who don’t need to be there could 

still be at home. 

When I was at a conference in Sri Lanka, there was a man 

from Jamaica and he was talking about how he was getting 

ready to give his presentation and he didn’t have time to write 

it on the plane and he was going to write it when he got to Sri 

Lanka. He was shocked that he had to pay for Internet in his 

big, fancy hotel on this trip. He said that in Jamaica — in what 

is viewed as a Third World country — Internet is free and it’s 

accessible anywhere on the island. He said that they as 

government made the decision that connectivity was really 

important. 

I would suggest that if we want people to access the 

Aurora school online, or we want people to build up the 

technology fields and ideas, we need to make sure that there is 

access to Internet. In that same breath, the cheapest way to 

access Internet is through a cellphone now, so how do we 

make sure that we can support the technologies in 

communities? 

I think about safe roads. I, like the Premier — and I’m 

sure many members in this Chamber now — have driven 

every road there is in the Yukon. I recently replaced my 

windshield because of some of those drives. I can tell you I 

am glad that it is not full of cracks right now. Safe roads are 

really important and that means making sure that they get 

plowed when stuff happens and we all know that. We do a 

tribute every year to Highways and Public Works when the 

plows are out because it is a really critical service. 

It is making sure that they are safe — safe in summer and 

in winter — and making sure that people can get around. One 

of the things that we highlighted — and the previous Member 

for Mayo-Tatchun made this really important point. 

Recreation — we can talk about the soccer complex as an 

example — cannot only happen in the City of Whitehorse. 

Recreation has to be available in all communities. Carmacks 

— I want them to have an ice rink. They have wanted an ice 

rink for a really long time. I want Dawson City to have their 

complex. It is about the concept that, if you want healthy 

communities, healthy families and healthy kids, then you 

make sure they have access to activity. When I had the coffee 

shop at the Canada Games Centre, there could be naysayers 

and they would come in summer and say: “This place isn’t 

worth the money. It was a terrible idea.” My challenge was: 

“Well, why don’t you come back in winter, and we will talk 

about this in the middle of November. Come and take a look 
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in the middle of November.” What we saw with the Canada 

Games Centre is that it gave families who weren’t naturally 

active the ability to access recreation easily. I would put a 

pitch out right now that if we really want people to be healthy, 

then we need to make sure that it is affordable for seniors, 

because when the rates went up and the ElderActive group 

couldn’t help people anymore as they were, a lot of seniors 

stopped going. I know about frozen shoulders and about 

mobility going down because, when the seniors used to use 

the pool — they can’t use it anymore because they can’t 

afford to go. That is important to me. 

We talked before with the previous government about 

how great YuKonstruct is, and I agree. Well, we have schools 

with shop facilities around the territory, but they are not open 

year-round and they are not available to the communities. So 

how can we broaden that out? How can we make sure that — 

instead of those shops sitting empty, they are available all 

year-round? How can we make sure that schools in 

communities become focal points for social events when there 

is no community centre? How do we make that available? 

How do we make that open and accessible? I am not sure that 

people in the city of Whitehorse even know that they can call 

and book a classroom in a school. They can. You can access 

schools. They are community spaces, but no one knows that 

because we don’t tell them about it. 

Things have changed a bit, but the protection through the 

appropriate reimbursement in support and training for 

emergency workers — so volunteer firefighters and 

ambulance staff. For a long time, I was on the side of the 

conversation saying that people can’t afford this equipment on 

their own. How do we make sure that they don’t have pay for 

it? That was a circular conversation. So you have the ability; 

let’s make sure that the volunteers aren’t paying out of pocket 

to be able to do that. 

We talk about transportation. Understanding that 

Greyhound is changing their model because they are a 

business — a for-profit business — what is really critically 

lacking in the territory is community connectivity and public 

transportation. When the Husky Bus formed, that was pretty 

amazing. I remember having an initial conversation — and he 

wasn’t sure that his business would go. We said: “Well try it. 

See what happens.” It is now a successful business. How can 

we encourage other things like that? If someone was going to 

look at — for example, in Keno-Mayo, we are going to go 

down a different part of the highway. If we included things 

like medical travel, we would encourage people, instead of 

driving themselves, they could take this safe transport. We 

would remove the risk of them travelling by themselves on the 

highway or, better yet, if you don’t have a car or a driver’s 

licence or the ability to pay, now government can encourage 

business but can also make sure that people can get to medical 

appointments.  

A high school in every community — wouldn’t that be a 

dream? — so that students would not be sent away at a critical 

time in their development or they don’t have to come into the 

big city — I have talked to students in rural communities 

about how that didn’t go so well. Then, if a family chooses or 

a student chooses to come into town, how do we make sure 

they have the supports to do well? That is not a new issue; that 

was an issue when I was in school. That is still an issue, and 

I’ve been out of school for a couple of days, for sure.  

I think about housing in communities, and I think about 

how, as a community, you encourage new housing. We know 

in Mayo, for example, that people want to build but there is no 

real spot to do that right now. So how do we encourage new 

housing and projects in communities? If we have some of 

these mines talking about opening up, how do we make sure 

that, instead of having fly-in and fly-out, we have investment 

in the communities we’re working near? Those are just some 

of the ideas for that one. 

Priority number three was establishing strong 

government-to-government relationships with First Nations 

that foster reconciliation. When the truth and reconciliation 

recommendations came out and there started to be a shift 

nationally, that felt so good. That felt really, really good. I can 

tell you that in 2011, when I used to go to community events, 

there was no acknowledgement of the traditional territory 

where that event was being held. I remember when that shift 

happened, and I remember the first time I was somewhere and 

it was said. I was blown away because finally it was 

happening. I appreciate that the Premier, in his first speech, 

acknowledged where we were standing, because that hadn’t 

happened on that level.  

I do appreciate that National Aboriginal Day is a holiday. 

I do. I hope that we can work together and encourage Ottawa 

to follow suit — because wouldn’t it be great if, federally, 

they looked at what we were doing here? I honestly can’t 

expect anything less from you guys than this point.  

Mr. Speaker, government members and colleagues on this 

side, the point I want to say is that no one has all the solutions. 

When questions are asked and the answer is, “It’s not in my 

mandate letter” or “It wasn’t in our platform” — but the issue 

exists — I’m just asking you to expand your scope. I just want 

you to look a little further. Maybe have a conversation with 

someone you haven’t talked to before, because when the 

questions are coming from the opposition — and the Premier 

knows this, because when he asked questions, he asked 

questions because they were coming to him. The same thing is 

happening on this side. I can for sure say that it’s happening 

for the Third Party, and I’m sure it’s happening from the 

Official Opposition — and it must be interesting for them to 

have that kind of approach that I had to go through.  

My request is to look outside. Broaden your perspective 

and know that, when points are being made, it’s not 

confrontational. It’s really asking to just expand that scope. So 

don’t just look at the mandate letters and don’t just look at that 

platform. My plea to you is to look outside.  

I appreciate the motion. I appreciate the Member for Lake 

Laberge’s use of the rules on multiple occasions. I thank the 

Speaker for the opportunity to speak, and I thank my 

colleagues for the opportunity to speak as well.  

 



1460 HANSARD November 1, 2017 

 

Mr. Adel: It’s an honour to rise today to speak on 

Motion No. 174, brought forward by my colleague from 

Porter Creek Centre.  

I would like to take my time today to discuss this 

government’s priorities and how they have guided the work 

that my fellow colleagues and I have accomplished in this last 

year.  

I would like to start by speaking specifically to the first 

priority. Our people-centred approach to wellness helps 

Yukoners.  

Mr. Speaker, this priority is of great importance to me 

and it has guided our team to accomplish work that is truly 

focused on people, on Yukoners and their families. Taking a 

people-centred approach means people are at the centre of 

every decision we make as a government. These decisions 

aren’t just for today; they are for generations out. We have to 

keep that in mind as we govern. 

A few of the topics under this priority I want to highlight 

today include aging in place; the steps this government is 

taking to improve access to mental-wellness support; to 

propose presumptive and preventive legislation for PTSD in 

the workplace; and legislation passed this spring that makes it 

illegal to discriminate against a person on the grounds of 

gender identity and gender expression.  

These actions taken by this government are truly working 

to ensure that Yukoners have the proper supports they need to 

ensure the health of themselves and their family members.  

Recently in this House, I had the honour to bring forward 

a motion for debate on aging in place. This is a matter of 

importance to my Copperbelt North constituents. This motion 

urged the government to create solutions to promote aging in 

place and a full spectrum of care by keeping the Whistle Bend 

continuing care development to 150 beds, working with 

Yukoners, health professionals and stakeholders to find 

solutions that offer alternatives and transitions between home 

care and full-time continuing care. We don’t need to pre-

institutionalize people. It’s important that we take all of those 

things into consideration.  

Providing community-based services that allow seniors to 

age in place to the greatest extent possible is an important 

issue. I applaud the government for committing to find 

solutions that allow Yukoners to age in place. Over the last 

decade, the number of Yukoners between the ages of 60 and 

74 has grown by 88 percent. It’s nice to know that I’m in a 

growing part of the population.  

In the mandate letter that was given to the Minister of 

Health and Social Services by Mr. Silver, our Premier, the 

minister was tasked to work with Yukoners to create solutions 

to promote aging in place and a full spectrum of care — both 

public and — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: Order. Member for Lake Laberge, on a point 

of order.  

Mr. Cathers: I apologize for interrupting the member, 

but he did just refer to the Premier by name. Of course, that is 

not in keeping with the Standing Orders.  

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: That’s a sustained point of order, Member for 

Copperbelt North.  

Mr. Adel: I apologize, Mr. Speaker.  

Speaker: Yes, thank you. Proceed.  

 

Mr. Adel: — and to the Premier.  

Both public and private aging-in-place solutions — while 

keeping the Whistle Bend continuing care development at 150 

beds.  

I fully support this direction, Mr. Speaker, because I 

believe it is important that the government do all possible to 

find solutions for Yukoners who want to age in place, whether 

that means aging in their homes or in their own communities. 

It is important that Yukoners have access to care, and we 

support that need.  

It can be very challenging for family members to care for 

aging relatives. The more supports that are available for 

families with options, such as home care in our communities 

and neighbourhoods, the better for everyone.  

I appreciate the efforts that are being made by the 

Minister of Health and Social Services to collaborate with 

Yukon communities, to work together to continue to address 

the important issue of aging in place by speaking with 

Yukoners and communities themselves.  

I also want to highlight the steps this government is 

taking to improve access to mental wellness support. I am 

proud to support this government’s decision to hire 11 new 

mental health workers for Yukon communities. Mental health 

is so important; I doubt there is a single person in this room 

who has not been impacted by mental health issues. These 11 

mental health positions mark a major step forward in the 

government’s dedicated work to improve mental health 

services in rural Yukon. I know that the department has been 

working hard to recruit eight new mental wellness and 

substance abuse counsellors, two mental health nurses and one 

new mental wellness and substance abuse therapist.  

I want to applaud the department for their good work. I 

also applaud the steps that are being taken to ensure that all of 

these new positions will be integrated to work collaboratively 

with supports already on the ground, such as community 

health nurses, home care workers, regional social workers and 

First Nation staff. I was pleased to hear the Minister of Health 

and Social Services elaborate recently on how recruitment is 

underway for these positions and that the community hubs 

will be created in communities across the Yukon, including 

Dawson City, Haines Junction, Carmacks and Watson Lake. 

These hubs will provide specialist services to communities, 

generally including mental wellness and substance use 

counsellors, mental health nurses, child and youth counsellors, 

and therapists. The communities of Old Crow, Mayo, Ross 

River, Carcross and Teslin will all receive a mental wellness 

and substance use counsellor, and this person will be a 
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dedicated resource in the community. This person will be a 

connection point to specialized services throughout the 

community hubs as well. This is a great step forward as a 

territory in saying that we are serious about addressing mental 

wellness and there’s no longer room for stigma. Mental 

wellness is important, and I am proud that this is a priority for 

this government.  

Another recent step that exemplifies the government’s 

commitment to a people-centred approach to wellness that 

helps Yukoners thrive is the recent Bill No. 8, which 

addresses PTSD in the workplace. Bill No. 8 fulfills an 

important commitment of our Liberal government to improve 

the prevention of PTSD in the workplace and presumption for 

emergency response workers. Bill No. 8 has two parts.  

Part 1 proposes amendments to the Workers’ 

Compensation Act to provide the promised PTSD presumption 

for emergency response workers. This proposed change will 

ensure that all emergency response workers diagnosed with 

PTSD will not need to verify that the injury is work-related as 

that would be presumed. It’s time to work to reduce the stigma 

around PTSD and encourage workers who may be struggling 

to seek the help they need.  

Part 2 proposes amendments to the Occupational Health 

and Safety Act to permit the creation of regulations aimed at 

preventing psychological injuries, including PTSD. The 

amendment addresses feedback from the public that more 

emphasis should be placed on preventing psychological injury 

in the workplace. This bill will ensure that the prevention of 

physical and psychological injuries is given equal emphasis in 

the workplace. I want to thank the Workers’ Compensation 

Health and Safety Board and the minister responsible for the 

good work that is being done to bring this legislation forward.  

I also want to applaud the Workers’ Compensation Health 

and Safety Board for the awareness campaign they have been 

running that aims to let Yukoners know that all workers are 

covered by the board and they are all eligible for benefits, 

including treatment if they suffer a professionally diagnosed 

psychological injury, such as post-traumatic stress disorder, at 

work. 

I’m proud that this government signed a moratorium of 

understanding on mining with First Nation chiefs, committing 

all parties to work together for a strong economy. I urge the 

government today to continue down this path.  

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to speak to two motions I 

had the pleasure of bringing forward to the House on the 

fourth priority of this government — our diverse growing 

economy.  

The first motion I want to speak to is Motion No. 31, 

urging the government to continue the work for small-

business owners and the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel to 

reduce small-business taxes. One of the first things our Liberal 

government did was to reduce corporate taxes from 15 to 

12 percent. 

Lower tax rates help to create an attractive business 

environment, as we spoke to earlier today, and that helps the 

Yukon grow. I am confident that this government will 

continue to work tirelessly to ensure that small businesses in 

the Yukon are taxed less and receive increased support. 

I’m proud to support the work as vice-chair of the 

community development fund. With approximately a $3-

million budget, we receive requests from all over the Yukon 

to help fund the projects that will benefit stronger, more 

vibrant communities. As the member opposite of the Third 

Party was saying, this is where we help support sports and 

vibrant communities in doing things that maybe they can’t 

accomplish on their own, but we can give them a leg up. 

We have met four times since January and have approved 

many projects in communities across the Yukon, from Old 

Crow to Mayo to Whitehorse to Carmacks. Approved projects 

include an exciting range of initiatives, upgrading sports 

complexes, revitalizing historic churches and supporting the 

construction of the Yukon’s first mosque. 

With the dedicated support of the economic unit staff and 

the Minister of Economic Development and the Minister of 

Community Services, important and valuable community 

projects receive the support they need. 

I would also like to highlight the work I’ve done through 

boards and committees, of which I am chair. I am proud to 

participate in the important work of appointing passionate and 

skilled Yukoners to boards and committees that help shape the 

Yukon and move it forward. 

Since taking office on December 3, this government has 

taken action on the priorities that we put forth when we first 

started, and I urge the government to continue this good work. 

I want to applaud all members of this House and my 

colleagues for the commitment and heartfelt effort that goes 

into making the Yukon a better place for all Yukoners. 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: We don’t have a lot more time here 

today, but I did want to get on the record and speak to this 

motion. I want to thank my colleagues on both sides of the 

House for their comments today.  

Mr. Speaker, I want to start back with the fact that it is the 

one-year anniversary of the election, pretty much. I would like 

to again thank the Member for Porter Creek Centre for 

bringing forward this motion.  

A year ago today, everybody in this House — everybody 

who is sitting here now — was probably getting pretty 

nervous — down to the wire of the election campaign. 

Members on both sides of the House — several questions 

running through their minds. Chief among them was basically: 

Would we have a job? If you told me today that you weren’t 

nervous, well, I would have to call a point of order on you. It’s 

one of those things where, if you aren’t nervous, maybe you 

shouldn’t be in this job.  

Also the questions have been: What capacity? What’s 

going to happen with the team that you campaigned with? 

Some people in this Chamber waited well into the evening of 

November 7 to find that answer, not getting final confirmation 

until a few days afterward due to the required recount for one 

riding. At the end of the process, voters elected, for the first 

time since 2000, a Yukon Liberal majority government, and 
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we’re very thankful and grateful for the opportunity and that 

responsibility. 

As we near the end of the first year in office, we do want 

to thank the voters for affording us the privilege. Providing 

the public with an update on our progress to date is absolutely 

an honour as well, and that was the purpose of today’s debate. 

As I look back on the last year, I’m very grateful for that 

opportunity to serve, and I’m pleased with the headway that 

we are making in implementing our agenda. 

While we waited for the outgoing administration to 

vacate the office spaces, we went to work on transitioning to a 

new government. Staff was hired, a Cabinet was put together, 

mandate letters were drafted, ministers were given priorities to 

guide them in their work and we released those letters publicly 

so that Yukoners could see exactly what the ministers were 

tasked with for their priorities. We took the time to reorganize 

our platform commitments into four principles that you see 

reflected in this motion today.  

One of the first challenges we were met with was the state 

of the books, and I’m not going to go into that too much here 

today. We have talked about it a lot already. We knew that it 

wasn’t as rosy as was being told. Over the past 10 years, the 

government revenue growth of 1.7 percent of real dollars was 

not keeping pace with the spending growth of 2.5 percent per 

year. We did hear the members opposite dispute those 

numbers in their speech today, and we urge them to talk 

directly to the Financial Advisory Panel. That’s where the 

numbers came from and it would be an interesting debate to 

have maybe even here in the Legislative Assembly — maybe 

get them to appear as witnesses, and the member opposite can 

ask them directly where they got their numbers. I would relish 

that debate. 

Suffice to say, we created a new unit in the Department of 

Finance based upon the situation we found ourselves in. I 

wanted to, as the Minister of Finance, speak a little about that 

today. We believe that every government program must be 

reviewed periodically to ensure that it meets the needs of 

Yukoners. Program evaluation, in our opinion on this side of 

the House, is the cornerstone to sound public management and 

it allows for governments to make decisions about policy and 

program that are based upon evidence.  

A program evaluation unit will help us to make the right 

investment decisions regarding existing programs and 

services. We’re excited about that. Evaluations of various 

types have been occurring throughout government for some 

time. However, there has not been a coordinated, consistent 

approach or methodology.  

We announced this spring that this coordination and 

leadership will now be undertaken by the Department of 

Finance. The reference to the lack of an overarching policy on 

program evaluations has also been mentioned previously in 

Auditor General reports. 

Program evaluation functions are common in other 

jurisdictions, Mr. Speaker, and they usually reside within the 

Department of Finance. As the evaluation function matures 

within an organization, programs can be designed from the 

start for effective evaluation, ensuring that outcomes are 

clearly stated, data is identified to support performance 

management, and a regular monitoring process is established 

to help maximize the efficiency and the effectiveness of the 

programs and investments. 

It all sounds very riveting, but it is very important 

financial oversight that we in the Yukon Liberal government 

believe in and have made happen in the first year of our 

mandate. 

Sound financial management involves making policy and 

program choices based upon evidence of success, directing 

resources toward those initiatives that prove effective and 

redesigning programs where evaluations show intended 

outcomes are not being achieved, or where resources are not 

being used as efficiently or effectively as they could be. 

We have also changed the way that we do the budget 

itself. There will be a main budget in the spring and a very 

minor adjustment in the fall, instead of the previous method of 

the main budget in the spring and then tens of millions of 

dollars being added again in the fall. We also intend to 

actually spend the capital dollars we budget. This is going to 

be an ongoing process, but this is our goal. 

For many years, the previous government routinely 

announced larger and larger capital budgets, but failed to 

actually spend that money every year. So in other words, more 

accurate budgets are on the way. The spring budget will 

always be accompanied by the annual economic forecast — 

another new initiative. The issue of the territory’s finances 

will certainly be at the forefront for the foreseeable future.  

Another accomplishment of our government has been to 

fix the Sitting dates of this Legislature in the fall and in the 

spring — a small procedural change that will end the 

uncertainty around Sitting dates that has been a hallmark for a 

long time. The public and thousands of public servants will 

know well in advance, instead of weeks in advance, when the 

Legislature will be in session. Of course, there is the debate 

about spring break and people trying to prepare for that. You 

can’t pick a legislative session based upon a spring break, but 

what you can do is make sure that people can make their plans 

by having a set date. More important to that process is making 

sure that we get all of our finances in place and do the 

accountability piece up front on a steady date. With a steady 

date, people now know how to prepare for that date.  

Last week, officials from the Yukon Housing Corporation 

appeared in this House. They were the last of the three major 

corporations to do so within the first year of our mandate. This 

will continue to occur annually. In recent years, this wasn’t 

always the case. We strongly believe in being open and 

accountable with regard to arm’s-length corporations like the 

Hospital Corporation, the Workers’ Compensation Health and 

Safety Board, the Yukon Development Corporation, and the 

Yukon Energy Corporation.  

Mr. Speaker, the piece of legislation that I have to say 

that I’m most proud of — and it has been mentioned here a 

few times — is that of making National Aboriginal Day a 

statutory holiday. I’ve spoken in this Legislative Assembly 

before about the summer previous, when I met with the Grand 

Chief of the Council of Yukon First Nations and I told him 
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that I hoped to see him at the ceremony the next year, if we 

had the opportunity to form government and make that a 

statutory holiday. That came to pass. One of my proudest 

moments as a Premier was in marking National Aboriginal 

Day in Dawson City with the people of the Tr’ondëk 

Hwëch’in, with Chief Roberta Joseph and also with Grand 

Chief Peter Johnston and his family.  

This item of course speaks to our strong government-to-

government relationships with First Nations, which fosters 

reconciliation. Resuscitating the Yukon Forum is another 

promise that we made and that we’ve kept. It was on life 

support when we arrived. We met regularly with Yukon First 

Nation governments at the table and not in front of a judge. 

After coming to office, it was a priority of mine to meet 

with all the Yukon chiefs within the first 30 days of our 

mandate. I believe I met with all, but I did miss one of those 

chiefs in that time frame. I apologized directly to that chief 

and have met with that chief regularly since. Over the last 

year, I have continued to meet regularly with First Nation 

leaders of all the nations, of all the governments, across 

Yukon.  

 

Speaker: Order, please, Mr. Premier.  

The time being 5:30, this House now stands adjourned 

until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.  

Debate on Motion No. 174 accordingly adjourned  

 

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 

 

 

 



 



 

 

 

Yukon Legislative Assembly 

Number 48 2nd Session 34th Legislature 

HANSARD 

Thursday, November 2, 2017 — 1:00 p.m. 

Speaker: The Honourable Nils Clarke 
 



 

 

 YUKON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
 2017 Fall Sitting 

 SPEAKER — Hon. Nils Clarke, MLA, Riverdale North 

 DEPUTY SPEAKER and CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE — Don Hutton, MLA, Mayo-Tatchun 

 DEPUTY CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE — Ted Adel, MLA, Copperbelt North 

 CABINET MINISTERS 

NAME CONSTITUENCY PORTFOLIO 

Hon. Sandy Silver Klondike Premier 

   Minister of the Executive Council Office; Finance  

Hon. Ranj Pillai Porter Creek South Deputy Premier 

   Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources; Economic 

   Development; Minister responsible for the Yukon Development 

   Corporation and the Yukon Energy Corporation  

Hon. Tracy-Anne McPhee Riverdale South Government House Leader 

   Minister of Education; Justice 

Hon. John Streicker Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes  Minister of Community Services; Minister responsible for the 

   French Language Services Directorate; Yukon Liquor  

   Corporation and the Yukon Lottery Commission  

Hon. Pauline Frost  Vuntut Gwitchin  Minister of Health and Social Services; Environment; 

   Minister responsible for the Yukon Housing Corporation 

Hon. Richard Mostyn Whitehorse West Minister of Highways and Public Works;  

   the Public Service Commission 

Hon. Jeanie Dendys Mountainview Minister of Tourism and Culture; Minister responsible for the 

   Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board;   

   Women’s Directorate 

GOVERNMENT PRIVATE MEMBERS 

 Yukon Liberal Party 

 Ted Adel Copperbelt North 

 Paolo Gallina Porter Creek Centre 

 Don Hutton Mayo-Tatchun 

OFFICIAL OPPOSITION 

 Yukon Party

Stacey Hassard Leader of the Official Opposition  

 Pelly-Nisutlin 

Brad Cathers Lake Laberge 

Wade Istchenko Kluane  

Scott Kent  Official Opposition House Leader 

 Copperbelt South  

Patti McLeod  Watson Lake  

Geraldine Van Bibber Porter Creek North 

 THIRD PARTY 

 New Democratic Party 

 Liz Hanson Leader of the Third Party 

  Whitehorse Centre 

 Kate White Third Party House Leader  

  Takhini-Kopper King   

 LEGISLATIVE STAFF 

 Clerk of the Assembly Floyd McCormick 

 Deputy Clerk Linda Kolody 

 Clerk of Committees Allison Lloyd 

 Sergeant-at-Arms Doris McLean 

 Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms Karina Watson   

 Hansard Administrator Deana Lemke 

Published under the authority of the Speaker of the Yukon Legislative Assembly 



November 2, 2017 HANSARD 1465 

 

 

Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Thursday, November 2, 2017 — 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.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In remembrance of David Murray 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Liberal 

government and the Third Party, I rise to pay tribute to David 

Murray.  

David, a treasured member of the Agriculture branch and 

a long-time member of Yukon’s public service, passed away 

this September. David Murray had worked in various 

capacities in the public service and private sector since 

arriving in the Yukon in 1979. David’s approach to public 

service was exemplary, with so many of the qualities that are 

cherished in our employees: honesty, integrity, openness, a 

balanced approach, and incredible analytical skills.  

He lived in the Hamlet of Mount Lorne and raised three 

children over the last 29 years. Many of David’s friends, co-

workers, and family are with us today, including his former 

long-time partner Karen and his daughter Sarah. His son 

Nansen was unable to attend today.  

He spent his leisure time in the mountains around Annie 

Lake Road. He enjoyed dog-mushing, and exploring on his 

own and with his family. He had hiked every mountain that 

could be seen from the front window of his cabin.  

David’s first Yukon job was as a jackleg miner at 

Whitehorse Copper mine. David’s early career as an 

underground miner working difficult ground in the pitch black 

with some temperamental equipment set him up perfectly for 

a life in government land disposition.  

David got his start in agriculture when he was hired by 

Agriculture Canada in the summer of 1983. He was hired due 

to his mining experience and his job was to dig soil pits with a 

portable jackhammer. David worked with soil scientists Scott 

Smith and Charles Tarnocai for about five years, conducting 

soil surveys, hazard mapping and related research. Notable 

projects included a soil survey of Herschel Island, a survey of 

paleosols developed in unglaciated soils in central Yukon, and 

soil surveys in Carcross and Takhini valleys. 

In 1984, David was a co-author of the first Yukon 

Agriculture State of the Industry report. David moved to the 

Yukon permanently in January 1985, after working toward a 

geography degree at Ryerson University. In a testament to his 

wide-ranging interests, he also held a bachelor of arts in 

English literature from the University of Manitoba. 

David started with the Yukon Agriculture branch in 1991 

as a soil technician and conducted agricultural capability 

inspections, vegetation surveys and related cartography. He 

took on more duties related to land disposition, which 

eventually led to the program as manager of agricultural land. 

During his 26 years with the Agriculture branch, he was 

involved with approximately 500 agricultural land 

applications. David made over 13,000 hectares of land 

available to Yukoners for agricultural purposes — that is out 

of the 15,000 hectares available in total. The Yukon 

vegetables you see in the store, the hay you buy for your 

horses, the eggs and the meat — almost all of it was grown on 

land that was released through his hands. 

In the words of one of his co-workers: “David was a 

treasured member of our various planning teams over the 

years — always full of knowledge, corporate memory and 

some lighthearted fun. I know many folks enjoyed working 

with him and appreciated his authenticity.” 

From another — “Loved his sense of humour, his unique 

style of expression, and his funny and insightful musings on 

government, the bureaucracy and whatever else was worth 

musing about. He was kind, smart, respectful, and incredibly 

knowledgeable and had a way of making everyone around the 

table feel comfortable.” 

His three children — Sarah, Nansen and Kendra — miss 

him very much. 

I only had a couple of occasions to work with him. I got 

to meet him in the department and I had an opportunity for 

him to come alongside me to the agricultural AGM. He was a 

very kind man, and I wish that we had had more time to get to 

know each other and for me to learn from him. He will be 

greatly missed by all of us. You can see by the gallery today 

the number of friendships that he built. 

Mr. Speaker, if you don’t mind, I think it is quite 

important to acknowledge his friends, supporters and 

coworkers, as well as his family members here, whom I 

mentioned: Brad Barton from EMR, Matt Larsen, 

Jesse Walchuk, Kam Davies, Randy Lamb, Shannon Gladwin, 

Matt Ball, Temesha Deblar, Valerie Whelan, Manon Moreau, 

Shirley Abercrombie, Tracey Anderson, Belinda Potvin, 

Jim Brown, Colin McDowell, John Bailey, Jesse Devost, 

Ross McLachlan and Stephen Mills. I think Diane Gunter 

from Environment is with us today; also Kevin Bower, who 

used to work with Energy, Mines and Resources, is here 

today; Rod Jacob; and friends from Forestry Lyle Dinn and 

Kirk Price. I saw Pavlina Sudrich from the Commissioner’s 

Office here today; Stewart Guy, the Premier’s former rock 

bandmate — he told me; Catherine Welsh is here today as 

well; Katie Lowey, Graham White and Colin Bearisto. 

I know I might have missed one or two people, and I 

apologize. I thank all of you for coming today for this 

important tribute. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Cathers: I just wanted to rise today on behalf of 

the Official Opposition and express our sincere condolences to 
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all of the family, friends and former colleagues of 

David Murray.  

I had the opportunity to work directly and indirectly with 

David on many files over the past 15 years and, since he 

served under both me and the Member for Copperbelt South 

during our time as Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, I 

wanted to rise and just express our personal thanks and 

condolences to all of his family and friends. 

David also has helped a great many of my constituents. 

Most of the farmland in Yukon that is currently under 

cultivation is of course within my riding of Lake Laberge. I 

know that the number of applications that the Minister of 

Energy, Mines and Resources cited that David was involved 

in reviewing and the number of hectares that were put out are 

impressive statistics, especially since it’s almost all of the 

farmland in the territory. But beyond statistics are people 

whose lives are made better and whose families have been 

helped in not only advancing Yukon agriculture but in helping 

make their lives better. Really David’s contribution and his 

service to the government and his service to the public has 

helped make the territory a better place and I just want to 

thank him and to again express our very sincere condolences 

to all of the people whose lives he touched.  

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Mr. Gallina: I would like members to join me in 

welcoming Gerard Tremblay, a constituent, and someone I 

have had the opportunity to meet with to discuss the 

advancement of services supportive of the deaf community. 

He is being supported today by Amanda Smith. Welcome, 

Gerard. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Hassard: I would like to ask all members to join 

me in welcoming Kirk Potter. He was here for the tribute as 

well, so thanks, Kirk. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for 

tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling a legislative 

return, which is the answer to a question asked by the Member 

for Takhini-Kopper King on October 25, 2017. 

 

Speaker: 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. Hutton: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

work with First Nations and all stakeholders to develop a 

wetlands policy. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada to 

support Bill C-369, An Act to amend the Bills of Exchange 

Act, the Interpretation Act and the Canada Labour Code 

(National Indigenous Peoples Day), that would make June 21 

National Indigenous Peoples Day a statutory holiday; and 

THAT this House directs the Speaker of the Yukon 

Legislative Assembly to convey the consensus of this House 

in support of Bill C-369 to the Speaker of the House of 

Commons of Canada and to the leaders of all federal political 

parties. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I rise in the House today to give notice 

of the following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to work 

with First Nations, Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management 

Board, renewable resources councils, the Yukon Fish and 

Game Association, Yukon Trappers Association, Yukon 

Outfitters Association, and individual hunters, trappers and 

anglers to improve the management of fish and wildlife 

populations to ensure healthy populations that will sustain 

hunting and fishing opportunities.  

 

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the 

following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to update 

the 2006 Yukon agriculture policy through full and 

meaningful consultations with stakeholder organizations, 

farmers, market gardeners, processors, retailers, communities 

and the public. 

 

Ms. White: I rise to give to notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

respond to the needs expressed by mobile-homeowners 

through a petition and a government survey by limiting the 

allowable pad rent increase to the annual rate of inflation. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions? 

Is there a statement by a minister? 

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: Prior to proceeding with Question Period, the 

Chair will rule on a point of order raised during Question 

Period yesterday. 

The point of order raised by the Government House 

Leader concerned the use by the Member for Lake Laberge of 

the word “rhetoric” when referring to statements by the 

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources.  

In her submission, the Government House Leader 

referred to the statement by the Member for Lake Laberge as 

inappropriate, but did not cite a Standing Order or established 
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practice that had been violated. In response, the Member for 

Lake Laberge offered that he did not believe he had 

contravened past rulings by his use of the word. 

On May 29 of this year, the Chair gave a ruling that 

addressed unparliamentary language and other matters. In that 

ruling, the Chair spoke of the importance of context in 

determining whether the use of a word or phrase is 

unparliamentary. The second edition of House of Commons 

Procedure and Practice says the following at page 619: 

“In dealing with unparliamentary language, the Speaker 

takes into account the tone, manner and intention of the 

Member speaking; the person to whom the words at issue 

were directed; the degree of provocation; and, most 

importantly, whether or not the remarks created disorder in the 

Chamber. Thus, language deemed unparliamentary one day 

may not necessarily be deemed unparliamentary the following 

day. The codification of unparliamentary language has proven 

impractical as it is the context in which words or phrases are 

used that the Chair must consider when deciding whether or 

not they should be withdrawn. Although an expression may be 

found to be acceptable, the Speaker has cautioned that any 

language which leads to disorder in the House should not be 

used. Expressions which are considered unparliamentary 

when applied to an individual Member have not always been 

considered so when applied ‘in a generic sense’ or to a party.” 

The challenge for the Chair is to determine whether the 

word “rhetoric”, in the context in which it was used yesterday, 

constitutes unparliamentary language. Having reviewed 

yesterday’s Blues, the Chair concludes that there is no point of 

order. The Chair did not sense a high degree of provocation in 

the statement by the Member for Lake Laberge; nor did the 

statement create disorder in the House. Had the term 

“rhetoric” been accompanied by one or more derogatory 

modifiers the degree of provocation might have been higher, 

disorder might have resulted and it is possible that the Chair 

would have ruled differently on the point of order. 

The Chair thanks the Government House Leader and the 

Member for Lake Laberge for their interventions on the point 

of order, and all members for their attention to this ruling.  

This brings us now to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Mining sector development 

Mr. Hassard: On March 16, the Liberals promised the 

mining industry that they would address their concerns 

regarding reassessments and timelines for development 

projects through a collaborative framework. We have asked 

the minister all week for an update on where this is at and all 

week, the minister has avoided the question, blamed the 

federal government, or blamed the previous territorial 

government. 

Mr. Speaker, in fact we have asked the minister 12 times 

to give us an answer and unfortunately he has not answered. 

So we’re asking this question because the mining industry 

wants to know what the Liberals have done to live up to their 

promise. We’ll go for lucky 13 here and see what we get. Can 

the minister please tell us what the status is of this 

collaborative framework that the Premier promised industry 

seven months ago? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin 

for his question.  

I would beg to differ. I believe that, in all 12 previous 

situations, I provided an appropriate answer. I appreciate the 

strategic move to frame this in a different way, but let’s get 

back to the answer. 

As a group within the Legislative Assembly, we came 

together to show our support for the repeal of Bill C-17. It’s 

moving through a process right now. We’re not quite sure 

when —  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Or the appeal of Bill S-6 — but, of 

course, with Bill C-17 — thank you, Leader of the Third 

Party.  

What we’re looking at, at this point, is for it to move 

through Parliament. It’s being stalled by the Conservatives, 

the cousins of our friends across the way. We’re hoping that 

will conclude quickly. The next step is for it to move into the 

Senate. So we have months and months of a process, but 

that’s where it is at this point. 

We have a framework which we have committed to. The 

first step of the framework is to ensure that the federal 

government, the territorial government and Yukon First 

Nations are sitting at the table so that we get things right 

moving forward. I think I’ll leave it there. On a 

supplementary, I’ll explain a series of reasons why those are 

the appropriate steps and what has happened in the past. 

Mr. Hassard: I would like to remind the minister that it 

was this government that promised industry seven months ago 

that they would develop a framework to address the mining 

industry’s concerns about timelines and reassessments. That 

was this government, Mr. Speaker — not a promise of the 

federal government. So we are asking this government what 

they have done to live up to that promise, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Continuing on, part of the challenge is 

that — what previously happened with interaction between the 

Government of Yukon, predominantly under our friends 

across the way — when government first goes to stakeholder 

groups and doesn’t do the proper conversation with the other 

governments in the territory, you have massive issues and 

problems, and you don’t help anybody in this situation. 

In this case, we committed to going down a process, a 

collaborative framework. The first piece we have is that 

Yukon First Nations and the federal government will come 

together. That framework has been agreed upon. That’s the 

first step.  

If you remember some of the situations that have 

occurred in the past — the placer occupancy, the wetlands 

policy, the outfitters policy work that was done — in every 

case, the previous government went directly to industry, they 

left out First Nation governments, and they left it where they 

didn’t help anybody and, essentially, we were moving toward 

legal challenges on every piece. 

I think I have answered this appropriately in the sense 

that we have to get it right. I would hope that the members 
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across the way, if they really want to champion the mining 

sector and the resource sector — let us work together so we 

don’t have the problems of the past. That’s what we’re 

working toward. 

Mr. Hassard: It sounds like the minister is still busy 

blaming other governments — but anyway, I think the mining 

industry and all Yukoners would certainly appreciate it if the 

government would just listen to the question and attempt to 

answer it.  

We spent all week trying to get the minister to update us 

on the status of this framework that the Premier personally 

promised the mining industry seven months ago. It’s a very 

simple question. Will the Liberals stop playing games and 

please just answer the question, when will they fulfill this 

promise? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: It’s very obvious that Member for 

Pelly-Nisutlin, although I’m answering the questions, is not 

thinking on his feet; therefore, he’s going back to exactly what 

has been written in front of him and actually can’t even come 

up with an appropriate response other than the four lines that 

have been written for him.  

We understand the views of industry on the changes to 

the amendments, renewals and timelines. Yukon government 

wants certainty in the process while meeting all of our legal 

requirements. These issues will be worked on under the 

guidance of the YESAA oversight group. Additionally, Yukon 

government will bring forward industry interests in further 

discussions at the next tripartite working group meeting.  

As I stated last Thursday, it was a very good meeting with 

the Yukon Chamber of Mines supporting this process going 

forward. They absolutely want resolution to this, but they 

understand that it has to be a process to fix the many problems 

left behind.  

Once the reset MOU is in place, there will be 

opportunities for industry to be engaged in discussions about 

YESAA. At this point, the MOU is out for signing. 

To the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin, I apologize that I’m 

calling him on this, but the reality is that I’m answering the 

question and he’s going right back to the words that his 

staffers wrote for him. Why not change the dialogue so that 

we can have a meaningful conversation about this? 

Question re: Agriculture policy 

Mr. Cathers: I have some agriculture questions for the 

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources. As he knows, there 

is an agricultural conference coming up on the weekend, so 

I’m going to ask him about a few of the matters that the public 

would like updates on.  

The 2006 agriculture policy is due for review. Can the 

minister please tell me whether that review has started? 

Secondly, can he please outline the process for stakeholder 

and public consultation, including when and how groups like 

the Yukon Agricultural Association, Growers of Organic Food 

Yukon, Fireweed Community Market and the Yukon Game 

Growers Association will have an opportunity to participate in 

that consultation?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The 10-year review of the 2006 

Yukon agriculture policy will incorporate input from 

representatives of Yukon’s agricultural industry, Yukon First 

Nations, mandated Umbrella Final Agreement boards and 

councils, and the public.  

The goal of the 2006 Yukon agriculture policy is to 

encourage the growth of an industry that produces high-

quality products for local consumption, is economically 

viable, operates in an environmentally sustainable manner and 

contributes to community well-being.  

Since its implementation, the 2006 Yukon agriculture 

policy has helped to foster planned agricultural lot 

development and has created a vision for a stronger and more 

diversified agriculture industry. An updated 2006 agriculture 

policy will seek to improve food production and further the 

goal of Yukon food self-sufficiency.  

This work is underway at the department level. Part of 

what we need to do is reach out to our oversight groups and 

the Member for Lake Laberge, who has worked with these 

groups in many cases — not just the Yukon Agricultural 

Association or the organic growers, but also taking direction 

from our oversight group. This, of course, will be paralleled 

with the fact that we have signed our bilateral agreement with 

the federal government — or at least the framework of that 

agreement has been signed in St. John’s, Newfoundland this 

summer and now we negotiate bilaterally as we define how 

the framework of those dollars will be spent.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer from the minister. 

If he does have any sense of timelines on that, that 

information would also be appreciated.  

As he mentioned, the current agriculture policy was 

approved in 2006 and has helped this sector of the economy 

grow. Another important part of the government’s support for 

agriculture, as mentioned by the minister, is the Growing 

Forward 2 funding agreement and the programs funded under 

it. That agreement ends in March 2018, and I understand from 

the minister’s answer that the new framework agreement has 

been signed but not the bilateral agreement as yet. I 

understand the successor agreement is also being renamed.  

Can the minister please update the public on the status of 

the new framework agreement, including what opportunity 

Yukon farmers and market gardeners will have for input on 

the programs that will be available to Yukoners under the new 

agreement, and whether there will be an opportunity for them 

to be involved in the development of the bilateral agreement 

between Yukon and the federal government?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: First of all, I think it was a great 

opportunity to be at that table this summer in St. John’s, 

Newfoundland as the agreement was signed with provinces 

and territories. Certainly it gave us an opportunity to voice the 

unique situation in the north and to commend the work that 

has been done, which has been amazing. I think our industry 

is growing very, very fast compared to other regions. The 10-

year plan that was in place before was a great blueprint to see 

expansion in the agriculture industry.  

I think the feeling is that we’re going to have the bilateral 

conversation done in time for us to ensure there is no gap in 
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funding. I can say, as I have been signalled from our officials, 

that the flexibility with the funding envelope seems to stay the 

same. The previous ministers did a great job of ensuring there 

was much flexibility in this. If it’s going to be done before the 

end of the calendar year or later into the first quarter, I’m not 

quite sure, but I will get back on the rough time frame on 

when we feel the federal government will sign off on this. I 

apologize — I will get back with a time frame on the 

consultation piece and the time frame of the scope concerning 

the 10-year plan.  

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answers from the 

minister. He has actually partially answered this already, but if 

the minister can provide an indication of what the 

government’s priorities will be for the new agriculture policy 

and the successor funding agreement to Growing Forward, 

any more information about that would be appreciated. As 

well, those timelines or anticipated timelines would certainly 

be appreciated by my constituents and other Yukoners who 

are interested in these two important areas of supporting the 

agriculture sector.  

I believe he indicated the same flexibility is expected in 

the new bilateral agreement with the federal government, but I 

would appreciate it if he could confirm now — or later, if he 

is unable to today — that this will include the continued 

ability for the Yukon to use our funding from the federal 

government to support the development of agriculture 

infrastructure.  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The flexibility seems to be there 

which the Member for Lake Laberge is seeking when it comes 

to — I appreciate the correspondence over the summer from 

the member on this particular topic, ensuring that some of the 

flexibility that was there before is still there.  

The guiding principles — I think people — we’ve spoken 

about Mr. Murray today, and others in the department — have 

done a good job of having conversations with multi-

stakeholder groups to ensure some of the values.  

I will say that spending time with Yukon farmers over the 

last number of months has also brought together some really 

innovative ideas that I would like to discuss at a further point 

in a friendly debate here. I think there are some really good 

opportunities for us. We have seen the commercial egg 

production that is in place and certainly Yukon Grain Farm is 

another fantastic operation that is in place. Looking at a long-

term view of how we look at food sustainability on a 

commercial level as well as on a micro-level is going to be 

something that I think we should discuss here.  

Also, I want to have that discussion about elk. We talked 

about it a bit here. I seemed a little bit prickly on it, but really, 

what I meant was that it has been a problem for a long time. I 

think I do owe a better debate on it because it takes up an 

immense amount of our overall budget from Agriculture just 

dealing with the mitigation of that. 

Question re: Workplace harassment 

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, a report released yesterday 

by the federal government’s Minister of Labour shows how 

prevalent harassment is in Canadian workplaces. Sixty percent 

of the participants in the survey say that they have 

experienced harassment at work, with one-third saying that 

they have experienced sexual harassment. Even more 

alarming is the fact that a majority who reported the 

inappropriate behaviour feel that they were either not taken 

seriously or, even worse, faced retaliation. There is, 

unfortunately, no reason to believe that these statistics are any 

different in Yukon.  

Can the minister tell this House what Yukon statistics 

reveal about the prevalence of harassment in the workplace in 

the Yukon? Can the minister also tell this House what 

recourse, support and protections are in place to protect 

Yukon employees from harassment, whether they work in the 

public or private sectors? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the Leader of the Third 

Party for the question. As for the specific statistics about 

harassment in the Yukon government — I will have to get 

back to the member opposite with those numbers. I can say, 

though, that members on this side of the House certainly take 

this issue seriously. We cannot in all good conscience as a 

manager or as a leader of this organization condone such 

behaviour. We certainly will take action to address harassment 

in the workplace over the coming years. 

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, in the wake of the #MeToo 

campaign, the release of this report by the federal Minister of 

Labour shows that harassment and sexual harassment are 

problems that can’t be ignored. The Yukon government is the 

territory’s largest employer and, as such, has a double 

responsibility. As the government, it must establish 

procedures to protect all employees, no matter what sector 

they work in. As an employer, it has an additional level of 

responsibility and accountability to its own employees.  

Can the Minister responsible for the Public Service 

Commission tell this House what the government is actually 

doing as an employer to protect victims of harassment in the 

workplace and ensure that they don’t face retaliation if and 

when they report inappropriate behaviours? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. Within the Yukon government, already there are 

procedures in place to deal with harassment and abuse within 

the workplace.  

This government does not condone such behaviour. I’m 

sure any one of us could talk about hearing examples of poor 

behaviour on the part of managers in the workplace. It comes 

down to a management — we have to have managerial buy-in 

to this process and make sure that, when abuse happens and 

when bad behaviour happens in the workplace — terrible 

behaviour, unacceptable behaviour — that managers actually 

take appropriate action. That is the message that I have 

communicated to staff at the Public Service Commission 

through the deputy on down; that this cannot be allowed to 

happen. You start at the top and you start to convey that this 

behaviour is not acceptable within our government. 

Of course, the government itself has many rules in place 

to govern this type of behaviour, but it comes down to 

managers and how our managers handle those things. When 

we hear about it, we have to make sure it’s followed up on. 
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Ms. Hanson: Ultimately, it is up to the government and 

it is up to the minister. He is accountable and responsible, as 

the Minister responsible for the Public Service Commission, 

and he will know the Public Interest Disclosure of 

Wrongdoing Act has been publicly stated by the 

Commissioner as being not satisfactory in terms of the 

exposure of victims and the process that they have to follow. 

Report after report shows how prevalent workplace 

harassment is and how, despite the programs that already 

exist, women are often not taken seriously or choose not to 

report it because they fear retaliation. The status quo is not 

acceptable. Existing programs are clearly not enough, so can 

the minister please outline what new approaches this 

government is taking? How are they identifying gaps in the 

current system? How is he ensuring that senior management 

accountability and how is it improving its response to 

harassment in the workplace? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This issue raised by the Leader of 

the Third Party is a good one and it is an important one for us 

to grapple with. To be honest with the member opposite, I 

don’t think we’re doing enough. I don’t think this government 

is doing enough. I think we have to do better. 

Personally, I’m conveying that we have to do better. I 

have done that with my officials and they are looking at this 

issue. We have a workplace harassment office; we have teams 

that can work into places where there is conflict in the 

workplace. They go in and try to sort out those problems. 

We’re talking about a culture within the civil service that 

has to change. I’ve seen and heard of incidents where 

managers have acted badly, they have been abusive, and there 

has to be — the whole reprisal piece is a really interesting 

one, Mr. Speaker, because I have heard for decades how 

people are afraid to speak out and raise these concerns. We 

have to break through that.  

I encourage people to come forward and have their 

concerns heard when things happen. 

Question re: Government building maintenance 

Ms. White: Earlier this week, we asked the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works about the non-working backup 

generator at École Émilie Tremblay.  

In his response, he indicated that a similar problem had 

been identified at a Porter Creek school — and I quote: 

“… there is one at Porter Creek that is currently being fixed 

for exactly the same problem. We’re going to get on that and 

fix those problems.” 

Mr. Speaker, it’s disturbing to hear that another school in 

Whitehorse is experiencing the same problem as the one that 

closed for two days. 

Can the minister tell this House whether this other school 

has had battery-operated emergency lighting installed and 

have all other Yukon schools been assessed to ensure that no 

others have similar problems? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Yes, I can confirm to the member 

opposite that indeed we have been placing the same battery-

operated lights in Porter Creek as we had installed at École 

Émilie Tremblay. I’m not sure if that work has been done. I 

haven’t spoken to my department today about that issue, but 

that work was on the radar and was supposed to have been 

executed. I will check back for the member opposite to see if 

that work has indeed been done. 

As for the other schools, I believe that this is the only 

other emergency generator in the Whitehorse area that has had 

their emergency lights hard-wired into it, but I can get back to 

the member opposite with that answer as well. 

Ms. White: I thank the minister for that answer. Earlier 

this week, in response to a question, the Minister of Highways 

and Public Works said — and I quote: “There has been a 

deficit in the maintenance of our public buildings for several 

years.” 

In the Auditor General’s report dated March 2017 — the 

report on Capital Asset Management – Yukon — the first 

recommendation was that the department — and I quote 

again: “… should complete all planned building assessments, 

verify the data in the assessments, and then incorporate this 

information into the maintenance plans for all buildings in its 

portfolio.” 

Mr. Speaker, this was not the first time the Auditor 

General has made these recommendations. The same aspects 

of capital asset management were included in their 

performance audits in 2007, 2009 and again in 2012. 

What progress has been made by the department to 

address the recommendations of the Auditor General around 

the assessment of government-owned buildings and when will 

it address high-priority deficiencies? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

follow-up question. I too remember the times in 2007 and 

2009. You outlined the dates very well — this constant litany 

of these problems being kicked down the road and not being 

dealt with. This is one of the first matters that came before me 

as Minister of Highways and Public Works and I asked the 

department where we were at. I want tangible, measureable 

advancement of this cause. I don’t want this slipping again. 

We have been working very hard — the computer 

systems are in place, the actual management tools are now in 

place — and we are working forward methodically to address 

some of the concerns that were outlined by the Auditor 

General in successive reports because it is not acceptable to 

have this going on for a decade — I think it’s a decade’s 

worth of work. The department has made quite a bit of 

progress and I can get back to the member opposite with some 

tangible examples of what those are. 

Ms. White: We appreciate where the minister is at with 

this file.  

The government capital assets include over 500 

government-owned buildings, many where public services are 

provided. In its conclusion, the Auditor General reported that 

the department did not meet its key responsibilities for asset 

management. Transportation infrastructure was adequate, but 

the same could not be said for building infrastructure.  

The Auditor General has completed similar performance 

audits since 2007. Recommendations have been made about 

completing building assessments, verifying data and 

permafrost impacts. We know from the most recent report that 
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57 buildings are vulnerable to permafrost degradation, yet 

only three have been investigated. We have already 

experienced the cost of permafrost damage at the Ross River 

School. 

Will the minister tell this House what progress has been 

made on the investigation of the remaining 54 buildings that 

are vulnerable to permafrost? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The member opposite is correct; the 

numbers do align with what she has mentioned. I think it was 

three buildings. We are making progress on these things. I will 

get back to the member opposite with specifics. I don’t have 

the information right here at my fingertips and I apologize for 

that, but I will get back to the member opposite. 

Question re: Highway safety 

Ms. Van Bibber: There is an issue of repainted lines 

along the highway through Hidden Valley, Couch Road and 

MacPherson Road. Recently, the line pattern was changed, 

removing turning lanes on the side as there had previously 

been. We have heard from Yukoners who are concerned about 

this as it may become a safety issue.  

Will the minister take these concerns seriously and 

commit to repainting the lines and putting the turning lanes 

back? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. I do believe that I got a written request on this very 

issue. I have sent a response back. I don’t have that response 

at my fingertips right now, but I do believe that the 

department has looked at that issue and determined that the 

lines at this time are going to stay the way they are and that it 

does match with our Highways Act and the rules set down by 

transport officials.  

Ms. Van Bibber: Yukoners who live along the Two 

Mile Road are also concerned about safety issues related to a 

turning lane. They would like a better marked and longer 

turning lane along the entrance of their road. This road sees a 

disproportionate amount of traffic due to the use of a public 

boat launch. As a result, residents report frequent high-speed 

use by non-residents. Unfortunately, and understandably, 

people are concerned about safety issues of high-speed traffic 

going past their homes.  

Will the minister extend the turning lane on to Two Mile 

Road to improve safety by allowing more time for vehicles to 

slow down before they pass homes that are near the road? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. I will mark it in Hansard and get my officials to look 

at it. I’m not sure of the particulars of Two Mile Road, but I 

do know that the issue of road safety is something that 

certainly has come up several times from the members 

opposite with regard to roads in and around Whitehorse. I 

have followed up in every case with the department for them 

to go out and scope out the problem to see what can be done 

and what issues they are trying to address through the 

highway markings they’re putting in place this season.  

In almost every case, they come back and say they do 

match the acceptable rules, that they are within Transport 

Canada’s — within the Highways Act — and within the 

accepted parameters for safety on public roads. I am not a 

road safety expert. I know that my traffic officials — my 

highways officials — are certainly aware of a lot of these 

concerns. They have looked into the ones that have been 

brought to my attention. This Two Mile Road is another one 

that I will flag and have the officials go out to prepare an 

answer for the member opposite.  

Ms. Van Bibber: I’m glad we will have that looked 

into. There’s another section of the highway near Porter 

Creek. There have been a number of requests from residents 

of Porter Creek for a turning lane on to the Alaska Highway 

right in front of Porter Creek Super A and that would improve 

the safety of that intersection. When we asked the minister 

about this in the spring, he said he would look into the matter 

further then.  

Could the minister update us on that particular 

intersection? Will he agree to listen to the concerns of the 

public and commit to installing a turning lane on the Alaska 

Highway in front of Porter Creek Super A? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the members opposite for 

their interest in this matter. As they know, I have spoken a 

little bit about the Whitehorse corridor. It’s not a word that we 

use lightly around here; the stretch of highway from the south 

Klondike up to the north Klondike highway is an important 

corridor to the territory. It is one of the busiest stretches of 

highway in the territory and sees a lot of traffic. There are a 

lot of concerns up and down this stretch of highway.  

A lot of development has happened without a lot of 

planning. We are looking at this now. The members opposite 

did a fairly fulsome traffic study and did some engagement on 

that. I have looked over that document. The engagement was 

inconclusive. There’s a lot of support but there’s also a lot of 

objections to the findings of the report. We are sifting through 

that right now to come up with a way forward to address some 

of the concerns. The members opposite know what they are. 

There are lots of issues along that corridor and we’re going to 

deal with that in the fullness of time.  

 

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: Thank you, 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  
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Chair (Mr. Hutton): Order, please. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is general debate on Bill 

No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ Compensation Act 

and the Occupational Health and Safety Act (2017). 

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order. 

Bill No. 8: Act to Amend the Workers’ Compensation 
Act and the Occupational Health and Safety Act 
(2017)  

Chair: The matter before the Committee is in general 

debate on Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ 

Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and Safety 

Act (2017). 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to welcome to the 

House today the Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety 

Board president and CEO, Kurt Dieckmann. Thank you so 

much for being here. 

This bill speaks to one of my government’s enduring 

priorities: the well-being of Yukoners. The focus of helping 

Yukoners to live happy, healthy lives is the hallmark of this 

government’s approach to governing our territory. I said 

during second reading, and I will say it again, that I am proud 

and honoured to be the champion of this legislation. 

As the minister responsible for workers’ compensation 

and occupational health and safety in the territory, I take very 

seriously my responsibility to keep people safe at work and to 

support workers who are injured on the job. When I talk about 

keeping people safe, I don’t mean only physically; I mean 

emotionally, psychologically and spiritually. That is a tall 

order, but it is one I take to heart. 

Bill No. 8 comes at the issue of workplace PTSD in two 

ways: through prevention and through support to workers who 

have developed this serious condition. The presumptive aspect 

captured in part 1 of the bill sends a clear message to 

emergency response workers that we understand the unique 

and personally taxing demands of their jobs and the serious 

impact that work can have on their mental health.  

It recognizes that exposure to trauma is in the job 

description for these workers and that, during any given shift, 

they may be faced with horrors most of us thankfully never 

have to face. When those horrors begin to take their toll, this 

new legislation will encourage them to get the help they need 

sooner rather than later. I am convinced that this presumption 

will go a long way toward removing the stigma around mental 

health issues that exist in society at large and in these 

particular workplaces. Reducing the stigma will benefit all 

workers, not only the ones to whom the presumption applies.  

I need to reiterate that the presumption for emergency 

response workers does not compromise the ability of other 

workers suffering from psychological injury, including PTSD, 

to get help. The benefits of the compensation system are there 

for all workers and will continue to be there when needed. 

Members of the Third Party have advocated for the 

presumption to be extended to all workers. I remind them and 

other members that we already have a presumption for all 

workers in part 3 of the Workers’ Compensation Act. We also 

have a balance of probabilities provision in the act that works 

in favour of workers.  

We have a policy in place for adjudicating psychological 

injuries that is really a model in Canada. The policy takes a 

broad, inclusive view of psychological injury and reflects the 

board’s values of compassion and empathy, which align with 

my own personal values.  

I also wish to reiterate that the presumption is rebuttable, 

meaning that, if evidence comes to light that a claimant’s 

PTSD is not work-related, the presumption would be rebutted. 

The claimant might still be entitled to compensation benefits, 

but the claim would proceed to adjudication for that 

determination. 

As I noted in the second reading debate, we found out 

during the board’s public engagement with Yukoners this 

summer that more needs to be done to prevent psychological 

injuries. Part 2 of the bill speaks directly to that issue. It 

enables the government to enact regulations to increase 

awareness of how to prevent psychological injuries and clarify 

the requirements for employers and workers.  

This actually speaks to a question that came up just today 

in Question Period about bullying and harassment in 

workplaces. Yukon employers are already responsible for the 

mental health and well-being of their workers, and that is not 

going to change. What we are doing is addressing a gap in the 

current regulatory regime by specifically including mental 

health. We know that many Yukon employers are addressing 

mental health in their workplaces, and we commend them. But 

this regulation will take us further for those who are not yet, 

and the new regulations will provide welcome guidance.  

That is what this bill intends to achieve. I look forward to 

further debate on Bill No. 8 and to answering the members’ 

questions. Those are all of my introductory comments and I 

look forward to the debate beginning.  

Ms. McLeod: Thank you to the official for joining us 

today. It’s my pleasure to see this bill into Committee of the 

Whole. 

We have spent some amount of time discussing this bill 

on a couple of different platforms. I don’t have a lot more to 

say about it.  

I just wanted to go back to the survey results that helped 

to formulate this bill going forward and that are posted on 

WCB's website — that roughly 200 people responded to the 

survey. About one percent of responses agreed that legislation 

ought to cover only first responders.  
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First I want to say that we will be supporting this bill, and 

we want to certainly see it go forward and we’re looking 

forward to it coming into force. My only question concerns 

the number of times the government has stressed that they 

want to make decisions based on evidence, and clearly the 

evidence from the survey would suggest that a lot more people 

wanted to see this bill have a much broader application.  

As I say, we’ve discussed this at length. I think there are a 

lot of workers still in Yukon who might have preferred to be 

covered by this legislation.  

I certainly look forward to seeing the consultation and 

development of regulations, which may help to address the 

prevention of and better treatment for occupational injuries. 

Really, I don’t have a lot more to say on this bill. As I say, I 

look forward to its speedy passage. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to just respond to the 

member opposite’s comments and questions posed today. I 

anticipated that this question would come up on why 

presumption doesn’t apply to all workers.  

The Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety 

Board already provides loss of earnings, benefits, health care 

assistance, and return-to-work support to all workers who are 

covered by the Workers’ Compensation Act and who suffer 

compensation work-related injuries, whether physical or 

psychological. The presumption does not change that. I said 

that in my opening comments. General presumption is already 

in place that ensures coverage for all workers who suffer from 

injuries.  

To be direct to the question about the survey itself, we 

had certainly considered a number of factors when we decided 

that we would focus on this particular group of workers. We 

had a report that was published in August 2017 by The 

Canadian Journal of Psychiatry indicating that Canadian 

emergency workers experience psychological injury at a rate 

significantly higher than our rates for the general population 

— 44.5 percent versus 10 percent. Based on this and our other 

evidence, we considered — and I have spoken to this 

previously — a number of other factors. 

The Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety 

Board for sure conducted a survey, which included all of those 

respondents that the member opposite has raised, but we also 

considered other evidence. We received advice from the 

Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board, 

information from its actuary — such as the average cost of 

PTSD claims and the potential effect on our rates if more 

PTSD claims are accepted, which is what we anticipate. We 

absolutely anticipate that. The Yukon Workers’ Compensation 

Health and Safety Board consulted its peers from across 

Canada and provided a report detailing what other 

jurisdictions are doing with respect to PTSD presumption 

legislation. The Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and 

Safety Board conducted its public survey, which has certainly 

formed part of the evidence that we have before us today — 

and then other evidence, like the report that was published in 

August 2017, which is a very new report. 

We certainly looked at all of that together and feel that 

the presumption recognizes the unique working conditions of 

the emergency response workers and their higher risk of 

suffering psychological injury, but any worker who 

experiences on-the-job trauma and is diagnosed with PTSD as 

a consequence is eligible for loss of earnings and benefits, 

health care assistance and return to work. 

Based on all of the evidence that we have, the PTSD 

presumption in Bill No. 8 takes the general presumption a step 

further by establishing an explicit presumption for work-

related PTSD for emergency service workers, but it does not 

compromise workers’ compensation coverage for other 

workers in any way. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for her opening 

comments and for the presence here of the representative from 

the Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board as well. 

I want to say at the outset that the New Democratic Party 

has supported and continues to support presumptive coverage 

for emergency workers and first responders. We made that 

clear in 2015; we made that clear in 2017. What I have said 

repeatedly since that time is that it is possible, as a legislator, 

to learn. We have learned by listening to workers and 

workers’ groups across this country that, as deep as the 

impacts are for emergency workers and first responders with 

respect to post-traumatic stress disorder or injury, it is possible 

that the same traumatic events can occur in all workplaces.  

I’m deeply concerned when I hear from the minister — as 

I heard from the Minister of Finance, the Premier — any 

suggestion that a decision to limit the scope of this legislative 

coverage is based on the financial aspect, the potential for cost 

increases. Mr. Chair, that runs so contrary to the contractual 

nature, the underpinning of the covenant, the contract, that 

was established when workers’ compensation was established 

100 years ago. We talked about that when the witnesses were 

before this Legislative Assembly.  

Workers give up the right to sue, in terms of their right to 

be able to go to court and demonstrate the employer’s 

wrongdoing, in exchange for the assurance — as the minister 

referenced indirectly when she was referring to section 17, the 

balance of probability section. It deeply worries me that, in an 

era in this territory where, over the last couple of years, we 

have seen very healthy rebates — $10 million — to 

employers, including over $2 million to the Yukon 

government as an employer. To suggest that you limit the 

scope of potential coverage for workers on a presumptive 

basis because it might cost more money — I put that out there 

as something that should be deeply concerning for all 

members of this Legislative Assembly, if they really and truly 

believe the underlying objectives and principles of the 

coverage and what workers’ compensation is about. 

The minister has referenced a number of times the fact 

that there is a process currently for dealing with people who 

have experienced trauma in the workplace — for any worker, 

she says. That’s covered under EN-09, the adjudicating 

psychological disorders section, which is a policy statement. I 

would like to ask the minister — there’s a section there that’s 

called “Exceptional Circumstances”. I’ll just read it: “In 

situations where the individual circumstances of a case are 

such that the provisions of this policy cannot be applied or to 
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do so would result in an unfair or an unintended result, the 

YWCHSB will decide the case based on its individual merits 

and justice in accordance with YWCHSB’s policy, ‘Merits 

and Justice of the Case’. Such a decision will be considered 

for that specific case only and will not be precedent setting.”  

Can the minister tell us under how many exceptional 

circumstances policy EN-09, Adjudicating Psychological 

Disorders, has been applied to in the Yukon? Do they track 

the nature of those exceptional circumstances? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Mr. Chair, I was just having a side 

discussion with Mr. Dieckmann, and my understanding is that 

this provision is rarely used, but it is not tracked. That is 

something that we will have further discussion on, for sure.  

I want to go back to a few of your opening comments 

about the cost and our commitment. General presumption is 

already in place and assures coverage for all workers who 

suffer injuries arising out of the course of their employment. I 

know we are talking about policy EN-09, Adjudicating 

Psychological Disorders. If there is a question of balance of 

probabilities, it goes in favour of the worker. That is how our 

system currently works. I haven’t gone into direct costs. I 

have not done that because I really wanted this bill to focus on 

the reduction of stigma around psychological injury.  

The heart of our bill is to reduce that stigma and to send a 

clear message to all of our emergency response workers who 

have it within their job description to face trauma each and 

every day that we understand and we know that they’re at a 

higher risk of injury.  

I’m going to talk a little bit about the costs. We have 

some early estimation of what a claim could cost. It’s not 

about the money, but I know that it has been raised here, so I 

want to just place it on record that lifetime costs of a PTSD 

claim is estimated at $300,000 to $500,000. Right now, a 

majority, if not all, of our PTSD cases are within the 

government rate.  

We made a commitment. I know I heard the member 

opposite for Takhini-Kopper King talk about going beyond 

platform commitments yesterday and we are doing that. We 

have done that with this bill; we have certainly done that. Our 

commitment was to bear the cost of this presumption and we 

have done that.  

We know that we haven’t been able to determine across 

the board what other rate groups would think about us making 

a decision on their behalf that would increase their rates, 

because as soon as you increase the risk of more types of 

cases, we will be effectively impacting other rates of other 

employer groups across the Yukon. As soon as we do this, 

then our actuary is going to be having a conversation with us 

and directing us to set aside more funds, which will 

effectively increase our rates across Yukon. 

We know that if another rate group has a psychological 

injury like construction or placer mining — maybe a critical 

incident or something along those lines happen on a work site 

— right now we have it within our current act that will allow 

that worker to come forward, so hopefully we have done our 

work to destigmatize and say that it’s okay. It’s okay if you 

have a psychological injury — you can come forward. We 

have a law that will assist you and cover you.  

For us to make a decision on behalf of all employers in 

Yukon without enough evidence is not something that we’ve 

committed to, and we would like to implement this act and 

gain more experience with it because we haven’t been able to 

find what the full impact of that could be across Yukon.  

Just going beyond our platform commitment, we’re 

proposing changes to regulations that will put in place 

guidance for all employers to put preventive measures in place 

to avoid psychological injury in the workplace. That is for all 

employers. We have made a decision that we want this to 

apply to all employers in the Yukon, so everyone will have to 

implement these regulations and put in place programs and 

services that will effectively prevent psychological injury in 

the workplace. That is where we have gone broader. We have 

gone beyond our platform commitment. We are not just 

proposing a change to add a presumption for this group of 

employees. We have gone broader and we are proposing 

regulation changes to the health and safety act as well. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for her comments. I 

would point out that the fact of the matter is that addressing 

the need — going back several years — to have first 

responders covered under workers’ compensation as a 

presumptive cause was because the system was not working, 

Mr. Chair. It wasn’t for nothing that first responders — that 

Jim Regimbal, Michael Swainson and other pioneers in this 

area, pioneers who have lived it through it, either through their 

colleagues or themselves. It wasn’t because they just suddenly 

said, “Oh gee, a couple of work categories need to be covered 

on a presumptive basis under workers’ compensation.” They 

did it because they lived through living hell. That is why we 

are talking about this today, Mr. Chair. It’s not because, out of 

the blue, political parties decided to make this change. It is 

because — although there are nice provisions that are set out 

at the back of the policy about adjudicating psychological 

disorders — that is not easy. We collectively — because I 

think all parties have recognized, more or less, that there are 

rare circumstances — we are not talking about a huge number 

of incidents this year. 

It would be interesting for the minister to be able to 

articulate for the record how they made the financial 

assessment, because the reference there was again to their 

actuaries having concerns. On what basis have they made the 

analysis that presumptive legislation coverage for all workers 

in the Yukon would change costs? On what cost basis is the 

analysis there? We do know that an employer’s interest lies in 

the fact that, ultimately, they do finance any compensation 

paid to rehabilitation services given to a worker; that is part of 

the trade-off. There is a direct financial impact — we know 

that. But on what basis does she make the assessment about 

the expansion of this, based on the numbers that were 

provided to us and the corrected numbers that were provided 

to us of the incidents of accepted claims for PTSD in Yukon? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. Right now, all costs are assigned to the rate group 
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where the injuries are occurring and are covered no matter if 

there is an increase in incidence or not. That’s for sure.  

The issue is that the rate could increase without any 

increases in injury simply because the Yukon Workers’ 

Compensation Health and Safety Board might be made to 

book an additional liability. 

For instance, the firefighters’ cancer presumption resulted 

in a $5-million liability without any additional injuries. That 

was just simply because the presumption was put in place. If 

we went further and put this out to all employers in the 

territory, I’m not sure what that liability would look like. If 

you look at the example of the firefighters’ cancer 

presumption, no further additional injuries — and that rate 

group had to book a $5-million liability. 

Going ahead with a full “all workers are presumed” — if 

they present with PTSD that’s work-related, it’s going to 

effectively cause a further liability to all employers in the 

Yukon. That’s a given. 

Ms. Hanson: Those are pretty big ifs. If ifs and ands 

were pots and pans, what would we do for tinkers? The reality 

is that this is a decision that is being taken based on fear of the 

unknown, as opposed to any knowns. Also missing in that 

equation that the minister has outlined is the responsibilities in 

terms of prevention. We know the historic liabilities that came 

with the firefighters’ presumption because we would hope 

that, in the future, firefighters’ working conditions are going 

to be less hazardous than some of the documented cases that 

we have seen that led to those actual carcinogens. It’s never 

going to be obviated. We know some of those workplace 

situations — going to a fire and the response in those 

circumstances is that they are going to walk into unknown 

hazards — but there are times, in terms of obligations on the 

employer, to ensure that they are properly equipped. 

Historically we know that has not necessarily been there. 

The obligation of the employer on the prevention side has 

to be factored into the determination of the liability, should 

somebody’s workplace — I’m really seriously looking for the 

determination and on what basis we’re assuming that the costs 

are going to dramatically rise. I don’t, quite frankly Mr. Chair, 

think that you can equate the presumption on firefighters — 

that’s quite a different kind of circumstance, unless you are 

prepared to talk about injuries, and we’re not — we still want 

to keep it under the psychiatric disorders classification, so 

let’s keep it where it is — then I think, for the record, we need 

to know on what basis the government is fearful of this 

costing so much more, if there’s an equitable balance in terms 

of prevention activities on behalf of all employers. It sounds 

like there is an intention to do so, so where’s the balance and 

what is the cost? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Going back to the example that I 

used, because that is where we are at — the firefighter cancer 

presumption — I just want to make note because I did not say 

this: That $5-million liability was all within the government 

rate. At the time that this presumption was put into place, we 

had more robust regulations in place.  

The difference here is that we do not have strong 

regulations around psychological injury. We are going to be 

looking at past exposure to psychological injury, and it will 

cause a liability to the government. You are right. We are 

looking at putting a lot of weight behind prevention. At the 

end of the day, I do not want this to be about cost in any way, 

shape or form — financial cost. I want this to be about 

prevention and creating healthier, happier lives for Yukoners 

— bottom line. That is my intention here and our 

government’s intention. That is why we are doing this.  

Yes, I fully acknowledge the work of Jim Regimbal and 

others who have advocated for this for a very long time. I am 

brand new into government. This is my very first term — my 

first year — and I am happy that our government is bringing 

this forward now. We are taking it a step further. We are 

working toward putting in regulations that will prevent 

psychological injury in the workplace. I hope that in five or 10 

years from now, we will only be talking about prevention and 

working toward the goal that the Workers’ Compensation 

Health and Safety Board has of zero injuries in the workplace. 

That includes psychological injury.  

I think you had also mentioned the language around 

“disorder” versus “injury”. I talked about this extensively in 

my opening comments in second reading. It’s not intended to 

be disrespectful in any way to anyone who has suffered 

psychological harm anywhere, let alone in the workplace, but 

PTSD is a specific medical condition requiring a professional 

diagnosis. “Disorder” is a term used in the DSM-5, which is 

the reference document for diagnosing PTSD. It is also the 

term used by workers’ compensation organizations in other 

jurisdictions. I just wanted to just reference why that is the 

term that we are using within this bill. 

I hope I covered your questions. If not, please let me 

know. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister. The issues of using 

the medical model and the psychiatric model to address 

workplace injuries or disorders are beyond the scope of this 

discussion. I raised it repeatedly and I will continue to raise it 

because I think eventually that we as a society and as 

legislators will get there. We will recognize that we’re talking 

about injuries and we’re not talking about necessarily having 

to fulfill the DSM-5, which is fraught with many, many issues 

beyond the scope of our conversation here today. 

The minister’s reference to costs, with respect to 

firefighters, and how those are costs to government — well, 

there are a number of factors here. One is that it’s perhaps true 

that it was an additional cost, but as a ratepayer, the Yukon 

government received a rebate over the last couple of years. 

It’s not as though it’s breaking the bank for the Yukon 

government to have acknowledged that class of workers in 

terms of presumption as a result of injuries attributed directly 

to their employment — injuries — illness basically, physically 

manifested in cancer.  

We acknowledge and we know that when we look at the 

annual reports of the Workers’ Compensation Health and 

Safety Board, the various industry sectors — their rates 

fluctuate. It’s not as though it’s unexpected. There is no static 

level for all employees across this territory. Why is this being 

treated differently than any other related injury?  
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The minister has already spoken about the onus on the 

employer to work on prevention, but quite frankly we all 

know that PTSD, as the minister said in her opening remarks, 

can occur from a single traumatic event and that’s not going to 

be restricted to a single traumatic event that occurs within the 

domain of emergency responders and first responders. There 

are many other workplaces where that can occur.  

We’re not talking about rampant sort of spikes; we’re 

talking about incidence, and how this is different in terms of 

the unforeseen spikes already faced by the board as it makes 

its decisions — planning forward and looking at its past year 

— in terms of decisions around what the rates will be per 

sector and employer groups and as it determines what kinds of 

rebates it’s going to give employers, because that has been the 

pattern over the last few years. There is a requirement, as I 

understand from the briefings I’ve sat in on and at the annual 

meetings where this has been discussed. There’s a certain 

margin within which the board is either not comfortable or has 

an obligation not to accrue too much money. That’s all 

understandable. Nobody wants there to be too much money, I 

guess. If you anticipate that there will be — because you 

haven’t done the commensurate work that is necessary in 

preventing an injury, wouldn’t it be prudent to not be rebating 

such significant amounts to employers until you have sort of 

sorted it all out?  

If it’s all in the government right now, I really don’t get 

it. The expansion — and I’ll get to this in a minute, because I 

want to come back to the questionnaire that was cited earlier, 

but I am really curious as to how that argument holds water 

with respect to this focus on the rates spiking suddenly. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Yes, so we are trying to figure out 

exactly what the question was, but I think where we have 

landed is that there is a concern that we are rebating money to 

employers each year, and there is absolutely no guarantee of 

that. That overfunded position that we are currently in with 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board is strictly 

because of investments in the market and it has caused us to 

be in an overfunded position. There is never a guarantee. That 

is a board decision. The board makes that decision around 

whether rebates happen or not. 

Again, I just want to go back — yes, right now the 

majority of cases sit within the government rate group, which 

is why we’re making the decision. We have made that 

commitment that we will do that. There would have to be a lot 

more discussion with employers across the Yukon if we were 

to make a decision on behalf of all employer groups that 

PTSD is going to be presumptive for all Yukon employees. 

Right now, we do have a provision in the act that covers all 

Yukon employees and, if we were to see some sort of increase 

in another rate group, then obviously that rate group would be 

impacted. If it was particularly in the area of post-traumatic 

stress disorder, then that would be something within our new 

regulations that we are proposing around prevention and that 

we would be working very closely with that rate group to 

address, because, again, the overall goal is to reduce 

psychological injury in all workplaces throughout the Yukon 

— particularly to those who are in the category that we are 

talking about today, which is emergency response workers. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister. Let’s come at it from 

a different angle. The minister has spoken about unquantified 

concerns expressed about the potential for burgeoning costs 

with respect to rates, but no linking of numbers to that. Fine 

— then let’s talk about the fact that the minister has made it 

clear that the government has assumed the liability because it 

doesn’t want to spread the potential liability for increased 

rates, whatever they should be or could be, as a result of the 

expansion to all workers. 

What we have is a government saying that some 

government workers or some people who are covered under 

government deserve coverage, but not all government 

workers. When we look back at the responses to the 

questionnaire that the Workers’ Compensation Health and 

Safety Board received in August, what we find there is that: 

51 respondents, or roughly 25 percent, said that nurses should 

be covered — and, well, many nurses work for government; 

44 respondents recommended other social care staff, which 

include therapists, counsellors, group home workers, nursing 

home workers, child welfare workers, outreach workers, 

youth-at-risk workers and mental health and addiction 

workers; 43 respondents recommended social workers; 32 

recommended corrections officers; and 29 recommended other 

medical staff, including admitting staff, family support staff, 

medevac personnel, first-aid volunteers, midwives, 

dispatchers and emergency room staff. Many of those are in 

the government’s employ in this territory. Why is the 

government prepared to assume whatever unknown increased 

rate liability for some people who are going to be directly 

covered by government rate, but not all? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I will just start with the first part 

where you were focused primarily on nurses. Nurses are 

included in the general presumption for all workers as 

outlined in part 3 of the Workers’ Compensation Act. Bill 

No. 8 does not change that. The Workers’ Compensation 

Health and Safety Board provides loss-of-earnings benefits, 

health care assistance and return-to-work support to all 

eligible workers who suffer work-related injuries, whether 

they are physical or psychological. The definition of 

“paramedic” in the bill was written in such a way that it 

includes community nurses when they are acting as 

paramedics in the course of their work. Only 25 percent of 

Yukoners who participated in the engagement conducted by 

the board this summer suggested that nurses should be 

included in the presumption if the presumption were to be 

expanded in the future. Again, around the definition, we have 

included that, specifically to capture nurses who work in the 

communities who are acting in a paramedic role.  

I just want to go back, going over why the presumption 

applies only to emergency response workers. I want to go over 

this one more time — or I’m not sure — maybe more than one 

more time. 

I have gone over some of the factors that contributed to 

our decision at the end, when we had decided this is where we 

would focus the presumption. The presumption recognizes the 
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unique working conditions of emergency response workers 

and their higher risk of suffering psychological injury, but any 

worker who experiences on-the-job trauma and is diagnosed 

with PTSD as a consequence, is eligible for loss of earning 

benefits, health care assistance and returning to work support 

— anyone who experiences trauma at work — however not 

everyone faces trauma as a job expectation. We don’t; we’re 

here at work today. We don’t expect to be in a trauma 

situation, but if something critical were to happen in the 

Legislative Assembly, maybe we would. Maybe — right? It’s 

a good thing we have cumulative coverage, because the day-

to-day work in the Legislative Assembly can be stressful. 

Emergency response workers are potentially exposed to 

trauma as part of their day-to-day job duties. A PTSD 

presumption for paramedics, firefighters and police officers 

recognizes a higher likelihood of these particular workers to 

develop PTSD as a result of workplace exposure to trauma. 

Anyone can experience trauma at work — we know that. 

However, for most workers, the possibility exists of being 

exposed to a single traumatic event. Emergency response 

workers are often exposed to a series of traumatic events over 

time and are, therefore, more likely to suffer the cumulative 

effects of years of exposure. When a worker not covered by 

the presumption does experience workplace trauma — for 

example, a robbery or an assault — which results in a 

diagnosis of PTSD, the worker is covered, whether they are 

from another rate group or not. 

Again, if we start to see there are cases coming from 

different rate groups, we’re going to work with that employer 

group to ensure that the regulations that we’re proposing in 

Bill No. 8 are adhered to and that we’re assisting them with 

putting in place programs that will prevent psychological 

injury on the job. 

The same is true for any worker who is diagnosed with 

PTSD as a result of cumulative exposure to workplace trauma. 

Too often paramedics, firefighters and police officers are so 

busy caring for others that they overlook their own self-care or 

don’t feel supported to care for themselves. A presumption 

encourages these workers to seek help sooner so they can 

recover more quickly with less long-term suffering and 

permanent harm. 

It also reminds them and all of us of the importance of 

taking action to prevent psychological injury. We are 

committed to Yukoners. We committed to Yukoners during 

our election campaign to provide presumption for first 

responders. 

We now refer to them as emergency response workers as 

we worked through the definitions for this bill and we’re 

happy to be fulfilling that commitment today. 

Ms. Hanson: The minister has referenced the fact that 

nurses who are working as emergency medical evacuations 

would possibly be covered under this legislation. I just want to 

refer to a submission that was made by the Manitoba nurses 

association in May 2015 with respect to presumptive post-

traumatic stress disorder. In that submission, which is actually 

— and I would recommend it to all members because it is a 

very comprehensive and thoughtful outline in terms of the 

issues associated and the background around the presence of 

PTSD in the nursing profession. It also covers some of the 

basic issues that we have been debating in this Legislative 

Assembly. 

One of the things they say is that it is often under-

reported and under-recognized that the causes of PTSD in 

nurses are masked behind a misdiagnosis of other illnesses, 

such as critical incident stress or occupational burnout. It’s 

important to note that terms like “anxiety”, “stress” — which 

is not a Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board-

covered thing, and I get it — or “neurotic disorders” represent 

core symptomology of PTSD according to the DSM-5.  

From the nurses’ perspective, presumption of PTSD 

coverage would improve the timelines and consistency of 

adjudication for PTSD claims because the claimants would no 

longer be responsible for proving the causal connection 

between an event and PTSD. Depending on how that 

legislation is structured — this is going to be really critical 

and we will be going into this as we get into this legislation 

even for those narrow groups that are defined — and 

depending on how that presumption is structured, the 

adjudication process will be more efficient since claimants 

would only have to validate their diagnosis of PTSD and 

confirm that the events took place during employment. 

I hear from the minister repeatedly that this is fine for 

everybody because they’re all going to be covered anyway, 

but one of the real challenging things that we find is that, 

without that presumption, there is a need to rely on the 

adjudicator’s interpretation of determining whether or not an 

incident caused PTSD.  

I asked the question before and I will ask again: Are the 

adjudicators for Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety 

Board medically trained? If not, on what balance of 

probabilities are they making their assessments of an 

assessment by a psychologist or a psychiatrist that the PTSD 

under EN-09 is or is not valid?  

I am going to just go back to where you started in your 

questioning around the Manitoba legislation. I am just going 

to read the actual presumption clause within the Manitoba 

legislation.  

The presumption re post-traumatic stress disorder is 

captured in section 4(5.8): “If a worker (a) is exposed to a 

traumatic event or events of a type specified in the Diagnostic 

and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders as a trigger for 

post-traumatic stress disorder; and (b) is diagnosed with post-

traumatic stress disorder by a physician or psychologist; the 

post-traumatic stress disorder must be presumed to be an 

occupational disease the dominant cause of which is the 

employment, unless the contrary is proven.”  

Where considering a claim under the presumption in the 

Manitoba WCB, the worker was exposed to a traumatic event 

or an event specified in the most recent version of the manual 

as a trigger for PTSD, the worker has received a diagnosis of 

PTSD and there is evidence to rebut the presumption. 

Now this is exactly how Yukon’s system works now for 

all employees. This is exactly it.  
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Hon. Ms. Dendys: I’m sorry — maybe I missed the 

question. I will just sit down. I perhaps have missed the point 

because there was a long preamble there. I was going back to 

the Manitoba legislation to speak specifically about that. 

Maybe I will just let the member opposite clarify her question. 

Ms. Hanson: Just to clarify, Mr. Chair, I was not 

referring to the legislation. I was referring to a submission 

made by the Manitoba nurses association with respect to the 

importance of inclusion of nurses in the category of workers 

who would be covered under presumptive legislation for 

PTSD. I was citing from the Manitoba nurses’ submission 

with respect to that. I have not referred to anybody else’s 

legislation so far in our conversation this afternoon.  

What I was referring to is that the minister had indicated 

that only 25 percent of the respondents said that nurses should 

be covered. Well, in fact, the questionnaire was worded — not 

about what categories. It was like: If we were to think about 

this someday in the future, what would you consider? That is 

mixing apples and oranges, and I was pointing out that, 

despite the fact that the government had structured its 

questionnaire in a way to say, “We are going with first 

responders. If we ever come back to it in the future, who else 

do you think should be covered?” clearly, only three 

respondents said that we think it should be restricted to first 

responders.  

I pointed out that the others — and I gave the numbers 

with respect to the breakdown, and that makes about 

25 percent. I was making the case that the nature of the work 

of nurses — many of whom are covered and in the employ of 

the Government of Yukon and are therefore covered by the 

government rate. If there is going to be some unforeseen 

increase as a result of this presumptive legislation by covering 

that workers’ group, I am curious as to why not.  

The question that I had asked at the end was with respect 

to the adjudication process. If we are going to make this 

equitable because, if the reliance for all workers other than 

those articulated by the minister who will be covered by 

presumption — if the reliance on EN-09 is that you will 

submit to these various assessments by psychiatrists or 

psychologists — whichever is the one deemed to be 

appropriate at the time and is the adjudicator — a medically 

qualified adjudicator — on what basis do they contradict, 

perhaps, the findings of a psychiatrist who has spent many 

years in academic and practical experience to be identified 

and accredited the designation as psychiatrist? That was my 

question. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: My apologies to the member 

opposite around the previous answer, but I think it is still 

relevant that we talk about that because it has been brought up 

around the Manitoba system and that it is somehow better than 

the Yukon system or what is being proposed here. 

The adjudicators rely on the assessment of the mental 

health professional. The adjudicators are not medically 

trained, but they rely on the assessment of the mental health 

professional. 

Ms. Hanson: There are other legislative assemblies that 

have considered this issue and have considered a broader 

scope of coverage for workers. We have been focused on 

trying to understand the rationale for the narrow focus by this 

government without even any indication that it would review 

it in three years, two years or five years to determine whether 

or not the scope or the coverage should be extended. That’s 

what concerns me, Mr. Chair. It is like, this is what we’re 

doing, despite what we have in terms of the consultation 

process — a consultation process that, again, was very short, 

had limited participation and is being actively ignored. I’m 

trying to understand that. 

If you could just give me a moment, I wanted to ask a 

question specifically about — because it’s hard to find 

succinct information from workers’ perspectives. I was 

looking at how claims would be dealt with. How does the 

minister’s proposed legislation that she has here deal with 

timelines for a submission of a claim of PTSD?  

For example, my understanding is that Alberta’s 

presumptive legislation permits a 24-month timeline for 

submitting PTSD claims, a 24-month period — I’m reading 

from the MNU submission. “The 24-month period applies to 

the date of the incident that caused PTSD, or the date the 

worker became aware of their PTSD.” Those can be very 

different, Mr. Chair. 

The WCB of Alberta considers the date of diagnosis or 

treatment to be the date on which the worker became aware of 

the incident. Should a claim be made after that 24-month 

period, the WCB of Alberta has the authority to waive the 

limitation on a case-by-case basis. I am presuming that kind of 

balance of probabilities would apply here, but I want it 

confirmed by the minister. 

What approach does this legislation contain with respect 

to even that narrow range of workers who will be covered 

with respect to the time limit? Is it one month, six months, 12 

months, 24 months, or broader than that? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Just to be clear: Our system and the 

way it works doesn’t really factor when an injury occurred 

because we have a cumulative type of consideration. It’s 

really about when the diagnosis is received.  

An example of that is you may have an emergency 

response worker who worked on the job and potentially had 

exposure to a number of traumatic experiences or incidents, 

and maybe hasn’t worked as an EMS for three years or 

something like that, and comes forward with a diagnosis of 

PTSD. For the Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety 

Board, it is not really a factor of when the injury occurred 

because that worker would be covered if that injury occurred 

in the Yukon. 

Ms. Hanson: I would like to go back to the comments 

that were made earlier with respect to the workers who are 

covered by this legislation. In debate — probably in second 

reading — the minister talked about emergency response 

workers and the firefighters, paramedics, community safety 

officers, police officers, auxiliary officers, folks driving the 

medical ambulance —— she can correct me if I misheard her 

during that discussion — and community nurses who were 

involved in medical evacuation. Under definition of police 

officer, it says it means a worker who is engaged in police 



November 2, 2017 HANSARD 1479 

 

work and it does say this includes a member of a police force 

and an auxiliary member of a police force. Are 911 operators 

included?  

As well, during that second reading debate in response to 

a question from my colleague for Takhini-Kopper King, the 

Premier indicated that corrections officers are also included. I 

would like to have the minister confirm whether or not he was 

correct and whether or not corrections officers are also 

included under this proposed legislation. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: No, 911 operators will not be 

covered under this specific presumption. It’s really clear in 

our definition of who is included, and correctional officers 

will not be included in this presumption. I’m not sure — 

maybe it was just something out of context. I’m not sure. I 

would have to go back and look at that.  

Ms. Hanson: The minister spoke about community 

safety officers. Could the minister just give one succinct 

answer of who exactly is going to be covered and the kinds of 

job descriptions that one might anticipate being covered by 

this in terms of presumptive legislation — because, as I said, 

there seems to be some confusion here? The list that — I 

would be appreciative if the minister would just make that 

very clear for the record so that we all have the same 

understanding of what limitations are anticipated. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you to the member opposite 

for the question. I think when we get into — potentially if we 

do go into line-by-line debate, we can go through all the 

details a bit, but it would really be determined by the job 

description of the employee. If we are talking about 

community safety officers, if the description by the employer 

includes policing types of services then, yes, I believe that it 

would be covered under this presumption. 

Ms. Hanson: That is a partial response. I asked the 

minister to identify — because we have a delimitation of what 

the scope is. It’s not all community nurses; it is only 

community nurses performing certain functions. I don’t see 

that in the definitions.  

I would like the minister to tell this House which job titles 

are captured in Bill No. 8. So when we talk about presumption 

respecting post-traumatic stress disorder for emergency 

response workers, what is included in the language of 

“emergency response workers?” 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you to the member opposite. 

I guess we’re going to jump into line-by-line debate, because 

that is where I’m going to just run through these definitions. 

An “emergency response worker” means a firefighter, a 

paramedic, or a police officer. The emergency response 

worker is a key definition in this bill. Any worker who comes 

within the definition of emergency response worker receives 

the benefit of the presumption contained in the bill. 

Emergency response worker is defined to include a firefighter, 

a paramedic and a police officer, each of which is also defined 

in the bill. 

“Firefighter” means a worker who is a full-time 

firefighter, a part-time firefighter, or a volunteer firefighter, as 

defined in subsection 17.1(1). A firefighter adopts the 

definition of the firefighter already included in subsection 

17.1(1) of the Workers’ Compensation Act pertaining to 

firefighters diagnosed with certain types of cancer. The 

definition is relatively complex, but includes full-time, part-

time and volunteer firefighters. Under the definition, fire 

marshals and deputy fire marshals are included. A worker who 

only fights a forest fire is not deemed to be a firefighter under 

the definition. 

“Paramedic” means a worker who is trained to give 

emergency medical care to individuals who are seriously ill or 

severely injured with the aim of stabilizing them before 

transporting them to a medical facility. “Paramedic” has been 

defined to include any worker who has been trained or given 

emergency medical care with the aim of stabilizing the patient 

and transporting them to a medical facility. This definition 

would also include those community nurses who attend 

ambulance calls and air ambulance medevacs. 

“Police officer” means a worker who is engaged in police 

work and is a member of a police force, and includes an 

auxiliary member of a police force referred to in paragraph 

6(1)(e). A police officer is a worker who is a member of the 

police force, but also includes an auxiliary member of a police 

force referred to in paragraph 6(1)(e) of the Workers’ 

Compensation Act.  

Members of the RCMP are not covered by the definition 

because they are employed by Canada and are covered by 

federal legislation. We wanted this provision in here as we 

move forward within a self-governing context. For instance, in 

the administration of justice agreements that are now being 

negotiated, enforcement officers or police officers are 

certainly anticipated under some of those agreements. So this 

is forward thinking and future thinking within this legislation. 

I hope that answers the question from the member 

opposite and I would be happy to take more questions. 

Ms. Hanson: I have two questions. An emergency 

room nurse may be very much involved in stabilizing a patient 

in preparation for emergency medical evacuation and may 

very much fit those definitions of the functions ascribed to a 

paramedic or a community nurse in that emergency situation. 

Why would an emergency nurse not be covered in this? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: In terms of the difference between a 

community-based nurse and an emergency room nurse, they 

are very different. Emergency room nurses would likely have 

a whole system of support. I think the difference here is that 

when you are going into the field to an unknown, and are 

potentially on your own to stabilize and move a patient, to 

more services like an emergency room where there are many 

supports in place. I think that is a distinct difference. I have 

family members who do that kind of in-the-field community 

nursing on a daily basis, and I can tell you that it takes its toll. 

Really key in that is that, in the communities, there is always 

less capacity. That is something that is being looked at in this 

bill. 

Ms. Hanson: Well, the minister has just outlined a 

problem that is largely the result of the employer — not 

having adequate staff in those positions in order to ensure that 

individual nurses who work in the community nursing practice 
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are not working in isolation and are not facing that kind of 

trauma.  

I would suggest that the minister may want to talk to an 

emergency room nurse who has spent many hours and years in 

that practice. It’s not the intention, I don’t believe, of any 

legislation or of the Workers’ Compensation Act to pit one 

category of workers’ trauma over another category of 

workers’ trauma. I simply asked the circumstances of 

somebody practising and working as an emergency room 

nurse, who is experiencing and doing the same work as that 

nurse — why would they not be covered? That was my 

question. I wasn’t asking to extol the virtues of one or the 

other. 

The minister just identified a real irony. We have a 

government that’s reluctant to expand coverage on a broader 

scope, even to their own rate group, their own workers, but 

then goes on to explain to the Legislative Assembly that they 

have a category that is as yet undefined, a job description not 

known, and that it’s anticipated that, someday in the future, 

there will be a category of workers that will come out as a 

result of negotiations that are ongoing and have been ongoing 

and will be ongoing for some time — whereas we have now, 

within the employ — and we’re not talking about other 

governments, Mr. Chair. We’re talking about the Government 

of Yukon. It does now have in its employ social workers, 

corrections officers, social work therapists, child welfare 

workers, mental health and addictions workers, nurses — and 

this government is refusing to provide them that presumptive 

coverage but is anticipating that, someday in the future, some 

other group of employers will have a category of workers. 

Can the minister explain the rationale for that? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: It’s hard for me to not respond to 

levels of emotion in the Legislative Assembly. I have a really 

difficult time with that. I want to address it because I find it 

very difficult, I guess — that we haven’t taken deep 

consideration of this bill and looked at all the implications. I 

want to say that nurses are now included in general 

presumption of all workers, as outlined in part 3 of the 

Workers’ Compensation Act, Bill No. 8. That does not change 

as a result of this bill. 

We provide earnings, benefits, health care assistance and 

return-to-work support to all eligible workers who suffer from 

work-related injuries, whether they are physical or 

psychological. All nurses are covered now.  

Going back to the question of why it applies only to these 

workers as defined as paramedic, firefighters and police 

officers — the presumption recognizes, again, the unique 

working conditions of the emergency response workers and 

their higher risk of suffering psychological injury. But any 

worker who experiences on-the-job trauma and is diagnosed 

with PTSD as a consequence is eligible for loss of earnings, 

benefits, health care assistance and return-to-work support.  

I have gone over a couple of times why we focused on 

these particular workers and I can do that again. We looked at 

a lot of evidence. We sought advice from the Workers’ 

Compensation Health and Safety Board and we made careful 

consideration. To have the member opposite suggest that — I 

feel that there is a suggestion that there is a lack of 

compassion on the part of our government. I do not see that. I 

see that we’ve taken careful consideration here.  

This has been a long-standing issue, obviously, and 

workers in these particular occupations have been crying out 

for quite some time. Really, it’s about the stigma of mental 

health issues. It’s about the stigma and so our government has 

moved forward to introduce Bill No. 8 to include a 

presumption for these particular workers. We already have an 

overall presumption within our legislation and we have taken 

it a step further. We are introducing prevention measures and I 

think that’s really important for us to focus on. Yes, we’re 

fulfilling a campaign commitment here today, but we embrace 

prevention.  

I would like to just go back — on October 23 during 

Committee of the Whole general debate on Bill No. 11, Act to 

Amend the Health Act (2017), the Third Party said — and I 

quote from Hansard: “We believe that people can achieve and 

improve their well-being through prevention of illness and 

injury through the promotion of health and collective action 

against the social, environmental and occupational causes of 

illness and injury.” These eloquent words spoken by the 

Leader of the Third Party here in this House embody the spirit 

of the second part of our Bill No. 8. I just wanted to bring that 

forward. 

I know that the comments were in reference to the Health 

Act, but I think that really the essence of this bill that we’re 

bringing forward is to enhance the lives of all Yukoners and to 

bring particular emphasis to emergency response workers. I 

just want to say again that all employees in the Yukon are 

covered for psychological injury. Those are all of my 

comments right now. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister. The minister didn’t 

answer my question, which was with respect to the fact that 

we have, in their own questionnaire — even though, as she 

said, they did only put the questionnaire out framed in the 

language of their platform, and we have already had lots of 

discussions about the challenges of a government that is going 

to limit itself to narrowly defined mandate letters and 

platforms as how you respond to Yukoners, because then it 

really reinforced that notion that government has what we 

want to do and listen. That is kind of the opposite of active 

listening and the opposite of what — I guess it is not hearing, 

which I thought was part of the big mantra. 

The question I had asked was — despite the fact that the 

questionnaire was worded in the way it was, they only got 

three out of the 206 respondents who said it should be 

restricted to the ones they wanted to include in their election 

platform. The rest of them said, “Listen, there are other 

workers.” I have already acknowledged — and the minister 

has repeated many times that they are not going to do that. I 

asked the minister to explain how — given the fact that we 

don’t want to talk about all of these other workers who might 

be out there in the non-public sector — that the government 

rate group includes nurses, therapists, social care staff, nursing 

home workers, group home workers, child welfare workers, 

youth-at-risk workers, mental health and addictions workers, 
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social workers, corrections officers, and they are ignored, but 

we have an undefined category that is going to be anticipated 

— an anticipated group that is not in the employ of the 

Government of Yukon. My question is: How do we include an 

undefined, anticipated category of workers when we refuse to 

include even those people who are in our employ and who 

face difficult and oftentimes traumatic work environments? I 

am simply asking how you get that definition included, which 

is not a definition — it is just this anticipated category. How 

does that get into this bill when all of these other workers are 

not? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Again, I will say that all workers are 

covered because I think the preamble was all about that. There 

are many occupations that are not included in this particular 

presumption, but there is an overarching presumption, and 

they are all covered — absolutely.  

We have committed to a government-to-government 

relationship with our indigenous governments. We have done 

that. There are ongoing administration of justice negotiations. 

We anticipate that First Nation governments will have these 

types of occupations under the administration of justice 

agreements that fall from the self-government agreements. 

Yes, we’re anticipating that but, right now, all workers in 

the Yukon are covered under a general presumption. We have 

introduced a particular presumption for emergency response 

workers because we know that they have a higher likelihood 

of suffering psychological injury as a result of the work they 

do each and every day on behalf of all of us Yukoners. 

Ms. Hanson: Then, with respect, why wouldn’t the 

minister include that anticipated category in the future when 

she comes back, or this government comes back, or another 

government comes back — because it’s now 2017. We are 

four years past the due date for the review of the workers’ 

compensation legislation. The whole legislation didn’t get 

brought forward here today — just a segment of it. So in the 

future when we come back to review the legislation, or to 

review this section of the workers’ compensation legislation, 

and we talk about nurses and we talk about these other groups 

that have been excluded, why wouldn’t the minister include 

that anticipated category then, as opposed to asking the 

Legislative Assembly to include a group that doesn’t currently 

exist? 

I absolutely understand and appreciate the fact that we 

anticipate and we want to see the conclusion of the 

administration of justice agreements. I do know the history of 

those agreements. I do know they have been going on since 

1991. Sometimes there are challenges associated with them, 

not the least of which is the federal government driving you 

out of your mind in the Department of Justice — but that’s a 

whole other story. 

Mr. Chair, I’m trying to ascertain why we’re including a 

category that doesn’t currently exist when we are rejecting 

categories of government workers that currently exist. I do 

understand that EN-09 does apply; I do understand section 17. 

I would ask the minister if she has ever had to sit and work 

through with an individual that process under EN-09. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I went over the definitions earlier, 

which I thought we would do in line-by-line debate but we’re 

doing now. Police officers — this includes a worker who is a 

member of the police force, but also includes an auxiliary 

member of a police force referred to in paragraph 6(1)(e) of 

the Workers’ Compensation Act.  

We do actually have police officers who will be covered 

under this presumption. So it’s not that there are no 

anticipated workers under this that will be covered. We do 

have auxiliary officers who will be covered under this 

presumption. I think that in terms of whether I have — since it 

has been personalized here — actually worked through issues 

with people with post-traumatic stress disorder or have 

assisted them — absolutely I have. I spent my whole career 

working in the communities in really difficult situations and 

have many people in my life who have certainly experienced 

and are currently experiencing post-traumatic stress disorder, 

Mr. Chair. If the member opposite wants to bring this to a 

personal level — sure it is personal. 

I absolutely am proud that our government is bringing 

forward this bill today. We are going to make a difference in 

the lives of many workers and I want to remind the member 

opposite again — and I know that the member is aware — that 

all workers are covered under a general presumption. That is 

not going to change. We have certainly emphasized through 

this bill and are committed to a further presumption that 

encourages the workers in the category of emergency response 

workers to seek help sooner so that they can recover more 

quickly with less long-term suffering and permanent harm. It 

also reminds them — and all of us — of the importance of the 

actions to prevent psychological injury. 

I know that the member has emphasized certain workers. 

The post-traumatic stress presumption in Bill No. 8 takes 

general presumption a step further by establishing an explicit 

presumption for work-related PTSD for emergency service 

workers, but it does not compromise workers’ compensation 

coverage for other workers in any way. It will not impact 

coverage for social workers, corrections officers, emergency 

room nurses, convenience store workers or bartenders. Any 

worker exposed to trauma is covered now and will continue to 

be covered for PTSD and other psychological injuries under 

the Workers’ Compensation Act. 

Ms. Hanson: I do believe the minister misinterpreted 

my statement with respect to taking it personally. What I was 

asking the minister was is if she had worked through with 

anybody the EN-09 adjudicating psychological disorders 

process, which certainly does and is available as the means for 

ascertaining whether or not somebody has a diagnosis of 

PTSD. 

Perhaps the minister could describe for the House the 

difference between working through that process and for the 

worker who will be working as an emergency response 

worker presenting with PTSD. The emergency response 

worker currently goes through EN-09 adjudicating 

psychological disorders. The emergency response worker, 

whenever this legislation comes into force and effect — what 

will be the difference? 
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Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank the member opposite for her 

question. In terms of — you’re asking about the time to 

adjudicate and what the differences would be with the process. 

Basically, every injury and illness claim to the Yukon 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board goes 

through a careful, compassionate process of adjudication 

before a decision is made. This is true both with physical and 

psychological injury. Every claim requires a diagnosis. You 

have to be diagnosed before a decision can be made about it, 

so due to standard diagnostic procedures, it generally takes 

longer to get a diagnosis of a psychological injury. 

The presumption cannot shorten the diagnostic time 

frame; however, it can have an impact on the length of the 

decision-making process once a diagnosis is made. That is 

where the really distinct difference will be. 

Factors that affect the time for a psychological injury 

diagnosis include appointment scheduling, the complexity of 

medical assessments and the service provider’s reporting 

period. Essentially, there will be very little difference. 

Our paramedics, firefighters and police officers are often 

so busy caring for others that they just essentially overlook 

their own self-care and they don’t feel supported to care for 

themselves, and I talked extensively about that in second 

reading. A presumption encourages these workers to seek help 

sooner so that they can recover more quickly with less long-

term suffering and permanent harm. It also reminds them, and 

all of us, of the important work that they do for us each and 

every day.  

It will hopefully get workers injured by psychological 

injury through the door sooner, and that really is essentially 

part of what we want to accomplish with this bill. I think that 

it’s a very good step forward to destigmatize the issues of 

psychological injury, and those are the comments I have 

around this right now. 

Ms. Hanson: For the minister, it would seem to me that 

the objective of the workers’ compensation system is to 

facilitate the return to work of all workers, not only 

emergency response workers.  

What I was asking the minister is, materially, what is the 

difference between that emergency response worker today — 

who is recognizing that they do need to deal with some issues, 

does present and is ultimately going to be diagnosed with 

PTSD — and that same worker whenever this legislation 

comes into effect? If it is six months from now, what is the 

material difference in the experience between today’s worker 

presenting not under this legislation, and that same worker if 

they present six months from now under the presumption 

piece? I think it’s really critical to understand what difference 

this legislation will make in their lives. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. In terms of the change in time, what we know is that 

this type of legislation will get people through the door 

sooner. They will, hopefully — with our support, as a 

government and society — know that we have taken these 

very meaningful steps to send a signal to them that their 

mental health absolutely matters. In terms of what the 

difference would be — and I have already said this — I think 

that the presumption really cannot shorten the diagnostic time 

frame; however, it will have an impact on the length of the 

decision-making process once the diagnosis is made. It can 

take anywhere from 45 to 60 days for a psychological injury 

claim to be fully adjudicated. This includes approximately 30 

days for a medical diagnosis, followed up by 10 business days 

to make a decision. We are really hoping that this will reduce 

the time because it will be presumed for these workers that the 

injury happened as a result of their work. A lot of the 

decisions are made on the diagnosis, so whether or not a 

worker is presenting with a diagnosis — the only place that it 

will really change is that period directly after the diagnosis. 

We know that it takes at least 30 days to get a diagnosis, and 

then it will be a much quicker decision process thereafter. 

That is essentially what it will be.  

Again, it will be a shorter time period. People hopefully 

will seek help sooner and not allow psychological injury to 

turn into a full disorder that is really very difficult to treat. 

Right now, it is about 40 to 45 days, and that should be 

reduced to 35 to 40 days. We hope that emergency response 

workers will come forward sooner and that other workers, 

regardless of whatever occupation they are in — I have listed 

all of those other workers the member opposite is concerned 

about who are already covered under a general presumption 

— will seek help sooner. Our system will work with them to 

get the help that they need to return to work. Yes, our 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board is dedicated 

to getting all workers who are injured, whether physically or 

psychologically, back to work as soon as they can and into 

meaningful work that matters to them. 

Chair: Would members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is general debate on Bill 

No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ Compensation Act 

and the Occupational Health and Safety Act (2017).  

Ms. Hanson: I would just like to confirm if I 

understood correctly — the minister’s response, I believe, was 

indicating that the difference between Joe Q emergency 

worker today and what his or her experience would be post-

effective date of this legislative amendment. If the minister 

could confirm whether I’m correct or not in understanding 

that the big difference would be that once the worker has been 

diagnosed with PTSD by a qualified psychiatrist or 

psychologist, it would not be subject to adjudication and that’s 

the difference in the time frame.  

If the minister could confirm if I have misunderstood — 

and if I have misunderstood, could the minister explain where 

I have gone wrong in my hearing of that? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: In response to the question, that is 

correct. Every case that comes to the Workers’ Compensation 
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Health and Safety Board is adjudicated; however, there would 

be presumption that the injury is as a result of their work, so it 

would lessen the time for emergency response workers. 

Ms. Hanson: To clarify, if a psychiatrist or 

psychologist, as defined in the legislation, makes a diagnosis 

of PTSD, there would be no adjudicative challenge to that 

diagnosis? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: It is rebuttable if there is something 

such as the injury occurring outside of the Yukon in another 

jurisdiction — that could become an issue. Those are things 

that we would work out with other jurisdictions so that we 

would have some agreements in place that would cover those 

types of situations. 

The general presumption — outlined in section 17 of the 

Workers’ Compensation Act, “Presumptions and Benefit of 

Doubt” — establishes that: “Unless there is evidence to the 

contrary, an injury is presumed to be work-related if it arises 

out of or in the course of a worker’s employment” and other 

issues around jurisdiction. 

Section 19 of the act, “Balance of probabilities” states 

that: “… when the disputed possibilities are evenly balanced 

on an issue, the issue shall be resolved in favour of the worker 

or the dependent of a deceased worker.”  

Within the claims process, there are opportunities for 

appeals, including a final appeal to the Workers’ 

Compensation Appeal Tribunal, so the claims process gives 

workers the benefit of any doubt and provides for appeals of 

decisions of PTSD presumption for emergency response 

workers is rebutted if evidence comes to light that the 

condition did not arise at work or because of work as required 

by our legislation. Rebuttal may occur, for example, if the 

diagnosis of a worker’s psychological injury finds that the 

source of the PTSD originated from and is the result of 

experiences of childhood. This is clearly outside of the 

workplace and not in the course of work and the presumption 

would be rebutted.  

“Rebuttable” does not mean that the claim would be 

denied, however; it just means the presumption would not 

apply in these circumstances. The claim would move on to 

adjudication where it would be assessed and, based on an 

evidence-based balance of probability method, either denied 

or approved. If denied, the worker would have the opportunity 

to appeal the decision. I think those are exceptional types of 

circumstances, but it is really important that we state that for 

the record. That is basically an answer to the question that has 

been placed on the floor here today. 

Ms. Hanson: Let’s go back to the issue of the 

difference between the situation of an emergency worker 

today and an emergency worker after this legislation comes 

into effect. Let’s go back and use the example, as the minister 

has cited, of the firefighters. A firefighter who is diagnosed 

with any one of the enumerated cancers in the legislation 

presents with that cancer and has been working as a firefighter 

is presumed to have acquired a workplace injury. My 

understanding of the whole purpose of that whole debate and 

that discussion going back to 2009 in this Legislative 

Assembly and the passage in 2011 — or whenever it was — 

was that it was to avoid prolonging the agony of somebody 

who has cancer having to prove that they got cancer through 

their workplace.  

I am trying to ascertain when somebody presents with 

PTSD and, even if we take the narrowly defined definition of 

the workers who will be covered by the minister’s proposed 

legislation, what is the difference in the experience of that 

worker? It is my understanding that this worker who is the 

firefighter who has to present with this awful diagnosis is that 

it is presumed to be theirs and they are covered. If you present 

with PTSD because you are an emergency response worker, 

are they going to be covered automatically or are they going 

to have somebody rebutting them that they didn’t get it at 

work? Are we dragging out the process for first response 

workers, which is different from the process for the firefighter 

who has PTSD or the firefighter who has cancer that is work 

related?  

I’m really trying to ascertain the material benefit and the 

difference in terms of process for that worker today who is not 

covered as a PTSD disorder injury — they’re following the 

process now under EN-09 — versus what happens with this 

amendment to whatever section it is of the legislation. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: We do not seek to rebut 

presumption; that’s not our goal. If evidence were to be 

presented potentially in the diagnosis and the professional 

evidence given to our adjudicators raises a question, then we 

would have to do due diligence around that and determine 

whether it was work-related or not. It would just go into a 

regular adjudication process, like the one that exists now. 

We’re not seeking to rebut these cases that come before the 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board. 

Ms. Hanson: Hopefully this is my last question: What 

is the difference between the firefighter with the cancer and 

the firefighter with the PTSD in the process? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: If there is a diagnosis, the 

presumption automatically applies. There is no difference in 

that. That’s the answer.  

Ms. Hanson: I’m sorry to belabour this, but I just heard 

that, if there is a diagnosis, the presumption automatically 

applies, but prior to this, I was told that if there is a diagnosis 

of PTSD, an adjudicator can still rebut it. I’m trying to clarify 

— again going back to the difference between the 

circumstances under EN-09 and this presumptive legislation.  

That’s why I was using that example. It seemed pretty 

clear to use that cut-and-dry — hopefully, because of the 

importance of it, the presumptive legislation that was put in 

place for the firefighters is in the previous debate on 

presumptive legislation.  

If that’s the case, that’s great; I will take that as fact. I just 

want to know if that’s the case, as the minister just stated. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Yes, that is the case. 

Ms. Hanson: My colleague has some questions. 

Ms. White: I’m able to get up and get down, so that it 

would be less complicated. I am thankful that we’re here and 

we’re talking about this, because years ago, this wasn’t 

something that we talked about. I’m just going to start by 

saying that I am happy to be here and I’m happy to see the 
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changes. I’m also going to premise it with the fact that I wish 

it was bigger and it went further. 

First, we’ll start with another compliment before I get to 

my questions: I do appreciate right now the responsiveness of 

the WCB in their advertising campaign that says every worker 

is covered for PTSD. I do appreciate that, because I think that 

is important. I appreciate it and I have seen those all over the 

place, and I think that’s really good. 

One of the questions I have is: What other jurisdictions 

did the department look at when expanding this legislation? 

We know that there’s Nova Scotia, Ontario, Manitoba, 

Saskatchewan, Alberta, British Columbia — so when taking a 

look, what other WCB arrangements did we look at? Where 

did we go? What did we learn and how did we get to where 

we are today? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you to the member opposite 

for the question. When we were considering this bill and the 

scope of the PTSD presumption coverage, we looked at other 

jurisdictions in Canada. We looked at Alberta, Saskatchewan, 

Manitoba, Ontario and New Brunswick. Those are the 

jurisdictions that we looked at, and I do have more detailed 

information that I’m just trying to locate here. 

Ms. White: The minister can give me more details, but 

I’m familiar with the legislation because we have been on this 

side looking at it for a fair number of years.  

One of the interesting things that I just found really 

recently was that Nova Scotia is looking at expanding their 

presumptive legislation even further. Currently, firefighters, 

paramedics and police officers are included but as of 

September of this year, they’re looking at adding correctional 

officers, nurses — sorry, they actually already have 

correctional officers, firefighters, nurses, paramedics and 

police officers. So there are three that we’re talking about and 

they have an extra two, but they are adding 911 operators and 

they’re also adding continuing care workers. Even since their 

legislation has been well-established, they’re looking at 

expanding that. My guess is that it is because of need. I just 

wanted to highlight that, even though other jurisdictions have 

the presumptive legislation, a lot of them are looking at that 

expansion. 

On October 19 — when we were in second reading and 

we had people in the gallery — I was on the floor and was 

talking about my experiences in corrections. At that point in 

time, it was the Premier who said that correctional officers 

were covered. I want to confirm — because it didn’t get 

confirmed at that point in time — if correctional officers will 

be covered presumptively. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you to the member opposite 

for the question. When we were looking at other jurisdictions, 

we looked at everything that they are doing. We found that, in 

lots of ways, our proposed bill takes things a little bit further, 

but we were very much advanced in certain ways. I would like 

to just note that other jurisdictions have had these in place for 

a while and have gathered their evidence. They have looked at 

the implications and they are implementing legislation that is 

best for their jurisdiction.  

We weighed all the factors for us in Yukon and think that 

we’re on the right track in putting in place further provisions 

within our legislation that will meet the current needs. They 

waited to gather their own evidence, and I think that is really 

smart legislative practice — to gather the evidence that is 

needed to make the right decision on behalf of your 

jurisdiction. In terms of correctional officers, I am not sure. I 

will have to go back in Hansard and have a look at that. 

However, right now, no, they are not covered under this 

presumption. 

Ms. White: For the future, it is October 19, and it is 

page 1233. Unfortunately, I did not repeat what was said off-

mic. It says “inaudible” twice and that is what I was 

referencing.  

What evidence was looked at to make this decision? The 

minister just referenced that evidence was looked at in the 

territory, and I want to know what evidence was looked at. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Yes, I have reviewed this 

previously. We definitely looked at a lot of evidence and a lot 

of consideration prior to making this decision. The Workers’ 

Compensation Health and Safety Board provided information 

from its actuary, and we have already had that discussion 

about costs, such as the average cost of PTSD claims and the 

potential effect on rates if more PTSD claims are accepted. 

We have had the debate here.  

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board 

consulted its peers from across Canada, so we have a number 

of those jurisdictions that we looked at. I will go into that a 

little bit more after I go through the list here. The Yukon 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board conducted 

the survey, which we have had a good debate about here 

today. We considered research such as from The Canadian 

Journal of Psychiatry and the Ontario Ministry of Labour.  

Going into a little bit around that particular study — and 

then I’ll go into some of the information about the 

jurisdictions and speak a little bit more about them. I think it’s 

really important that we review that because it seems to be an 

area that members of the Legislative Assembly want to further 

explore. 

A report published in August 2017 by The Canadian 

Journal of Psychiatry indicated that Canadian emergency 

response workers experience psychological injury at a rate 

significantly higher than the general population. I’ve said this 

before: it’s 44.5 percent versus 10 percent. The study 

surveyed 5,813 participants across Canada from September 

2016 through January 2017. Categories of workers surveyed 

were dispatchers, correctional workers, firefighters, police and 

paramedics. 

The survey screened for symptoms associated with post-

traumatic stress disorder and depression, as well as social 

anxiety, panic and alcohol use disorders. The survey found 

that symptoms of psychological injury appeared to increase 

with more years of service. In September 2017, a report — 

there were other reports that we looked at in terms of the 

Alberta WCB review panel. Just going into a little bit more 

about the presumption in other jurisdictions, each jurisdiction 

has approached this issue in a different context made up of 
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legislation, policy, adjudication processes and workforces. It 

is not possible to directly compare each jurisdiction’s 

approach to PTSD presumption in isolation. That’s something 

that we’ll have to consider as we go forward in this debate.  

Bill No. 8 proposes an approach that is the best — again, 

I’ve said this already — for Yukon’s unique legislative and 

policy environment. Bill No. 8 takes into account the current 

adjudication process used by the Yukon Workers’ 

Compensation Health and Safety Board. In Yukon, when a 

worker suffers a physical or psychological injury and the 

evidence for or against the injury being work-related is even, 

the claim is settled in favour of the worker. Unless there is 

evidence to the contrary, an injury is presumed to be work-

related if it arises out of the course of the worker’s 

employment. 

That presumption is already in place in the Workers’ 

Compensation Act and applies to all workers covered by the 

act. Bill No. 8 seeks to enhance the presumption for 

emergency response workers and encourages these workers at 

high-risk for PTSD to make the claim to which they are 

entitled. 

This process is not the case in all jurisdictions, and that’s 

why I wanted to go over it again, because it’s not the case. 

The meaning of presumption can vary.  

For example, the presumption in Saskatchewan covers all 

workers for all psychological injuries. The worker must be 

exposed to a traumatic event that arose in and out of the 

course of employment and caused the worker to suffer a 

psychological disorder diagnosed in accordance with the 

Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Medical Disorders, or 

the DSM, and must be diagnosed by a licensed psychologist 

or psychiatrist. These presumptive provisions are roughly 

equivalent to the adjudication provisions contained in 

Yukon’s EN-O9 and therefore essentially involve a full 

adjudication process to satisfy that the worker was exposed to 

trauma before the presumption is applied. 

In other words, the Saskatchewan presumption mirrors 

the process we are already using in the Yukon. 

In Manitoba, all workers are covered by the presumption. 

Manitoba’s presumption requires the worker to be diagnosed 

with PTSD, to have been exposed to a traumatic event or 

events specified as a trigger for PTSD in the most recent DSM 

and that there be no evidence to rebut the presumption. Again, 

the provisions are similar to how the Yukon already 

adjudicates claims. 

During second reading, it is worth pointing out that my 

colleague, the Minister of Justice, described this matter very 

well during second reading of this bill and I would like to take 

a moment to quote her — this is from Hansard: “It’s also 

important to note that some other jurisdictions introduced 

presumptive PTSD legislation in response to existing 

adjudication processes that did not recognize cumulative 

trauma as a contributor to PTSD, and they required a 

psychological injury to be linked directly to just a single 

traumatic event. That is not what we have done here in the 

territory. PTSD may be acute as a result of one event. It might 

be cumulative as a result of several events over a brief or a 

long period of time, or it could be vicarious, indirect exposure 

to a traumatic event through first-hand account or a narrative 

of that event.” 

I just wanted to clarify here that these jurisdictions do not 

have a presumption that is over and above or more inclusive 

than what we are proposing in Bill No. 8. In fact, 

implementing their respective presumptive legislation brought 

them to the Yukon’s adjudicative process for psychological 

injury claims. Alberta applies its presumption to emergency 

response workers defined as emergency medical technicians, 

firefighters and police officers. New Brunswick applies its 

presumption to emergency response workers defined as 

firefighters, paramedics and police officers. Ontario includes a 

wider scope of the occupation under their presumption. 

A lot of evidence was certainly looked at when we were 

making the decision around this presumption. Again, all 

Yukon workers are covered under the Workers’ Compensation 

Act under the general presumption, and we are happy to be 

introducing an enhancement to that today. 

Ms. White: When the minister was talking about the 

second part of this — that would be the prevention measures 

that would get rolled out — I was wondering if the minister 

could expand on that. In a higher risk industry — for example, 

like paramedics or firefighters — I can see what the program 

might look like. Making sure that you have a response team so 

you can talk it out after something like a critical incident — 

all of those things make sense. I am also curious as to how 

prevention measures will look to, for example, gas station 

attendants and fast food restaurants — the other part of 

workers. Those are ones who wouldn’t be caught under the 

emergency response workers. I can see how it would work in 

the emergency response worker arena, but I want to know 

how it would work for others — if you were in retail or fast 

food, or something similar to that. Can the minister expand on 

prevention measures? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you very much for the 

question. I really do want to focus on prevention because that 

is the magic behind this bill. We know that preventing injury 

is incredibly important.  

A tremendous amount of work will have to go into the 

development of these regulations, and that’s something that 

we will start work on immediately upon this bill hopefully 

passing unanimously through the House. What we will do is 

work very, very closely with all employer groups to assist 

them in looking at programs and measures that they can put in 

place within their workplaces to prevent these injuries or put 

in critical incident management programs that will help them 

to ensure that employees are getting the support that they need 

immediately. This is really important, because it ensures that 

the specific risks of mental health in various types of 

workplaces could be addressed in a structured and very 

transparent fashion. Regulations would be developed in the 

interest of mitigating specific occupational risks to mental 

health.  

Regulations could also spell out specific workplace 

remedial initiatives or resources that could reduce or eliminate 

the long-term impacts of psychological injury that could occur 
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— for example, a robbery prevention program in gas stations 

— or access to the employee assistance programs that a lot of 

workplaces already have, but there may be some workplaces 

that would need a lot more support or discussion around what 

would make sense for them.  

Also, it’s really important to note that new regulations, as 

they’re developed, will go through thorough consultation with 

stakeholders, employers and workers. The way that the 

regulations apply to employers with different sizes of 

workplaces will reflect the outcome of those consultations. 

There will be a lot of work done with all stakeholders to 

ensure that the regulations are clear and that we’re reflecting 

what will make sense to those really different types of small 

versus large employer groups. 

It is going to be an exciting time in Yukon to put these 

types of regulations in place that will protect the 

psychological well-being of all Yukon employees. 

Ms. White: Just one question — when the minister 

referenced employee assistance programs, it was my 

understanding that those are available to government 

employees because we have insurance and they’re available to 

employees whose work has private insurance to cover them, 

but an EAP is not available to someone who works in many 

retail positions. They have access to things like Many Rivers, 

but it is five appointments a year, if I’m not mistaken.  

It’s my understanding that if an employee has to go 

through the EN-09 process, that actually draws down their 

ability to seek counselling, and then there is nothing left at the 

end because a Yukoner without coverage has a limited amount 

of ability to see someone.  

It’s great to talk about the EAP for those of us who are 

covered, but a great deal of the Yukon workforce isn’t 

covered under that. If the minister could just expand on how 

someone would be able to access that kind of help because, if 

we’re talking about a prevention and the ability to talk to 

someone — which I totally agree with — it’s not the same for 

every employee — so if she could just expand on that please. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. My 

understanding is that WCB has provided EAP services to 

small employers when critical incidents have happened to help 

prevent post-traumatic stress disorder in other employees or 

the employee who has been directly impacted. These are 

questions that we will address through the stakeholder 

consultation and put in place good measures that will mitigate 

the issues of psychological injury as a result of critical 

incidents or other preventive measures as we move forward 

with this legislation. 

Ms. White: I’m just going to go back to near the 

beginning of the day when the minister was talking about 

actuary rates, because you have someone here who can help 

answer this question.  

What I wanted to know was how rates are currently set 

for various industries. We have high-risk industries and lower 

risk industries. I’m sure there’s a complicated math, so it can 

be the Coles Notes version, but I was just curious on how that 

gets established. I know they can fluctuate from year to year. I 

was wondering if I can get an example today of what the low 

end is for an industry right now. The lowest risk industry 

probably has the lowest rate, and I imagine the highest risk 

industry would have the highest rate — if we could get those 

as an example. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank the member opposite for this 

question — I have to say, it is a very technical question. I am 

going to try.  

The comprehensive fund is the money set aside to care 

for injured and ill workers. Right now, we are in a surplus 

position, and we talked about that a bit in terms of why we do 

rebates. At the end of 2016, the compensation fund’s position 

was at 150 percent of the total liabilities. The target rate for 

the compensation fund’s funded position is 121 percent to 

129 percent. The board of directors basically had committed 

to returning the compensation fund from its surplus position to 

its target range. I know that is not where we are going here.  

I think it is important though to look at those higher 

arching types of issues that have been raised here today and to 

go through it, because this will give you a more 

comprehensive answer. The targeted range is established by 

terms set out by the funding policy, which the board of 

directors is responsible for administering. The board of 

directors’ goal is ensuring that the compensation remains 

within its target range, to ensure rate changes to employers 

accurately represent the actual costs of the system and to 

reduce them in terms of setting down those rates. When the 

compensation fund is in a surplus position, the funding policy 

requires that the board of directors subsidize assessment rates. 

This subsidy lowers assessment rates below the actual costs 

associated with the system.  

The goal of subsidies is to temporarily reduce the amount 

of money collected from employers so that the surplus 

position does not experience further growth and the 

compensation fund returns to the range in due course. The 

positive market influences that we talked about here today 

already have overridden the effects of the assessment rate 

subsidies and the compensation fund surplus is in an increased 

position despite the subsidies.  

There was a goal to kind of reduce the funded position 

and it was thought that it would be done through rate 

subsidies, but because of the market influences, it increased 

the amount of surplus that we have.  

Essentially, I’ll go into a little more detail about the rates 

this year — because we just released them recently — and I 

will go over that a bit. The factors that go into the impact on 

rates or the injury costs are the administration costs and the 

investment returns, so it is really important to kind of look at 

that bigger picture when we talk about our investment returns 

and where we need to be in terms of being in a position to pay 

out all the injuries, because once there is an injury, we have to 

be able to be in a position to pay that employee for the time 

that they are away from work. If it is a lifelong injury, then we 

have to have money there to pay it. So where we want to be is 

at about 121 percent to 129 percent. Right now, we’re at 

150 percent. Essentially, those are the three things that are 

factored into the impact on the rates. As the injury costs go up, 
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so do the rates. Once we bring our surplus to the range that it 

should be, you will potentially start to see rates go up.  

A good example of a rate that went down — when you go 

through all of the areas and each rate group, this coming year, 

the resource and transportation medium decreased. This is 

where the placer miners and those types of employers are 

within that rate group. The reason it went down is that they 

had a reduction in accidents and, over a period of time, they 

really mitigated some of the issues that they have in their 

industry, working with Occupational Health and Safety to 

mitigate the risks that they have. 

Some of our really low rate groups would include — it’s 

called “services, low”. It includes accountants, doctors’ 

offices and lawyers and that is one of our lowest rate groups 

right now. I hope that somewhat answers the question that the 

member opposite had. That is a long version. 

Ms. White: I appreciate the effort there, Mr. Chair, 

because at least now I have more of a vocabulary to hone in 

on what I was looking for.  

It’s my understanding that it’s reflected as a cost per $100 

of payroll. Even just using the two industries — if we talk 

about accountants and placer miners, so with the service low 

and the resource something-or-other medium — could the 

minister just tell me what the rate is per $100 of payroll — 

just those two numbers to get an idea? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The two that I referenced — the 

resource and transportation medium is $4.66, and the other 

service low is 68 cents. 

Ms. White: I thank the minister for that. The one 

reason I was looking for that was just to get more of an idea of 

what the difference could be between a high-risk industry and 

lower risk industry. I do thank the minister for making me not 

necessarily have to quote from the Canadian Federation of 

Independent Business about how we are second in the 

country, because she did that for me. 

The one thing that I would say is important is that we 

know that we returned $9.8 million in 2015, and we returned 

$9.7 million in 2016. I hope those numbers are accurate; if 

not, they’re close.  

When the minister said earlier that it was $300,000 to 

$500,000 in costs for a lifelong claim for PTSD, one of the 

things that I was trying to figure out and trying to get a better 

understanding for is, for example: Would that cost be affected 

by the passage of the new bill, or is it still going to be that 

average — the $300,000 to $500,000? If it doesn’t change 

with the passage of the new bill — I’m just trying to figure 

out what the difference will be in cost. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: That amount is a forecast amount. 

We don’t have a lot of evidence around what the actual cost 

will be. That’s what we’re forecasting.  

We had talked earlier about the liability. We used this as 

an example earlier today — the firefighter cancer presumption 

that resulted in a $5-million liability without any additional 

injuries. Because of us putting that presumption in place, that 

was a direct cost and we have had to set aside for the 

possibility of further injuries as a result of the presumption — 

but we would have that money set aside. 

If additional liability is booked, any surplus would be 

reduced because the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health 

and Safety Board total liability would increase, so that would 

leave less money to subsidize rates as a result of the overall 

rate increase.  

The board has had a lot of consultation with employer 

groups, with the chambers of commerce, with all of our 

stakeholders. The decision of the board is to be moving 

forward. There is absolutely no guarantee that there would 

ever be a rebate, because something could happen with the 

market tomorrow and we would be left without surplus. We 

still have to ensure that we have that 121 percent to 

129 percent to cover the liabilities that we have right now. 

Ms. White: When the minister talks about the 

$5 million of liability required for firefighters, with assistance 

— can I get an idea of what that cost was to the rates for WCB 

— the rate within that group? We know that service is as low 

as 68 cents per $100 of payroll, and that resource-extraction 

medium is $4.66 per $100 of payroll. To cover that $5 million 

of liability within the firefighters, what does that look like, as 

far as the rate within that group? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: When that liability was added to the 

government rate, it essentially saw an eight-cent increase. 

That may not sound like a lot, but to employers, it is a lot. 

When you have industries that are working really hard to 

bring their rates down because they are mitigating risks and 

doing all of these preventive measures, those are real costs to 

employers. We have made the decision in relation to this bill 

to make that decision on behalf of the government rate for the 

increase. Again, we are not 100-percent sure what the actuary 

will come back with to book the liability. 

Ms. White: In all of the research that was done to make 

the decision to include these three groups of workers, at any 

point in time was the actuary asked what the cost would be for 

a blanket across the industry? If it was to include everybody, 

what would that increase look like? If it was looked at 

compared to the government rate, and understanding that 

firefighters would fall under government — the eight-cent 

increase was within the government coverage for WCB — if 

there was a request to do the research on what that increase 

would be for across the board? I am just going to look for a 

visual nod. I can call to report progress right now and I can 

repeat that all after we come back to make it easier. 

Mr. Chair, I just asked my colleague across the way — 

because this is complicated, and I am going to have to read 

my own notes in Hansard to get this out — thank you so much 

to the official for being here and to the minister for working 

through this with us.  

Mr. Chair, I move that you report progress. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. White that the Chair 

report progress.  

Are you agreed? 

Motion agreed to 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that the Speaker do now 

resume the Chair. 



1488 HANSARD November 2, 2017 

 

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. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ 

Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and Safety 

Act (2017), 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. Monday. 

 

The House adjourned at 5:27 p.m. 

 

 

 

The following legislative return was tabled 

November 2, 2017: 

34-2-77 

Response to oral question from Ms. White re: teacher 

staffing (McPhee)  

 

The following written question was tabled 

November 2, 2017: 

Written Question No. 20 

Re: Respectful workplace office statistics for 2015-16 and 

2016-17 (Hanson) 

 

 



 

 

 

Yukon Legislative Assembly 

Number 49 2nd Session 34th Legislature 

HANSARD 

Monday, November 6, 2017 — 1:00 p.m. 

Speaker: The Honourable Nils Clarke 
 



 

 

 YUKON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
 2017 Fall Sitting 

 SPEAKER — Hon. Nils Clarke, MLA, Riverdale North 

 DEPUTY SPEAKER and CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE — Don Hutton, MLA, Mayo-Tatchun 

 DEPUTY CHAIR OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE — Ted Adel, MLA, Copperbelt North 

 CABINET MINISTERS 

NAME CONSTITUENCY PORTFOLIO 

Hon. Sandy Silver Klondike Premier 

   Minister of the Executive Council Office; Finance  

Hon. Ranj Pillai Porter Creek South Deputy Premier 

   Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources; Economic 

   Development; Minister responsible for the Yukon Development 

   Corporation and the Yukon Energy Corporation  

Hon. Tracy-Anne McPhee Riverdale South Government House Leader 

   Minister of Education; Justice 

Hon. John Streicker Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes  Minister of Community Services; Minister responsible for the 

   French Language Services Directorate; Yukon Liquor  

   Corporation and the Yukon Lottery Commission  

Hon. Pauline Frost  Vuntut Gwitchin  Minister of Health and Social Services; Environment; 

   Minister responsible for the Yukon Housing Corporation 

Hon. Richard Mostyn Whitehorse West Minister of Highways and Public Works;  

   the Public Service Commission 

Hon. Jeanie Dendys Mountainview Minister of Tourism and Culture; Minister responsible for the 

   Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board;   

   Women’s Directorate 

GOVERNMENT PRIVATE MEMBERS 

 Yukon Liberal Party 

 Ted Adel Copperbelt North 

 Paolo Gallina Porter Creek Centre 

 Don Hutton Mayo-Tatchun 

OFFICIAL OPPOSITION 

 Yukon Party

Stacey Hassard Leader of the Official Opposition  

 Pelly-Nisutlin 

Brad Cathers Lake Laberge 

Wade Istchenko Kluane  

Scott Kent  Official Opposition House Leader 

 Copperbelt South  

Patti McLeod  Watson Lake  

Geraldine Van Bibber Porter Creek North 

 THIRD PARTY 

 New Democratic Party 

 Liz Hanson Leader of the Third Party 

  Whitehorse Centre 

 Kate White Third Party House Leader  

  Takhini-Kopper King   

 LEGISLATIVE STAFF 

 Clerk of the Assembly Floyd McCormick 

 Deputy Clerk Linda Kolody 

 Clerk of Committees Allison Lloyd 

 Sergeant-at-Arms Doris McLean 

 Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms Karina Watson   

 Hansard Administrator Deana Lemke 

Published under the authority of the Speaker of the Yukon Legislative Assembly 



November 6, 2017 HANSARD 1489 

 

 

Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Monday, November 6, 2017 — 1:00 p.m.  

 

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.  

We will proceed at this time with prayers.  

 

Prayers  

Speakers statement 

Speaker: Prior to proceeding to the Order Paper, I have 

two matters. The first, I didn’t note that it was in the Tributes 

but, just perhaps for the record — you have probably been 

seeing it on the news this morning: today is the 150
th

 

anniversary of the First Sitting of the federal House of 

Commons after Confederation. Representatives of all parties 

federally were giving their tributes to that this afternoon in 

Ottawa. Of course, Yukon joined Confederation on June 13, 

1898. Today was day 1 at the House of Commons.  

Withdrawal of motions 

Speaker: The Chair wishes to inform the House of 

changes which have been made to the Order Paper. On 

November 1, 2017, the Member for Lake Laberge moved an 

amendment to Motion No. 174, standing in the name of the 

Member for Porter Creek Centre. The amendment contained a 

number of propositions, some of which were also contained in 

other motions then on the Order Paper.  

It is a principle of parliamentary procedure that “a 

decision once made must stand”. The basic idea is that once 

that House has reached a definitive decision on a proposition, 

either in favour or against, the House will not further debate 

the same proposition during the same session of a legislative 

assembly.  

This is the case whether the proposition is contained in a 

stand-alone motion or in an amendment to another motion. As 

the proposed amendment to Motion No. 174 was negatived, 

the House has now decided on the proposals put to it in the 

amendment and in the other motions that contained those 

propositions.  

In consequence of that, Motion No. 140, standing in the 

name of the Member for Lake Laberge, Motion No. 147, 

standing in the name of the Leader of the Official Opposition, 

Motion No. 153, standing in the name of the Member for 

Porter Creek North, Motion No. 155, standing in the name of 

the Member for Watson Lake, and Motion No. 156, standing 

in the name of the Member for Kluane, have been removed 

from the Order Paper. 

We will now proceed at this time with the Order Paper. 

Tributes. 

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of 2017 Yukon Farmer of the Year  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Today, I 

speak on behalf of the Yukon Liberal Party government as 

well as the Third Party and our tribute today is for the 2017 

Yukon Farmer of the Year. 

Mr. Speaker, today I rise to pay tribute to Yukon Farmer 

of the Year for 2017. This year’s recipients are Mike and 

Sylvia Blumenschein. Mike and Sylvia began farming in the 

Yukon in 1986, when they developed an 18-acre farm on the 

Takhini River Road north of Whitehorse. In 1994, Mike 

started custom farming and helping others develop or improve 

their agricultural properties. He has custom farmed on 

properties from Tagish to Braeburn to Mendenhall and was 

active in clearing land, breaking, seeding, fertilizing, and 

cutting and baling hay as well. 

In the words of one of his nominators, Mike helped take a 

piece of forested hinterland and turn it into productive farm 

land that was smooth, that maintained the soil and that was 

very productive — actually a work of art. Mike has been 

involved in agriculture from the time he was able to lift an oat 

bale on to the wagon back in his youth in Alberta.  

Mike served on the Yukon Agricultural Association for 

over 20 years, working to improve the industry and 

opportunities for farmers in the territory.  

During his time on the Yukon Agricultural Association, 

there were a number of incentives and opportunities 

developed for farmers to access. He has always been a staunch 

supporter of Yukon agriculture. One wonders where it would 

be without him. Mike’s seeding, fertilizing and mechanical 

skills are well-known in the agricultural community and he 

has been generous with his advice. Many people new to 

farming in the Yukon have benefited greatly over the years 

from his guidance. He continues to support the industry, 

sharing invaluable information with the farm community, the 

Agriculture branch and representing all farmers on the elk 

management committee.  

Mike and Sylvia’s dedication to agriculture and 

mentorship to Yukon farmers for over 40 years, and counting, 

certainly deserves recognition. We congratulate Mike and 

Sylvia Blumenschein on their award for Yukon Farmer of the 

Year Award for 2017. I know they are not here today. They 

caught a plane to some warmer weather after he received the 

award on Friday night. I would just share with the House — 

and some of our colleagues were there as well — that the 

words of wisdom from Mike and Sylvia were: Look at where 

we have come over the last 10 years and, although it gets hard 

in the agricultural sector in the Yukon, just keep moving 

forward and not give up — based on what the sector has been 

able to achieve already. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I am pleased today to rise on behalf of 

both the Official Opposition and as MLA for Mike and 

Sylvia Blumenschein, who live in the riding of Lake Laberge, 

to congratulate them on receiving the Yukon Farmer of the 

Year award. It is certainly a well-deserved honour, as the 

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources noted. The 

contribution that Mike and Sylvia have made over the years to 

Yukon agriculture is quite significant.  

Mike’s work in developing not only his own property, but 

in developing other farmland and doing farming work for 

other farmers has been a big part of the growth of the Yukon’s 

agriculture sector.  



1490 HANSARD November 6, 2017 

 

It should also be noted that Mike’s volunteer 

contributions include as president of the Yukon Agricultural 

Association and as a long-time board member. His work on 

the agriculture industry advisory committee and continuing 

work on the elk management committee are but a few of the 

examples of the contributions that he has made throughout the 

years. I should note as well that he was honoured by Yukon 

Commissioner Doug Phillips at the beginning of this year at 

the Commissioner’s Levee with the receipt of a presentation 

for the Governor General’s award for his years of volunteer 

service to Yukon agriculture.  

As the minister referenced, the work that Mike and Sylvia 

have put into this sector of the Yukon economy over the years 

makes one wonder where we would be today if it wasn’t for 

those efforts. Their ongoing advice to others, Mike’s work on 

funding agreements and the design of Growing Forward 2, for 

example, are areas where they have made a significant 

contribution. Also as the minister referenced, on the elk 

management committee, Mike continues to be a strong 

advocate for government taking additional steps to properly 

manage the wild elk problem and ensure that Yukon farming 

remains a priority for the government and for the territory as a 

whole — again, my congratulations to Mike and Sylvia. 

In recognition of 50
th

 anniversary of first woman 
elected to Yukon Territorial Council, Jean Gordon 

Mr. Hutton: It’s an honour and a privilege for me to 

rise in this House today to pay tribute to a true Yukon pioneer, 

Gertrude Jean Gordon. Jean was born in Vancouver, BC on 

March 6, 1918 to Scottish parents, George and Christina 

Matheson. At the age of 19, she married Wilf Gordon in 1937. 

They spent the next 56 years together. Their daughter, Betty, 

was born in August 1939 in the Dawson hospital. In 1945, 

Jean and Wilf made the decision to move to Mayo and 

enrolled their daughter in school, and the community was 

better for it. I’m proud to say that Jean was a friend and 

mentor of mine for many years when she and Wilf lived in 

Mayo.  

Jean remembered fondly the early years when she and 

Wilf lived a very independent life, hunting, trapping, fishing 

and cutting wood. One day when Wilf and Jean’s brother, 

George, were out hunting moose in January, they came across 

a bear den. They had to kill the bear, only to discover it had 

three cubs. The cubs were so small that all three of them 

would fit into a cigar box. They brought the cubs home, and 

Wilf and Jean’s dog raised the cubs as her own until they were 

grown and able to look after themselves, at which point they 

returned to the wild.  

Another time, Wilf came home with a wolf and her two 

pups with plans to have some part wolves for his dog team. 

The female never did produce pups for the dog team as she 

never came into heat. Jean was particularly proud of both 

these stories because they were published in the Alaska 

Magazine.  

Jean’s life and the Yukon Territory would forever change 

on September 11, 1967, the year of Canada’s centennial. That 

day, almost 50 years from the day women gained the right to 

vote and to run as candidates in Yukon territorial elections, 

which was in 1919, Jean Gordon became the first woman to 

be elected to the Yukon Territorial Council since it was 

created in 1898 — the Member for Mayo.  

Jean brought a down-to-earth rural perspective to her 

work as one of seven members of the Yukon Territorial 

Council. It meant long hours travelling to council sessions in 

Whitehorse in her battered Volkswagen Beetle, often in 

winter. In 1969, Jean travelled to Ottawa with the other 

council members and Commissioner James Smith to lobby 

Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau for more autonomy for the 

Yukon. As a result of these efforts, the federal government 

created an executive committee for the territory, the first step 

toward self-government in the territory. As Jean said — and I 

quote: “We became sort of a cabinet or the forerunner to a 

cabinet.”  

Jean Gordon was a trailblazer and really led the way for 

women in Yukon politics. Female candidates have run and 

won in every territorial election since Jean was elected in 

1967. Sadly, Jean passed away in Mayo in 2008. Over the past 

50 years since Jean was first elected, Yukon women have 

been Premier, Speaker, Cabinet minister, Leader of the 

Official Opposition, Leader of the Third Party, and the federal 

Member of Parliament.  

Jean was a passionate, well-read and eloquent community 

activist, Mr. Speaker, and I am proud to have called her a 

friend. As I look around this House today, I see the seven 

strong female representatives who each bring their own 

passion, dedication and eloquence to this Legislative 

Assembly. I believe, Mr. Speaker, we all owe a huge debt to 

Jean Gordon, who didn’t just hit the glass ceiling; she 

shattered it for all those who came after.  

Thank you, Jean, from all of us. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

Applause  

 

Ms. Van Bibber: I rise today on behalf of the Official 

Opposition to pay tribute to the first Yukon woman to be 

elected to the Yukon Territorial Council. Gertrude Jean 

Gordon was born March 6, 1918 in Vancouver, BC. Her 

family lived in Stewart, BC where she met her husband 

Wilfred Gordon. They married in 1937 and a year later moved 

to Dawson City, Yukon. They eventually settled in Mayo with 

their daughter, Betty. Jean was very involved in her 

community working a number of jobs and volunteering for the 

women’s auxiliary, the Mayo Community Club and the 

Anglican Church. She sold insurance, was a bookkeeper and 

also wrote a column for the Whitehorse Star. As Wilf worked 

his various ventures, such as mining and as a big game guide, 

Jean supported him, but also found issues and a passion to 

become involved in the events around her. She was 

outspoken, firm and down to earth, and I too, knew Jean 

Gordon.  

1967 marked Canada’s centennial year and a historic time 

in Yukon as Ms. Gordon became the territory’s first female 

member of our Yukon Territorial Council for the region of 

Mayo. Jean’s historic victory happened only 48 years after the 

Yukon Act was amended to allow women to vote in the 
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Yukon. At the time, the territorial council were advisors to the 

Commissioner. The Commissioner was appointed by the 

federal government and ran the territory. Jean was in that 

delegation to Ottawa in 1969 to lobby Prime Minister Pierre 

Trudeau with a recommendation that three members be 

elected to a Cabinet and to give the territory more autonomy. 

After that election in 1967, women have put their name 

forward and women have won in every territorial election. But 

after serving three years, she did not win the next election, but 

the responsible government and female leadership we know 

today was because of people like Jean Gordon. 

In 2017, as we mark 50 years of women in territorial 

politics, it is an honour to give Jean Gordon the credit that is 

her due as a political trailblazer. 

Applause 

 

Ms. White: I stand on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus 

to add our voice to the accomplishments of Jean Gordon and 

her role in changing the face of territorial politics. 

I thank the Member for Mayo-Tatchun for sharing his 

memories of this Yukon icon. My mother also grew up in the 

Mayo area and remembers Jean as a force to be reckoned 

with. 

Mr. Speaker, Yukon has a history of strong women in 

politics. While Yukoner Martha Black in 1935 was the second 

woman elected to the House of Commons, it wasn’t until 32 

years later that a woman was elected to the Yukon Territorial 

Council, the pre-cursor to our territorial legislature. 

In 1925, Marie Fotheringham was the first woman to seek 

a seat on the Yukon Territorial Council. In 1958, 33 years 

later, it was Mary Rich who put her name forward, followed 

by Jan Montgomery in 1961. But it wasn’t until nearly 50 

years ago that the territorial glass ceiling was finally broken 

on September 11, 1967, with the election of Mayo’s Jean 

Gordon to the Yukon Territorial Council. At the tender age of 

49, Jean not only changed her profession from placer miner to 

politician, she changed the face of Yukon politics.  

During her term from 1967 to 1970, the elected members 

of the Council put in place the foundation of true, responsible 

government and laid the groundwork for Yukoners to control 

their own destiny.  

Jean Gordon showed generations of women that our place 

was at the table and, as was mentioned, Mr. Speaker, female 

candidates have run and won in every territorial election since 

1967. They have been Premier, Speaker, Cabinet ministers 

and opposition leaders. They have been elected as our federal 

Member of Parliament and as the first female leader of a 

federal political party in Canada. Jean showed us that we 

could enter the political arena as the individuals we are and 

make very real and meaningful change on the political stage. 

It is fitting that we celebrate this one success in a long list of 

achievements in the very colourful, vibrant and full life of 

Jean Gordon. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Mr. Cathers: I would like to ask members to join me in 

welcoming one of my constituents to the gallery, 

Peter Wojtowicz. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would ask the House to help me 

welcome Mr. Ranjit Sarin, whom I like to call Ranj, who is 

here today with his well-known advocate in the community on 

the Vimy project and many other initiatives. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for 

tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Ms. White: I have for tabling the Canadian Housing 

First Toolkit. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I have for tabling today a letter to the 

Minister of Education requesting school bus service for the 

new Grizzly Valley subdivision. 

 

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. Hutton: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

expand opportunities for e-health, e-commerce and online 

services for Yukon communities. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

support the resolution of the Association of Yukon 

Communities that was passed at the 2017 annual general 

meeting by: 

(1) establishing a consultation process to determine if 

there is a case for removing daylight savings time in the 

Yukon; and 

(2) working with the federal and provincial governments 

to determine the viability of eliminating daylight savings 

across Canada. 

 

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

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

work with the City of Whitehorse and the Royal Canadian 

Legion Branch 254 in the planning and development of a 

veterans square. 
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Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

transfer or lease to the City of Whitehorse the land currently 

occupied by the skateboard park. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motion? 

Is there a statement by a minister? 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

National inquiry into missing and murdered 
indigenous women and girls 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The Government of Yukon has 

received the Interim Report: The National Inquiry into 

Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls, and we 

appreciate all of the work that has gone into the creation of 

this document over the past year.  

Yukon voices can be seen reflected throughout the report, 

from the preface where there are quotes from loved ones at the 

Whitehorse family truth-finding gatherings to recognition of 

Shaun LaDue’s contribution of an oath to listen with an open 

heart, an open mind and to be free from prejudice. This is now 

named the “LaDue oath” after Shaun LaDue and in 

recognition of this contribution. 

The commission noted that the family members and 

survivors who shared in Whitehorse hold a special place in the 

national inquiry. They went first, which is both an honour and 

a challenge. We appreciate their acknowledgement of the 

courage of our Yukon families. 

Yukon is also noted as having many best practices. 

Among them are Jackson Lake land-based healing, 

indigenous-led child welfare programs in First Nation 

communities, and a safer communities and neighbourhoods 

program implemented within the Kwanlin Dün First Nation 

and other Yukon communities. These programs are strong 

community examples of how Yukon is taking action on 

violence against women and children without waiting for the 

results and recommendations of the inquiry. Yukon First 

Nations and NGOs are leading the way in terms of 

community-driven crime prevention and response, and we can 

learn a lot from them. 

I appreciate the hard work of the commission in 

reviewing the relevant literature. There was a lot of work that 

came before the national inquiry began, and it is crucial that 

this work is not lost, but rather serves as building blocks for 

our continued work toward a solution.  

The literature review included reviewing almost 100 

previous reports and distilling 1,200 recommendations into 17 

overarching themes and 10 recommendations. I am pleased to 

see the several calls for immediate action that will impact the 

welfare of indigenous women and children as a key aspect of 

the interim report. It is also useful to have recommendations 

to help set a path forward for the urgent work to continue.  

We know that it is crucial to continue to move forward, 

both with the national inquiry and in our own jurisdiction 

while the inquiry takes place, because this is an issue that 

can’t wait any longer. We also know that recommendations 

are a starting point and that Yukon will need to develop its 

own path forward as we have a different context than the rest 

of the country. Our Yukon regional advisory committee on 

missing and murdered indigenous women and girls will be 

coming together within the next 10 days to discuss the report, 

the recommendations and how we can use these suggestions 

within our own context, communities and governments.  

We are fortunate to have strong working relationships 

with Yukon indigenous women’s groups, the RCMP, NGOs, 

other governments and those who have a personal stake in the 

continuation of the national inquiry. Our collaborative work 

will continue to be important as we move forward to take 

action in light of the context the report.  

It is our intent to continue to support the mandate of the 

national inquiry. Throughout the country, we will continue to 

advocate for Yukon families throughout this process, and 

we’re committed to moving forward together. 

 

Ms. Van Bibber: I thank the minister for her statement 

today. We are pleased to see the issuing of the interim report 

and with the voices of Yukoners reflected as such.  

I want to begin by thanking the commission for their hard 

work in developing the interim report during a very emotional 

and difficult journey for everyone involved. I’ve stated 

previously in this House that each missing and murdered 

indigenous woman or girl is a tragedy that leaves behind a 

community and a family who truly love them. Over the course 

of the past few months, these families stood bravely to tell 

their stories and opened up in hopes that this national inquiry 

will bring to light more information about their family 

members and, in turn, help heal their communities. We hope 

that this can continue and, as we hear the stories from across 

Canada, that more light is shed on this inquiry.  

Further, I would like to commend the many First Nation 

governments, aboriginal women’s organizations, local non-

profits and community safety programs across the territory for 

the work they are already doing in support of women and girls 

in our communities. We thank you. Your work does make a 

difference. This work is not easy, but it is necessary and it will 

ensure that our communities are safer.  

I think we can all agree that we need to do more to ensure 

women and girls have a safe, healthy community. I know all 

Members of this Legislative Assembly want to ensure this 

inquiry is successful and will ultimately help the healing 

process. I again extend our offer to provide any support to the 

government as it continues its work with the commission and 

participating organizations. The best approach moving 

forward must be a collaborative one. If we are working 

together, we will send a strong and unified message that we, 

as elected leaders in our community, will not tolerate this 

violence against our loved ones. Further, I look forward to 

hearing what comes out of the Yukon regional advisory 

committee meetings and how the minister will build on the 

progress our territory has made so far.  

We certainly agree that the recommendations can provide 

a framework for the path forward and we will be happy to 

participate as needed. Violence against aboriginal women and 
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girls is a serious problem that affects us all. We must continue 

to work collaboratively to address these issues within the 

territory. Holding the first gathering of the national inquiry in 

Whitehorse was breaking new ground. Perhaps we can 

continue with initiatives that are Yukon-led and set a standard 

for other areas that are healing as well.  

 

Ms. White: We thank the Minister of the Women’s 

Directorate and the Official Opposition for their thoughts on 

the interim report of the National Inquiry into Missing and 

Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls. We acknowledge the 

incredible hard work by the families who have spoken to the 

inquiry and thank the commission for the update.  

Mr. Speaker, we don’t disagree with the statement made 

by the Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate. We 

appreciate the more global view but have some thoughts to 

offer up closer to home. I had the good fortune to sit with 

Doris Anderson at the CYFN General Assembly in Carcross. 

She is a thoughtful, well-spoken advocate who works to 

advance the interests of aboriginal women in Yukon and 

northern British Columbia through her role as the president of 

the Yukon Aboriginal Women’s Council. It is with the hard 

work and dedication of the staff and volunteers of the Yukon 

Aboriginal Women’s Council that the families of the missing 

and murdered indigenous women and girls were supported at 

the inquiry. It is they who were instrumental in bringing this 

inquiry to the forefront. It is they who listened to the stories 

and who wiped the tears and held the hands of the truth-

tellers.  

It was through Doris that I learned of some of the 

challenges that the Yukon Aboriginal Women’s Council faces 

on a daily basis, from staffing shortages to the inability to 

meet the rigorous demands of the daytime meeting requests, 

as most of this organization is run through volunteers. This 

can be easily reflected by inadequate funding. Without 

predictable funding, they will always be limited in their 

staffing numbers and their ability to participate fully in the 

inquiry and in support of indigenous women and girls in 

Yukon and northern British Columbia. 

The Yukon Aboriginal Women’s Council is not part of 

the special advisory committee on missing and murdered 

indigenous women and girls. This was something that was 

established to work together for the Yukon roundtable in 

preparation for the national roundtable. This special advisory 

group does not speak for the Yukon Aboriginal Women’s 

Council, whose representation includes all indigenous women 

in Yukon and northern BC.  

Calling for resources for upcoming programs and 

recommendations from the inquiry should include the Yukon 

Aboriginal Women’s Council, which has built a relationship 

with the families and has grassroots understanding of the 

programs and resources that the families have asked for and 

that are all to be driven by First Nations. 

We believe that the Yukon government has a 

responsibility to speak to those with feet on the ground to 

better understand the challenges faced by the organization 

supporting the families of missing or murdered indigenous 

women or girls to better understand government’s role in 

moving forward. It would make sense that this organization 

would be adequately funded — or make sense that this 

government would adequately fund the local indigenous 

women’s organizations. As First Nation people, they 

understand a way to do things that is comfortable and what 

works for First Nation women and their families. We often 

hear how this government’s door is open, but what is needed 

is an invitation to sit at the table. 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank my colleagues for their 

comments here today, and certainly we will be reaching out as 

we move forward to have involvement from both parties on 

ways forward. 

I would like to just first lead by just commenting on some 

of the statements that were made by the Third Party here 

today in terms of funding issues. Those are certainly areas that 

we are addressing — to bring core funding to our indigenous 

women’s organizations and to review the prevention of 

violence against indigenous women in the Yukon. We’re 

doing that as we speak. 

In terms of the membership of the advisory committee, 

there is certainly a seat for the Yukon Aboriginal Women’s 

Council. It is their choice to be a part of this group going 

forward, and we are moving forward — as I said in my 

opening statements — with a meeting within the next 10 days, 

which will certainly include the Yukon Aboriginal Women’s 

Council as a representative. 

I believe that throughout the interim report, the voices of 

indigenous women and girls were heard.  

One of things that I reflect on personally is that, as I read 

that report, I could really hear the voices of indigenous 

women from across this country reflected. As an indigenous 

woman, that brought comfort to me — that we were heard and 

that the commissioners are taking the work very seriously. 

I know that the commissioners have incorporated 

ceremony, increased supports for families and principles of 

indigenous law throughout. It is admirable and very 

challenging for them to do this. There is no absolute, ideal 

way forward with this. This is the first time it has been done in 

the country, and the movement is happening across the 

country as we speak, thanks to the courage and the 

determination of the grassroots women and their families.  

I certainly have worked many years of my career working 

toward this movement that we see happening in our country. It 

happened here first, in the Yukon. I’m incredibly proud of 

that. I look forward, as I said earlier, to connecting with the 

regional advisory committee to make decisions on items 

within the sphere of our influence. Working with an advisory 

committee is very intentional. It speaks to the way we want to 

work together. Each government, each non-profit organization 

and each community has a sphere of influence. By working 

together, we hope to have the greatest possible outreach and 

impact.  

This committee also seeks to ensure that our decisions on 

behalf of families and communities are as well-integrated as 

possible so that our resources are effectively managed and our 
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decisions impact families in a positive way. We continue to 

commit to work collaboratively with our partners to develop 

local responses that will make a difference in our community 

safety, cultural revitalization and the empowerment of 

indigenous women and girls. We will endeavour to bring this 

to the next Yukon Forum as an update.  

 

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.  

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Tire-recycling surcharges 

Mr. Hassard: In May of 2016, the previous 

government proposed the designated materials regulations, 

which proposed surcharges for tires. These changes causes 

concern in the territory’s business community and that is why 

the previous government sat down with and listened to 

industry.  

As a result of their feedback, the former government 

announced it was stopping the implementation of these 

regulations and would go back to the drawing board to consult 

and work with the industry to get them right. Since that time, 

the new government has come in and announced that they are 

going forward with these regulations. However, we have 

heard significant concerns about the level of consultation that 

the new government has conducted on these regulations. 

Can the Minister of Environment tell us what consultation 

she has done regarding her plan to increase tire surcharges 

from $5 to $50?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: This file is shared by Community 

Services and the Department of Environment. As such, either 

the Minister of Environment or I will try to answer the 

questions. We appreciate that there is a desire and a need to 

move forward in promoting environmental stewardship and 

responsible consumption by encouraging Yukoners to recycle 

items such as electronics, electrical products and tires at the 

end of their lives.  

I appreciate that the Leader of the Official Opposition is 

asking: In what way did we go out and talk with the tire 

industry? We did. We went back out and talked with them. I 

will also say that we talked also with the Association of 

Yukon Communities, which asked us to move forward, and a 

variety of groups.  

Just to clear up the record, right now, a large tire has a 

$80 surcharge to take to the Whitehorse landfill whereas, in 

the new methodology, it will be $50. I will just try to clear 

that up and I’m sure we’ll have more questions going forward. 

The notion with designated materials is that consumers pay 

for the items — the surcharge — to recycle and reuse these 

materials when they purchase them.  

Mr. Hassard: As I indicated, the previous government 

recognized that industry had valid concerns over these 

regulations and agreed to stop them until industry could be 

consulted. Last week, owners of a local tire shop came to our 

offices to raise concerns with these regulations. They have 

concerns about what the charges could mean for business. It 

appears the only consultation that took place was a poorly 

advertised web survey for just 19 days in the middle of 

summer. In fact, they only had seven respondents. Over 

70 percent of those survey respondents stated they had 

concerns with the surcharges.  

Could the minister please tell us why they decided that 

they would go through the time and effort to run this so-called 

consultation and then not use any of those recommendations?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

acknowledging that we did go out and engage with the 

industry. That is what we did. That was the right thing to do. 

I’m happy to provide some information for the members 

opposite about what we heard.  

Overall, even the industry recognizes that it is the right 

thing to do to make sure that we are dealing with this in an 

environmentally responsible fashion. These surcharges are the 

norm across Canada and Yukoners are already paying them 

when they purchase these products out of territory or online. 

By updating the regulations, we make sure these surcharges 

stay in the Yukon to fund recycling programs here.  

I’m happy to go back. It was not just a survey. I know 

that calls were made to the tire companies. I know that there 

was an open house. I agree that there were very few 

responses, but that’s not because the industry was not invited 

to give us responses. The opportunity was there. The 

responses were extremely mixed. There was no clear direction 

that came from industry. I appreciate that not everyone will 

agree on this and I respect that there’s a diversity of views out 

there.  

Mr. Hassard: By increasing the tire levy by 

900 percent, from $5 to $50, this Liberal government will 

make it uneconomical to purchase medium-sized truck tires in 

the Yukon. Local businesses are worried that this will send 

business south. Long-haul trucking companies will now be 

purchasing their medium truck tires in Alberta or BC. One 

local company gets 30 percent of their business from trucking 

companies and they are afraid that this could lead to staff 

layoffs. At the same time, you will have the increased costs of 

trucking goods into the Yukon. It was these valid concerns 

which caused the previous government to hit the “pause” 

button on these regulations. In contrast, this Liberal 

government has apparently decided to go full-steam ahead 

without listening to the industry.  

Will the Minister of Environment or Community Services 

push “pause” on this fee and personally meet with the local 

tire shop owners and trucking companies to listen to their 

concerns?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I’m sure we’ll get lots of 

questions on this and I’ll do my best to try to answer each and 

every one although there’s a lot of information. If I can’t get it 

out in this moment, I’ll provide it as a legislative return.  

Just to follow up on some of the details, currently for a 

large tire it is $80 to put that tire into the Whitehorse landfill, 

whereas we will charge $50 for that large tire up front and the 

tipping fee will go. Currently, it’s $5 for a medium tire, 

whereas we will now be charging $15. For a regular car-sized 

tire, it was $5, now it would be seven dollars.  

I appreciate that industry does have valid concerns. I 

agree with the member opposite and I think it is important to 
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look at those in the context of making sure that we can have 

an environmentally responsible system of recycling. I will 

reach out to the member opposite and see if there are industry 

members who didn’t have a chance to speak with us and see 

it, although I want to be careful. I’m happy at any time to talk 

with industry, but I really would like to commend the 

department for doing the work. They are the people who will 

do the bulk of this work, but I’m open to listening. 

Question re: Tire-recycling surcharges 

Mr. Hassard: The Liberals have done little 

consultation on this proposal to increase tire surcharges. 

Before I dig in further into the consultation, I would just like 

to quickly give you a quote from the Premier last July when 

he referred to the surcharges. He called them — and this is an 

exact quote from a Liberal press release: “… $200 tax 

increase on a set of 4 tires…” — those are the Premier’s 

words.  

In that same press release, the Premier said — and I will 

quote again: “Given the considerable concerns raised by the 

business community and the Whitehorse Chamber of 

Commerce, I am urging the Government of Yukon to delay 

the implementation of changes to both the Beverage Container 

Regulation, as well as the Designated Material Regulation.” 

As you know, the previous government hit the “pause” 

button so industry could be consulted. I would pose the 

Premier’s statement to the minister: Given the considerable 

concerns raised by local tire shops, will the minister delay 

implementation of this tire tax? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am happy to talk about this. We 

did delay these regulations. If the members opposite did go 

out — when they delayed these regulations — and talk with 

the tire industry, by all means please share that information 

with us. We would love to have it. When we delayed these 

regulations, we did go out and talk with industry, and though 

there was an opportunity and an opening for all of the tire 

companies to respond, we didn’t get a big response. The 

member opposite is correct; it was a modest response. From 

that, there was no clear direction about which way they 

wished to go.  

I’m happy to educate everyone in the Legislature about 

what the surcharges will be. For greater than 22 inches, it 

would be a $50 surcharge, which would be charged when the 

tire is purchased, as opposed now to an $80 surcharge for a 

larger than 24.5-inch diameter tire, which would be going to 

the landfill. 

I’m sure we have more questions. I’m happy to continue 

answering them. We care about the industry. We care about 

our environment.  

Mr. Hassard: We have heard from one trucking 

company in town that it has already spent $250,000 on tires 

this year. They have written to the Minister of Environment to 

indicate that, as much as possible, they buy locally. In fact, 

they told the minister that they buy about 200 heavy-duty 

truck tires every year. However, they noted to the minister that 

the new tire tax that this government is planning on bringing 

in will make it more difficult for them to afford to buy locally. 

As you know, costs are already higher in Yukon as we are so 

far from the supply centres in the country. As a result, this one 

trucking company referred to the Liberal fee increase as 

“punishing” and has asked the Minister of Environment to 

reconsider these changes.  

Can the minister let us know what trucking companies 

have been consulted on this new proposed tire tax? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will take the question that the 

Leader of the Official Opposition has posed and go back to 

the department. Again, this is a joint piece of work by the 

Department of Environment and the Department of 

Community Services, and we will endeavour to find out which 

specific companies were spoken with and come back. 

I should note, though, that this proposal has been around 

since — I think it was 2013. This has been kicked around for 

quite a long time. We have known all along that the right 

thing to do is move toward stewardship and how to get those 

costs right.  

We have worked with industry on this and on electronics 

to ensure that if someone goes and buys online, they would be 

paying the same thing that they would if they shopped locally, 

so that doesn’t create a competitive disadvantage for our local 

companies. Of course it is always true that if someone wishes 

to travel Outside to purchase goods, this is one of the 

challenges. One of the challenges and beauties of the Yukon, 

Mr. Speaker, is that we are far away from Outside. I 

appreciate that it is difficult for industry. We will continue to 

work with them. 

Mr. Hassard: From the industry representatives we 

have heard from, it is clear that there is a problem with the 

proposal and that the consultations that the Liberals conducted 

were not adequate. As I said, one local company has referred 

to these fee increases as “punishing”. We have seen the 

Premier last summer refer to these fees as — and I quote 

again: “… $200 tax increase on a set of 4 tires...”  

Could the Minister of Environment or Community 

Services please let us know how much revenue the 

government is expecting to collect from this tax increase on 

tires? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am happy to try to provide those 

numbers for the member opposite. What I will say, though, is 

that what we charge will not cover the cost of recycling. I 

want to try to explain that this issue, electronics and oil — all 

those materials, which, through the Canadian Council of 

Ministers of the Environment, we have said we should all 

charge for up front through a stewardship model. By the way, 

I will have to check, but I am relatively confident that almost 

all jurisdictions put these charges in place. This is just the 

Yukon catching up with other jurisdictions. The cost that we 

will gain will be less than the cost that it will take to recycle 

these things.  

Mr. Speaker, moving toward a stewardship model, rather 

than paying for it through taxes, which is what is happening 

now — this is the correct direction. We want to work with 

industry. We are happy to speak with industry — happy to 

talk to them — and to get their input. I don’t believe that we 

will ever all agree, but we are happy to work with them. 
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Question re: Mining royalties 

Ms. Hanson: The territory is one of the most charitable 

places in the world for mining companies. The government’s 

generous deductions on royalties and corporate income taxes, 

combined with the complexity of policing tax avoidance, have 

given it one of the lowest shares of mineral profits in the 

world. Luckily for this government, the territory in question is 

not Yukon, but our neighbours, the Northwest Territories.  

Those are not my words; they are from a recent news 

article reporting on the release of an independent report 

commissioned by the Northwest Territories government. The 

report is critical of the small share of the industry benefits that 

actually flow to northerners and to their government. This will 

sound familiar to many Yukoners. 

Mr. Speaker, does the minister believe Yukon is getting a 

better return than our neighbours in the Northwest Territories 

when it comes to mining? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I appreciate the question from the 

Leader of the Third Party. It certainly has been a hot topic in 

the Northwest Territories. I had an opportunity on Friday 

morning to have a conversation with my counterpart, Minister 

Schumann — just talking about some of the work they’re 

doing right on legislation as well as some of the topics 

concerning royalties. I believe at this time — and I think to 

answer to the question of “Do I believe…?” — certainly, right 

now with just the one mine operating and being in a very 

special relationship with Selkirk First Nation, I think this is a 

conversation we will have to have as we look toward new 

production. I think that we’re going to be looking at, first of 

all, the current royalty regime that is in place for quartz. There 

is some unfinished work concerning royalty distribution with 

First Nation governments. That is the second part of the 

conversation I think we have to have, Mr. Speaker. Thirdly, 

what are the benefits packages to our communities and to our 

businesses as we move forward?  

I think that it is a broader discussion than just taking one 

specific calculation, but I think we are in a much better 

situation in many ways, from past experience — not all of 

them, but some of them — than what we are seeing in the 

Northwest Territories, but I am looking forward to the 

conversation. 

Ms. Hanson: I do appreciate the reassurances from the 

minister, but it is hard to ignore certain facts — facts like 

Yukon Zinc never paid a penny in royalty before going belly 

up and leaving many local contractors on the hook, or the fact 

that Yukon’s royalty rate on placer gold is the same today as it 

was over 100 years ago. The minister will say that these facts 

don’t give the whole picture, and we agree. That is why the 

Northwest Territories’ decision to commission an independent 

report on their mining regime is laudable. They are doing this 

just a few years after their devolution agreement and as they 

draft a mineral resources act that will be tabled in 2019. 

Mr. Speaker, devolution in Yukon was nearly 15 years 

ago. When will this government take a look at the big picture 

and focus on developing successor mining legislation? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: A couple of different topics rolled into 

one — but I appreciate the question from the Leader of the 

Third Party. 

Concerning the history of Yukon Zinc and placer royalty, 

I think there are two different topics. I was focusing on the 

conversation in the report — I think it was an Ernst & Young 

report — that really focused on the royalties concerning the 

quartz industry. But I absolutely understand the facts that, 

when it comes to Yukon Zinc — not a good story, and not just 

for the royalty side but for a lot of local businesses that were 

caught up in that piece. We have had the discussion 

concerning the placer royalty challenges as well. 

At this point in time, the first step for us, as the member 

opposite talks about successor legislation, is to have our 

discussion on a number of priority items with Yukon First 

Nations and that is the work that is being done at our 

memorandum of understanding table that talks about a series 

of things, focusing on placer as well as quartz issues. 

So from that table, we move into the next bit of work. But 

at this time, that is what we’re focusing on — understanding 

priorities and working through some of the challenges that we 

see now under the current legislation regime.  

Ms. Hanson: Devolution occurred in the Northwest 

Territories in 2014. Yukon, on the other hand, committed to 

developing successor mining legislation in 2003, with the 

devolution transfer agreement. It’s a critical step to bringing 

our mining regime into the 21
st
 century.  

A modern mining regime built in collaboration with First 

Nation governments, industry and citizens is an opportunity 

that Yukon can’t afford to pass on. The Northwest Territories 

has seen this opportunity and is losing no time to act on it, yet 

nearly 15 years after devolution, Yukon is still on the 

sidelines. Will this government follow the lead of the 

Northwest Territories and commission an independent report 

on the mining sector to kick-start — not talk about side tables, 

but kick-start — the development of successor mining 

legislation? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I do appreciate the question from the 

Leader of the Third Party. I commend the Government of 

Northwest Territories for what they’re doing to address their 

particular issues. What I wanted to talk about today is what 

we’re doing specifically when it comes to resource royalty 

sharing and working with the First Nations.  

We’re committed to working with the Yukon First 

Nations to establish fair and effective fiscal relationships. 

Resource royalty sharing in chapter 23 of the final agreements 

is a topic identified in joint priorities to the Yukon Forum, so 

these are the actions that we’re doing compared to what our 

counterparts are doing over in the Northwest Territories.  

We are working with First Nations to explore options 

related to the resource royalty-sharing regimes. These 

discussions in our government include considering changes to 

the way that resource royalties are calculated, and the 

possibility of additional resource royalty-sharing agreements 

as well. I appreciate the question from the member opposite 

and I also appreciate the issues that are happening next door in 

the Northwest Territories. Of course, their economy is pretty 
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sluggish right now; ours is not. They are two different 

comparisons. What we are focusing on right now is the joint 

priorities with the Yukon Forum, working with our First 

Nation government partners to make sure that the way that we 

calculate and distribute those royalties is fair and equitable to 

all Yukoners. 

Question re: Salvation Army shelter and Housing 
First model 

Ms. White: I asked the minister last week about the 

government-funded new housing program at the Salvation 

Army. In her response, the minister repeated the government’s 

commitment to a Housing First approach. We learned through 

the media that in fact the Salvation Army transition 

apartments will be considered “dry” apartments. This is not a 

Housing First model. The Housing First core principle is 

immediate access to permanent housing with no housing 

readiness requirements. Put simply, individuals are given 

immediate access to housing without proving that they are 

ready. A person does not have to be a participant in substance 

abuse or psychiatric treatment. That may come later, but it 

might not.  

Will the minister agree that the transitional housing that 

will be available at the Salvation Army is not a Housing First 

model? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member 

opposite for the question. With respect to the Housing First 

model — just for clarification, the distinction between a 

Housing First model and the great work that was done 

previously by the housing action committee and the poverty 

reduction committee in our community really looked at the 

Housing First concept and model.  

The question around whether the Salvation Army 

transition units are a Housing First model — most definitely. 

What we have done through the Housing Corporation and 

Health and Social Services, in collaboration with our partners, 

was to look at operating this facility under the guise and 

concept of a Housing First model. That means that individuals 

will not be turned away if they arrive seeking services and are 

under the influence. The Salvation Army model is really 

designed in such a way that the concepts associated around the 

Housing First model — and for reference, Housing First is a 

concept that recognizes safe and secure housing as a first step 

to improving an individual’s life. That is in collaboration with 

the partners. That is what we worked on. We worked on a 

concept with the Salvation Army, Yukon Housing 

Corporation, Kwanlin Dün and the City of Whitehorse. 

Ms. White: I feel it is important to say right now that 

emergency shelter and access to a shelter is not Housing First. 

That is emergency shelter. This government is paying the 

Salvation Army for the emergency shelter in a new building 

paid for by this very same government. The transitional units 

may be helpful for individuals in the community looking for 

housing as long as they are clean and sober. This may fulfill a 

need in our community, but it is not a Housing First approach 

no matter how many times the government or the minister 

says it is. It leaves people struggling with addictions on the 

streets or relying on emergency shelter on a nightly basis.  

How can the government continue to talk about a 

Housing First model when its largest investment to date to 

address homelessness doesn’t even come close to a Housing 

First approach? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Let’s just say that I’m extremely 

pleased with the progress that we’ve made in the last 12 

months. This government, the Yukon Liberal government, has 

worked really hard and worked quite diligently with our 

partners to address a Housing First model, put some action 

around the mental wellness strategies, as well as look at a 

Housing First concept. When we went into the discussions 

12 months ago with the Salvation Army, there was no plan. 

There was a plan that we were going to turn over a 

$14.7-million facility along with $3.2 million of funding and 

we were to walk away from that agreement.  

Today, I’m happy to note that is not the case at all. We’ve 

gone ahead with what I think is good work and good 

cooperation, worked with the Salvation Army, with the 

Housing Corporation, along with the anti-poverty groups and 

City of Whitehorse and looked at programming and we used 

the concept of the Housing First. It’s not a Housing First 

model, but the concepts and the design around program 

service delivery is to ensure that no individual is turned away 

from shelter and emergency shelter. It’s an important part of 

the housing continuum in the Yukon.  

Ms. White: Again, emergency shelter is not Housing 

First. The government has spent close to $15 million to build 

the new shelter and has committed to another $1.3 million a 

year in operation and maintenance. The core principles of 

Housing First are immediate access to permanent housing 

with no housing readiness requirements. It is based on the 

principle that addressing any other issues one faces will be 

easier if someone has a place to call home and the principle 

that housing is a human right, no matter their circumstances.  

Speaking of the Salvation Army, the minister said last 

week — and I quote: “What we do control and have control 

over is the service delivery and the service program out of that 

facility.”  

Mr. Speaker, will the minister demand that the Salvation 

Army review its model for the transitional units and actually 

adopt a Housing First approach?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I said last week is true. What we 

negotiated in terms of trying to turn around the direction that 

we were headed in 12 months ago was to look at diligently 

negotiating an organizational plan that brings the priorities to 

the table while ensuring that the facility meets the needs of 

Yukoners — the vulnerable people who we see on our streets 

— and to work with our Anti-Poverty Coalition, work with 

the First Nation communities and the City of Whitehorse, the 

oversight committee and the management committee, which is 

something that we have control over. We have committed to 

reviewing the program in 12 months. That’s written into the 

agreement. If the model does not meet the needs of Yukoners, 

we will sit down with the organization and review.  
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It’s important here that certainly it’s not an ideal location 

and it’s not an ideal situation, but it certainly addresses the 

demand and the need as we speak in real time today. When 

you go in there and speak to the individuals, they will be 

happy to let you know that, as I’m sure you’ve been in there 

and we all have. Collaborative nature, collaborative venture, 

successful model — note that we will be making a further 

announcement with respect to a Housing First model and 

that’s currently being discussed.  

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. McLeod: Last month, the chair of the Hospital 

Corporation told this House — and I quote: “… the average 

occupancy at Whitehorse General this past year was 

96 percent. This means that more than half of the time, we did 

not have beds to meet the demand.” 

We also saw the president of the Yukon Medical 

Association say this past weekend that the 150 beds at Whistle 

Bend place will help, but that alone won’t solve the problem. 

As you know, Mr. Speaker, the previous government had 

taken actions to help alleviate this issue, such as the opening 

of Birch Lodge, which created 10 new continuing care beds, 

the opening of the new McDonald Lodge in Dawson City, 

which increased the bed count there by four, the reopening of 

10 beds at the Thomson Centre and of course Whistle Bend 

place. 

Would the Minister of Health and Social Services be able 

to update us with any concrete plan she has to alleviate the 

bed shortage at the Whitehorse Hospital? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: With respect to the Whitehorse 

General Hospital and the continuing care model, you heard 

quite clearly from our Committee of the Whole and the 

presentation from the Hospital Corporation CEO and 

president that the department is working quite closely with the 

Hospital Corporation to address immediate needs and looking 

at reducing wait times.  

Currently, we certainly acknowledge that pressures at the 

hospital and bed shortages are not new — it has been there for 

a lot of years — and the member opposite knows well that the 

hospitals were built in rural Yukon in an attempt to look at 

reducing the pressures in the hospital demand. Currently that 

is what we are doing. We are working with the Hospital 

Corporation — working and looking at the rural hospitals and 

trying to maximize the use of those two facilities to reduce 

some of the pressures that we are confronted with. It has been 

there a long time — for many, many years — and we are 

working quite closely with the Hospital Corporation to 

address the pressures. 

Ms. McLeod: The question was to the Minister of 

Health and Social Services — what she has been doing to 

forward any concrete plans to reduce the bed shortage. 

As I have already indicated, the previous government had 

been taking action to alleviate the bed shortage and obviously 

Whistle Bend place was a big part of that, but as you know, 

Whistle Bend place will have 150 beds, but was designed to 

be expanded beyond that if the need was there. This 

government has put forward a motion indicating that they 

want to abandon plans to ever expand Whistle Bend place. 

However, they have not put forward any information 

indicating what their future plans are.  

Aside from Whistle Bend, could the minister let us know 

how many continuing care beds her government will be 

building over the next two years and will any of these beds be 

in communities? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am happy to note that a facility was 

just built in Carmacks and there is a consideration in working 

with our partners to address the aging-in-place model and the 

concepts and looking at services. We took on the Whistle 

Bend facility as an expenditure and the O&M costs associated 

with that are $36 million annually. 

So how do you balance that and still try to finance 

necessary health care costs? It’s a complicated process — and 

certainly taking into consideration all the immediate and 

necessary health requirements and health needs of Yukoners 

while still trying to balance a budget and balance the service-

delivery models for Yukon.  

The mental wellness strategy is a big one. It addresses 

care through the community hubs. We have a Safe at Home 

plan, we have aging in place, and we have many opportunities 

to try to eliminate the health pressures in Yukon.  

Ms. McLeod: I guess I need to remind the minister that 

perhaps the Carmacks project is not a continuing care 

initiative, and aging in place is not really considered 

continuing care.  

Would the Minister of Health and Social Services be able 

to let us know what the current wait list is for continuing care 

services, and could she let us know how many of those 

individuals are waiting in hospitals? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I think we’ve responded to this 

question previously as did the Hospital Corporation. It was 

identified that there were 16 beds occupied at the hospital and 

that there was work currently being undertaken by the 

department to address that pressure. With respect to the 

specifics, I did provide and table the document previously. I 

would be happy to provide the member opposite with the 

specific information she is looking for. 

 

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 
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Chair (Mr. Hutton): Order, please. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is general debate on Bill 

No. 9, entitled Act to Amend the Pounds Act (2017).  

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order. 

Bill No. 9: Act to Amend the Pounds Act (2017) 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general 

debate on Bill No. 9, entitled Act to Amend the Pounds Act 

(2017). 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would like to begin by thanking the 

officials for joining me today. I have with me the Deputy 

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, Mr. Stephen Mills, 

and also our director of Agriculture, Mr. Matt Ball. I would 

like to welcome him to the Assembly. It is his first time in the 

lead role for Agriculture. He certainly has a long history of 

working with the branch, and we are happy to have him in a 

leadership role. I would also like to thank the department for 

working on this. I think it has been a fantastic piece of work to 

date, and I hope that my colleagues and I can have some good 

discussions and that I can answer any outstanding queries they 

may have. I think it has been done in great fashion, and there 

has been a tremendous amount of work put into by the 

draftspeople as well who have worked on this piece of 

legislation. 

I move that Bill No. 9, entitled Act to Amend the Pounds 

Act (2017), be now considered for Committee of the Whole.  

As a quick summary, the Pounds Act provides a 

legislative framework to address the issue of stray livestock in 

the Yukon.  

The Pounds Act sets out what responsibilities livestock 

owners have, what offences livestock owners can face if their 

animals stray and what processes must be followed when an 

animal is impounded. The amendments to the Pounds Act 

focus on updating, simplifying and streamlining it with other 

legislation. In addition, we are ensuring that the people 

responsible for enforcing the act and issuing tickets are public 

servants, not contracted workers, which will reduce the risk to 

the Government of Yukon. 

We are expanding the act so that it applies across the 

territory, which will help us manage the issue of stray 

livestock and address a gap in service. We are expanding the 

definition of “animal” to be the same as the Highways Act — 

just some very simple housekeeping that we have to do as 

well — so there won’t be a gap in service or responsibility. 

At this point, I think it is best to just delve in and open it 

up to the members opposite. We did a good job in second 

reading of outlining the key points and the key changes. I’m 

looking forward to some constructive exchanges. I know there 

are a couple of sensitive points, which I’m hoping to be able 

to address with my colleagues across the way. Mr. Chair, I’ll 

look forward to the rest of the process. 

Mr. Cathers: I would like to thank the minister for his 

introductory remarks, as well as welcome Deputy Minister 

Stephen Mills and Matt Ball on his first appearance here since 

becoming director of the Agriculture branch and thank them 

as well for the information provided at the briefing on this 

legislation. 

I will not take too much of the House’s time this 

afternoon. I will just simply reiterate very briefly the concern I 

expressed at second reading and via letter this summer to the 

minister that I just think the timing of this legislation and — 

understanding it was undoubtedly out of the control of 

officials and perhaps not entirely within the minister’s control 

— the timing of consultation on this was unfortunate in that 

summer is the busiest season for those most affected by this 

legislation. I would express disappointment that the 

government didn’t agree to our request for extending that 

consultation, but beyond that, in looking at the content — 

while noting that, when concerned about the possibility that 

government may be missing a concern and may be unaware of 

a concern due to simply the speed with which this occurred — 

I do not have any concerns with the content of this legislation. 

The only specific feedback that I have heard from 

stakeholders about this legislation were positive comments 

about officials from the department being very helpful and 

informative in meeting with them and discussing the 

legislation.  

I would just note, in concluding my remarks in 

Committee of the Whole, unless something else is said by the 

minister or the Third Party that I think requires further 

comment, I will just wrap up my comments in noting that I 

think the bigger problem in terms of highway safety and 

impact on farming is one that the minister is aware of and 

heard about from farmers at the agriculture dinner on the 

weekend as well as in talking to people one on one, which is 

the ongoing issue of the wild elk that are within the purview 

of the government to manage, and there remains a large 

number of ongoing concerns about how big the herd has 

become and its impact on the farming area. 

With that, I will wrap up my remarks in Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I appreciate the comments from the 

Member for Lake Laberge. Upon receiving the letter from the 

member, which really focused on ensuring that we had an 

opportunity to hear from all of those affected — but also 

being a good representative for the many farmers and 

livestock owners in the Lake Laberge area — we took the 

correspondence from the member very seriously. It was 

certainly in no way dismissed.  

Throughout the summer, in dialogue with both the deputy 

minister and the director upon receiving that, we then 

continued to ensure that our conversations with affected 

parties were appropriate — not to take away from the fact 

that, absolutely in this sector, the summertime is the busy 

season. But in some way — although it is a busy season — it 
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might be the right time to have these discussions because we 

know people are here and we can steal a little bit of their time 

away. I think, from our event the other night that we all 

attended, a lot of farmers in the Yukon go to Mexico, because 

I think a lot of the people who were nominated for farmer of 

the year, and the winners today left this weekend. We did get 

a chance to catch them because we knew it was their busy 

season.  

I will just add, just for the record, that we did reach out to 

all 14 Yukon First Nations and the municipalities. We ensured 

that we spoke with the City of Dawson, the City of 

Whitehorse, the Village of Carmacks, the Town of Faro, the 

Town of Watson Lake, the Village of Haines Junction, the 

Village of Mayo and the Village of Teslin. For the advisory 

councils: the Hamlet of Ibex Valley, the Hamlet of Mount 

Lorne, Marsh Lake Local Advisory Council, South Klondike 

Local Advisory Council, Tagish Local Advisory Council. For 

other stakeholders: Yukon Agricultural Association, Growers 

of Organic Food Yukon and the Yukon Outfitters Association 

— and, of course, the general public. 

The discussion document is what we sent to the 14 First 

Nations, the eight municipalities and the five local advisory 

councils as well as the stakeholders. Then we did advertising 

as well, and that was completed through newspaper ads and 

social media — Facebook — and information was posted on 

the Department of Energy, Mines and Resources website. 

Just for the formal record for this piece of legislation, 

responses were received from the Yukon Agricultural 

Association and its members, Growers of Organic Food 

Yukon and its members, the City of Whitehorse, the Town of 

Faro, one councillor from the Village of Mayo, Tr’ondëk 

Hwëch’in First Nation — and I’m happy to see that the Yukon 

Wild Sheep Foundation, which would have received the 

information through the Yukon Outfitters Association, also 

responded favourably to this work — and two members just of 

the general public. I won’t get into the specifics. I know we 

did a “what we heard” document and provided that. I think I 

will leave it at that.  

I will say that it was a good opportunity the other evening 

to have some one-on-one conversations, as the member 

opposite mentioned, concerning the elk management plan. 

Certainly there are some farmers who, throughout the evening, 

I spoke with one on one. Probably you have done a good job 

of taking those specific concerns forward here to the 

Assembly. They are passionate about it because it is hitting 

their budgets and their pocket books immensely. I don’t know 

— I mean, I could get myself in a bit of trouble without 

having the data from Mr. Ball, but I would think that when 

you look at some of these cases of the overall impact on a 

farmer’s total budget just by dealing with repairing fences and 

some of these issues, I made a commitment, especially when 

the Assembly is done for this term at the end of the month, to 

spend a bit of time going back out and having more 

discussions with some of those specific individuals. I think we 

are coming to a point of having a broader dialogue here 

among all of us in the Assembly on this important topic. 

Ms. White: I thank my colleague for Lake Laberge. I 

would like to take a second just to thank the department for 

the fantastic agricultural banquet on Friday, and especially 

mention Brad Barton, who was also highlighted multiple 

times throughout the evening for his hard work.  

The other thing I would really like to thank the 

department for is the absolute thoroughness of the briefing. It 

is not often that we go to a briefing where we get the “what 

we heard” document, copies of the survey, the discussion 

paper that gets handed out, as well as the legislation printed 

and then how it will look when it is amended. Just to have that 

breadth of knowledge shared early on makes it really easy to 

follow through. As my colleague mentioned, this is not the 

most contentious legislation we will have to change here, but I 

really appreciate that. That was probably the briefing where I 

got the most information without having to ask questions or 

having it followed up after. I really want to thank the officials 

for that. 

I have very few questions, especially because it sounds 

like we are just going to sail through this. Someone actually 

just asked me what would happen to the wild horse 

population. So if wild horses were picked up on the side of the 

highway and put out to auction, what happens if the animals 

aren’t sold? If a buyer does not bid on them and the animals 

aren’t sold, what happens to an animal that has been picked up 

and doesn’t sell? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: In response to my colleague for 

Takhini-Kopper King, thank you for mentioning the event that 

we all had an opportunity to attend, as well as the work of the 

department and Mr. Barton, who did a great job pulling it all 

together. Certainly it was fun to be in a situation with your 

colleagues — even though sometimes we can have more testy 

exchanges, it was a great evening. I commend the young 

members of 4-H who stole the show — three young ladies 

who did an absolutely amazing job of providing some public 

speaking and also added to the evening as well as the 

fundraising that was done for a very great cause. I appreciate 

that for the department it was fun to be in that scenario with 

some of our colleagues. I will touch upon that and endeavour 

to start answering questions here. 

The feral horse population is dealt with through the 

Department of Environment and so we deal more with the 

stray horses than the feral horses. Just for definition and for 

the record, a feral horse is defined as a horse without an 

owner. There are a known number of feral horses roaming in 

the Yukon and most are concentrated in the Champagne area. 

Many of us, as you drive to Haines Junction, see them in that 

particular area. 

The animal protection officer in the Department of 

Environment manages feral horses in Yukon. Feral horse 

management currently only operates alongside highways with 

the aim to deter and move them away from the roadway for 

the safety of motorists. 

One thing that has come up and I know it was touched 

upon — and this really has to do with criteria in the auction 

process and ensuring that the animals that are auctioned off — 

ensure that they end up with good owners and that process has 
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got accountability and integrity. So we want to ensure that 

people who purchase animals at auction as well have the 

means to properly care for them. That is, I think, a very 

important piece. 

We will work closely with our colleagues in the animal 

protection unit in the Department of Environment to ensure 

animals are sold to those who can properly care for them and 

who have not committed infractions under the Animal 

Protection Act.  

I think one of the questions that might have come up 

earlier on is concerning those criteria. We will have criteria 

for buyers of animals sold at auction and that will be included 

in the operational guidelines that the act speaks to — that we 

will be preparing guidelines — and it will be developed in 

coordination with the Department of Environment. 

For the Member for Takhini-Kopper King, once again, as 

I understand it and it has been provided to me, we will make 

sure that the Department of Environment continues to deal 

with the feral horse scenario as we build out our criteria for 

people who will be purchasing horses that have an owner, but 

have gone astray. We will ensure that this happens through a 

proper process in our guidelines that we are putting together. 

I want to thank and commend the department and the 

branch because they made life very easy. I know this isn’t the 

stickiest piece of legislation, but it has been done well and I 

have shared that with my colleagues through the last couple of 

weeks how happy I am that this process has been quite 

smooth. 

Ms. White: Just to give the minister and the department 

an opportunity if there are any highlights or high points that 

the minister would like to touch on because that was it for the 

questions. It is going to be the shortest first time ever for the 

official in the Chamber, but in case there are any points that 

you would like to hit — or the minister himself would like to 

hit — this is a fantastic opportunity for that. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will just go through some of the key 

messages to put them on the record and then we can move on 

from there. 

For the record, the Pounds Act allows for the capture and 

impoundment of stray livestock. The Pounds Act basically has 

been outdated and does not align with the updated versions of 

the Highways Act and Animal Protection Act. This has made it 

difficult to enforce the Pounds Act and to meet operational 

requirements for stray livestock management in Yukon. The 

amendments to the Pounds Act focus on updating, simplifying 

and streamlining it with other legislation. Amendments will 

harmonize it with the Highways Act and the Animal 

Protection Act and reflect current livestock control processes. 

Amendments will ensure that people responsible for enforcing 

the Pounds Act and issuing tickets are public servants rather 

than contract workers, which will reduce the risk for Yukon 

government — and there have been some really tough 

situations in the past — and will expand the jurisdiction of the 

Pounds Act so it applies across Yukon, which will improve 

the ability to respond to calls for stray livestock everywhere 

and not just in certain small areas.  

An interesting and important one removes tattooing as a 

form of identification for impounded animals — now you just 

can take a photograph, log it — and expands the definition of 

“animal” to be the same as the Highways Act so there won’t 

be a gap in service or responsibility — and modernize, clarify 

and simplify the language used in the legislation. 

The Department of Energy, Mines and Resources, as we 

said, had done their consultation. I think, at this point, that’s it. 

We will move to try to be the fastest piece of legislation ever 

through Committee of the Whole, but I will leave that to the 

Member for Lake Laberge, who may remember — I don’t 

know. I think we will leave it at that. Those are some of the 

high points, and you have done a great job and that’s why this 

has been so smooth. 

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill No. 9, 

entitled Act to Amend the Pounds Act (2017)? Seeing none, 

we will proceed to clause-by-clause 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. 9, entitled Act to Amend the 

Pounds Act (2017), read and agreed to. 

Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title 
of Bill No. 9 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. 9, entitled Act to 

Amend the Pounds Act (2017), read and agreed to.  

Is there unanimous consent?  

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted. 

Clauses 1 to 23 deemed read and agreed to 

On Title 

Title agreed to 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Chair, I move that you report Bill 

No. 9, entitled Act to Amend the Pounds Act (2017), without 

amendment.  

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Pillai that the Chair 

report Bill No. 9, entitled Act to Amend the Pounds Act 

(2017), without amendment. 

Motion agreed to  

 

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is 

continuing general debate on Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes.  

 

Recess  

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order. 
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Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general 

debate on Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18. 

Mr. Cathers: When we were last in general debate on 

the budget, I did put a number of questions on record that I 

will allow the Premier to answer, but I am going to give him a 

couple of specific ones here that are prompted in part by the 

Public Accounts, now that we have just received the Public 

Accounts for 2016-17. They were tabled in this House on 

October 31. I am just going to ask him about the numbers 

contained in that and the current status at this point in the 

current fiscal year of where those comparable items would be 

at.  

I will begin on page 33 of the Public Accounts. I note that 

there was a significant reduction in the amount of government 

money held in treasury bills and GICs and an increase in term 

deposits compared to the previous fiscal year. I would ask the 

Premier, for the record, to note what the numbers were at the 

end of the last fiscal year and what the current status of those 

temporary investments is for government. How much money 

is currently being held in term deposits, treasury bills and 

GICs respectively? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: We will have to get back to the 

member opposite about that. That is a specific question for the 

departmental investment folks at Finance, so we will 

endeavour to get those numbers. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the Premier undertaking to 

get back with those numbers. 

I am going to ask him another one, again prompted by the 

Public Accounts. I will ask both what the number was at the 

end of the last fiscal year and what the current status of that is. 

Again, on page 33 of the consolidated financial statements for 

the fiscal year ending March 31, 2017, we see that the 

provincial debenture, which stood at $607,000 market value as 

of the previous year, in 2016, being reduced in the current 

fiscal year. Can the Premier tell me what that amount was at 

the end of the last fiscal year and what the current status is of 

that comparable line item at this point in the 2017-18 fiscal 

year? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, same answer — a current 

status would necessitate a conversation with that particular 

department upstairs, so we will endeavour to get those 

numbers to the member opposite. 

Mr. Cathers: I would appreciate the Premier getting 

back either later in debate if he is able to receive those items 

this afternoon or if he has to take more time than that, at the 

earliest opportunity. 

I get the sense from the Premier’s manner of response 

that he thinks I’m asking a very specific question, but the 

point I’m asking about is one that I think is very important for 

the Minister of Finance and this Legislative Assembly to be 

aware of and to consider, and that is what government is doing 

as far as its temporary investment portfolio. Those are 

substantial amounts of the government’s resources held in 

those areas and if the Finance minister is not engaging with 

senior officials to debate, develop and understand the 

investment policy in those areas, it does have the potential of 

running into problems if there are errors in those areas. 

Again, I am going to ask another question about the 

accounts receivable from Canada that showed at the end of the 

fiscal year — I believe the number was a little over 

$57 million in accounts receivable — almost $58 million in 

accounts receivable from Canada — at the end of the 2016-17 

fiscal year. 

Can the Premier tell me what the current status of that is 

and what the breakdown is of those accounts receivable from 

Canada? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: We are here prepared to talk about 

the supplementary budget and we are prepared to speak to the 

supplementary budget and we do know that there will be some 

background conversations and questions based upon the 

Public Accounts for sure — we get that. But specific 

questions about specific numbers in a current status report is 

just not something that we are going to be able to deliver here 

in the Legislative Assembly.  

So if the member opposite has a whole list of these as 

opposed to getting to his feet each time and asking for another 

thing — if he wants to send a list of the current line items 

from the Public Accounts information, we would be gladly 

tasked with responding to that.  

To answer his question about the term investment policy, 

we haven’t changed the short-term investment policy from the 

previous government. It is the same policy as before. I 

appreciate his warnings, but again we have not changed those 

principles. The same principle is there to protect our capital 

and that is the same policy that the government has been using 

for years, and we haven’t changed that policy. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer from the Premier. 

He seems to think that it’s an overly specific question, but I 

would like to point out that if the amount of money being 

talked about is very relevant to the supplementary budget — 

the amount of money at the end of the past fiscal year and the 

amount of money in the current fiscal year. I note that 

according to page 33 of the Public Accounts — I am 

referencing the specific number to aid the minister and staff in 

finding the right amount — we are talking about significant 

amounts of money. There is a very significant policy 

implications to how government handles it and a very 

significant risk if there are mistakes made in that area.  

I would note, for example, for the reference of Hansard 

and anyone listening on the radio or reading us in Hansard 

who is wondering why I am asking a question that the Premier 

has characterized as being a little too specific, if you look at 

page 33 of the Public Accounts for the last fiscal year, the 

amount of money being held in term deposits by the 

government was over $125 million. That is a pretty significant 

chunk of the government’s reserves. I do think it is reasonable 

to ask the Premier: Where is the money?  

It comes down to the same thing again in the area of 

treasury bills and GICs. Again, the reference is currently on 

page 33 of the Public Accounts. There is a reference to 

$87 million — almost $88 million. Again, I do think it is 
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relevant to this budget and the supplementary to ask what the 

current status is of a comparable line item at this point in the 

current fiscal year and also for information on what point in 

time the numbers that the Premier will hopefully cite relate to 

— whether they are related as of the current date of November 

6 or whether they are based on a period 4 variance report or 

what the status of that information is based on.  

So again, the amount receivable from Canada according 

to the Public Accounts as of the last fiscal year — again, we 

would like to know what it is at this current point in the 

current fiscal year — was showing almost $58 million due 

from the Government of Canada. We are wondering what the 

status of that is and have to ask the question that if this is a 

level of detail that the Premier isn’t going to be bothered with, 

I just am a little concerned about why the Premier in his 

capacity as Minister of Finance isn’t looking into the 

$125 million here and the $58 million here. Pretty soon, 

you’re starting to talk about real money. I would just again ask 

if we could get an update on that amount, and I will add one 

more thing to the list of questions. 

It appeared, based on the Public Accounts, that, as of the 

end of the last fiscal year, the Yukon government actually 

owed the federal government money for type 2 mine sites, 

which seemed a tad unusual since, under the devolution 

transfer agreement, the Yukon government is supposed to 

have the cost of that funded by the federal government 

pursuant to their obligations.  

So I would ask there: First of all, is that reference in the 

Public Accounts correct? What is the current status of that 

amount at this point in the fiscal year, and why are we seeing 

a situation where the federal government is usually supposed 

to be funding the territory instead of the other way around for 

these costs? Is this an adjustment based on a disagreement or 

an error that was made by the government? What is the 

explanation for that $6.6 million line item, and what is the 

current status at this point in the current fiscal year? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: We will endeavour to get those 

numbers back to the member opposite. He is asking for how 

much. When we’re talking about Canada, we’re talking about 

money coming in for taxes, we’re talking about money from 

the TFF, we’re talking about infrastructure funding, and we’re 

looking to provide him the accurate information that he is 

asking for. As of now, as of today, we don’t have that 

information here with us today, but we will get back to him 

with “how much”, with “for what” and “for which dates” in 

order to provide for him the most accurate information that 

he’s looking for. 

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate that undertaking and note, 

just doing the quick math on that amount, that collectively the 

amount I asked about from term deposits, treasury bills and 

GICs — based on the last, most recent information we have as 

shown in Public Accounts plus the accounts receivable from 

the federal government — added up to $125.9 million plus 

$87.9 million plus $58 million — that is $271.846 million. 

That’s why I do think that this is information that the Premier 

should look into and provide to the Legislative Assembly. 

In the future, I would suggest that it would be a good idea 

to be regularly apprised on these numbers because, if we’re 

talking about over one-quarter billion dollars and the Finance 

minister isn’t sure where the money is or how it’s being held, 

it does call into question the financial abilities of the Premier 

in his capacity as Minister of Finance and would beg the 

question of why he isn’t more aware of the current status of 

that. 

I’m going to ask him one question here that is coming 

directly out of a recent press release that the Premier issued 

relevant to the Public Accounts and the current fiscal 

situation. The Premier, in a press release issued on October 

31, 2017, made reference to $8-million worth of money being 

paid back. I will quote the exact section. There is a section of 

the press release that says: “In additional efforts to improve 

the financial future, $8 million was paid back in 2016-17.” 

My question for the Premier is: that $8 million — what 

was paid back?  

Is it a case of loans being retired or paid down? What is 

the breakdown of that $8 million? Which loans does it affect? 

Is it related to Yukon Development Corporation, to the Yukon 

Hospital Corporation, Yukon Housing Corporation or another 

area? Which specific loans were paid down if indeed this is a 

loan repayment and what is the breakdown of that $8-million 

amount? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, I don’t balance the 

chequebook of the government as the Minister of Finance. We 

do have a department that does that. We have very talented 

people in the Department of Finance who would endeavour to 

get those numbers back — those very specific numbers — that 

the member opposite is speaking to. 

With respect to a press release, $8 million is very vague 

— he didn’t really give me the title or the date — but I assume 

what he is talking about is the $8 million that was basically 

allocated to help pay down the Hospital Corporation’s 

mortgage. 

Mr. Cathers: I apologize — I thought by giving the 

date I was being specific enough on the press release. The 

press release is dated October 31, 2017. It was the Premier’s 

press release regarding Public Accounts and the $8 million — 

again the specific quote from it was: “In additional efforts 

to improve the financial future, $8 million was paid back in 

2016-17.” 

I will just give the Premier the opportunity — I 

understand he was, in his most recent response, not 100-

percent clear on the question I was asking. Now that I have 

clarified it and referenced the press release, can he confirm 

that $8 million was then paying down debts held by the 

Hospital Corporation and can he let me know whether it was 

one of their loans that was paid back or whether it was 

payment on more than one of their loans and what the total 

amount of each respective loan payment was under that 

$8 million? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, a very detailed question from 

the member opposite. He had an opportunity when the 

officials were here for the corporation — he could have asked 

— but yes, there were 10 payments made for that amount that 
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the member opposite cited, the specific details of which we 

don’t have here right now. Again, if this is what he would like 

us to get back to him, we will get back to him with the 

specific details of that $8 million. 

Sorry, my mistake — not 10 payments — the debt 

payments were payments on debt to the tune of $8 million to 

the Hospital Corporation. Sorry for the confusion, Mr. Chair. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the information that was 

provided by the Premier, but I do find it odd. When I’m 

asking a question about the supplementary budget and asking 

for the starting point of the fiscal year and a press release that 

the Premier issued less than a week ago — when I ask about 

one of the highlights from that press release that the Premier 

presumably signed off on — unless someone else signed off in 

his absence — I am actually quite surprised to hear in a press 

release that the Premier just issued less than a week ago that 

he is telling me that not only does he not know what the $8-

million amount referenced in the release he signed off on 

means, but seems to be a little bit put off by the question. 

If I can ask another question — if the Premier doesn’t 

know what the numbers in his press releases mean, I do have 

to ask: Why sign off on a press release if you can’t actually 

explain it? You are talking about $8 million, which for most 

people is quite a bit of money — if you can’t actually stand up 

in the House and say, “This is what the $8 million was for.” I 

believe the Premier has indicated that it was for hospital loans. 

Is he able to provide any more detailed information? Was it to 

one of the hospital’s previous loans for construction or 

building? Was it to more than one of those loans? What is the 

amount, respectively, for those loans? If the Premier doesn’t 

have that information, perhaps he could indicate why he 

issued a press release citing specific numbers that he is not in 

a position to speak to. 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Chair, I am not really sure who 

exactly the member opposite is trying to insult — me or my 

two officials from the department here. There are three of us 

here, and we don’t want to give false information. We want to 

make sure that the information that we give to the member 

opposite is the correct information. He is asking us very 

specific questions. Yes, $8 million does seem like a lot of 

money, but in a $1.3-billion budget, we don’t have the actual 

information for the member opposite here today to tell him 

whether or not it was one loan or for a multitude of loans. We 

will endeavour to get back to him. We will get that 

information as soon as possible. 

Mr. Cathers: I was not intending to be overly insulting 

to anyone. I want to make it very clear to the officials present 

as well as to anyone listening that I am certainly not insulting 

officials. There is only one name on the press release that the 

Premier signed off on, and that is the Premier’s. There is only 

one person quoted in the press release, and that is the Premier. 

It is a very relevant budget question for general debate, but 

also a question of what the Premier is doing in his capacity as 

Minister of Finance if he is signing off on a press release 

without understanding it. How can he be confident that the 

press release is accurate if he hasn’t made himself aware of 

the key details pertaining to it? Wouldn’t the Premier expect 

of all his ministers — but also of himself — that, before 

signing off on a release talking about $8 million here and 

there, there be due diligence done by the minister, because 

ultimately the Westminster parliamentary system is based on 

the principle of ministerial accountability and ministerial 

responsibility, not on passing the buck or saying that, really, 

officials are responsible. Ultimately, the buck stops at the 

minister’s desk, and we are talking about the Finance minister. 

I am not trying to be insulting toward the minister, but I am a 

little bit horrified that the minister cannot provide a 

breakdown on a number in a press release that he sent out less 

than a week ago.  

As we established when I asked about areas including 

where the government’s money is being held in terms 

deposits, treasury bills and GICs, provincial debenture and 

reference to the accounts receivable from Canada — all in all, 

totalling over one-quarter billion dollars — the Premier seems 

not to have a clue about the answer to that question.  

If we go back not that many years to 2002 — I guess 15 

years and a couple of days ago — when the Yukon Party was 

first elected to government and I at the time was a 

backbencher, but when we took office at that point in time the 

total annual budget of the territory was a little over a half-

billion dollars. If the Finance minister lost one-quarter billion 

dollars, it would have a really big impact on what programs 

the government could run. I just want to emphasize here that 

this question is not about whether there are officials in the 

government who know the answers to these questions. I’m 

sure there are. The question is both what the content is of that 

information and the Premier, hopefully being accountable to 

this Legislative Assembly and being transparent as he 

indicated during the election campaign he would be — I am 

asking the Premier, especially in his capacity as Minister of 

Finance, to be aware of the multi-million-dollar details that 

make up the budget, including the answer to where the status 

of over one-quarter billion dollars of the public’s money in 

accounts receivable is and how it has changed at this point in 

the fiscal year. I do think that these are very relevant questions 

for Yukoners.  

I’m going to ask the Premier again — I would like a 

breakdown of that $8-million item cited in his report and 

which hospital loans were paid down, including which ones 

were paid down earlier than the government was obliged to 

pay them down. 

I’m also going to ask a specific question related to 

another government corporation and the status of their 

borrowings, both the status at the end of the fiscal year and the 

current status. On page 57 of the Public Accounts for fiscal 

year ending March 31, 2017, there are references to the Yukon 

Development Corporation that says — and I quote: “… the 

Yukon Development Corporation had borrowings of 

$137,300,000 (2016 — $142,400,000)…” — again, that 

reference is on page 57. I would like to ask the Premier what 

the current status is of borrowings by Yukon Development 

Corporation. Is that number still at the $137,300,000 number 

referenced in the Public Accounts for the end of the fiscal year 
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or has it gone either up or down? If so, which? What’s the 

current number? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, we’ve answered the question 

as to what the $8 million was for. Specifically, it was for the 

Yukon Hospital Corporation and it was used to pay down the 

debt. 

But he’s asking some very specific questions and again 

the Minister of Finance doesn’t pay the bills. The Minister of 

Finance has a different role and we have great people in this 

department who do pay down those bills. The specifics as to 

whether it was one debt payment or two or three, we will 

endeavour to get that information back to the member 

opposite.  

I do appreciate the history lesson from the member 

opposite as well and his specific question for Yukon 

Development Corporation — again a great question for the 

Minister responsible for YDC, or to the department when they 

appear as a witness. We will endeavour to get that information 

for him as well. 

Mr. Cathers: I would thank the Premier for the answer 

if I had actually gotten one. The Premier is referring to these 

as very specific questions, but we’re talking again about a 

change in the last fiscal year of $5 million, and the borrowings 

of Yukon Development Corporation are included within the 

government’s total borrowing capacity. Knowing how much 

room the government has available under its debt cap is a very 

relevant question in my view. Again, I would ask the Premier 

about that.  

I would also add a couple of specific questions: What was 

the government’s long-term debt — the total borrowings — as 

of March 31, 2017? Has there been any increase or decrease to 

that long-term debt at this point in the current fiscal year? 

Again, I would ask him to note, if there has been a change, 

whether that number is based on a current date — i.e. this 

point in November — or based on an earlier period, such as 

the period 4 variance report. 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, being prepared for the 

supplementary budget debate — it would be great to finally 

get into that — and hearing some questions that are based on 

Public Accounts, we are kind of scrambling here a bit to 

answer Public Accounts questions. 

I wanted to do two things right now. I will beg the 

forgiveness of the member opposite and ask him to re-ask that 

last question. I would ask him a question back as well. When 

he is asking us for the specific breakdown of the $8 million, is 

he asking for more information than is in the Public Accounts 

already? If he turns to page 51, he might get the answers that 

he is looking for already. I know he is asking questions from 

page 20 or something in the Public Accounts, but I believe the 

information that he is looking for, if he just read the rest of the 

report, is available for him on page 51. If he can take a look at 

that, the full consolidated entities are all listed there — if that 

is the information he needs. Also, can he actually ask that 

question he just asked again? 

Mr. Cathers: I believe in my last question, I was just 

asking about what the long-term debt, the borrowings — and I 

will just reference page 51 of the Public Accounts, so that we 

are comparing apples to apples. The amount that shows up 

under total debt of the Government of Yukon as of the end of 

the 2016-17 fiscal year — that current amount as listed on 

page 51 shows as $193,522,000. 

I would just ask the Premier as well if there has been any 

increase or reduction to that total debt amount since the end of 

the fiscal year. What is its current status at this point in time?  

I will add one more question, which is just to ask the 

Premier if he can confirm whether the difference between 

$193,522,000 in total debt shown on page 51 of the Public 

Accounts as of March 31, 2017 is a reduction from the total 

debt as of the end of March 31, 2016, which at that point 

showed it at $201.558 million. I would ask if that $8 million 

that we are talking about in the Premier’s press release is 

responsible for that change in those total debt numbers as 

shown on page 51 of the Public Accounts. Just to recap, I 

would ask the Premier: Has there been any change since 

March 31, either increasing or decreasing that amount of total 

debt on the government’s books? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, asking for current status is 

going to take some work for sure, but to answer his question 

as far as the differential between the two numbers on page 51 

— between the $193.522 million figure and the 

$201.558-million figure — yes, that is the $8 million we 

speak of. This is debt paid back. The lion’s share, of course, is 

the Yukon Hospital Corporation. The breakdown is there for 

him to take a look at. If he is asking questions more specific 

than that, we would have to endeavour to get back to him.  

Again, we do not want to give misinformation now. If the 

member opposite is asking for current status updates as of 

today, that information would not be readily available at any 

time for a minister sitting here. It is something that we would 

have to look into and get back to him. But to answer his 

question: Yes, that is the $8 million that we speak of. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that answer from the 

minister. I think the Premier may have misunderstood me 

when I was asking about the current status of the debt 

numbers. I did ask what the current status was, but I also 

acknowledged that it is possible that the Premier would have 

to be relying on something like the period 4 variance report. It 

is my understanding — and I would appreciate it if the 

Premier could clarify if something has changed — that before 

entering into long-term debt, there is usually a requirement for 

a Management Board submission. So anything other than a 

reduction in that long-term debt, I would think, should be 

something that would require a Management Board 

submission, and hence the Premier should be aware of 

whether or not that debt had been increased.  

To drill right down to the nub of it again, I would 

appreciate the detail on that $8 million, including whether any 

of it was paid back earlier than the notes required them being 

paid back. If so, what was the total amount of that?  

I would also just ask the Premier, if he could, to provide 

us with the information. We have seen within this 

supplementary budget — and were advised by officials that 

there had been adjustment to the amount booked for pensions 

for the Yukon Hospital Corporation. We were advised at two 
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briefings — one at the Finance briefing and one at the 

Hospital Corporation briefing — of the reduction for the 

Hospital Corporation, which, based on what officials 

indicated, I understood to be a reduction of $1.22 million. 

Could the Premier confirm that number and indicate whether 

there has been any adjustment downward or upward to the 

amount booked for the college pension plan as a result of the 

changes made due to the federal order-in-council that was 

registered in June of this year and that allowed for a larger 

amount to be booked by a letter of credit, requiring less cash 

to be allocated toward the solvency situation of pension plans? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: In answer to the member opposite’s 

question, we’ll go with Education first. The pension solvency 

in Education was a reduction of $1,127,000 and for Health 

and Social Services pension solvency, there was a further 

reduction of $1,222,000.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer from the minister. 

That was a full answer to the question and appreciated.  

I would just note again that the issue of the Stewart-Keno 

transmission line was one that there has been some discussion 

of moving forward with. I understand it is, as the Premier 

might say, a question for YDC. But my question was with that 

project: Is the government still committed to moving forward 

with the Stewart-Keno transmission line project? If so, have 

they determined what the total cost will be? How much of that 

cost will be covered through any of the possible ways of 

financing it — either through cash by the government, a loan 

by the government to the corporation, the corporation itself 

borrowing money, or the corporation through YEC seeking to 

put it into the rate base? Can the Premier or perhaps the 

Minister responsible for the Yukon Development Corporation 

provide me with the information on what the current status of 

that picture is, including whether government has borrowed 

any money for it, loaned any money to the Yukon 

Development Corporation, or is planning on doing any one of 

those things?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: Again, a very specific question here 

in general debate on a supplementary budget — I don’t recall 

ever seeing a capital line for Keno in the supplementary 

budget, unless the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources 

knows something that I don’t.  

Of course, the last question — we gave him answers 

because it was pertinent to the information that we’re trying to 

debate here today, which is general debate of the 

supplementary budget.  

To answer the question in general about capital projects, 

whether it be in EMR or capital projects in Highways and 

Public Works or in Community Services, all of these capital 

plans are being considered but, in light of fiscal challenges, 

we are taking a look at these as a whole-of-government 

approach and taking a look at current pressures, things that 

weren’t committed from the last government, projects that 

were raring to go but didn’t go, or maybe the previous 

government really wanted to get done but didn’t get past the 

mark — there’s a lot of that.  

If we had a conversation about the net financial assets, we 

could talk about specifically the pressures on the government 

on projects that weren’t done by the previous government. But 

again, all capital plans are being considered in light of the 

fiscal challenges that we find ourselves in.  

If the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources wants to 

talk specifically about this transmission line, then he can 

speak now if that’s okay. Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Concerning the Stewart-Keno line at 

this particular time, we continue to endeavour and do due 

diligence on what model would be used potentially if this was 

a project that the government decided to support and move 

forward on. Certainly we’ve said in the Legislative Assembly 

on a number of occasions that we see the value of that 

particular piece of infrastructure — not just for the mining 

sector, but for the residents who would be positively affected 

by that. There continues to be a dialogue ongoing between 

resource companies in that particular area and Yukon Energy.  

Another important aspect of this is to do analysis of what 

this would mean to the ratepayer, taking into consideration if 

actually having a potential client from the Eagle project come 

online would actually reduce the impact to the ratepayer? So 

at this particular time, we continue to look at a series of 

different models on the project, whether that be some of the 

previous models that have been used to fund these types of 

projects or looking at federal infrastructure dollars that 

specifically would support grid infrastructure and taking into 

consideration that you would, in many cases, be using a very 

clean energy source to provide an industrial energy solution.  

So we continue to look through those options. No 

decisions have been made. I think, just to clarify some of the 

questions that have been touched upon — the state of Yukon 

Development Corporation is as we have found it. I’ll leave it 

at that.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer from the minister 

on that. I just would note for the Premier as well as for others 

that, in fact, within a supplementary budget, our 

understanding of the ability to debate departments is that it’s 

only new appropriations that are debated. So there are some 

departments which, to me, appear to include Yukon 

Development Corporation that don’t have the government 

requesting an additional amount in this budget in either O&M 

or capital and therefore, as a result, the only opportunity we 

have during Committee of the Whole debate to ask questions 

about that department is in general debate on the 

supplementary budget itself, which is why I asked that 

question at that point in time.  

I do appreciate the clarification from the minister and also 

I think missed mentioning the potential for federal funding of 

the Stewart-Keno transmission line inadvertently, and I thank 

the minister for correcting me on that. Again, I just would 

encourage the government to be aware of this project. I think 

this is something where there is potential, but as the minister 

alluded to, there is both an upside and a downside to this 

project. It’s one that, in my capacity as Official Opposition 

critic for Finance, I would encourage the government to look 

very carefully at all angles of this and be fully transparent 

with the Legislative Assembly and with the public about what 

it is looking at doing, why it’s looking at doing it, what the 
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options are — including if government has simply decided not 

to proceed with the project — and would encourage the 

Premier to give Yukoners the opportunity for input on that 

prior to any decisions that would take on any significant 

amount of new debt or add a substantial amount to the rate 

base. 

While of course — as the minister I’m sure knows and 

the Premier may know — people do have the opportunity to 

file for intervenor status if the Yukon Energy Corporation 

files a rate hearing in front of the Yukon Utilities Board. But 

while people do have the opportunity to do so, it’s also quite 

obvious that not many Yukoners do that and the concept of it 

does sound a little bit intimidating to a lot of people — the 

idea of filing for intervenor status — and there is not a 

insubstantial workload. It’s not nearly as accessible as 

allowing somebody the opportunity to comment, either 

through an online survey or other public engagement, but 

again the multi-million-dollar decisions that are made by 

government, especially the ones that affect tens of millions of 

dollars or consider taking on new debt, are something that are 

of concern to people.  

I think the Premier — I don’t think he answered the 

question, but if I missed his response, I would ask him to just 

to confirm that. If we look at the item, the total debt is listed 

on page 51 of the government’s consolidated financial 

statements of the Public Accounts. The total debt showing for 

the end of March 31, 2017 is $193,522,000. Can the Premier 

please confirm whether that’s the current status of that debt 

and, if not, whether it has gone up or down to the best of his 

knowledge? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: The numbers that are shown in the 

columns on page 51 — of course this is us paying back the 

debt up until March 31, as the member opposite knows.  

Since then, more payments of course have been made. 

The specifics of that — we would have to get back to him on 

that.  

Mr. Cathers: I just would note in fact that I know that 

the Premier seemed surprised that I’m asking questions about 

this, but I asked questions about this in the spring and I will 

put him on notice that he can expect that when we rise to 

debate the budget in the future, one of the questions I’m going 

to ask him frankly — and I believe is the job of every Official 

Opposition Finance critic to ask — is what the government’s 

current borrowings are and the status of that debt amount. The 

long-term debts that government has entered into — and 

before the Premier attempts to point fingers at the previous 

government, perhaps I would just note that in fact 

governments of every stripe in the territory have recognized at 

times that long-term debt is, in certain circumstances, 

something that needs to be taken on. 

However, there are many — myself included — within 

the Yukon who believe that government should enter into 

those long-term debts with very, very careful consideration 

and avoid adding areas that will add significantly to the 

interest costs for future legislative assemblies, future 

governments, future generations of Yukoners. The $8 million 

in debt that the Premier made reference to being paid down 

this year, certainly — while I look forward to seeing the detail 

on it, you are not often going to see me stand here, if ever, 

criticizing government for choosing to pay down debt and 

save interest costs, but I would note that these long-term debts 

are just one example of it. 

When we made reference to the decision made by the 

previous government to reduce the net financial assets — the 

cash in the bank — to pay down $27 million of a loan that the 

Hospital Corporation had for a previous project, that decision 

is one that did reduce the financial position of the territory in 

terms of the net financial assets, but — as noted by officials 

during testimony before the Public Accounts Committee in 

2013 — that decision saved the Hospital Corporation roughly 

$1 million a year in interest costs as a result of reducing the 

cash position to wipe out $27 million in debt. 

These types of things — the decision to enter into 

borrowings or to retire them and to pay them down, 

potentially at an earlier date than required — are, in my 

humble opinion, very important matters that not only the 

Minister of Finance should be aware of, in my opinion, on an 

ongoing basis — but they are able to speak to the key details 

of that. It is in fact something that I believe is very relevant for 

members of this Legislative Assembly to consider and that 

everyone should be aware of, just as the bottom line numbers 

on the total O&M costs of the budget or the total spending for 

the Department of Health and Social Services, for example, or 

the Department of Energy, Mines and Resources are debated 

here. We should be talking about what government is paying 

in terms of interest charges, and has the mortgage or the Visa 

bill been run up any higher than it was previously, just in the 

interests of the accountability and transparency of this 

Legislative Assembly, particularly when it comes to how 

future governments and future Legislative Assemblies will 

have been burdened with costs. 

I am going to ask another question that the Premier may 

consider to be fairly specific. I note that in the Premier’s press 

release — in talking about the government’s current financial 

position — the Premier has claimed that — I believe in his 

ministerial statement — the previous government didn’t 

properly account for the pension plan requirements of Yukon 

College and Yukon Hospital Corporation. I note that, in 

reviewing the Public Accounts, the Public Accounts tell a 

different story, which, according to the Public Accounts — as 

the Premier will see if he looks at them in perhaps a level of 

detail that he hasn’t read into it at this point — the current 

cash needs and solvency needs of the Hospital Corporation are 

based on an actuarial assessment that was done on December 

31, 2016, according to the Public Accounts.  

The hospital pension plan was done, according to Public 

Accounts — an actuarial assessment was done on 

June 30, 2016. I will ask the Premier a simple question: Are 

June 30, 2016, and December 31, 2016 before or after 

April 1, 2016? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Chair, I am not even going to 

entertain that.  

I will talk a bit here about the gross debt. As the member 

opposite is keenly aware when he is talking about paying 
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down some of that money, we are talking about $200 million 

of debt that the Yukon Party created. So I am glad that they 

put money toward that debt. It is great that they put that 

money toward it. But again, that is not all.  

When we are talking about our gross debt and we are 

talking about our net financial assets, we have to talk about 

how a government has a responsibility to tighten up its 

forecasts and tighten up the amount of projects that are left to 

linger. For example, the reason for the drop in the net 

financial assets — well, that is largely as a result of the 

acquisition of tangible capital assets. With respect to the 

current year, there are a number of projects that were initiated 

by the previous government that are still being completed. 

When you take a look at Whistle Bend, F.H. Collins, the 

magnetic resonance imaging — with Highways and Public 

Works, we have the Whitehorse airport terminal building, 

Drury Creek highway camp living complex — there is a 

whole list of projects and another $17.8 million allocated this 

year for the completion of projects.  

It is great for the member opposite to speak specifically 

about — when we are talking about the financial pressure that 

we are in — about the good work that his government did in 

paying off some of the loans that they created — that’s great. I 

agree that it’s a great idea to pay back the money that you 

borrow, but when he is talking again about the specifics — 

talking about the disclosure. The disclosure has always been 

made once per year. This has always been the trend. This has 

always been, from his government to our government — when 

we have the Public Accounts, that is when this disclosure is 

made. What a great process to go through. This year, being 

my first working with the Auditor General’s office — these 

numbers are succinct. These numbers tell the real truth — the 

final accounting of the last Yukon Party budget. We need to 

have that complete narrative when we are talking about net 

financial assets and where we are right now and the strains on 

us. We would love to start talking about moving forward, but 

every time that we have part of the picture being painted by 

the Member for Lake Laberge, we feel obligated to continue 

the narrative and show the bigger picture as well.  

As far as disclosure, he did ask a few different questions 

on this. That disclosure is always made once a year with the 

Public Accounts. The last figure that we have is on page 51, 

which is that $193.5 million on the total debt in 2017. We will 

absolutely give the member — because he is asking for it and 

because we are open and transparent. If he wants updates 

since then, we will give them to the member opposite.  

As far as his last ridiculous question, I am going to ask 

him if he could maybe ascertain what the point of his question 

is, and we will answer the question if there is a point. 

Mr. Cathers: What I would point out to the Premier is 

— as the Premier noted, he does not want to spend a lot of 

time talking about the past nor do I, but it is important to 

correct the record.  

I would note that the Premier has stated via ministerial 

statement, in press releases and in interviews that the previous 

government didn’t properly account for pension solvency 

issues at the hospital and the college. But, as shown by the 

Public Accounts, the actuarial assessments that came to light 

before the end of the 2016-17 fiscal year were after the 

government, the previous premier and Finance minister, 

tabled the budget. The new actuarial assessment of the college 

pension plan, according to Public Accounts, was information 

that government received on June 30, 2016. Hospital 

Corporation public accounts — according to the Public 

Accounts, that information is based on an actuarial assessment 

done on December 31, 2016.  

New information arose within the fiscal year. The 

Premier chose to phrase that and frame it as the previous 

government not properly accounting for costs at those 

corporation rather than noting, as he should have, that new 

information came to light based on actuarial evaluations. 

Then we see a situation here where the Premier blamed 

the former Finance minister for needing to book $3.5 million 

in additional pension plan costs for the Hospital Corporation 

in the 2016-17 fiscal year and an additional half-million 

dollars for the college. In fact, what we saw is that 

government booked $4 million in cash for those two 

corporations in the 2016-17 fiscal year and then reduced that 

booking in the current fiscal year, according to information 

that the Premier acknowledged earlier in our debate, by in 

excess of $2.3 million. So while presenting it as, “The 

previous Premier left me with a $4-million bill unpaid” and 

asserting that the Premier should have known about it, if the 

Premier were reading his own Public Accounts, he would see 

that the new actuarial evaluation of both of those corporations 

happened well after the budget — and in one case, after the 

change in government — and, in fact, acknowledge the fact to 

the public instead of what we would call thoroughly taking the 

Liberal spin machine to it and acknowledge the fact that the 

government booked $4 million in cash for those two pension 

plan solvency issues in the 2016-17 fiscal year and then un-

booked $2.3 million of that amount for those two corporations 

in the current fiscal year as a result of the change they knew 

was coming to the federal regulation related to the amount of 

cash that had to be booked for pension plans.  

So again, a very relevant point in correcting where they 

started out and also providing the opportunity for the Premier, 

if he had not read the details, to perhaps consider correcting 

the record in this House and apologizing to the former Finance 

minister for his past mischaracterizations of the fiscal 

situation.  

Hon. Mr. Silver: Just for context — this is a 

complicated issue. We view that the pension plans are an 

integral part of the employment compensation, and the 

2016-17 budget demonstrates the government’s commitment 

to a principle by providing the Yukon College that money up 

front — $1.9 million to the Yukon College and $3.6 million 

for the Yukon Hospital Corporation for their annual pension 

solvency needs.  

Additionally, our government provides additional support 

by guaranteed letters of credit for those two pension plan 

solvency funding obligations. I will get back to why that’s an 

important piece in a second.  
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The big difference here is that the Yukon Party did not 

budget for a known cost. That known cost is the pension 

solvency. They didn’t put that in their mains, so that’s what 

we’re talking about. It’s a known cost, but yet in the budget 

for that year it didn’t show up in the mains. It’s very 

straightforward. The member opposite can slide back and 

forth as much as he wants on this but that’s it. We did. Our 

government put it in our main estimates and we reduced it 

now because the feds also changed the rules. That’s that piece 

about the letters of credit — how much credit is allowed to be 

up front. We’re very pleased with the change from Ottawa in 

how much line of credit can be given as opposed to cash.  

This is unbooked because of the rule changes. We didn’t 

know that relief was coming by the time of the budget, but 

again, we know it was a known cost. We put those known 

costs up front and that’s the type of financial accountability 

you will be seeing from this side of the House moving 

forward. 

Mr. Cathers: The thing about that — again the Premier 

may wish to correct himself — is in fact that the Premier just 

stated again that the previous government knew of these costs 

when in fact the Public Accounts that he signed off on that are 

tabled in the Legislative Assembly at the end of the last fiscal 

year show that the actuarial evaluations for the hospital and 

college pension plans were done on dates after this House 

debated the mains for 2016-17 — new information, new 

adjustments.  

The Premier has chosen to, rather than acknowledging 

that new information came to light, blame the previous 

Finance minister and blame the previous government. While 

the Yukon government was one of the governments across the 

country lobbying the federal government to change the 

regulations to allow them to book additional amounts for 

government corps through a letter of credit, the Premier just 

stood here and said that he didn’t know that at the start of this 

financial year that this relief was coming. He may not have 

had it confirmed, but they certainly would have had an idea 

that this amount was coming.  

Again, I would point out that it’s a perfectly legal but 

somewhat misleading accounting choice to book $3.5 million 

in cash for the Hospital Corporation pension and a half-

million dollars for the college in 2016-17 and then unbook 

$2.3 million of that this fiscal year and then try to blame the 

former Finance minister. The Premier is probably not going to 

correct himself on that, though he should. 

I’m going to move on to other areas and just ask the 

Premier within the government about the total number of 

positions including the 202 new full-time equivalent positions, 

some within the Department of Finance and some throughout 

government, that were created by the Premier this fiscal year. 

How many of those positions are currently vacant and are 

there any expected lapses in personnel dollars this fiscal year?  

Another general budget question I would ask the Premier 

is that we have noted that the Minister of Education is lapsing 

over $10 million in capital budget contained in this current 

supplementary estimate, even though for some reason she was 

either unwilling or unable to answer that question in Question 

Period, so I would ask the Premier, both as the Premier and 

leader of the government and in his capacity as Finance 

minister this: Other than the $10.2 million in capital spending 

that is projected to be lapsing for the Department of 

Education, is he aware of any other significant capital lapses 

anticipated within any of the government departments this 

year? In case he missed the question while he was conferring 

with officials, how many of the government positions are 

currently vacant and are there expected lapses in personnel 

this fiscal year? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Interesting tactic — we have two 

questions here. I am going to start with the first one. We will 

go back to statements made about pension solvency before I 

pivot off to the capital question. 

Mr. Chair, this isn’t rocket science. These are estimates. 

Every year, what a government does — and the member 

opposite knows this — they know that the costs are coming, 

such as pension solvency, and if nothing else changes — if 

there are no new rules from the feds — then you have a really 

good understanding of what money should be booked for that, 

absolutely, if the key interest rates don’t change, for example, 

or if the Bank of Canada is not changing their interest rates, 

for example, and if there are no changes to the way that the 

feds need that money to be collected, for example. 

When we went to Ottawa with the briefing notes from the 

Department of Finance — from IGR — I imagine they would 

be the exact same ones the Yukon Party brought to Ottawa 

year after year to say: “Please, can we get more in the line of 

credit so that we don’t put up cash for these two institutions 

that clearly are not going to go bankrupt or have to get all of 

their public servants now to finally get into pensions.” So that 

is the conversation that we have had with Minister Morneau. 

I’m sure that this is the conversation that the previous Minister 

of Finance had with the ministers in previous governments. If 

the member opposite is saying that I should have predicted the 

future that finally Ottawa was going to change that rule and 

give us a little bit more credit, it would have been great. I 

don’t have that power, Mr. Chair. 

Again, estimates are based upon past knowledge and this 

government would do the best job for the taxpayer if we put 

that money up front into the main estimates. I believe that is a 

good step. When changes happen, well, it’s great. We actually 

are allowed to put less money in cash and more money into 

credit for these institutions that are not going to go belly-up in 

one year. It’s a great conversation and I’m sure that the 

previous Minister of Finance did the exact same due diligence 

when it was his turn to go to Ottawa and to ask for relief in 

these pension insolvencies. I have seen the briefing notes — I 

use them myself — from the departments. Nothing I imagine 

changed too much in that ask because it was an ask, not only 

just from us, but other jurisdictions in Canada as well. So it 

was great to see Ottawa did change that and allowed more of 

that to be in the form of a line of credit and that’s great for our 

bottom line.  

It is great for the taxpayers of Yukon and we are happy 

with the change. To think that this would be the year that 

finally Ottawa is going to get it — I mean that would be an 



1510 HANSARD November 6, 2017 

 

ability to move into the future and see what they are going to 

do. We can’t do that, so if I had that ability, then I would 

apologize to the previous Finance minister. 

On the second question about lapses — we have a couple 

of different ones here as far as what we are expecting. Here 

are the numbers on lapses. When it comes to capital in 

Education, we have the F.H. Collins replacement. Finishing 

that work outside the new facility that was due to site 

contamination — that lapse is just under $1 million. It is 

$998,000. Then we have the new track as well. The Education 

track, which is a recreation site, is also delayed due to the site 

contamination — $2 million. The francophone secondary 

school delay was also due to site contamination — 

$7.250 million. All we know are the numbers that are in the 

supplementary estimates. 

Moving on past that to answer the member opposite’s 

question, we have Yukon Housing Corporation investments in 

affordable housing. There is a total number of $8.95 million in 

housing timing issues here. I will go through those one by one 

for the member opposite. We have investments in affordable 

housing deferred contributions for programming under the 

victims of violence emergency repair program and affordable 

housing rental construction program to a future year, which is 

coinciding with the application and anticipated completions of 

projects. That is to the tune of $2.55 million. We also have the 

same Yukon Housing Corporation investments in affordable 

housing deferred for First Nation housing partnership 

contributions to a future year, which is $1.5 million. There is 

also Yukon Housing Corporation in the same investment in 

affordable housing deferred contributions to non-seniors 

housing construction in Whitehorse to a future year of 

$2.7 million, as noted. The final one is also a Yukon Housing 

Corporation investment in affordable housing deferred seniors 

housing construction in Carmacks to a future year, which is 

$1.2 million. If the member wants to have a conversation 

specifically with the Minister responsible for Yukon Housing 

Corporation on this issue, we would absolutely entertain that. 

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 continuing general 

debate on Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18.  

Mr. Cathers: Just in resuming — I’m not going to 

spend too much more time discussing the pension plan 

bookings and only brought them up today as they relate to 

statements that the Premier continues to make about the 

current status of the fiscal situation and the supplementary 

estimates that we’re currently debating. 

I just think it’s important to note for the record that the 

Premier has indicated that he didn’t know a change to federal 

regulations was coming and in that case I don’t know what the 

Premier knew and when, so I will have to take him at his 

undertaking that perhaps he was not aware that the federal 

government was going to make that change. 

I would note that the Premier should be able to look at the 

fact that the actuarial evaluations of the solvency needs of the 

hospital and the college both changed materially and 

significantly, as shown in the Public Accounts at their most 

recent actuarial evaluations, which as shown in Public 

Accounts was respectively for those areas. In the one case, it 

was in June 2016 and the other in December 2016. Both were 

well after the start of the fiscal year and one in fact was after 

the Premier took office. 

I would just note that, unless the Premier wishes to 

provide more comment on this, I think we’ve established the 

fact that the government booked $4 million in the 2016-17 

fiscal year based on new information, which came forward 

from the actuaries relevant to those two corporations. They 

then booked $4 million, which they attempted to blame on the 

former premier even though that information came in after the 

fact based on new actuarial evaluations. They then 

subsequently decreased that amount by $2.3 million this fiscal 

year. 

I would just encourage the Premier to be a little more 

reflective of the actual facts of the timing around bookings 

and the government’s fiscal situation when he’s talking about 

this number in the future. I think that as we have more time to 

go through the Public Accounts, we can deconstruct the deficit 

that he claims was there from $5.4 million, which had been 

reduced by $2.3 million, and I think we can set the record 

straight on the others as well as we get additional answers 

hopefully from the government. 

May I ask about a few of the global numbers — for lack 

of a better term — the overall corporate numbers within 

government? The reason I’m asking is that, again the Premier 

seems to have a trend of either saying that I’m asking too 

specific questions, which is mostly what he indicates, or that 

I’m not asking a specific enough question. We’re asking the 

questions that we hear from Yukoners and that we believe we 

have an obligation to ask due to our responsibility as the 

Official Opposition in holding the government to account, 

including getting information so that not only we can debate it 

with government, but for members of the public who want a 

little more of a breakdown than the Public Accounts. Not 

everyone can easily read a balance sheet for the highlights. 

We are trying to help in the interest of good public 

information to provide that information to Yukoners and 

would hope that the Premier and his colleagues, in keeping 

with their commitments around transparency to Yukoners, 

would be willing to provide it.  

I would again just briefly make reference to the fact that 

we were critical in the spring of the change that was made to 

the budget to strip the budget highlights down from 11 pages 

of highlights to a mere four and was much heavier with 

pictures. I would sincerely encourage the Premier to correct 

that in the next budget that is tabled. 

What I want to move to now is to just ask the Premier 

about some of the overall costs contained within the budget 
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and the current supplementary estimates. What is the total cost 

of transfers by government either through contribution 

agreement or direct awarded contract or some other movement 

of money to First Nations and municipalities? I’m talking 

about outside of the gas tax money and the Building Canada 

projects, which are specific agreements, so aside from the gas 

tax money which is specifically allocated and the Building 

Canada, which is typically debated. Can the Premier tell us 

what the total operational transfer to other levels of 

government within the territory is? If not, will he commit to 

getting back to me with that information just in the interest of 

transparency to Yukoners, especially considering the 

Premier’s comments and narrative about the public making 

choices around their finances? I think it’s important that the 

Premier put on record in this Legislative Assembly how much 

money the Yukon government is giving to other levels of 

government and why it’s doing so.  

Again, before the Premier responds, as I think he might, I 

want to note that I’m not saying that to criticize those 

transfers. I am simply contending that the public has a right to 

that information so that Yukoners can make their own 

decisions about the respective merits and downsides of those 

transfers to First Nation governments and municipal 

governments.  

Hon. Mr. Silver: There was a lot of preamble in that 

before we got to a specific question and so a couple of 

different points — I’m not necessarily criticizing the member 

opposite as far as how much information he wants this time.  

I’m just giving him what we know and what, in previous 

years, would have been the information. Again, I’m here with 

members of the Department of Finance and we’re 

endeavouring to give him the specific answers. 

He asked some specific questions about our borrowing — 

the $8 million specifically — asking for more information. I 

think all the information is there for him. If he wants more 

than what is on page 5, on page 49 there is a further 

breakdown of those numbers. If he wants to take a look at the 

borrowings, Yukon Hospital Corporation, Yukon Housing 

Corporation — Housing Corporation, Hospital Corporation — 

it is all listed here. Again, we’re going to give him the 

information he is asking for and not criticizing him as far as 

the content. We’re just saying we can’t give you outside of the 

Public Accounts — the one time of year when all of this 

information succinctly gets tallied as a succinct number. That 

is the budgeting process that has been happening forever in 

the Yukon. There is a difference between estimates and 

actuals. He is asking for actuals right now and we will give 

him that information, but again, he is looking for those precise 

amounts. Sure — no criticism of that — we will give it to 

him. He is going to have to bear with us that we are not going 

to necessarily have that information with us right now. 

We do hear him criticizing the new approach in how we 

do our financial accounting and the pictures. He keeps talking 

about “those pictures” and all he sees different is this year we 

have some coloured-in pictures or something like that, but 

really there is more to it. We’re working specifically on 

improvements to our budgeting accuracy. That is what we are 

doing on this side. 

As you know, Mr. Chair, this year’s report from the 

C.D. Howe Institute concluded that the Yukon government 

has the worst record in the country on accuracy of budget 

projections. In its examination of budgets at the federal, 

provincial and territorial level over the last 15 years, Yukon 

ranked 14
th

 along with Nunavut. We also scored very low on 

accuracy of revenue projections — 10 out of 14. Our 

government is already taking steps designed to improve the 

accuracy of those budgets. When the member opposite sees 

that we just changed things to pictures, there is a lot more to 

that story, so I do feel obligated when he brings those things 

up to paint the rest of that picture. 

This year, the economic outlook produced by the Yukon 

government incorporates the changes in the public spending 

— information that has been missed until now. This 

integration of economic and fiscal forecasting with budget 

planning means that we are going to be developing budgets 

with the best information available at that time, and that is 

important to Yukoners. Our budget is also going to focus on 

achievements of outcomes, as opposed to lists of money spent 

or assets that are required. 

This year’s main estimates represent our government’s 

fiscal priorities, supplementary estimates — this is a change as 

well — mechanisms for making mid-year adjustments to 

overall budget plans contained in the main estimates as 

opposed to a second budgetary exercise, trying to keep it to 

those things that couldn’t be accounted for. I think that, 

Mr. Chair, people will agree with us that by taking this 

approach to this year’s supplementary estimate, it’s working 

because this year’s estimate was the lowest in many years. 

We are also doing improvements to the capital planning 

piece as well. Capital projects come with a price tag that goes 

well beyond the initial spending of the building of those 

capital projects. We have heard the member opposite talk 

about how calculating the O&M costs for Whistle Bend is 

maybe something that his previous government didn’t think 

we should have done because those costs would have been so 

far in the future. We are going to disagree with that. Going 

forward, capital projects will not just be based on the price of 

building the project, but also the price of the maintenance and 

the cost of operating the programs associated with the capital 

builds. That makes sense to us. More planning on capital 

builds means having more ability to influence the O&M costs 

of services that are going to go into these beautiful buildings. 

Capital investment will be made with a focus on delivering 

services to Yukon’s needs. That is important. Of course, there 

has to be lots of flexibility at the planning stage to consider all 

viable options and to ensure that the projects are going to meet 

the community’s and government’s goals — and Yukoners’ 

needs, most importantly — while still ensuring that capital 

investments are affordable and sustainable over a long term. 

In our opinion, that includes the forecasting costs to operate 

these buildings.  

We are putting more rigour into our capital planning. This 

includes planning with the capacity to deliver. This will avoid 
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past practices where very large capital lapses and revotes have 

led to fewer resources to meet those current needs as well. 

That is an important piece of changes. It is not just changes of 

picture graphics as the member opposite would have you 

believe.  

There will always be unforeseen events that will delay 

capital spends, and we plan to minimize that as well. To have 

a focused, five-year plan that is flexible and able to move, I 

think that makes a lot of sense to Yukoners. That predictable 

five-year plan will be a key figure for the 2018-19 budget as 

we continue to change and to move into a new way of fiscal 

planning and budget accuracy. 

Identifying projects over a five-year plan period enables 

our ability to plan in general. It allows us time over the 

planning period for greater transparency and opportunities for 

input as well and to collaborate with First Nation 

governments, municipalities, communities, Yukon businesses 

and others. I just want to touch base on that. Every time we 

hear that the big change from this government was pictures, 

we will respectfully disagree with the member opposite. There 

is a lot more to it when it comes to improvements on the 

capital planning and also improvements to the budget 

accuracy as well. 

With regard to the transfers to other levels of government, 

we will get the information that the member opposite wants. 

But our budgets are not broken out that way, and the member 

opposite knows that. He has spent a lot of time over here on 

this side, but we will be willing to get that information to the 

member opposite. 

I am sure I will be corrected if I am wrong, but I believe I 

did answer the members opposite’s questions. 

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answers that were 

received, although not all of the narrative around them. I 

would just note for the minister — and I do appreciate that he 

has provided an undertaking to get back with additional 

information on the loans paid down and the breakdown of that 

— that I have read and am looking right now at pages 49 and 

51 in the Public Accounts, as well as page 50. While there is 

detail shown on the breakdown of the loans by corporation, as 

well as their total amount, it doesn’t answer some of the 

questions — like I asked the member — of whether any had 

been paid down earlier than they were required to be as part of 

the $8-million reduction, or whether there was a choice to 

speed up payment or pay down interest earlier than their 

maturity date.  

Again, I want to note that I’m not saying that is a bad 

decision if that choice was made — simply that if that 

decision was made, it is information that does reflect to what 

extent government’s costs for the 2016-17 fiscal year were 

based on forced growth versus discretionary decisions to pay 

down debt and try to blame the previous Finance minister for 

the fiscal cupboard allegedly being bare for that fiscal year.  

I would also note that one of the reasons I am very 

interested in the amounts of those loans and those borrowings 

is that, if you look into the detail of the borrowings by 

corporation, as shown in Public Accounts — as the minister 

may see in looking at it, it does indicate that some of the 

Yukon Housing Corporation loans, in particular, have fairly 

high interest rates compared to current market rates.  

Once we have a little more breakdown on some of this 

information, one question that we’ll be asking — and I would, 

in fact, encourage the Premier and the Department of Finance 

to look into, along with the responsible departments and 

ministers, if they haven’t already done so — is whether there 

is the ability to convert some of those borrowings into lower 

interest loan vehicles and whatever the method for that would 

be — again, understanding that, for some of them, there may 

be a penalty for doing so that might make it non-viable. In 

looking at the references to the Housing Corporation’s loans 

with CMHC and chartered banks, as indicated in the Public 

Accounts, it notes that the fixed interest rates range from 

1.01 percent — which, of course, is a very low interest rate — 

to 12.5 percent in one case. For another of the group of loans 

from Yukon Housing Corporation payable to chartered banks 

and CMHC, respectively, it references fixed interest rates 

ranging from five percent to 9.88 percent. Again, five percent 

is lower than what I think government would currently get 

going to the market or a government corporation would get, 

and 9.88 percent is significantly high.  

I am not going to spend a lot more time on that specific 

area today, but I just want to point to that and note that, in 

saying that, the Premier seems to be misinterpreting my line 

of questioning or thinking it is somehow getting into a level of 

detail that is inappropriate. My view, as Finance critic, is that 

these areas are something that the Minister of Finance should, 

in his role both as Finance minister and as Premier — and as 

part of the whole-of-government approach that they like to 

talk about so much — be ensuring that government 

departments and government corporations and their respective 

ministers and staff are taking a look at whether the long-term 

borrowings of the Government of Yukon can be reduced, or 

the interest rates reduced, through a change that allows them a 

lower interest rate. I point out that those types of things are 

not without precedent.  

I appreciate his undertaking to get back to me on the 

transfers to First Nations and municipalities. I agree that the 

minister is correct in noting that those are typically shown 

within individual departments, but I think that overall 

breakdown — I don’t know if the current government receives 

the community-by-community breakdown that has been 

provided in the past, but we would appreciate them 

undertaking to provide a community-by-community 

breakdown of their capital and O&M spending and table it in 

the House. In that case, with O&M spending, I am not 

referring to the spending on the cost of operating the nursing 

station in Mayo or Carmacks, and those types of things. I am 

talking about more of the operational level transfer to 

municipalities, the breakdown on, for example, the cost of 

providing transport for recycling materials within the 

individual regions of the territory. Specifically, since 

government has put the focus on asking Yukoners to provide 

comments on how to address the government’s financial 

pressures, this information and that transparency about the 

transfers to other levels of governments is something that I 
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think is in the interest of this Legislative Assembly in 

receiving and in the interest of all Yukoners having that 

information.  

I would also ask the minister this afternoon — or at a 

later date if he does not have the information — to provide us 

with information on the total cost of funding for things like 

projects and capacity building to other levels of government, 

including First Nations, municipalities, Council of Yukon 

First Nations and Kaska Dena Council, which are 

organizations representing governments but not governments 

themselves.  

Moving on to another area, I would also just return to 

noting that the minister, in making reference to the 

supplementary estimates and patting himself on the back — 

for lack of a better and not unparliamentary term — I would 

note that the Premier noted that this is the lowest 

supplementary budget in recent years, but what was missed 

from that — and I think it’s important to lay out the public 

record for all Yukoners who are interested in the 

government’s finances or providing comments — is that by 

changing the timing of the Sitting from what it has been more 

historically, we were advised by officials that government is 

now no longer basing the supplementary estimates on the 

period 5 variance report, but has changed it to period 4. 

Changes to your finances based on four months of the fiscal 

year are materially and substantially different than doing it 

based on five months. 

It is also interesting — the Premier made reference to 

five-year capital planning and seemed to be unaware that the 

government has been doing five-year capital plans for some 

time. Perhaps he would like to correct that or clarify his 

remarks.  

Also, with reference to the operational costs of Whistle 

Bend, the Premier seemed to be indicating that I was saying 

governments shouldn’t budget for costs at the end of their 

lifespan, but in fact I would correct the record and remind the 

member what we said that was that while the Premier has 

pointed to the government’s current estimated annual 

operational costs of the Whistle Bend continuing care facility 

at $36 million once it is fully in operation, based on the most 

recent information we have received from the Premier and 

ministers in the Assembly, the government is not planning on 

having that facility fully in operation until the end of the 

mandate. So trying to blame and trying to point to the decision 

to spend down over $80 million of cash in the bank this fiscal 

year — you can’t say that $36 million is part of that $80-

million number because, in fact, only a rather comparatively 

minor amount is being spent on recruitment this fiscal year for 

that facility. 

Also, the Minister of Health and Social Services made 

reference earlier in this Assembly in this current Sitting in 

debate to making changes to the operational scope at the 

Whistle Bend continuing care facility. I would be interested in 

hearing what the changes in scope that the Minister of Health 

and Social Services told us about, but did not describe in 

detail — what those changes were and how much of an effect 

on that total O&M number those changes had. 

Secondly — again related to the government’s overall 

fiscal picture showing the supplementary budget — the 

minister also made reference to making changes to the 

relationship and agreement with the Salvation Army and 

appeared to be saying it was increased O&M funding on an 

ongoing basis. I would appreciate, as well, hearing how much 

that is going to be adding to the government’s costs over the 

next five years. 

Also — one last thing in that housing-related area — if 

we could get some clarification based on the Premier’s 

comments in the House and the supplementary budget — it 

appears that there is a reduction in the budget because of the 

River Bend facility project that was just opened being 

delayed, which was what I believe the Premier told us earlier 

and in fact what we heard from the development corporation. I 

apologize, I can’t pronounce their name as well as I should be 

able to. They told us that they are in fact about a year ahead of 

schedule. 

Could the Premier clarify: Did he misspeak earlier or did 

we misinterpret his remarks? If not, can he explain why it 

appears that the budget is showing a reduction in O&M 

money and deferring those costs to future years for assisting 

with that project, whereas the project itself is actually about a 

year ahead of schedule? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Lots of questions there to unpack — 

let’s go back to the rates for the Hospital Corporation. 

We’re always looking to save money. The rates that the 

member opposite sees today for that particular year are very 

similar to previous years. It’s not like this is a spike. When 

you go from low one-percent rates all the way up to almost 

10 percent, it does seem like a large number.  

Just to alleviate the nerves of the member opposite, this 

isn’t a big spike in the status quo of that rate — of those 

borrowing rates — but we will also always double-check to 

take a look to see if we have the best rates possible and if that 

is the best we can do, of course taking into consideration that 

changing midstream could affect us through penalties as well. 

As far as that goes, these are the rates of doing business that 

we’ve been seeing over a longer term trend than just this 

Public Accounts, and we would agree with the member 

opposite — always look to save money. We always double- 

check to make sure those rates are the best that we can do for 

the taxpayers. 

From that also, talking about other levels of government 

and NGOs as far as our core funding requests, we will 

disclose where we can. There are areas, as the member 

opposite knows, where we would be breaching confidentiality, 

so if there are areas where we can disclose the core funding 

requests to other levels of governments and NGOs, then we 

will endeavour to do so.  

Period 4 versus period 5 variance reports — what we’re 

doing is we’re trying to make sure that we have the ability to 

check early and to check often, and that’s exactly what we’re 

doing. If you check earlier, then you have the ability to change 

course if necessary — if that’s necessitated. I guess what we 

will see over the next five years is whether or not these 

changes bear fruit — whether or not these changes mean that 
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we have better budgeting accuracy. If we can continue the 

trend of having smaller supplementary budgets that are used 

for extenuating circumstances or types of finances that we 

weren’t anticipating to begin with, we believe that this is a 

smart endeavour.  

I would love to take credit for it, but again this is working 

with the Department of Finance and I believe that this team — 

the Department of Finance — has Yukon’s best at stake when 

they make their decisions and they are also taxpayers here as 

well. The suggestion to turn to period 4 when it went through 

the process of Cabinet and caucus debates and conversations 

is something that we completely agree with, believe in and 

have implemented, and we will take the responsibility for it if 

it doesn’t pan out. Being able to check early — that gives us 

more ability to be flexible and to pivot if necessary. 

One of the last questions asked by the member opposite 

was about the Da Daghay Development Corporation from 

Ta’an Kwäch’än Council. The member opposite is correct in 

the fact that the physical building from Ta’an Kwäch’än came 

out when they said it was going to come out, but when they 

need the money from us, that was delayed. That was delayed 

and it will not be until next year. 

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the information that the 

minister has provided. I am going to move on to a few other 

questions here.  

I just want to note for the record and for those listening 

and reading this is that one thing that is important to keep in 

mind when we are debating the finances is — if you look at 

page 4 of the Public Accounts showing the fiscal year ended 

March 31, there has been a narrative built up by government 

that expenditures were exceeding the revenues. In fact, if you 

look at the trend shown in the chart on page 4, from 2008-09, 

2010-11, 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15, 2015-16, 

2016-17, it will show that in 2011 — the final numbers as 

shown in the audited Public Accounts — the blue line 

showing total revenues was about equal to the purple line 

showing total expenses. In 2010, expenses exceeded revenues, 

but in fact for the other years, including the year ending in 

2017, the total revenues exceed total expenses as according to 

Public Accounts. In fact, it should be noted as well, while we 

are on the subject, that the change in net financial assets over 

the years as shown on page 5 shows that net financial assets 

declined from 2008 to 2011, and then increased from 2012 to 

a high point in 2015. Then some of those adjustments that 

have been made since then were due to cash contributions — 

examples given like the Hospital Corporation of roughly 

$22 million per year to build the ER and so on.  

Moving on to another specific area in this year’s budget 

— but it is one that relates to the Premier’s home town and to 

the total number of full-time equivalent positions on the 

government books — we understand that in the Department of 

Health and Social Services, there has been the addition of five 

people who were previously privately employed by the doctor 

through the medical practice in Dawson and that through 

changes that occurred — and I understand there have been 

some changes there due to the personal circumstances and, I 

believe a retirement of the long-time doctor there. But it is our 

understanding that there have been new positions brought on 

that are now employed within Community Nursing. Can the 

Premier confirm the total number of FTEs as a result of that 

decision? Also, can he confirm whether that number is 

included in the 202 new FTE-position count that he gave us in 

the spring or on top of it? I would also go to a question that I 

actually made the Premier aware of back in September, and 

that is about concerns that we have heard from Yukoners 

about the growth of costs of the administration of the Access 

to Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the Health 

Information Privacy and Management Act. We are looking for 

the information from government.  

We have heard — and we believe it warrants asking the 

question — that costs have gone up on the government side. 

We have the information from the side of the Information and 

Privacy Commissioner and are satisfied with that. But on the 

government side, we’ve heard that administration costs are 

going up related to both of those acts. We have heard that 

there has been an increased cost in legal costs both due to staff 

time at the Department of Justice and outside contracting, and 

we have heard that this may be affecting a number of 

departments and corporations.  

Again, I would note, in stating that, that this is 

information that we’ve heard that we believe warrants us 

looking into it. If the Premier can demonstrate that what 

we’ve heard is not correct, then we will certainly take the 

information presented. But when we hear concerns from 

Yukoners coming forward who believe that those costs are 

increasing due to the increased costs of administration — 

whether that be through government refusing to respond to 

information requests, or Cabinet perhaps downloading duties 

previously done within the Cabinet office to departments, or 

whatever the cause may be. There are a number of potential 

sources, but we are after the overall cost of both ATIPP and 

HIPMA, including the number of positions broken down by 

department and corporation that are allocated within each 

entity to managing either ATIPP or HIPMA, and information 

on the total costs.  

One of the many reasons that is relevant is that — when 

the Premier was talking about financial challenges and 

looking for ways to reduce the growth of government 

spending or talking about new taxes such as the sales tax that 

government appears to either have decided to implement or 

certainly very carefully is not rolling out, several members of 

the government caucus extolled the virtues of consumption-

based taxes, which made it sound to us like they were leaning 

toward that model or seriously considering it. When 

government is talking about increased taxes, increased fees, 

and asking Yukoners to provide information on what they 

think government should do to manage the finances, it 

becomes very relevant about whether government is spending 

increased resources in, effectively, different parts of 

government administering legislation and perhaps disputing 

with each other, as we’ve heard asserted, about the 

interpretation of legislation.  

In terms of the growth of ATIPP, one thing that I heard 

from a constituent of mine who is a retired government ADM 
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— I believe that was his position when he retired — is that he 

was working in government at the time when the Access to 

Information and Protection of Privacy Act was first brought 

in. According to this person, when it was first brought in, 

there was, within government, only one position in 

government that was dedicated to administering ATIPP, and 

that — he tells me — was a part-time position. He has brought 

forward to me, among several other concerns, the concern 

about the potential growth of ATIPP and the fact that this 

started out with a rather small entity over time to growing — 

we’ve heard — in the past year, under the government. If the 

minister wishes to provide us with a trajectory, perhaps some 

of these costs occurred, as well, under the previous 

government.  

My point in bringing this forward is not to blame the 

current government — and I would hope the Premier would 

not simply resort to trying to find information to blame the 

past government — but again, based on a concern we’ve 

heard, we think that it’s relevant to what the total cost is of 

administering these two important pieces of legislation. Are 

there ways that government can reduce those costs, whether 

through increased proactive disclosure or a more collaborative 

approach between branches of government or between 

government and the independent Information and Privacy 

Commissioner? That is, again, why we’re after this 

information and why we believe that it merits government not 

only providing the information but looking into that question 

of: Is there a way that government can more efficiently 

manage the costs in these two important areas and reduce the 

cost to the taxpayers of administering these two important 

pieces of legislation, but still somewhat internal pieces of 

legislation, to government that can be perceived by many 

Yukoners as government spending time and money regulating 

itself, managing itself and forcing itself to disclose 

information to the public, rather than simply proactively 

disclosing that information?  

So again, if the Premier can provide me with the current 

information and if he wants to provide historical information 

on that as well, we’re certainly interested in increased 

transparency and information in this area in the interest of the 

Legislative Assembly doing their job and ensuring that, in my 

capacity as Finance critic for the Official Opposition, that I 

ask the Premier, in some cases, probing questions that may be 

worth government looking into further.  

Last but not least, before I turn it over to the Premier, I 

would just ask him again what the — I had asked him 

previously about the cost of the report to Yukoners document 

the government sent out. I would again ask that as well as 

what the cost of government advertising as a whole is, both in 

terms of online advertising and print advertising. Those total 

numbers, I believe, are very relevant to the total financial 

picture.  

I said last but not least, but I’m going to add one more to 

that list, which is that the government has launched the new 

“engage Yukoners” website and even announced it by a 

ministerial statement. What is the cost of website design and 

developing that platform, as well as any estimated increases to 

the annual cost of government’s online information sharing 

that results from this new website?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: So again, it’s a bizarre strategy here 

to ask so many questions at once. I don’t know if the member 

opposite knows this or not, but he can ask one question and 

we can answer it and then he can move on to the next 

question, and then we can answer it. I believe that would be 

easier for my officials here and easier for the sanity of 

Hansard as well.  

So I’m going to start at the beginning here with the 

concept — and we’ve heard this from the member opposite as 

well — of going into individual lines and bars of revenues 

versus expenditures and somehow extrapolating from that 

something different from what the Financial Advisory Panel 

has determined.  

Over the past 10 years, the rate of growth in government 

expenditures has exceeded the rate of growth in revenues. The 

Financial Advisory Panel has noted in its draft report that the 

Yukon government’s revenues over the past 10 years has 

increased 1.7 percent per year compared with an average 

growth for spending of 2.5 percent per year, so the differences 

in these annual growth rates means that the Yukon’s financial 

position has steadily been weakened. Now it’s important to 

understand the differences between the amounts of money 

raised through revenues, compared to the growth rate in 

expenditures of revenues. 

Looking at the chart in the Public Accounts on revenues 

and expenses for the 2008 to 2017 period, it is the slope of the 

line over those years that show the rates of growth. Of course 

the member opposite can come in and say, look, here is an 

example of one of those years where that is not true and that is 

not the trend. Again, the Financial Advisory Panel — great 

news, the Financial Advisory Panel will be available to 

answer these questions from the member opposite, so I look 

forward to that debate in the Legislative Assembly. 

Again, when you are taking a look at the slope of the lines 

over those years — the rate of growth of expenditures and 

revenues — it is not necessarily the height of the individual 

lines as the member opposite would have you believe to show 

the fiscal planning piece. It’s the trajectory — that is the 

problem — not how tall the lines are when you consider the 

implications of this trend and this trajectory on the 

government’s financial position — period. The panel has 

acknowledged that the Yukon government is responding early 

to these developing challenges — these fiscal challenges — 

and that early action to correct this problem means that there 

are many, many more options that are going to be available to 

consider otherwise. 

The member opposite reminds me of another politician 

who says, “People tell me…” and, “I keep on hearing…” and, 

“I’m going to come to a certain opinion based on what I have 

heard.” 

If members opposite here have stood up and spoken of 

the different options — not recommendations, but options at 

this point — that were put out there by the Financial Advisory 

Panel, they are doing so because we feel that in this 

Legislative Assembly all of those options need to be discussed 
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and so that is what they are doing. When they are talking 

about the consumption tax — well, members opposite will 

talk only about the consumption tax without that other piece, 

the decrease to our income tax. That is a really important 

conversation to be had — it really is. I believe that the full 

narrative needs to be explained to Yukoners before they make 

their decisions when they talk to the Financial Advisory Panel 

and when they say whether or not they are interested in 

consumption versus income tax. But to say that somehow 

having a dialogue means that we have made up our mind on 

that is simply not true, Mr. Chair. 

Just as clarification again on that debate about revenues 

versus expenditures that the member opposite started this 

conversation with, I brought it out for a reason, but I will 

curtail my answer on that for now. 

Moving on to Health and Social Services and the specific 

question about Dawson and the doctor’s decision to retire, it is 

true, Dr. Parsons has decided to retire early in 2017, which I 

have to say is a blow to our community. Dr. Parsons and his 

partner — also a doctor — have been providing amazing 

service to the medical community of Dawson for decades. 

It’s a loss for sure. Back in the days where Suzanne and 

Gerard were the only two options in town, we had just as good 

coverage as anywhere else because of their commitment to the 

Hippocratic Oath and just to the services provided in the 

nursing station. Also, Suzanne as well is an amazing artist and 

their kids are amazing kids in the school. Anyway, I digress. 

The Yukon government wants to ensure now that 

Dr. Parsons has retired the ongoing, uninterrupted delivery of 

those medical services that he provided in Dawson City. 

Health and Social Services has agreed to assume the clinic 

management through the continued operations of the Dawson 

City medical clinic. Funds are there for $125,000 available to 

coordinate the delivery of the collaborative medical practice 

within the clinic for operational costs. 

Moving on, there were a couple more questions — the 

engagement website was the next item up for bid. The 

engagement website is across government. To give a fulsome 

answer, we would have to add up all of those costs. Highways 

and Public Works will be up in this supplementary debate as 

there are dollar values in their department, so I do encourage 

the member opposite to direct his question to my colleague, 

the Minister of Highways and Public Works, as he will be able 

to give the answers to that question as that time. 

As far as the ATIPP and HIPMA situation — members 

opposite know already know that the Member for Lake 

Laberge has asked for this. A written question was given to us 

from the Member for Lake Laberge for these numbers and we 

are working on a response. I have asked him before if he can 

give us any more information about “some people have told 

me” or “what I’ve been told in the streets” — that’s not a lot 

to go on to know specifically what he is looking for. It would 

help the government a lot if he’s interested in that at all. We 

are going to be giving him that information and we are 

working on that response currently. 

I think that’s it. If I missed something, I’m sure the 

member opposite will ask again. 

Mr. Cathers: I can attempt to ask shorter strings of 

questions if the Premier finds that hard to follow. I was 

simply, as has often happened in the past in debate in this 

House, grouped a number of questions together and given the 

minister — usually in the past cases, I would be on the other 

side of answering the questions, but I was just going off of 

what is often common practice in this House to ask a string of 

questions together versus individually. I can attempt to 

shorten it if the Premier is finding it confusing. Sometimes I 

get on a roll and think of something that I don’t want to forget.  

The Premier answered part of my question about the cost 

of moving those positions in from Dawson out of the former 

medical practice of Dr. Parsons into community nursing, I 

believe it was, but he missed the question of — one of my 

questions was, what effect has that had on the number of full-

time government employees? 

If I understood correctly from the official at the briefing, I 

believe five people were affected, but I don’t think the total 

number was an increase of five FTEs. Can the Premier tell us 

what that increase is, and whether that is included in or on top 

of the 202 full-time equivalent positions that he told us in the 

spring were being added this fiscal year? 

With regard to his questions about ATIPP and HIPMA, 

what I just want to note for the Premier on this is that we have 

heard the concerns — as the Premier, I am sure had in 

opposition too, sometimes people come forward and provide 

information. The member receiving it decides if they think 

there might be something there, whether they believe it is a 

question that they should ask in the Legislative Assembly. We 

are asking for increased disclosure and reporting on this, not 

just to the Legislative Assembly, but to the public and as well 

to government. Again, as I have suggested previously and will 

again here this afternoon to the Premier, if there is any 

accuracy to the claims we have heard that these areas of costs 

are growing significantly, this may be an area where, through 

changes in policy or changes encouraging more proactive 

disclosure by ATIPP specifically, there may be room to 

reduce government costs without compromising public 

service.  

That is why I am asking the questions here, both to do our 

job as opposition in looking into something that sounds like it 

may have merit to it, as well as to in fact draw the 

government’s attention to this issue. Subject to the 

information that comes out of this, if there does seem to be an 

opportunity for improving how business is done through 

things such as more proactive disclosure, it might be a way to 

improve government service to the public while reducing 

costs. 

With the engagement website, I would just again note to 

the Premier that, much like the $8-million number that we 

were talking about in the press release that the Premier issued 

on October 31, the Premier, I believe, is the one who made the 

ministerial statement about the new engagement website. 

What I would have to ask is: If indeed Cabinet or 

Management Board approved this new website and decided to 

do this new initiative, did they not understand the costs before 

doing it? Especially in contrast to some of the Premier’s 
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criticisms of the former premier and assertions about lack of 

long-term planning and full costing, if the government 

announced an initiative that it decided was so important that 

they announced it with a ministerial statement in the House, 

did they not understand the cost of that new website and 

service before approving it and announcing it? If not, why 

not? 

If they did understand, it does seem they ought to have 

the information in briefing notes or readily accessible to be 

able to tell us whether the amount spent on website design 

was $1,000 or $500,000 or somewhere in between. I would 

just note that every new initiative like that which government 

does, if there is an increased cost to website design to 

updating it and so on, it is a relevant question. We’re not quite 

sure whether this website was something the government had 

been working on for a while or whether it was simply a 

reactive response — which might explain the Premier’s 

apparent lack of understanding of the cost of that site — or if 

it was just a reaction to the Official Opposition criticizing the 

Minister of Highways and Public Works for his repeated 

dropping of the ball on the Public Airports Act and his — 

shall we say — extremely poor handling of engagement with 

stakeholders on that file. 

Perhaps the website was just a reactionary response that 

government didn’t fully think through, but whether they know 

the costs or not, that information is something — in the 

ministerial statement, I would suggest that, right along with 

the ministerial statement, there should have been a 

Management Board submission that outlined the costs of this 

for the current Cabinet and Management Board to decide 

whether the improvement in services justified the increased 

cost. 

Again, as I noted, the cost of advertising overall is 

something that we believe deserves public disclosure. I am 

going to ask the minister a couple of other specific questions. 

One is about the manner in which his government, as part of 

their one-government approach, is handling Cabinet and 

caucus participation and scrutinizing government decisions. 

Could the Premier please tell me how many caucus and 

Cabinet committees there are and what those committees are? 

I assume and I understand from comments that the minister 

made previously that the Cabinet Committee on Legislation is 

still a current Cabinet committee. 

 Can the Premier advise us if there are any other Cabinet 

committees and any caucus committees tasked with specific 

projects or reviews? 

Moving on to one other issue that is specific to a budget 

but relates to the Premier’s community and the relationship 

with the Town of the City of Dawson, there is an amount that 

we are seeing in the Public Accounts of an increase in funding 

for the recreation centre in Dawson — an increase from 

$1.027 million in the main estimates to $2.377 million in the 

revised estimates for the fiscal year and actuals of $2,315,102. 

Can the Premier please explain what that increase in funding 

relates to and when the decision was made to increase the 

funding and who made it? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I appreciate the questions from the 

member opposite. As far as questions coming in clusters or 

not — segues are nice, I guess. As I was doing that criticism 

to the Member for Lake Laberge, I do remember running out 

of questions at the end of my list when I was in opposition and 

begging the indulgence of the department officials when the 

list was all over the place. Fire them anyway — that you want 

— and I apologize because it is true. Sometimes you get on a 

roll and the questions are just going to come as you see them. 

We will just endeavour to answer them as well as we possibly 

can as they come. 

I guess as far as the efficiencies and cost savings that the 

member is talking about, any suggestions from the member 

opposite are welcome. I guess a question to him as well — 

and I hope he has done this; I hope he has made these 

suggestions to the panel as they have done their work going to 

all the different communities. Again, an opportunity to ask 

those questions of the panel is going to be coming up very 

shortly in this session. Any more information that the member 

opposite can share with us as far as the specifics of what he’s 

heard would really help us to speed up the process of 

answering questions. When the questions are vague “we hear 

that maybe this increase in administrative costs in a particular 

arm’s-reach branch of the government,” of course, it’s going 

to take a while to get these responses back. Any more 

information that the member opposite can help us with would 

be fantastic. 

There was a question as well about Dr. Parsons. It does 

match up, because you’re right — it’s four FTEs, as far as we 

understand it. I don’t know if the member opposite was told 

five. We will check into the fifth. If I heard him correctly 

today, I believe the number he used was five. Our number is 

four FTEs. If you look, the number is only $125,000 this year, 

so that doesn’t match up. This is going to be an ongoing 

pressure as we move forward and it’s something that we have 

identified that we’re going to have to deal with as we move 

forward. All of those FTEs were not for this fiscal year. The 

pressure has been identified and $125,000 has been put toward 

solving that issue. 

There was a question again from the engagement website. 

The member opposite is not correct, it didn’t need a 

Management Board submission because the cost was included 

in the communications budget across government, so that is 

where that came from. 

Again, when we’re taking a whole-government approach 

to how we do engagement, this, in my opinion, in the long 

term, is going to be a cost-saving method. We will endeavour 

to get specific numbers as far as how much specifically this 

came from, but again, the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works will have that at his fingertips when he is there at 

Committee of the Whole with his department when we get to 

that section of the debate in Committee of the Whole in the 

supplementary budget.  

Now the member opposite made a stretch that maybe the 

engagement website was a reaction to some debate that we 

were having in this Legislative Assembly this session. Boy, 

the member opposite gives us an awful lot of credit. If we 
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could pull off that amount of work in a couple of weeks — I 

have to tell you that would be a herculean effort and kudos to 

any department that could do it. As we said in our ministerial 

statement, the planning for the start of March, during the 

budgetary considerations — so baked into those plans is when 

this process started. It started because we do believe that this 

government needs to do more for engagement. A one-stop-

shop for that engagement process makes sense to us on this 

side of the Legislative Assembly.  

So no — thanks for giving us the credit that we could 

think and act that quickly on our feet to be asked some 

questions in the Legislative Assembly on a Monday and come 

up with a complete engagement survey strategy a week later 

or two weeks later — that would be impressive. Thanks for 

the accolades.  

I can answer one more before we run out of time here. 

We were asked specifically about Cabinet committees. There 

is Management Board. There is a Cabinet Committee on 

Priorities and Planning. There is also a Cabinet Committee on 

Legislation. Then for specific issues, we have ministerial 

working groups that are addressing issues such as climate 

change, Housing First and cannabis legalization. They are 

going to be used as needed. They are developed as we move 

forward into some of these conversations. Usually, as they 

come up, it’s a matter of a particular department focused in as 

being a core or lead in a particular topic, but with a 

government that wants to do a whole-government approach. 

Subcommittees are based on the fact that other departments 

have a need to be involved in these conversations and want to 

be involved in these bigger conversations.  

Seeing the time, I move that you report progress, 

Mr. Chair.  

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. 9, entitled Act to Amend the Pounds Act 

(2017), and directed me to report the bill without amendment.  

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill 

No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, 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, 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 

Tuesday, November 7, 2017 — 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.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In remembrance of Jessica Simon 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 

acknowledge the passing of local author Jessica Simon. 

Jessica was born in Quebec in 1964 and moved to the Yukon 

in 1986 to work for a newspaper. Jessica left us on September 

8 of this year. She is survived by her husband, Mike Simon, 

who is with us today here in the gallery.  

When she met Mike, she was visiting the territory as a 

tourist and later married at Kusawa Lake in September 1989. 

Jessica was what her husband would like to call “a fierce 

Canadian” and “a proud Yukoner”. She would defend what 

she considered high Canadian values anytime, anywhere. She 

believed in literacy, universal health care, multiculturalism, 

and human rights, and these beliefs were reflected in both her 

personal and her professional life.  

As a member of the arts and literary community, she was 

a driving force behind bringing stories to Yukoners. She was 

known as a prolific writer and journalist, contributing to many 

magazines and newspapers, including Yukon, North of 

Ordinary, Outdoor Edge, and the Yukon News. From 2006 to 

2012, she regularly wrote the column “World of Words” for 

What’s Up Yukon. She would travel to communities and give 

readings of her stories to the public. She promoted Yukon 

through all levels of activities — local and abroad. She 

established a little library on the Hot Springs Road. Jessica 

was also the founder of a popular writing group, Cramped 

Hand, in 2009. This Whitehorse-based group encouraged 

countless new and experienced writers. Her latest project was 

to ensure that the Yukon was prominently represented at the 

world’s largest book fair in Frankfurt, Germany.  

Much of Jessica’s fiction is set in the Yukon and she was 

probably most well-known for her 2009 novel, From Ice to 

Ashes, which is set against the backdrop of the Yukon Arctic 

Ultra, a race that she supported as a volunteer. 

Fellow writers described her as a dynamo of the literary 

community, but Mr. Speaker, she was so much more than that. 

To help promote healthy lifestyles, she taught first aid for 

almost 20 years. She was very proud of this accomplishment 

and she often joked that she was perfectly safe in the Yukon 

because if anything happened to her, then her first responder 

would probably have been trained by her. 

When Mike first met Jessica she was an active member of 

the Yukon NDP and she helped get Audrey McLaughlin 

elected as national leader of that party. 

When I first met Jessica in 2011, Mike ran as a candidate 

for the Yukon Liberal Party. She was energetic, enthusiastic 

and she was also a writer — what more could a candidate ask 

for in his partner? 

She volunteered for the city transit board and worked for 

the Victoria Faulkner Women’s Centre for several years. She 

promoted Yukon during her work as a wilderness guide. Her 

volunteer work in the adventure racing community in the 

Yukon made her northern hospitality well known in places as 

far and wide as Spain, Germany and Italy. There was a hardly 

a dog-mushing event in the last 20 years that Jessica was not 

involved in. Not only did she help out with events, she 

organized, promoted and administered events wherever she 

saw the need. 

Last year, Mike and Jessica built a new home on their 

property on the north Klondike Highway. It was a new 

beginning and Jessica’s sudden passing certainly came as a 

shock. 

On behalf of the Official Opposition and the Yukon 

Liberal Party government, our hearts are out with you, Mike, 

your family and your friends at this difficult time. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

Applause 

 

Ms. Hanson: I rise on behalf of the Yukon New 

Democratic Party to also pay tribute to Jessica Simon, whose 

life was much too short. Our deepest sympathy goes out to 

Jessica’s husband Mike, her relatives and many friends in the 

Yukon and around the world.  

Jessica lived a full life for the last 31 years here in the 

Yukon. From when she was a child, Jessica had a passion for 

writing, and it was in the last 20 years that she was able to 

follow that dream. Through groups like the popular writing 

group, Cramped Hand, that she started in 2009, she was able 

to help not only herself and her writing but other aspiring 

writers. She was determined to help others in their writing 

struggles as well as get the support and encouragement that 

she herself needed. 

Jessica also wanted to share with others the joy of the 

written word. She organized readings at the Walmart parking 

lot, where many motorhomes and the travelling public came to 

rest for a day or two. Where some of us are discouraged by the 

campers there, Jessica saw an opportunity and an invitation to 

visitors in our territory.  

Jessica left us much too soon, Mr. Speaker. We give our 

condolences to the family. 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I do want to ask everybody in the 

Legislative Assembly to help me in welcoming to the gallery 

Jessica’s friends and family. Mike Simon is here. Judy Fortin, 

Kyrn Evans, Kathy Monroe, Tina Burkitt, Gail Roberts, 
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Elisabeth Weigand, Arthur Mitchell, Nancy Mitchell, 

Tina Brobby, Jo Lilley and Devin Bailey. Thank you all for 

being here today to help us. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

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 

engage the Yukon Liquor Board, the business community, 

consumers and civil society in assessing whether the Liquor 

Act meets current needs and provides an appropriate balance 

between economic opportunities and social responsibility. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada to 

support Bill C-384, An Act to amend the Bankruptcy and 

Insolvency Act and the Companies’ Creditors Arrangement 

Act (pension plans and group insurance programs), to protect 

workers’ pensions in the event of a company declaring 

bankruptcy.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motion? 

Is there a statement by a minister? 

This then brings us to Question Period.  

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Tire recycling surcharges 

Mr. Hassard: Yesterday, we raised concerns with the 

level of consultation the government has conducted on their 

Designated Materials Regulation that will raise taxes on a 

whole host of products, including tires and iPads.  

Before I go any further, Mr. Speaker, I think it’s 

important to quote the Premier on this. Last summer, he called 

these regulations a — and I quote: “… $200 tax increase on a 

set of 4 tires…” 

Mr. Speaker, again, those are the Premier’s words, so it is 

quite clear that he believes this is a tax increase. Yesterday, 

the Minister of Community Services claimed that he worked 

with the electronics industry in the territory on these 

regulations, so we’re curious if the minister could please tell 

us which local technology companies he consulted with on 

these regulations and, while he’s up, maybe he could also tell 

us which trucking companies he consulted with as well? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I’m happy to rise to talk about 

this, and I thank the Leader of the Official Opposition for the 

question. I’ll work to get some specifics about trucking 

companies and retail companies. I would also like to note it’s 

not necessarily me specifically — it is the department. I thank 

the department for the work they’re doing. 

We are working to provide more time on this and to 

continue to hear from and engage with industry. Over the 

weekend, we met with the chambers and yesterday I spoke 

with them as well. We’re listening to industry and we will 

provide more time on these proposed regulations to reach out 

again to talk to industry. 

As the minister, I just want to make sure that they have 

enough notice and that we can work with them. We’ll connect 

with them through open houses and meetings. Yesterday, I 

spoke with the chambers and we’ll work with them to conduct 

some of those meetings. 

There still seems to be some confusion around the 

proposed regulations. In a supplementary, I’ll try to respond to 

the Leader of the Official Opposition. We want to be sure that 

industry understands what’s being proposed and we want to 

hear from industry about how to make this all work. There is a 

lot of information out there right now, but we would like to 

take the time to clarify with industry exactly what is being 

proposed. There is strong support for a change in the way we 

manage waste and to be more sustainable. 

Mr. Hassard: I certainly hope that the minister would 

be the one who approved the consultation plan. We have 

reached out to a number of folks representing technology 

companies here in town and, similar to representatives of 

trucking and tire companies, the technology companies we 

spoke with say they were not properly consulted. It appears 

that once again, we may have a minister who has dropped the 

ball on the consultation process and it could have very 

significant impacts on local businesses. 

I’m curious if the minister could provide a list of 

everyone who was consulted on these regulations and maybe 

some timelines on when this happened? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Yesterday when I stood in the 

Legislature, what I talked about was working and reaching out 

with the tire companies. When it came to the electronics 

companies, we had not reached out further with them. So I 

will ask the member opposite if he can share across with us 

how, as a party, they consulted with the electronics firms? 

These regulations have been proposed since 2013, 

although when I look at the numbers for the electronics 

regulations, they are very similar to what is charged at the 

landfill for tipping fees right now. I am happy to work with 

the electronics industry and for the list that they are asking for. 

I will take responsibility for talking with them — that is 

totally fine. As I said yesterday, we are interested in hearing 

from industry and happy to get that feedback. 

Mr. Hassard: As you know, this Liberal government 

did campaign on the slogan of “Be Heard”. We certainly have 

heard from representatives of the local tech industry who say 

they were not heard on these regulations. We have heard from 

representatives of local tire shops, saying they were not heard. 

We don’t recall any public advertisements on consultation on 

these regulations either. This morning, I took a look through 

the much-bragged-about engagement website and definitely 

didn’t see any mention of the regulations there, so it seems as 
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though there really wasn’t any major engagement on this at 

all. 

I’m wondering if the minister believes that there has been 

adequate consultation to this point or not. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The website came up in the past 

week. The work that was done — speaking with the tire 

industry — was over the past several months.  

I will be happy to provide some more information, 

although I did stand up in my first response to the Leader of 

the Official Opposition to let them know that we are planning 

to continue to engage with the industry and I have done some 

media on that this morning. We absolutely want to hear from 

industry and we thank the members opposite — if they are 

hearing from industry, by all means, please pass it across. I 

know that we reached out to the tire industry and sought their 

input. There wasn’t a lot of feedback at that time, but we 

always welcome that feedback.  

Again, we are totally happy to hear from industry, but we 

want to hear from all Yukoners on this. It isn’t just industry; 

it’s about how we make sure the system is more sustainable 

for all of our communities. 

Question re: Procurement policy 

Mr. Kent: I have some procurement questions for the 

Minister of Highways and Public Works. The Canadian Free 

Trade Agreement allows the Yukon to issue 10 contracts per 

year of less than $1 million, either by direct award or 

restricted to Yukon businesses. When we asked about this 

earlier this fall, the Minister of Highways and Public Works 

said that his officials were working on the criteria for this 

allowance. Can the minister tell us if they plan on doing this 

in this fiscal year and, if so, which projects are they 

considering? Are projects that receive funding from Canada 

eligible for this exemption? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. It is a good one. Procurement is a very important 

issue to the people of the territory in both the business 

community and in the private sector, and in society as a 

general rule. How we buy things for this government has to be 

efficient, it has to be good, and we are working very hard to 

improve that process.  

The department has been working for the last eight 

months on a number of different initiatives to improve the 

procurement process in the territory. We are working with 

First Nations on projects such as the Nares River bridge. We 

are working with the business community. I have been 

meeting with the business community and trying to improve 

the forms and the way that we actually tender the documents 

so that they are clearer, more precise and more consistent. All 

that work is coming together very well, and I am happy with 

the progress that the department has made on this front, and 

we will have more to say about this in the near future. 

As for the $1-million contracts, the member opposite is 

correct. We do have 10 disbursements under the Canadian 

Free Trade Agreement that we can give to companies — sole-

source them on $1 million. That process — making sure that 

we get those sums of money before the business community 

— is important to this government, and we are working 

through criteria — as I said to the member earlier that we 

would do that and we are working on that. We will inform the 

member when that has been done. 

Mr. Kent: We had hoped that those projects and that 

criteria would have been developed already. The Canadian 

Free Trade Agreement came into effect on July 1 of this year, 

and I can tell members of the House that industry is quite 

interested in what these 10 projects are going to be. 

Moving on, Mr. Speaker, when contractors go on the 

tender management system, they have the opportunity to view 

the tender forecast as well as current and closed bids. The 

Yukon government contracting directive states that all 

contracts in excess of $75,000 will be made public for each 

fiscal year prior to the beginning of that fiscal year. As of 

yesterday, there were 36 projects listed on the tender forecast. 

Can the minister tell us if these are all of the contracts that 

Yukoners can expect will be issued for the balance of this 

fiscal year? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. I will endeavour to get him an answer to that 

question. I will let him know.  

I do want to say that this government wants to make sure 

that these contracts are available and that we do have a long-

term plan for the business community so they can start 

planning for the future. We have committed to having large, 

seasonally dependent contracts tendered by March 31, making 

sure that the business community knows what those projects 

are. I know that, as a government, we have been talking 

recently about getting contracts before the business 

community earlier so that they have a chance to know what is 

coming down in the coming year and can actually plan their 

year out — they have a little bit more time to prepare for their 

year. It is difficult right now. The unemployment rate is 

currently a little bit over 2.5 percent — it is unbelievable. That 

complicates matters for our business community. It is a good 

problem to have, but they have to plan to make sure that they 

have the labour in place so they can actually start to execute 

on these jobs. 

In order to do that, we have to get more information 

before the business community ahead of time on the 

procurement front. We’re working on that. We will certainly 

have better information for the business community going 

forward and that information is going to progressively get 

better and better. That’s the plan, Mr. Speaker, and I look 

forward to more questions from the member opposite.  

Mr. Kent: In my previous question, I did ask about the 

tender forecast and I will mention to the member as well that 

it is part of the contracting directive that those projects over 

$75,000 will be made public for each fiscal year.  

Mr. Speaker, the minister touched on this in his previous 

response, but I will just get a firm commitment from him that 

all seasonally dependent contracts for the 2018 construction 

season will be tendered by March 31 of next year.  

Also, Mr. Speaker, when we talked about procurement 

earlier in this session, I mentioned the fact that the Yukon 

experience necessity had been replaced with a northern 
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experience, which caused problems for some of the local 

contractors because they felt that they could move their 

operation to Vancouver and still get the same points. Has the 

minister had an opportunity to consider whether or not to 

change that back to the way it was and ask for Yukon 

experience rather than strictly northern experience?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It’s a wonderful finesse plan on the 

part of the member opposite. I like the nuance in his question. 

I’ll run it back to the department and probe that nuance; 

however, I will say, Mr. Speaker, he did touch on a very 

important point. We have started to get value-driven contracts 

— not price-driven contracts. We have started to give some 

recognition to northern experience and try to make sure that 

people in the territory who live here and who are building our 

economy have an ability to bid on that contract and get a little 

bit of benefit for their local knowledge and experience and 

their investment in our community. That’s important to this 

government, Mr. Speaker, and that’s what we have done.  

We have more value-driven contracts coming out. We’re 

going to refine that process as it goes forward. We’re going to 

take a look at it as we do this — as we roll these benefits out. 

We’re going to take a look at how they work and then come 

back and report back and refine them and make them better. 

That’s how this government is going to work through 

evidence and through trial and refinement. It’s important to 

keep moving and keep improving and make sure that the 

people of the territory have better procurement practices.  

We’re committed to Yukoners. We would increase the 

ability of local businesses and First Nations to secure 

government tenders through changes in how government 

processes work and that’s what we’re doing.  

Question re: Yukon legislation and tax avoidance 

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, the Paradise Papers revealed 

earlier this week show how tax havens cost 

governments billions of dollars every year. Most Yukoners are 

not surprised to hear that financial elites will go the extra mile 

to avoid paying their fair share. What Yukoners will be 

surprised to hear is that Yukon laws appear to play a part in 

this process. Katanga Mining Limited is a company listed on 

the Toronto Stock Exchange. Radio-Canada reports that 

through a network of subsidiaries registered in tax havens like 

the Isle of Man and the British Virgin Islands, it operates the 

mine in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. Believe it or 

not, Katanga mine’s head office is right here in Whitehorse. 

The so-called head office doesn’t employ anyone and consists 

of a local mailbox.  

Can the Minister of Finance tell this House what benefits 

there are for Yukoners to have companies like Katanga 

Mining based out of Yukon?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I’ll begin by responding to the 

Leader of the Third Party’s question. This government is 

aware of the publicity around the Panama Papers. We are 

unaware of any circumstance where full compliance with 

Yukon law has been associated with tax evasion. In the media 

report in this area, careful review of the story shows that the 

purported tax evasion resulted from failure to comply with 

existing Canadian law, rather than flaws in the law. 

This government is committed to reducing red tape and 

regulatory burdens for small business while maintaining 

standards for business operations. Various statutes and 

regulations, such as business, securities and tax legislation, 

include provisions to prevent tax evasion. The territorial 

Business Corporations Act and the Partnership and Business 

Names Act are examples of such legislation. Yukon’s business 

legislation is designed to provide an attractive business 

environment while ensuring that appropriate safeguards are in 

place for the protection of public interest. In the Yukon, 

control of all business entities is traceable to individual 

persons and cannot be hidden. 

Ms. Hanson: It’s provisions in the Yukon’s Business 

Corporations Act that allow this kind of nonsense where a 

Congolese mine is, on paper at least, owned by a Yukon 

company with no staff and no office in the Yukon. Yukon was 

one of the first jurisdictions in Canada to allow corporations to 

register here without requiring any director to be Canadian. 

Other Canadian jurisdictions have since followed suit. 

More recent changes made to the act allow a corporation 

to serve as a director of another corporation, further blurring 

the accountability lines. Experts have expressed concern that, 

once again, Yukon could trigger a race to the bottom among 

Canadian jurisdictions. The financial arrangements revealed in 

the Paradise Papers are complex, but it appears that, in some 

cases, Yukon laws are part of the puzzle. 

Will the Premier commit to reviewing Yukon’s Business 

Corporations Act to ensure it doesn’t facilitate tax avoidance? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I would like to thank 

the member opposite for the question. I think that, here in the 

Yukon, we have to ensure that we are doing our part 

nationally and territorially, and ensure that we have 

safeguards in place to ensure that taxes are being paid fairly, 

whether that is here in the Yukon or nationally. 

The member opposite asked whether the Premier will be 

committing to a review or whether we will be committing to a 

review. I thank the member for that question. I don’t have an 

answer at this time. What I can say is that we want to ensure 

that corporate and related law ensures that the identities of 

those who operate and control business entities are traceable 

all the way back to the individual people. 

It’s important that we have that to ensure that when we’re 

dealing with these situations, we’re taxing fairly here within 

the territory and nationally. I have been in correspondence 

with the federal minister on this as well just to ensure that we 

are supporting the national efforts toward this. 

Ms. Hanson: I’ll admit that I’m no international 

business governance expert and the tax schemes revealed in 

the Paradise Papers are extremely complex. Tax havens are 

costing Canada billions every year, yet the federal government 

doesn’t seem in any rush to take action with many key federal 

Liberal figures directly identified in the Paradise Papers. It’s 

clear that, in certain cases, Yukon’s laws are part of the 

puzzle. 
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Why else would a company operating a mine in the 

Democratic Republic of the Congo be registered in Yukon? Is 

this government at all concerned that the reputation of Yukon 

as a centre of mining excellence is now linked to one of the 

most corrupt regimes in the world — a regime whose mineral 

wealth is sustained by corruption, massive civilian deaths and 

exploitation of child soldiers? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: It’s good to hear the member opposite 

commenting positively on our mining industry. We do agree 

that this is a great place to invest in mining on a national and 

international basis.  

To answer the question specifically about what we’re 

doing — we’re always having ongoing analysis to make sure 

that our tax regime is fair and it’s meeting the financial needs 

of Yukoners. I will engage to meet with the member opposite 

if she wishes to talk further about specific allegations that she 

has put on the floor of the Legislative Assembly today. I look 

forward to having that conversation with the member 

opposite.  

This is the first I’ve heard from her on this particular 

issue, but we have made a lot of strategic financial 

investments in this department — my Department of Finance 

— to take it from a budgetary consideration to an office that 

can actually do more scrutiny pieces. The role and the 

mandate of the corporate department of the Ministry of 

Finance is very important in this because we want to provide 

that strategic direction that we need to make that evidence-

based decision-making that we promised Yukoners. 

We made a commitment to that evidence-based decision-

making, and we continue to keep that commitment. If this is a 

situation where we find that there is a problem with our tax 

regime, we will address it. Until then, I implore the member 

opposite to reach out. She knows my door is always open. 

Question re: Public airports legislation 

Mr. Cathers: Two weeks ago, we asked the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works which municipalities, if any, 

were consulted on his Public Airports Act. In response, he 

suggested to the House that the Minister of Community 

Services consulted the Association of Yukon Communities at 

their September 23 meeting, and the Minister of Highways 

and Public Works claimed they were asked for feedback on 

the act. 

Fortunately, the Association of Yukon Communities posts 

the minutes of their meetings online so we can check the 

accuracy of the minister’s claims. The minutes of that meeting 

contain no mention of the Public Airports Act. My question is 

simple: Why did the minister claim that AYC was consulted 

on the Public Airports Act on September 23 when, according 

to their own minutes, that is clearly not the case? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

the question. My recollection of what I said here in this 

Legislature was that, when I met with the Association of 

Yukon Communities on September 23, I listed off a range of 

topics that we were consulting and engaging with Yukoners 

on. That list included the Public Airports Act. There were 

many things on that list because there is a lot of work that 

we’re doing. We’ve been building a foundation, we’re looking 

forward as a government, and there was a lot to engage on.  

What I recall talking about at the Association of Yukon 

Communities meeting — I put the agenda to them and the 

number one topic that we discussed was cannabis; number 

two on the list was infrastructure; number three on the list was 

the comprehensive municipal grants. There were a few side 

conversations on a couple of other issues, but airports didn’t 

arise.  

After the members opposite asked about consulting with 

municipalities, I made the point of — each time I went to a 

municipality to raise the topic. So far I have heard no 

concerns, although I have raised it with every municipality 

that I have been to since. I appreciate the question. 

Mr. Cathers: This Liberal government has a growing 

credibility problem when it comes to consultations and their 

election promise that Yukoners would be heard.  

First, they misrepresented the level of consultations with 

the aviation industry on the Public Airports Act. Next, the 

Minister of Highways and Public Works made false claims 

about levels of consultation with the City of Whitehorse. Then 

he was forced to pull down his press release all together that 

claimed that he consulted on the Public Airports Act, and I 

won’t even get into the way the government dropped the ball 

on the Designated Materials Regulation consultations.  

But now that we find out that the minister incorrectly 

stated that the Association of Yukon Communities was 

consulted on the Public Airports Act at their September 23 

meeting, and the number of topics that the Minister of 

Community Services just listed were referenced — but again, 

there’s no mention of the Public Airports Act.  

My question for the Premier is: Is he still proud of his 

government’s work on the file, or will he press the “pause” 

button on the Public Airports Act and consult with 

stakeholders before using the Liberal majority to ram it 

through? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite. I 

really will never turn down an opportunity to talk about the 

Public Airports Act. I think it is an important piece of 

legislation. I’m very proud of the work that we have managed 

to do on this. We’ve got an airports act in the house. It’s in 

second reading right now as general debate. Throughout that 

process, we’ve had, I think, almost 10 hours of discussion 

about this piece of legislation. Far be it from us to ram it 

through. We’ve been subjected to forensic scrutiny in this 

House, and I’m very happy with the efforts we’ve done on 

that regard. Actually, the bill is better for all the input that 

we’ve had from industry groups and from industry itself.  

We’ve amended the act, as per the instruction from 

industry. They have a suggestion for us and we took them up 

on their suggestion. The member opposite for Copperbelt 

South, actually, was also in favour of the amendment that we 

made and I’m very happy for his input on this. The bill is 

stronger for it and I am happy to do it. What industry wanted 

was certainty that they would have an advisory committee that 

would actually have some teeth and be mandated to exist 

because they were worried about future governments pushing 
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things through without their scrutiny. I’m more than happy to 

do that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Cathers: I do have to remind the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works that we proposed a list of 

constructive amendments to the act, based on what we were 

hearing from upset stakeholders and the government voted 

down every one of them. 

The minutes of the September 23 meeting of AYC are 

available to the public online. The government previously 

claimed that the Minister of Community Services consulted 

AYC at that meeting on the Public Airports Act. The minutes 

do not support this claim and the Official Opposition has 

talked to a number of people who were there who also say it 

wasn’t discussed. It is unfortunate that the government has 

gone from a “Be Heard” slogan to effectively becoming a 

punchline. 

Will the Minister of Highways and Public Works 

apologize to the Association of Yukon Communities for 

misrepresenting consultations with them and agree to press the 

“pause” on the Public Airports Act and do proper consultation 

before using the Liberal majority to ram this legislation 

through? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

opportunity to correct his record. The fact is that this House 

has not rammed through any piece of legislation. As a matter 

of fact, we have allowed it to be scrutinized by the members 

opposite in forensic detail. They have asked hundreds of 

questions on this piece of legislation. We have amended the 

legislation to make it better after the suggestions from 

industry and the member opposite. I am happy to have done 

that because it protects industry, which wanted protection 

from future governments because they knew that we had 

committed to not bringing in the fees that had been fear-

mongered in society about airport improvement fees. We 

stated publicly that we would never do such a thing and now 

industry has a mechanism to prevent them from having those 

things imposed on them in the future, and I am happy to have 

done that. 

The members opposite mentioned their amendments to 

the act. Some of the amendments that they proposed would 

have actually crippled the act from being able to license the 

air operators who currently operate at the airport. I thought 

that was a really wrong-headed approach to actually strip the 

ability of our air partners to actually operate out of the airport, 

so we actually turned down that legislation. But I thank the 

members opposite for trying. The legislation is still before this 

House in general debate and I am sure — well, I know — that 

it’s a better act for all the scrutiny it has had over the last 

several weeks. 

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. McLeod: Yesterday, I asked the minister what this 

government is doing to address the hospital bed shortage in 

the territory. As we know, the Whistle Bend care facility is 

currently set to open up 150 beds by 2020. Certainly we can 

all agree that something must be done in the short term before 

the doors open at the Whistle Bend care facility. 

The previous government undertook a number of actions 

to address this in the short term, but today we’re interested in 

what this government is doing. I didn’t receive a clear answer 

from the minister yesterday, so I will ask this question again. 

Outside of the Whistle Bend care facility, can the minister 

tell us how many continuing care beds her government is 

planning to add over the next two years and if any of these 

beds will be outside of Whitehorse? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am happy to respond. The questions 

that have been asked with respect to continuing care, aging in 

place, collaborative care models, health care models — we 

have done some really good work over the course of the year 

building a foundation for this government and building our 

relationships with the First Nations. 

Expanded scope of care, rural care — as the Member for 

Watson Lake would well know, there are heightened pressures 

in our communities in rural Yukon.  

The question was asked of what we were going to do in 

the Yukon. Clearly we are looking at our partnerships. We are 

looking at working with the Hospital Corporation. We are 

working with Health and Social Services. We are working 

with non-profit organizations. We care about what is 

happening in Yukon. We care about Yukon people and we 

care about our patients. We are taking the necessary supports 

and the necessary cues from our partners. We are working 

toward addressing the long-term needs of Yukoners.  

With respect to what we are going to do on identifying 

numbers of beds and addressing the pressures, through 

Committee of the Whole we heard from the Hospital 

Corporation that there are pressures. I said yesterday that this 

is a long-term pressure on the hospital and on health services 

and we are working to resolve that. 

Ms. McLeod: Again, I did not hear answers to the 

questions. Yesterday, when I asked the same question, the 

minister suggested that there was a continuing care facility 

that was just built in Carmacks. I would like to hear a little bit 

more about that. Continuing care beds are reserved for those 

who require full-time, comprehensive care and assistance. 

Those who require this level of care are currently occupying 

beds in Whitehorse General Hospital, which the Yukon 

Medical Association has flagged as a cause for the bed 

shortage.  

Can the minister tell us how many continuing care beds 

are there in the Carmacks facility that she referenced 

yesterday? Is she opening more continuing care beds in other 

communities? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The question around aging in place I 

think was associated with yesterday’s response. Aging in 

place is certainly important, health care is important, as is 

working with our communities and working in collaboration 

with Yukon Housing Corporation to address the housing 

pressures. The seniors residence in the community of 

Carmacks is available. I have provided the information and 

would be happy to do that again. We are actively addressing 

the urgent and critical needs for long-term care beds through a 

variety of programs and services. 
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Ms. McLeod: Yesterday, I also asked the minister what 

her government is doing to address the bed shortage at the 

hospital and she said that her government is looking at an 

aging-in-place model. I was wondering if the minister can 

elaborate on this: How exactly will this aging-in-place model 

reduce the demand for beds at the hospital? How many beds 

will the minister’s aging-in-place model free up in the hospital 

over the next two years? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would be happy to respond. Through 

the provision of home care services throughout the Yukon, we 

are looking at enabling Yukoners to remain in their homes 

while providing supports to be healthy and vibrant in their 

own communities. That addresses some of the long-term 

pressures.  

What can we do at Health and Social Services to provide 

services to our aging population? As we well know, the 

population by 2030 is going to triple — the aging population 

over 55. So really starting to think long term — not thinking 

about this year or next year, but what we are going to do in 

that time frame and still be able to provide the services that 

are much needed in our community. I think the more critical 

thing is — our home care program and our dedicated supports 

— is around trying to balance a budget, balancing a health 

budget, an infrastructure budget and provide O&M services 

and supports to our community. It’s about finding the 

partnerships, working with our communities and building a 

really solid foundation for success. 

 

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now 

elapsed.  

Introduction of visitors outside of the time provided for in 

the Order Paper. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Ms. Hanson: I would just like to ask the House to join 

me in welcoming Lillian Nakamura Maguire. She is a well-

known writer, playwright, historian, and a very active seniors' 

advocate. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

Notice of opposition private members’ business 

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, November 8, 2017. 

They are Motion No. 184, standing in the name of the 

Member for Takhini-Kopper King, and Motion No. 132, 

standing in the name of the Member for Whitehorse Centre. 

 

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, November 8, 2017. 

They are Motion No. 88, standing in the name of the Member 

for Watson Lake, and Motion for the Production of Papers 

No. 1, 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): Order, please. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is general debate on Bill 

No. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017.  

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.  

Bill No. 14: Legal Profession Act, 2017 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general 

debate on Bill No. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017.  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I would first like to take 

opportunity to welcome Lawrence Purdy and Tyler Plaunt, 

who are here from the Department of Justice and have worked 

extensively and for many long hours on the bill that is the 

Legal Profession Act, 2017. They are here to assist me in 

answering questions today, and I thank them for being here 

and for all their hard work.  

I have a few words to say with respect to this piece of 

legislation before we proceed to answering some questions 

about the new Legal Profession Act, 2017. In my earlier 

remarks in second reading, I reviewed the changes that we 

have made to the Legal Profession Act and its structure.  

Today I want to take some time to discuss the 

engagement process and the more-than-one stream in which 

detail was gathered. Yukoners had the opportunity during that 

process to tell us what they think and their concerns, if any, 

and their ideas about a new Legal Profession Act. Our 

engagement efforts were carried out between June and 

September 2017, specifically, although there has been much 

input as you heard at second reading into the changes that are 

being presented to this Legislative Assembly. 

The engagement efforts that took place between June and 

September, 2017 can be divided into three separate 

streams. The Department of Justice officials began meeting 

with the Law Society of Yukon representatives in June on a 
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nearly weekly basis to review policy issues, and the society 

had proposed changes and they presented those, as you know, 

over a number of years. Weekly meetings allowed them to 

delve into those details and policies more in-depth. 

I would like to thank the Law Society of Yukon and its 

representatives for their role in these respectful and productive 

meetings as we laid the groundwork for the structure of this 

new statute and established instructions for the drafting of the 

bill that we have before us today. 

A second stream of engagement activities consisted of 

sending letters, along with a short discussion document that 

attached questions to targeted legal stakeholders and to First 

Nation governments. While some of these organizations, such 

as the Canadian Bar Association and the Court Watch Yukon 

program chose to answer the discussion document questions 

and submit them directly to the Department of Justice, other 

groups, such as the Yukon Law Foundation, the Council of 

Yukon First Nations and the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in First Nation, 

requested meetings either with me or with officials from the 

department. Of particular focus for the Council of Yukon First 

Nations and the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in First Nation were the 

provisions concerning indigenous courtworkers and the role 

that they play in Yukon’s justice and court systems.  

As I mentioned during second reading, the updated Legal 

Profession Act, 2017 also ensures that indigenous 

courtworkers can continue to deliver the valuable service that 

they provide to individuals navigating the justice and court 

systems. The act also contains new provisions for indigenous 

courtworkers that would allow for their services to be 

described in a regulation that would be authorized to be made 

after consultation with all Yukon First Nations and the Law 

Society of Yukon.  

As the Legal Profession Act, 2017 is also the guiding 

legislation of the Yukon Law Foundation, the organization 

had some specific requests in terms of updating the provisions 

of the act that deal with the foundation’s objects clause, terms 

of office for directors on the foundation’s board, audit 

requirements, and avenues for foundation revenue. The act 

addresses these various concerns by reorganizing the 

foundation’s objects clause to put more emphasis on public 

legal education and access to justice, creating a biennial audit 

requirement for the accounts of the foundation, extending a 

director’s term from two to three years to provide better 

continuity to the foundation’s board, and the introduction of a 

regulation-making power that could impose assessment on 

non-resident members of the Yukon law society who do not 

send trust account interest to the Yukon Law Foundation. This 

provision would provide the Yukon Law Foundation with 

augmented, grantable revenue for legal education programs 

and initiatives if that regulation is made. 

A small group of concerned Yukoners and organizations 

took the time to respond to our discussion document questions 

or online survey. In total, 45 responses were received by the 

Department of Justice.  

We asked if an updated Legal Profession Act should 

provide a framework for the regulation of the legal profession, 

leaving operational procedures to be fully articulated by the 

rules of the society: 77.8 percent of respondents agreed that 

this was the correct course, with only 6.7 percent disagreeing; 

the remaining 15.5 percent stated that they were unsure.  

We also asked if the government’s oversight of the rules 

of the society should be removed in order for the profession to 

regulate itself, as is the case in most all other jurisdictions in 

Canada: 54.5 percent of respondents agreed with this 

assertion; 25 percent disagreed with that change; and 

20.5 percent of respondents noted that they were unsure or 

had no opinion.  

We asked Yukoners if an updated Legal Profession Act 

should expand its definition of the practice of law to the 

broader provision of legal services, and set out which 

categories of members can engage in the full provision of 

those services and which categories can provide a more 

limited scope, such as paralegals: 71.1 percent of respondents 

agreed that this should be the case, and just 11.1 percent 

disagreed with that approach.  

Yukoners were asked for their opinion on whether or not 

the law society should be able to seek an interim order to stop 

unauthorized legal practice without a charge having been laid.  

Currently, a charge must be laid to stop illegal or 

unauthorized practice. Precisely two-thirds of the respondents 

believe that this amendment should be made, with 

27.6 percent of respondents disagreeing with that proposed 

change. 

In looking at providing for stiffer sanctions to deter 

unauthorized practice, we asked Yukoners if, for second or 

subsequent offences, Yukon should follow the Nova Scotia 

model and treat each day that an offence continues as a 

separate, fineable offence up to the amount of $250,000. 

While 42.2 percent of respondents agreed with that assertion, 

35.6 percent of the respondents were unsure and many 

accompanying comments stated that this maximum amount 

was too steep, while others still noted that the amount was not 

a problem to them, but treating each day as a separate offence 

was not the best tack to take. 

Mr. Chair, we heard what they had to say, as there was 

very little evidence of the overall consensus, except that 

penalties for unauthorized practice should afford a more 

suitable deterrent than it does in the current act. To that end, 

we have significantly increased the maximum fine amounts to 

$10,000 for a first offence and $25,000 for a second or 

subsequent offence and/or imprisonment of up to six months, 

providing a significant deterrent for unauthorized practice and 

bringing Yukon more in line with the penalties that are found 

in other jurisdictions. 

Lastly, we asked Yukoners if the new act should 

differentiate between matters of incompetence and matters of 

incapacity, such as alcoholism or mental health difficulties, in 

order to deal with members who are having difficulties and 

otherwise not contributing to the unauthorized practice in 

relation to complaints and to the discipline process. We talked 

to them about whether or not these two categories would be 

appropriate. Sixty percent of respondents noted that there 

should indeed be different streams or remedies for dealing 

with matters of incapacity versus matters of misconduct or 
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incompetence. Just 17.8 percent of respondents disagreed with 

that. 

As members can see from my remarks from second 

reading and today, we are pleased to see the amount of interest 

and participation by Yukon citizens about the contents of the 

new Legal Profession Act. We are confident that this multi-

streamed approach to engagement allowed us to gain the 

essential feedback of stakeholders and the Yukon public so 

that we could deliver this bill to the Legislature under a 

compressed timeline. I look forward to further comments and 

to questions from members of this House, and I appreciate the 

opportunity to speak to this matter today. 

Mr. Cathers: I will not spend long in speaking to this 

legislation, as I made reference to it during second reading. I 

appreciate the work put into this by the Yukon law society as 

well as the members of the working group who did the legal 

drafting as well as the work done by the staff of the 

Department of Justice and legal drafters. We acknowledge 

that this legislation is something that emerged from a request 

from the Yukon law society and are pleased to see their 

support for it. I have discussed the content of this legislation 

with the Yukon law society and read through it myself and the 

Official Opposition has no concerns with the content of the 

legislation. We will be supporting it, and have no questions 

that have not already been addressed by officials during the 

briefing on this legislation. 

Ms. Hanson: I reiterate the comments I made on 

October 30 at second reading with respect to Bill No. 14, 

Legal Profession Act, 2017. I will have a number of questions 

for the minister more to the issues around how the purposes 

section of the new legislation is achieved, and in particular 

how sections of the legislation achieve the purposes of acting 

in the public interest. That is one of the underlying rationales 

for the move to self-regulation. It’s absolutely imperative 

from a good governance point of view to ensure that this 

objective is being achieved through the legislation we are 

debating here.  

Although I may have a number of questions — as I said 

before, I’m not a lawyer, and I’m not coming at this from a 

legal point of view. I’m coming at it from a citizen’s point of 

view — one who wants to be assured that a self-regulated 

entity will be operating in the public interest and not in the 

interest of its members.  

I raise that because we’ve had a number of experiences in 

Canada and in this jurisdiction, as well, where we have seen 

the interest of professional entities serve themselves and not 

serve the public. That is worrisome. When I raise questions, it 

will not be necessarily negative, but to simply say that these 

are legitimate concerns of the public in granting — and it is a 

granting — of the right to self-regulate your profession, as 

opposed to having government oversight to ensure the 

interests of the public. 

The minister referenced that there are eight other 

jurisdictions that are self-regulating. In reviewing the 

background papers, we’re all aware that it’s not universal and 

that, in some cases, governments have stepped in. I think it’s 

the law society’s paper where they note that, in England, the 

government of England decided for a number of controversial 

reasons it was no longer appropriate for that law society to be 

self-regulating. 

Overall, we appreciate the enormous amount of work that 

has gone into drafting this. As I said at the outset, we have 

supported the movement toward the realization of the Legal 

Profession Act, 2017, and the nature of the kinds of questions 

we raise are to clarify that the stated intent is being achieved. 

We look forward — as I said at second reading — probably 

learning more than we ever intended or thought we could 

possibly learn about the legal profession as we move through 

this act. 

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill 

No. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017? 

Seeing none, we will proceed to clause-by-clause debate. 

On Clause 1 

Ms. Hanson: I just wanted to confirm that clause 1 is 

definitions. I do have a question, Mr. Chair.  

I’m just trying to make sure – there are a lot of pages 

here. In the minister’s comments and in the briefing, it was 

my understanding that the legislation provides for the 

recognition of paralegals and I don’t see a definition for 

paralegals. So my question is: Why is there no definition?  

There is also reference to indigenous courtworkers with, 

again, an “if” kind of thing, so there is a definition of 

indigenous courtworkers, but there is no definition of 

paralegals. If that is going to be made pursuant to regulations 

after the legislation passes, why is there no definition? It is 

curious.  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I will get to the Leader of the Third 

Party’s question in just a moment, but I would like to just 

touch on a couple of things that have been said prior to getting 

to this stage of review.  

One of the comments was that the Leader of the Third 

Party is not a lawyer and is coming at it from a citizen’s point 

of view.  

That’s exactly what we should be doing with respect to 

this legislation, because this legislation speaks to the public 

about how the legal profession is regulated in the public 

interest. It is about how lawyers are to be licensed, how they 

are to be governed, how they are to be disciplined, how there 

is a discipline process and, in the event that there are 

difficulties with practice, how they are to be sanctioned — all 

in the public interest. As a result of the concepts of a self-

regulating profession, it must be in the public interest.  

There is no place in this piece of legislation that says that 

this section is about serving the public. The entire piece of 

legislation is about serving the public and how the legal 

profession is to be regulated in the public interest. This is the 

authorizing legislation, the disciplinary process, the sanctions 

and the governance, all to be held up to public scrutiny and for 

those of citizens and their point of view, and how the legal 

profession serves the public interest. There is nothing in this 

piece of legislation that indicates anything other than that.  

As a matter of fact, the role of a law society — by its very 

definition here in the territory, across the country and across 

the world where law societies are of the same ilk as they are 
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here in Canada — is to regulate the legal profession. At no 

point do they have any activity that involves supporting their 

profession or advocating on behalf of their profession. They 

clearly support their profession if there are difficulties with 

practice or disciplinary matters, of course, but it is about 

regulating the legal profession in the public interest, as 

opposed to — by way of an example — the Canadian Bar 

Association, which is an association of professionals for the 

purposes of dealing with professional issues, advocating often 

on behalf of lawyers or on behalf of some of their smaller 

groups within the legal profession, and advocating different 

points of view on different topics as they come up. That is not 

the role of a law society; it never has been and it doesn’t exist 

here. 

There have been, in the past, amendments made here and 

there to the Legal Profession Act, one which inserted a clause 

— actually in this definition section, if I remember correctly 

— about how the last version of that section also said “… and 

to act in the interest of its members.” It seems pretty 

innocuous. It does not exist in this piece of legislation because 

there is no role for the law society to act in the interest of its 

members. It only acts in the public interest.  

To your specific question about the definition of 

“paralegals”, it does not exist in the interpretation or the 

definition section at the beginning of the bill or the piece of 

legislation because the practice of paralegals is not currently 

permitted in the territory. Section 19, which would allow for a 

broader definition of scope of practice or types of practice, is 

there as an enabling section only. Paralegals are not defined 

here because it’s simply not something that is, at this point, 

permitted by this legislation.  

It is in there — section 19 — for the purpose of not 

requiring a change in future if the legal profession in the 

territory develops to the point that there are paralegals who are 

properly licensed and supervised for the scope of practice in 

what they may be able to do at that point, but at this point 

there is no definition because it is not permitted for them to 

practise. By way of example, I think the indigenous 

courtworkers program, for instance, does exist and there are 

jobs — employment opportunities — employment positions 

with the territorial government and with First Nation 

governments where somebody does have the job of being an 

indigenous courtworker and therefore the definition is 

appropriately included here in the legislation. I hope that 

answers the question. 

Clause 1 agreed to 

On Clause 2 

Ms. Hanson: Again, going back to just clarify. I found 

myself, in discussing this with other people, falling into a trap 

that made me question — if I am falling into this trap, why 

aren’t we making this clearer? We have a Legal Profession 

Act and when you talk to most people in the Yukon, or most 

citizens, they will refer to lawyers and they will think about 

the bar association, which is an advocacy group. We 

understand that. Then you have the Law Society of Yukon, 

which is not supposed to be an advocacy group. Why isn’t the 

Legal Profession Act governing a legal professions society as 

opposed to a law society? I understand there are traditions — 

Upper Canada, blah, blah — going back to Britain. The issue 

is that if we are talking about legal professions, why are we 

talking about continuing on with a confusion of names? I just 

want to know if that was debated and if that was part of the 

consultation. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for that question, which 

I actually did not anticipate, and I have lived in the law 

society world for a long time, so I do appreciate it. Thank you 

very much to the member opposite. 

There was no anticipation of changing the name of the 

law society. Across Canada — partly, I guess it has to do with 

tradition. The Law Society of England and Wales is the so-

called mothership of law societies of the British tradition upon 

which Canadian law societies are built. The law societies 

across the country have the name of “law society”. I am sure it 

is historic in its nature, with the exception of Quebec, which 

known as the Barreau du Québec, and with the exception of 

Nova Scotia, which is known as the Nova Scotia Barristers’ 

Society — but is a society nonetheless. We didn’t consider 

changing the name; it is the name that the Law Society of 

Yukon has chosen for themselves based on the traditions of 

the law societies and, as I have said, they are the same across 

Canada. 

Clause 2 agreed to 

On Clause 3 

Ms. Hanson: So with respect to the purpose of the 

societies section, to me, this, in any legislation, is sort of like 

the spine around which this legislation is built — the purpose 

of the society is to uphold and protect the public interest with 

(a) to (f) enumerated statements. So (e) says: “… promoting 

access to justice and engaging in public outreach…”, and the 

minister just said that section 19, which deals with paralegals, 

is enabling only to allow for the law society to make changes 

in the future, should they wish to countenance the paralegals 

being recognized in the territory. 

I guess I’m concerned that an enabling provision with 

respect to paralegals fails to recognize the real situation in 

terms of the very inequitable access to legal services that 

exists in this territory right now. It is my understanding — and 

the minister can correct me if I’m wrong — that some 

jurisdictions — I think Ontario — do regulate paralegals 

under the law society. So why would we put “enabling” at this 

stage of the game when we know that many people are finding 

it very difficult to access legal advice and support and that 

oftentimes it’s not a full-fledged court case or whatever, but 

it’s assisting and understanding the legal process, or 

understanding some of the issues that are associated with 

something that has a legal aspect to it? 

I fail to understand how the purpose of the society is 

reflected in this legislation — this legislation is giving it that 

self-regulating gloss — and how it’s going to be doing that if 

it is “maybe someday in the future”. What will be the trigger? 

What will trigger the opportunity? I go back to the concern 

that I expressed at the outset, Mr. Chair. We have seen other 

professional associations circle the wagons and say, “We 

don’t want X, Y, Z in this territory.”  
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I will use the reference of international medical graduates 

— those of you who recall the crisis that we faced not five 

years ago in accessing family physicians or any physicians in 

this town. It turns out that the association that governed their 

ability to practise in this territory had established two different 

bars as discriminatory.  

My question is: If it’s enabling only and we’re trying to 

ensure that the public interest is being served, how is this 

achieved in this legislation by not having something more 

prescriptive with respect to the ability of the practice of 

paralegal — somebody who has that kind of training — and 

the recognition of the training for somebody to be a paralegal? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: First of all, I completely agree that 

the core of this piece of legislation is set out in — I want to 

call it a section, but it’s a clause in this room — clause 3.  

It is the purpose of the act. It is, as I stated earlier, to 

protect the public interest in the delivery of legal services by 

doing the (a) through (f) there. I will come back to that in a 

moment.  

With respect to the specific question about paralegals and 

why section 19 is enabling — I hesitate to say this because 

I’m not 100-percent sure, but, at this point, I think the member 

opposite is correct that only Ontario regulates paralegals. Of 

course, they do so through their legal profession act, or the 

equivalent, and pursuant to the law society activities. If that 

were an issue here in the territory, at some point clearly we 

would do that. We have the provisions to do that here. 

While I appreciate the comments about inequitable 

access, at this point and for all of the years that I’ve been 

involved in the law society here in the territory — and we 

have gone around on this question a number of times — there 

simply has been no organized representation by paralegals for 

the purpose of practising. They would practise under the 

supervision of someone from the legal profession and there 

certainly is some work being done, but, as far as providing the 

kinds of legal services that I think the member opposite is 

thinking about, there simply has not been that case. 

The second part of the question that I find to be 

absolutely critical is that the provisions in section 19 do not 

allow the law society to put up barriers, if I can say it that 

way. In fact, it is a decision of the Commissioner in Executive 

Council. Of course, there is consultation with the law society, 

but it is a decision by government and by Cabinet, through the 

Commissioner in Executive Council, as to whether or not the 

expanded scope of service is permitted. 

It’s not a matter of being not scrutinized, if I can say it 

that way, for the purpose of keeping a legal profession’s doors 

closed. There are some people here in the territory with what 

we would consider to be paralegal training, but there simply 

has not been the uptake to provide the services that you may 

be considering. 

In addition to that, it’s important to clarify that the 

independence of the legal profession is fundamental to the 

rule of law — which is why we have law society acts, which 

is why we have law societies — because there must be 

someone to represent an individual who wants to challenge, 

wants to seek justice, wants to challenge a government 

decision, for instance, wants to have their voice heard in a 

court of law or in a matter to challenge the status quo or the 

powers that be. In order for that to be the case and in order for 

that to be a foundation of our Canadian society — which it is 

— the rule of law must be upheld. In order for the rule of law 

to be upheld — for lack of a better explanation, the rule of law 

being that the law applies equally to every citizen, to 

everyone, for all purposes — the independence of the legal 

profession is absolutely required, as is the independence of the 

judiciary, separate from influence by government, separate 

from influence by lawyers — to be separate from influence by 

government or by other forces so that everyone can be 

represented as they choose and determine their own path to 

justice. 

Ms. Hanson: I absolutely agree with the comments 

made by the minister with respect to 3(c) — upholding the 

independence of the legal profession. I guess my question 

would be: How is that given effect in this legislation and how 

is it given effect practically in a jurisdiction like Yukon? I 

can’t count the number of times where I’ve been told, “No, we 

won’t take that on because I work in this town and I’m not 

taking on this or that case”. Where in this legislation is the 

independence of the legal profession — how is it manifest in 

this act?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I do want to come back to making 

reference to part (e) before we move off of this clause, but I 

will come back to that in a moment and answer the question 

by the member opposite first.  

There are two provisions that are in the current Legal 

Profession Act that do not exist in this piece of legislation. I’m 

sorry — I don’t have it front of me so maybe one of my 

colleagues will be able to give me the section if it’s necessary, 

but there is a provision in the current piece of legislation that 

provides for quite a bit of oversight by the Minister of Justice 

— Responsibilities of the Minister, 106(1) — in the current 

legislation that does not live in this new piece of legislation.  

In addition, there is the ability in the current legislation 

for the government to scrutinize the rules and rule-making 

authority for the Law Society of Yukon — again, an 

opportunity in removing that clause to further the 

independence of the profession and of the Law Society of 

Yukon. Of course, individuals who are lawyers and who are 

licensed under this piece of legislation cannot represent both 

sides or cannot act in a conflict of interest, and as such, need 

to, on occasion, make choices.  

With respect to the comment from the member opposite 

about individuals making choices about not wanting to 

represent one party or another, I can’t really comment on that. 

The integrity — this is something I’ve worked on for a long 

time, Mr. Chair.  

I was the president of this law society here in the territory 

for a length of time longer than any other president — for six 

years. I was chosen by my peers to be the president of the 

Federation of Law Societies of Canada, an umbrella 

organization that represents 14 law societies in Canada with 

over 90,000 practising lawyers and notaries. The law society 

world is somewhere I live and I have lived and, while it harms 
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me to hear the comment like “I wouldn’t take that case in this 

town” — or something that you paraphrased — the integrity 

of the legal profession is something I truly believe in. I believe 

this piece of legislation will, in the public interest, require our 

lawyers to be of stellar integrity to represent their profession 

well.  

Unfortunately, that is an individual decision and is 

something that is outside the boundaries of this legislation, 

which I believe puts in place all the rules that we can possibly 

put in place for individuals to act appropriately and to be 

properly regulated — and disciplined when they don’t — but 

it’s not something that can always be controlled. 

Ms. Hanson: I do share the minister’s aspirations there 

when we get to that section of the act that speaks to how 

discipline — how the public or if the public’s interest is 

reflected in those disciplinary aspects and then we can discuss 

that further.  

Clause 3 agreed to 

On Clause 4 

Clause 4 agreed to 

On Clause 5 

Ms. Hanson: Again with respect to the overarching 

objectives in terms of the public interest, could the minister 

clarify how clause 5 works? There are a couple of components 

of 5(1). You have the two individuals who are going to be 

appointed and then you have some changes if the executive 

changes later in the act. It says that the minister must appoint 

and it’s my understanding — is the minister required to 

consult with the law society’s executive before they appoint a 

public member? Or is it the intention that the public members 

on the executive are in fact independent and so not vetted by 

the law society?  

I’m trying to get at the nature of the kinds of people who 

are trying to get on to this. If they are truly members of the 

public, they may or may not be best buddies with those guys 

who are lawyers and who are on the executive of the law 

society. Must the minister consult and get public members 

vetted or is the minister free to appoint based on objective 

criteria that have been established to achieve the objectives of 

this act — those objectives that we talked about in clause 3? 

 Is that the minister’s overarching mandate with respect to 

appointing public members? If not, could she clarify who and 

how — not individuals, but the kinds of qualities that are 

being sought when a public member is being appointed? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Parts of this clause do require the 

minister to consult with the executive before the appointment 

or the reappointment or the removal of a public member, but 

at that point they have no authority other than consultative. 

There is no authority for them to approve or to deal with the 

criteria. Ultimately the decision remains with the minister. I 

don’t know whether this will answer a question that you might 

be going to ask, but you made reference to the reference later 

on. The executive is required to be no less than eight members 

and 25 percent — in this case, two members set out here are 

members of the public, public representatives. Later, it allows 

for the number of people on the executive to be higher than 

eight, and the public representative must still be 25 percent. 

So if the work of the law society was to expand in future and 

they wanted to have 10 members, they would still need 

25 percent to be public. That is the change that can be made 

later on, but no less than eight members of an executive and 

no less than 25 percent of public representation.  

As far as the characteristics go, I can speak from my own 

experience in that. First of all, the law society usually seeks 

public input. The minister’s office seeks public interest — 

who is interested in being a member of the law society 

executive — and applications come through that process. It is 

not my experience, by any stretch of the imagination, that 

individuals who have friends who are lawyers — that is not 

what happens. I can think of a number of public 

representatives with whom I have worked over the years, and 

all have been interested in the legal profession, interested in 

justice issues perhaps, and are outstanding members of society 

who are keen to read a lot, which is often one of the 

requirements of the executive roles. In addition to that, 

because of the role that might have a public member of the 

law society executive be on a board of adjudication — for 

lack of a better term — or a panel, by which they would need 

to make decisions — an interest in administrative law, the 

principles of natural justice, the principles of fair adjudication 

of matters, and those kinds of things generally. People with 

those interests come forward.  

The law society has been lucky, I think, to have amazing 

public representatives who often stay for more than one term 

because of their interest and the learning curve in getting up to 

speed — as the member opposite has done, Mr. Chair, in 

learning the details of this piece of legislation and the other 

details of how that plays out. Of course, there are an extensive 

number of rules that will accompany this piece of legislation 

and that accompany the current piece of legislation. Those 

tend to be more detailed or practical about the operations of 

the law society. 

I hope I have answered that question but, while there are 

no set criteria, it’s something the law society takes very 

seriously, as does the minister, in making sure that those 

appointments are people who understand and have interest in 

the issues that will be before the law society. 

Ms. Hanson: If the minister misunderstood me, I was 

not challenging whether or not persons were friendly with 

lawyers. It’s whether or not the minister had the discretion, 

should there be — some legal professions, some groups of 

legal professions can be rather staid and may not be that much 

interested in change, may not be comfortable with activists or 

policy advocates for change — for example, when we talked 

earlier about the issue of what would trigger the move or the 

recognition of paralegals. So if you had somebody who comes 

from a poverty law background or a poverty community 

activist background, would the minister be able to say, “You 

know what? I think we need to put some people into this mix 

who will liven it up, perhaps.” I don’t know, but I’m just 

saying: Does the minister have the ultimate say in appointing 

the public members, or does the law society? 

My last question on clause 5(3) is a question with respect 

to public representatives entitled to any prescribed 
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remuneration — prescribed according to what schedule and 

paid by whom? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think I left out of my last answer 

that I completely understand the question, Mr. Chair. Of 

course, diversity is a criterion that I personally would seek, 

and I know the law society would seek gender representation 

and representation from the community, so there’s a broad 

spectrum of skillsets represented there. The public 

representatives at the law society are a critical piece of how 

they do their work. 

The answer to the question with respect to prescribed 

remuneration is an interesting one. At this point, the public 

representatives on the law society executive do not receive 

remuneration for their work. In my view — this is not 

something that I haven’t said publicly before, and I said it 

before I was here and I’m working on changing that now — it 

is because the law society is not properly characterized in the 

program for government remuneration of individuals on 

boards and committees and tribunals across the government. 

The executive members of the law society would not 

receive any remuneration for their work, but the public 

representatives would. It is a matter that I have personally 

tried to change in the past and hopefully, now that I sit in this 

chair, I will be able to sort that out. It is paid pursuant to the 

categorization of Yukon government remuneration for boards, 

committees and tribunals, and the separate classifications of 

those boards into a group of boards. The law society executive 

falls into one of those categories, which, at this point, says that 

no remuneration is appropriate.  

In my view, that is not the correct one and that will be 

worked on, but, in answer to your question, it’s about the 

government boards and committees and paid for by the 

government for individuals who participate in public 

committees. 

Clause 5 agreed to 

On Clause 6 

Clause 6 agreed to 

On Clause 7 

Ms. Hanson: I’m not trying to belabour it, but I just 

want to make sure — in the self-regulating entity, the 

executive director position, which is a paid employee, will be 

paid for by the Law Society of Yukon. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Yes, Mr. Chair, it is paid for by the 

Law Society of Yukon. 

Clause 7 agreed to 

On Clause 8 

Clause 8 agreed to 

On Clause 9 

Clause 9 agreed to 

On Clause 10 

Clause 10 agreed to 

On Clause 11 

Clause 11 agreed to 

On Clause 12 

Ms. Hanson: When the minister was at second reading, 

I believe — and I may have skipped 11, but I am trying to 

understand the difference here — if this is the section of the 

legislation — and she can correct me, no doubt — there are 

different kinds of memberships for people to be Law Society 

of Yukon members, as I recall. I have my notes from the 

briefings too. Going back to some of the concerns expressed 

by members of the association who are not resident in the 

Yukon, but are eligible to practise in the Yukon, can the 

minister clarify the different kinds of categories of members 

here for people who are recognized as lawyers able to practise 

law? It is my understanding that some people — and we see 

this — from outside the Yukon have a category of 

membership that allows them to represent clients. Could the 

minister explain if that is covered by this clause 12 about 

members? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: At this point, there is only one 

category of members in the legislation. You are either a 

member of the Law Society of Yukon here in the territory or 

you are not; however, you could be a member who is a 

resident in the territory or a non-resident.  

You can also practise law here in the territory if you come 

with what I’m told will be known as interjurisdictional 

practice. In my old world, you would have a certificate to 

attend here in the territory and act on a particular matter — 

usually only one matter at a time — and a certificate would be 

issued for you. If you were a lawyer, for instance, in 

Saskatchewan and you wanted to come here to work on a 

particular case, you could be issued a certificate to work on 

that case and on that case only. The rules for the 

categorization of interjurisdictional practice — how 

certificates are issued, whether you’re a resident or a non-

resident member, et cetera — will be of course in the rules 

where they currently exist and the details of those.  

In answer to the question about what category of 

members you are, really you are a member. You could be a 

retired member, or there is a provision in this piece of 

legislation for an honorary member, which caused a bit of a 

stir in the old act because there was no real provision to do 

that.  

In order to clarify, they should also indicate that articling 

students or articled students as they are referred to are also 

members under this piece of legislation. I know that’s a bit 

complicated as far as an answer goes. The subcategories live 

in the rules or will live in the new rules, but really resident and 

non-resident isn’t of concern because in order to practise law 

here in the territory you must be a member of the Law Society 

of Yukon.  

Clause 12 agreed to 

On Clause 13 

Clause 13 agreed to 

On Clause 14 

Clause 14 agreed to 

On Clause 15 

Clause 15 agreed to 

On Clause 16 

Ms. Hanson: With respect to clause 16, which speaks 

to reviews, it suggests that there may be occasions when an 

applicant doesn’t feel that their application has been dealt with 

appropriately. Can the minister explain what kinds of 
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circumstances would lead to a review of an application for 

admission as a member of the Law Society of Yukon and 

what kinds of criteria would lead to somebody being denied 

membership to the Law Society of Yukon? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The member opposite is correct. 

Section 16 sets out the provisions for a review. If the 

credentials committee determined that somebody’s application 

should be denied, there are a number of ways in which that 

can happen. There is the constitution of a review panel and 

then ultimately, after that panel, there could be an application 

to the Supreme Court if that were the case.  

As far as an example of what might determine someone 

not obtaining a membership here at any of those stages — it 

might be someone, for instance, who has attended a law 

school outside of Canada with maybe foreign credentials, 

which is clearly not an automatic issue, but it might be that 

their application is not complete in that they haven’t done the 

equivalencies here in Canada. There are some exams that can 

be done so that you could transfer your law degree. Another 

example might be somebody who is not in good standing at 

another law society and that information had been considered 

by the credentials committee, or later by the review panel, but 

they may wish to challenge that because the information 

might be incorrect or there might be an interpretation of the 

information that they want the credentials committee or the 

review panel or, ultimately, the Supreme Court to take into 

account. Those are just a couple of examples that I hope 

answer the question. 

Clause 16 agreed to 

On Clause 17 

Clause 17 agreed to 

On Clause 18 

Clause 18 agreed to 

On Clause 19 

Clause 19 agreed to 

On Clause 20 

Clause 20 agreed to 

On Clause 21 

Clause 21 agreed to 

On Clause 22 

Clause 22 agreed to 

On Clause 23 

Clause 23 agreed to 

On Clause 24 

Clause 24 agreed to 

On Clause 25 

Ms. Hanson: I find the wording of this one seeking 

clarification — that’s what it basically causes me to do. As I 

understand the structure of this, the executive has to take into 

consideration any resolution in respect of the rules that is 

passed, so a resolution “… that is passed by a majority of the 

voting members who vote at a general or special meeting of 

the Society, but no such resolution is binding on the 

executive.” 

So we have this distillation of power. We have members 

delegating to the executive a number of powers, but these 

members — are we looking at here a vesting of absolute 

power in the executive? Is that what this is purporting to do? I 

don’t see the democratic dimension of it. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I completely understand the pause 

and the question here. At first blush, that might be the case.  

It actually does exactly the opposite in that it requires the 

executive to listen to the membership when they bring 

forward matters that maybe are not being considered by the 

executive members. I should note that there are annual 

elections for members of the executive. Certainly “Member 

resolutions”, which is the title for this clause, permit the 

participation by the membership in a way that might not 

otherwise be provided for if this section was not here. 

Ms. Hanson: I believe I understand that, but what it 

basically says is that because of the fact that your executive — 

well, it does not say that they have to take them into 

consideration. How is an executive bound by its members? 

What mechanism exists for members to give direction to their 

executive or does the executive have a power over and above 

and separate from its membership? That brings back into 

question the purpose of section 3. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: To be clear — and I understand the 

member opposite certainly understands this and has observed 

this through working with this piece of legislation, but most of 

the rule-making power is in the executive. The executive of 

the Law Society of Yukon faces elections annually, so most of 

the authority lies with the membership and their opportunity 

to say that this executive is not listening to us, they are not 

taking our direction, and the provisions for the members to 

come forward with resolutions that must be taken into account 

by the executive.  

Like most things in the Yukon Territory, it is a small 

place, and there is opportunity for the executive to be 

responsive — must be responsive — and responsible to their 

members. This permits that to be the case. We are just looking 

because my recollection — and it is not anywhere near what it 

used to be and maybe it is not even very good anymore — is 

that there is no such provision in the current legislation, but I 

stand to be corrected on that. 

Ms. Hanson: It is just that it is curious that you would 

say that “a majority of the voting members” pass a resolution, 

but the executive is not bound by the voting members to act 

on the resolution passed by its members. It seems to put it 

outside. You have the members over here and the executive 

over here, and how does that jive, Mr. Chair? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I guess the not-so-short answer is 

that the executive is not bound by the decision of such a 

member resolution, but they are guided by their membership, 

and they are required in my view and in the view of this piece 

of legislation to listen to their membership. By the same 

token, they are not bound by it because they are the elected 

individuals for the purposes of making the decisions about 

how the law society will be governed or the rule-making 

powers within the year in which they have authority to be 

there.  

I appreciate that this might not satisfy the question, but I 

guess the flip side of that is that the executive members are 

granted the authority by virtue of their election by the other 
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members of the Law Society of Yukon to take on this 

responsibility and so the rule-making lies with them. I suppose 

it is possible, based on the way the wording of this clause is, 

that members could bring forward something that is simply 

not palatable to the rest of the membership or to the executive. 

I’m not going to forage into a bad example of what that might 

be, but the responsibility lies with the executive. They are 

elected to do that job. They will be un-elected to do that job if 

they are not listening to their members. 

Ms. Hanson: I question why this provision is in this 

legislation at all, if it is intended to have no force or effect. If 

you just simply say that you can have a general meeting or a 

special meeting or you can pass a resolution. Isn’t that kind of 

guaranteed to vex members? Why irritate people if you don’t 

need to? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think I will take issue with the 

fact that it has no force and effect, but I do appreciate the 

concerns raised by the member opposite. The old equivalent 

of the current section allowed for, at a general meeting — so 

there was that provision; it had to be a general meeting — 

“active members”, which wasn’t well-defined, to make, 

amend or revoke any rule. As we discussed earlier, the rule-

making authority in this piece of legislation has been vested 

and been moved primarily to that of the executive, so the new 

section 25 is consistent with that authority while giving the 

membership a path — and in my view and in my submission 

to this House, not only a path — one that, if it is actually 

meaningful, they must take into account because there is a 

membership speaking. I think that is critical in this case. 

While I appreciate the point of view being taken by the 

member opposite, I think it’s important that section 5 be read 

in supporting the new rule-making authority for the executive. 

Clause 25 agreed to 

On Clause 26 

Clause 26 agreed to 

On Clause 27 

Clause 27 agreed to 

On Clause 28 

Clause 28 agreed to 

On Clause 29 

Clause 29 agreed to 

On Clause 30 

Clause 30 agreed to 

On Clause 31 

Ms. Hanson: As I understand it, clause 31 says the 

following — so they’re not legal services and that includes the 

prescribed services of an indigenous courtworker, and then (c) 

is the lawful practice of a prescribed regulated profession. 

What services are being exempted? Because we talked about 

the importance of indigenous courtworkers earlier and I’m 

presuming that (c) is going to cover paralegals, so are those 

then going to be set out in regulations — 31(b) and 31 (c)?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I will deal with the question of the 

indigenous courtworkers first. Yes, there will be a regulation 

that describes carefully and specifically the indigenous 

courtworkers’ responsibilities. The discussions that I have had 

involve including portions of a job description so that, if 

someone is doing this, this and this as an indigenous 

courtworker, they are, therefore, by virtue of this piece of 

legislation, not practising law. Those are the exceptions here. 

In addition to the other practice of prescribed regulated 

professions, examples of that would include perhaps 

surveyors, accountants or other individuals who are doing 

work that, depending on the kind of advice they are giving, 

could be considered to be practising law if this section was not 

clearly exempting them from that process by virtue of the 

professional advice they give.  

Clause 31 agreed to 

On Clause 32 

Clause 32 agreed to 

On Clause 33 

Clause 33 agreed to 

On Clause 34 

Clause 34 agreed to 

On Clause 35 

Clause 35 agreed to 

On Clause 36 

Clause 36 agreed to 

On Clause 37 

Clause 37 agreed to 

On Clause 38 

Clause 38 agreed to 

On Clause 39 

Clause 39 agreed to 

On Clause 40 

Clause 40 agreed to 

On Clause 41 

Clause 41 agreed to 

On Clause 42 

Clause 42 agreed to 

On Clause 43 

Clause 43 agreed to 

On Clause 44 

Clause 44 agreed to 

On Clause 45 

Clause 45 agreed to 

On Clause 46 

Clause 46 agreed to 

On Clause 47 

Ms. Hanson: I’m just curious if the minister could 

explain where the phrase “holding out” comes from. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I thought I knew the answer to that, 

Mr. Chair, but I just wanted to check. It’s a reference to 

otherwise holding yourself out as, or representing yourself as, 

a member of the profession when you are not. 

Clause 47 agreed to 

On Clause 48 

Clause 48 agreed to 

On Clause 49 

Clause 49 agreed to 

On Clause 50 

Clause 50 agreed to 

On Clause 51 

Clause 51 agreed to 
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On Clause 52 

Clause 52 agreed to 

On Clause 53 

Clause 53 agreed to 

On Clause 54 

Clause 54 agreed to 

On Clause 55 

Clause 55 agreed to 

On Clause 56 

Clause 56 agreed to 

On Clause 57 

Clause 57 agreed to 

On Clause 58 

Clause 58 agreed to 

On Clause 59 

Ms. Hanson: This whole area of the process — and I 

haven’t looked it up because I can’t leave. I know we have 

just quickly run through this whole area, but this is one of the 

key areas where the public interest is potentially to be served. 

My question sort of centres around the issue of how the public 

accesses the complaints aspect here. 

If the minister could distinguish between the internal 

sanctions and the internal disciplinary processes versus “I 

have an issue with a lawyer and I want to know who do I 

complain to?” What I don’t understand from all of these 

various committees, structures and processes that are being set 

up, how my interests are being served by this particular area, 

and how I, as a citizen, am going to be able to understand who 

I am going to call when I am not getting well served or I have 

not been well served by somebody who is a member of the 

Law Society of Yukon. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The changes to this piece of 

legislation will, in my submission to this House, serve the 

public in the following ways.  

The public has always been able to come forward with an 

individual complaint or a complaint about an individual 

practitioner. This act will help them to proceed through a 

process where their complaint will be dealt with through the 

complaints investigation committee or other means. This 

certainty does not exist in the current piece of legislation. It is 

quite — I guess I will use the word “vague” as to what that 

process is. Of course there are rules that have tried to shore 

that up for the public as to how complaints are dealt with, but 

let me just say that here, and in the current legislation, the 

public has a process by which they can bring complaints to the 

law society about individuals.  

The changes here will allow for a far broader scope of 

complaints to come forward. For instance, in the current 

legislation, there was really no provision for the law society 

itself or for the executive director to come forward. Individual 

lawyers could complain about a colleague, which is obviously 

permitted here as well, but information sometimes comes to 

the law society or to the executive director — for instance, 

someone could call up and not want to make an official 

complaint, but say, “Look, this is what has happened.” Or they 

might leave a message or send an e-mail — something that 

does not identify them — but the executive director and the 

executive of the law society might still want to look into that 

matter because they operate in the public interest and all 

complaints must be taken seriously. None of those provisions 

exist — or to the broad extent that I am explaining them here 

— in the current legislation. This does permit that to be the 

case — and for complaints to be initiated at a number of 

places or by a number of means that do not currently exist.  

In my submission to this House and in answer to this 

question, it actually protects the public more broadly than it 

has in the past by permitting those matters to be considered 

through the complaint process. 

Clause 59 agreed to 

On Clause 60 

Clause 60 agreed to 

On Clause 61 

Ms. Hanson: I’m just going through my notes from the 

briefing. In that briefing, we were talking about the 

disciplinary aspects of the legislation. I’m wondering if, under 

“Powers of investigator”, where it says that an investigator 

“has the power to do anything that a board of inquiry under 

the Public Inquiries Act may do in an inquiry under that Act” 

— my understanding is that most disciplinary hearings would 

be made public. Is this what the intention of section 61 and the 

following is? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: With respect to section 61, this is 

really about the investigation stage rather than the hearing 

stage. The investigation stage won’t be a public one, 

obviously, but the provisions here in section 61 provide the 

powers of the board of inquiry under the Public Inquiries Act 

to an investigator who has been assigned to a particular 

matter. For instance, this is the appropriate way to draft it so 

that the reference is to another law that already gives that 

power here in the territory, but things like compelling 

evidence and compelling documents requiring witnesses to 

participate or those kinds of things — and that is a critical 

update as well, because there have been situations in the past 

where individual members of the law society have indicated, 

for instance, that at the investigation stage they couldn’t 

provide information because of solicitor-client privilege. But 

this, and a number of other provisions here in this act now, 

have answered that question — if I can say it that way — to 

be most clear that authority works and is vested in an 

investigator, but also that it is not an appropriate bar to 

participating in the governing body of your profession and 

you must answer. 

Clause 61 agreed to 

On Clause 62 

Clause 62 agreed to 

On Clause 63 

Clause 63 agreed to 

On Clause 64 

Clause 64 agreed to 

On Clause 65 

Clause 65 agreed to 

On Clause 66 

Clause 66 agreed to 

On Clause 67 
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Clause 67 agreed to 

On Clause 68 

Clause 68 agreed to 

On Clause 69 

Clause 69 agreed to 

On Clause 70 

Clause 70 agreed to 

On Clause 71 

Clause 71 agreed to 

On Clause 72 

Clause 72 agreed to 

On Clause 73 

Clause 73 agreed to 

On Clause 74 

Clause 74 agreed to 

On Clause 75 

Clause 75 agreed to 

On Clause 76 

Ms. Hanson: Just out of curiosity, 76(2) — who 

appoints the member who is not a member of the society to 

the hearing panel?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The discipline committee has a 

responsibility under this section to convene a panel of three 

members. One is a public member and therefore not a member 

of the law society. It might be the public members who are on 

the executive, but there are also public members appointed to 

the discipline committee specifically, so it could be one of 

those persons as well. When a discipline matter proceeds to 

this stage, the discipline committee convenes a panel.  

Clause 76 agreed to 

On Clause 77 

Ms. Hanson: I realize that this is the section that I was 

thinking about when I asked my question about section 61 in 

terms of conduct and how it occurs.  

So 77(4) says — because I was asking the question about 

disciplinary hearings being open to the public — that they will 

be and they must be — a hearing must be open to the public, 

except if a hearing panel considers that the public interest, or 

the interest of any person — in preventing information 

outweighs the public interest. I’m just curious — in terms of a 

disciplinary hearing, has the minister experienced what 

matters might outweigh the public interest with respect to this 

particular provision? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The member opposite, the Leader 

of the Third Party, is correct that 77(5) is an exception to 

77(4). It provides an exception in the event that the public 

interest will be safeguarded by excluding the public from a 

hearing, and I appreciate that question. It weighs two things: 

public interest, or the public being excluded from that hearing, 

while preventing the disclosure of certain information is 

required. There’s a balancing there.  

It might be, for instance, that the subject of the complaint 

deals with information involving a minor, for instance, or that 

there could be a case that continues to be ongoing, of which 

there are perhaps details of business interests or details of 

which there is no interest in making them public and could 

adversely affect one of the parties or one of the complainants. 

We also don’t want individuals to not come forward, because 

there is the possibility that it must be a public hearing and 

their own personal interests — it might involve sensitive 

information or privacy concerns, and that provision would 

permit somebody to make that request so they could come 

forward or may be comfortable in coming forward, knowing 

that there are certain situations in which all information must 

not be public. 

Clause 77 agreed to 

On Clause 78 

Clause 78 agreed to 

On Clause 79 

Clause 79 agreed to 

On Clause 80 

Ms. Hanson: A matter of curiosity — what does the 

law society do if somebody has to pay a fine of not more than 

$50,000? If you get a $50,000 fine levied, what’s the 

disposition of those funds? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I don’t know that I know anyone 

who can answer this question because, in my 25 years and in 

the 15 or so before that the law society has existed, it has 

never happened. I could be corrected, but that’s my 

recollection. 

It would be funds of the law society. They charge 

membership fees; there’s the administration with respect to 

the law society that it could be used for, as they direct, but it 

could be used for public education and other kinds of things 

they undertake and/or will undertake.  

Back in section 3(e), which is an addition to this 

legislation that did not exist in the last one, which involves 

public education and broader public engagement — I didn’t 

comment on that earlier, Mr. Chair, but I will take just a 

second to do so now because I know that this is an evolution 

of the law society here in the territory and other places where, 

for instance, the executive members have travelled to 

communities to reach out to individuals to say: “What are 

your access to justice issues? How can we be responding to 

those?” This is a bit of a stretch from the question you’ve 

asked, which is what they would do with the funds, but it 

would be a decision of the Law Society of Yukon.  

Clause 80 agreed to 

On Clause 81 

Clause 81 agreed to 

On Clause 82 

Clause 82 agreed to 

On Clause 83 

Clause 83 agreed to 

On Clause 84 

Clause 84 agreed to 

On Clause 85 

Clause 85 agreed to 

On Clause 86 

Clause 86 agreed to 

On Clause 87 

Clause 87 agreed to 

On Clause 88 

Clause 88 agreed to 
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On Clause 89 

Clause 89 agreed to 

On Clause 90 

Ms. Hanson: I didn’t understand this section, so I 

would appreciate if the minister could explain it. I understand 

that there should be a compensation fund to reimburse people 

who have had something that they’re aggrieved by — that 

they can source compensation.  

Are all members of the Law Society of Yukon obliged to 

pay the same? How is a compensation fund established? It is a 

long section. Could the minister do a “Coles Notes” on the 

compensation fund? Who pays it? How is it determined? Does 

everybody have the same kind of pro-rated kind of assessment 

for members? How is it determined? Are all members equal? 

If you are a private member or a government-employed 

member, are you treated equally? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am so glad that this question was 

asked, Mr. Chair. The legal profession is the only profession 

in Canada, certainly that I am aware of anywhere, that 

provides for this kind of compensation. In addition to the fact 

that all practitioners are required to carry insurance — 

extensive amounts of insurance — all practitioners are 

required to participate in funding what used to be known as 

the “special fund”, which is now known as the “compensation 

fund”. It is for the purposes of compensating members of the 

public who have been harmed in some way by the actions of a 

member of the Law Society of Yukon outside of the concept 

of what their insurance would cover. So not a mistake, not an 

inadvertent issue, not missing a limitation period or having 

their files burned in a house or office fire or something like 

that, but an inappropriate activity — inappropriate actions like 

theft, fraud, et cetera.  

As a result, there are situations that have happened across 

Canada — British Columbia and Ontario are the two that I can 

think of — where the compensation fund did not have enough 

money in it to compensate the individuals who came forward 

and had been harmed by the fraudulent activity of a member. 

Every single member of the law society needed to provide 

funds to make sure that there was enough money in that fund 

up to — in the case I am thinking of in Ontario, it was 

$10,000 a member. The one in British Columbia, I think, was 

higher than that because the ultimate claim was somewhere in 

the range of $80 million with respect to some real estate fraud.  

All of which is to say that this compensation fund is 

required by this profession, required by the regulators of this 

profession, be it the law societies across Canada, for 

individuals to pay annually into this fund. I can also happily 

say that no claim has ever been made against this fund in the 

Yukon Territory, but it is a rainy day and we never really 

know. The fund continues to grow and is managed by the law 

society executive and by specialized members of the Law 

Society of Yukon who are responsible for making sure that the 

investment is properly managed. 

In this piece of legislation, generally the levy for that is 

$100 annually from each member. In the past, government 

lawyers have been exempt from that payment. They are not 

any longer in this piece of legislation. They will be required to 

pay into the compensation fund and the argument has been in 

the past that there is a reduced likelihood of the fraudulent 

kind of behaviour that might give rise to a claim here. 

Nonetheless, the Law Society of Yukon and this government 

have made the determination that equality is important, that all 

members should take on that burden and that they should all 

participate. That is consistent with other pieces of legislation 

across the country. 

There is the authority here in the act for certain classes of 

members to be exempt. For instance, I don’t want to 

speculate, but if paralegals became members, maybe it would 

say that the law society and the government would determine 

that’s not a levy that should be on them — but at this point, 

the assessment is at $100 annually. I’m looking to make sure I 

have that right; I don’t think it has changed. It’s $100 annually 

and it’s applied across the board. 

Clause 90 agreed to 

On Clause 91 

Clause 91 agreed to 

On Clause 92 

Clause 92 agreed to 

On Clause 93 

Clause 93 agreed to 

On Clause 94 

Clause 94 agreed to 

On Clause 95 

Clause 95 agreed to 

On Clause 96 

Clause 96 agreed to 

On Clause 97 

Clause 97 agreed to 

On Clause 98 

Clause 98 agreed to 

On Clause 99 

Clause 99 agreed to 

On Clause 100 

Clause 100 agreed to 

On Clause 101 

Clause 101 agreed to 

On Clause 102 

Clause 102 agreed to 

On Clause 103 

Clause 103 agreed to 

On Clause 104 

Clause 104 agreed to 

On Clause 105 

Clause 105 agreed to 

On Clause 106 

Clause 106 agreed to 

On Clause 107 

Clause 107 agreed to 

On Clause 108 

Clause 108 agreed to 

On Clause 109 

Clause 109 agreed to 

On Clause 110 

Clause 110 agreed to 
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On Clause 111 

Clause 111 agreed to 

On Clause 112 

Ms. Hanson: When I look at this, the title talks about 

books, records and accounts. I use this parallel experience: 

You have seen a general practitioner for X number of years, 

the general practitioner leaves town and then you try to find 

your records.  

When I go through this, it mostly talks about money and trust 

accounts and those kinds of records, but I have other records. I 

may have a will or other dealings that I have done with this 

professional. Does this section cover the situation where the 

said lawyer leaves town? What recourse do you have to access 

your records with that professional in terms of the public 

interest aspect? 

I’m just not sure. When I followed this through, it looked 

to me like it was mostly about money and I just didn’t see any 

other place that talked about any other kinds of records that 

might pertain to me as a citizen. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The member opposite is correct — 

the Leader of the Third Party. This is the section about 

financial records, about trust accounts, about books and those 

kinds of things.  

The kinds of records that you are making reference to — 

an individual’s files, the divorce papers, the letters they may 

have brought on a landlord and tenant dispute and those kinds 

of things — are dealt with by virtue of the standards of 

practice and by the code of conduct, and are particularly 

detailed in the rules that will come as it relates to this piece of 

legislation. The rules I know refer to things like wrapping up a 

practice. You can’t just walk out and leave your files in your 

basement and those kinds of things. There are strict rules with 

respect to file retention, destruction and those kinds of things.  

Lastly, there are requirements even in the forms that are 

filed annually by members of the law society to indicate if you 

became incapacitated for some reason or something drastic 

happened, who is the custodian of your files. It requires 

individuals to think about a friend or a colleague — especially 

here in the territory we have lots of sole practitioners. When I 

was a sole practitioner, I would reach out to a colleague and 

say: In the event that this occurs, will you be the custodian of 

my files, can they come to your office, et cetera? The law 

society has requirements for notification of that transfer. 

Those kinds of things would have to happen and they come 

under the rules. 

I guess the last piece I will add to that is just that the 

documents that come into the possession of an individual that 

are not created by that individual belong to the person from 

whom they got them. If you’re a client and you bring those, 

you should get those back. There wouldn’t be any question. 

There may be copies in a file, but certainly the sole copy 

doesn’t belong in a file of an individual practitioner because 

they don’t have ownership of those documents. What they 

create for you might be different, but those records and all of 

the details with respect to that should be and are properly dealt 

with in the rules. 

Clause 112 agreed to 

On Clause 113 

Ms. Hanson: I just want to clarify how the mechanisms 

of section 113(2) relate to the Yukon Law Foundation, 

because it talks about how the member of the law society who 

receives money to be held in trust for a client, puts the money 

into the trust account of the member? Am I understanding it 

correctly that whatever interest is raised goes into the Yukon 

Law Foundation, which is covered later in the act? Then there 

are objects about how the foundation can spend the money? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Yes, that’s correct. Trust accounts 

for the most part are paid interest by the bank, and the banks 

are directed through this provision to, if I have a trust account, 

to send any interest that would be on my trust account directly 

to the Yukon Law Foundation, and this is a requirement for 

me to give direction to the bank to do that, and the authority 

for the bank to do it. 

Clause 113 agreed to 

On Clause 114 

Clause 114 agreed to 

On Clause 115 

Clause 115 agreed to 

On Clause 116 

Clause 116 agreed to 

On Clause 117 

Clause 117 agreed to 

On Clause 118 

Clause 118 agreed to 

On Clause 119 

Clause 119 agreed to 

On Clause 120 

Ms. Hanson: Just for the record, I would like the 

minister to put into English what it means when it says a 

lawyer must not enter into a champertous contract, and no 

champertous contract is enforceable by a lawyer. 

It sounds good; what does it mean, Mr. Chair? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I don’t think we could take out 

every reference to old English, so this still lives here, but it’s 

also the word that best describes the situation. Thank you for 

the question.  

Champerty is an illegal agreement in which a person with 

no previous interest in a lawsuit finances that lawsuit with a 

view to sharing the disputed property if the suit succeeds, or 

the proceeds of what that may be — it could be either property 

or money. 

This section prohibits these agreements and sets it apart 

from the contingency fee agreements from champertous 

contracts, which are for the purpose of illegal activity, and 

contingency fee agreements, which of course are not. 

Clause 120 agreed to 

On Clause 121 

Clause 121 agreed to 

On Clause 122 

Clause 122 agreed to 

On Clause 123 

Clause 123 agreed to 

On Clause 124 

Clause 124 agreed to 
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On Clause 125 

Clause 125 agreed to 

On Clause 126 

Clause 126 agreed to 

On Clause 127 

Clause 127 agreed to 

On Clause 128 

Clause 128 agreed to 

On Clause 129 

Clause 129 agreed to 

On Clause 130 

Clause 130 agreed to 

On Clause 131 

Clause 131 agreed to 

On Clause 132 

Clause 132 agreed to 

On Clause 133 

Clause 133 agreed to 

On Clause 134 

Clause 134 agreed to 

On Clause 135 

Clause 135 agreed to 

On Clause 136 

Clause 136 agreed to 

On Clause 137 

Clause 137 agreed to 

On Clause 138 

Clause 138 agreed to 

On Clause 139 

Clause 139 agreed to 

On Clause 140 

Clause 140 agreed to 

On Clause 141 

Clause 141 agreed to 

On Clause 142 

Clause 142 agreed to 

On Clause 143 

Clause 143 agreed to 

On Clause 144 

Clause 144 agreed to 

On Clause 145 

Clause 145 agreed to 

On Clause 146 

Clause 146 agreed to 

On Clause 147 

Clause 147 agreed to 

On Clause 148 

Clause 148 agreed to 

On Clause 149 

Clause 149 agreed to 

On Clause 150 

Clause 150 agreed to 

On Clause 151 

Clause 151 agreed to 

On Clause 152 

Clause 152 agreed to 

On Clause 153 

Clause 153 agreed to 

On Clause 154 

Clause 154 agreed to 

On Clause 155 

Clause 155 agreed to 

On Clause 156 

Clause 156 agreed to 

On Clause 157 

Clause 157 agreed to 

On Clause 158 

Clause 158 agreed to 

On Clause 159 

Clause 159 agreed to 

On Clause 160 

Clause 160 agreed to 

On Clause 161 

Clause 161 agreed to 

On Clause 162 

Clause 162 agreed to 

On Clause 163 

Clause 163 agreed to 

On Clause 164 

Ms. Hanson: Just out of curiosity — it says in clause 

164(1): “The Executive may make rules in relation to 

professional corporations, including rules that (a) govern the 

names of professional corporations.” In what way would an 

executive make a rule governing the name of a professional 

corporation? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: This clause provides the executive 

with rule-making power about creating rules governing names 

of professional corporations. An example might be that the 

executive could require that the words “law corporation” be in 

the title, for instance, so that citizens would know what the 

business of the corporation is as opposed to Coca-Cola or 

something that does not really describe what the business 

might be. They might require them to have certain words in 

the title so that the public is protected and understands what 

the core business is — just as an example. 

Clause 164 agreed to 

On Clause 165 

Clause 165 agreed to 

On Clause 166 

Clause 166 agreed to 

On Clause 167 

Ms. Hanson: This is probably obvious, but I am just 

going to ask it anyway. In previous situations when there was 

a disciplinary matter, the fine of up to $50,000 went to the law 

society. In this case, it is payable to the Government of 

Yukon. Is this because saying that you are something that you 

are not is an illegal act under some Yukon law, other than the 

Legal Profession Act? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: This is an important question — 

not that they aren’t all important — but it is an important one 

with respect to drawing attention to this situation. Pursuant to 

this piece of legislation, an offence would be prosecuted by 

virtue of the rules in the Summary Convictions Act. A penalty 

would be payable to the government for that reason. The other 
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piece, although not directly related to this — and I think we 

have made it clear — is that, under the current act, it is almost 

impossible to deal with someone who is practising law 

unauthorized. These provisions have been placed here in this 

new piece of legislation — let me be clear that it is not 

rampant, but certainly in the concept of protecting the public, 

those provisions in this act have been updated and 

strengthened, in my view, so that the protection of the public 

is key and that individuals either holding themselves out or 

improperly practising law can be dealt with. 

Clause 167 agreed to 

On Clause 168 

Clause 168 agreed to 

On Clause 169 

Clause 169 agreed to 

On Clause 170 

Clause 170 agreed to 

On Clause 171 

Clause 171 agreed to 

On Clause 172 

Clause 172 agreed to 

On Clause 173 

Clause 173 agreed to 

On Clause 174 

Clause 174 agreed to 

On Clause 175 

Clause 175 agreed to 

On Clause 176 

Clause 176 agreed to 

On Clause 177 

Clause 177 agreed to 

On Clause 178 

Clause 178 agreed to 

On Clause 179 

Clause 179 agreed to 

On Clause 180 

Clause 180 agreed to 

On Clause 181 

Clause 181 agreed to 

On Clause 182 

Clause 182 agreed to 

On Clause 183 

Clause 183 agreed to 

On Clause 184 

Clause 184 agreed to 

On Clause 185  

Clause 185 agreed to 

On Clause 186 

Clause 186 agreed to 

On Clause 187 

Clause 187 agreed to 

On Clause 188 

Clause 188 agreed to 

On Title 

Title agreed to 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I move that you report 

Bill No. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017, without 

amendment. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the 

Chair report Bill No. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017, 

without amendment. 

Motion agreed to 

 

Chair: I would like to ask members if they 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.  

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is continuing 

general debate on Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation 

Act 2017-18.  

Hon. Mr. Silver: It’s nice to be back. I would like to 

welcome Katherine White from the Department of Finance 

here again today. I do have some outstanding questions that 

we worked on from the last day that I would like to answer 

before I take my seat and continue here in general debate. 

There was a question from the member opposite about 

our current cash position and also for an explanation on why 

the short-term investments had been moved from GICs to 

term deposits.  

I have a couple of different answers. We have 

$25.96 million more cash in the bank — and that’s including 

temporary investments — than we did as of March 31, 2017. 

This is largely because, when we get our TFF payment at the 

beginning of the month, the cash balance will fluctuate daily.  

The other part of that answer is that, as far as the GICs, 

short-term investments have been moved to term deposits 

from GICs because the term deposits are paying a higher rate 

these days. It’s a good financial practice to switch to the 

higher rates. Also, there was a question from the member 

opposite about the 202 full-time equivalent positions 

throughout the government.  

The member asked how many of these positions are 

currently vacant and whether we’re expecting any lapses in 

personnel dollars this fiscal year. Mr. Chair, in most cases, the 

positions have been filled. Of those 202 positions, 136 were 

extra teachers and education assistants that were already hired 

last fiscal year. This government ensured that there was a 

budget to cover those costs. There were also 25 FTEs required 

for the opening of new facilities or the operationalizing of new 

assets. These positions are also filled.  

As already discussed this session, there is a delay in 

staffing the 11 addictions and mental health workers, and not 

all of the finance positions are fully staffed yet. However, the 
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estimated FTEs included in the financial budget reflect it — 

the fact that it would take some time to implement the 

reorganization, complete new job descriptions, and also to 

recruit for these positions.  

The member asked whether the FTEs hired from 

Dr. Parson’s clinic in Dawson City were part of the 202 FTEs, 

and the answer is no, they were not, and we did confirm we 

were correct — the answer was four, not five positions.  

The member opposite asked about amounts owed to 

Canada, and specifically about amounts owed for type 2 

mines. As this is an arrangement whereby the Yukon 

government carries out the work of the reclamation and the 

cleanup for those mine sites, the member opposite questioned 

why the Government of Yukon would owe money to the 

federal government. He wanted an explanation of the $6.6-

million line item and wanted an update on the current status at 

this point in the current fiscal year.  

The answer is yes, this amount is correct. Last year, we 

received more money from the federal government than we 

were able to spend on the work at the mine sites. As of March 

31, this amount was owed to the government. This year, the 

work is continuing and we will no longer owe that money to 

the federal government. We have met our obligation, 

Mr. Chair. As you know, work will continue for many years 

on these mine sites, and there will always be some differences 

in the work that we have undertaken and the amounts that we 

receive from the federal government for these purposes. At 

any given time, there may be an amount that is either owed 

from, or to, the government because the money isn’t 

reimbursed from the federal government at the same time that 

it is spent, so there is no disagreement. 

In the last round of questions from the member opposite, 

he spoke about the Dawson City recreation centre. He wanted 

an explanation for an increase of $1,350,000 in funding and 

where the decision was made and who made it. The answer 

really is that his government made it. The references to the 

2016-17 fiscal year — the 2016-17 mains included $1,027,000 

for the Dawson City recreation centre. In Supplementary 

No. 1, an additional $1,350,000 was added, for a total budget 

of $2,377,000. 

So, to answer the question, the Yukon Party made a 

decision on the $4 million and the $1,027,000 that was first 

introduced in the 2016-17 mains. This government, through 

Management Board, made the decision to honour the rest of 

the commitment under this agreement and included it in the 

Supplementary No. 1 for the last fiscal year. As we can 

remember having that dialogue about the millions of dollars 

that started in safety concerns for the recreation centre, the 

previous government decided that the municipality could use 

that money to try to make the recreation centre whole; but, as 

we looked at the budget — and you can check Hansard for 

this debate as well — back when I was in the member 

opposite’s position, we asked why the full amount wasn’t 

accounted for, and the answer at that time — from the 

Community Services minister, I believe — was, I believe: 

“We didn’t think that Dawson would be able to spend all that 

money that we promised.” The answer from the mayor at that 

time was: “Oh, yes we can, and we will.” So we had the 

obligation to make sure that the money was accounted for. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answers from the 

Premier on that, and I do appreciate his explanation around 

the transfers to Dawson for the recreation centre. Of course I 

would agree with him that the commitment had been made in 

the previous fiscal year to, over the course of the period of the 

agreement, provide up to $4 million to Dawson. 

What I can’t agree with the member on is his 

characterization of his choice to increase it from $1 million to 

in excess of $2.3 million in the 2016-17 fiscal year. I don’t 

think the member can wash the current government’s hands of 

that decision by saying that a commitment had been made 

because — as of the main estimates in the spring — the plan 

was to transfer that full amount to them in a subsequent fiscal 

year. 

I do appreciate the explanation that it was part of a 

commitment that was made, but I do think that we have 

identified another $1.3 million on top of the $2.3 million in 

pension adjustments that we came up with yesterday, which 

shows that, of the Premier’s asserted $5.4-million deficit for 

the fiscal year, clearly $3.6 million of that is at least due to 

choices made by the government around booking the new 

information that came from the actuarial evaluations of the 

college and hospital pension plans done respectively in June 

2016 and December 2016 and the decision of the current 

government to provide an additional amount to Dawson City 

within the scope of an overall long-term commitment — but 

an increase of $1.3 million over the mains. 

Again, I would note to the Premier that, as we deconstruct 

the Premier’s deficit that we believe was due to the choices 

made by the current government, some of the new spending 

choices they have made — we have given examples such as 

Naloxone kits, which were clearly new spending — and we 

don’t take issue with the decision and, in fact, see this as a 

useful initiative — were choices to increase spending in a 

particular area in the 2016-17 fiscal year. The government 

should be transparent about the choice that it made to increase 

the budget.  

To that end, I would also note that the Minister of Health 

and Social Services — and Minister responsible for Yukon 

Housing Corporation — is on record on more than one 

occasion in this House during the Fall Sitting acknowledging, 

stating and, in fact, proudly proclaiming the fact that the 

government has changed the scope at both the Whistle Bend 

continuing care facility and at the Salvation Army facility. 

The minister also made specific reference to a new 

commitment for operational funding made under the Liberal 

government.  

Again, to recap a question I asked the Premier yesterday, 

we would appreciate information about how they have 

changed the scope and how much of the O&M costs that the 

Premier has cited for Whistle Bend are due to that change in 

scope. How much of the change in O&M costs for Salvation 

Army are due to that change in scope?  

Accordingly, I would also like to request a copy of the 

memorandum of understanding signed between the 



November 7, 2017 HANSARD 1541 

 

Government of Yukon and the Salvation Army regarding the 

new Centre of Hope facility. We would like that information 

so that we can better understand exactly what the fine print is 

on that facility. As the Premier knows — and without 

spending too much time recapping what has already been 

addressed in the media and by my colleague in the Third 

Party, the Member for Takhini-Kopper King — the Minister 

of Health and Social Services has made several contradictory 

statements about the scope of the Salvation Army Centre of 

Hope facility and has been contradicted by people, including 

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King and a number of 

members of the Yukon’s NGO community, who have taken 

issue with the minister’s assertion that the model at that 

facility is a Housing First model and clarification that it was 

not a Housing First Model but somehow it was, which 

seemed, if anything, to muddy the water.  

Again, in the interest of transparency, we would ask the 

Premier to provide us with it and I will take the liberty of 

assuming that the Third Party would also appreciate a copy of 

that contract between the Salvation Army and the Government 

of Yukon so that we can see what is in that MOU.  

Looking at the supplementary budget and trying to 

understand the new costs committed to in this area, we would 

appreciate more information about the ongoing costs related to 

the Salvation Army, both in the Department of Health and 

Social Services and through the Yukon Housing Corporation, 

as well as if they are receiving funding from any other 

different pot.  

I would also like to just briefly return to the question I 

asked the minister when I asked the minister to provide 

information about the transfers and contribution agreements 

between Yukon government and First Nations and 

municipalities. I would also like to add to that a question for 

the minister: Are there currently any secondments of Yukon 

government staff to any other level of government, including 

First Nation, municipal or the federal government? If so, 

could we get a listing of the total number of those 

secondments, the purpose of those staff secondments and 

whether the Government of Yukon is continuing to pay the 

salary for those secondments — and if so, what that is? 

I just want to note — to prevent the Premier from 

suggesting that we’re saying that this should never occur — in 

fact, we’re simply saying that at a time when the Premier is 

talking about the costs of government and asking Yukoners 

for their input on the government’s finances, it’s appropriate 

to be fully transparent with taxpayers on the total costs of 

contributions to have other levels of government, especially 

where those contributions may not be strictly required. Again, 

in that specific area, I’m not asking for a breakdown of the gas 

tax funding. I would exclude that from that area since I 

believe that’s tabled through other matters. 

With regard to another area, as we’re going through the 

current supplementary estimates for 2017-18, we’re trying to 

understand the amounts of money that are included in this 

year’s budget through either the mains or the supplementary 

estimates and the amounts that were committed to previously, 

and we noticed a press release by the Government of Yukon 

citing the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources on 

January 24, 2017 — “Government of Yukon provides 

financial assistance to mineral sector organizations” — and it 

refers to funding totalling $360,000 for the Klondike Placer 

Miners’ Association and $375,000 for the Yukon Chamber of 

Mines. Because that press release does not contain the 

standard disclaimer that is included in pre-budget 

announcements, these funds are subject to legislative 

approval. It does appear that this contribution began in the 

2016-17 fiscal year and I believe would be included in this 

government through the mains probably rather than 

Supplementary No. 1, but I would appreciate information 

from the Premier on which fiscal year those funds began being 

transferred in and where they are currently shown within this 

year’s budget and/or Supplementary No. 1. 

I would also note for the Premier’s reference and for 

officials that when we were looking at the Public Accounts to 

try to determine this for the 2016-17 fiscal year, we noticed 

from the main estimates to the Public Accounts that there was 

an increase in the transfers to the Yukon Chamber of Mines 

— a difference showing of $45,000 budgeted in the spring to 

actual spending of $100,000 in the 2016-17 fiscal year. I 

would ask the Premier to let us know whether this is the same 

money referenced in the press release or is additional funding, 

when that funding was authorized, which government 

authorized it, and what the purpose of that agreement is — 

again, just noting that we’re not saying the decision shouldn’t 

have been made. We’re just asking what it’s for, who made it, 

and why. 

In looking at this supplementary estimate, there appears 

to be an increase of staff related to youth justice. According to 

my notes, it was an $869,000 increase for staff related to 

youth justice and a half-million dollar increase to insured 

health, as well as new Family and Children’s Services 

positions in communities. Could the minister explain what the 

total cost of those areas is and confirm whether those are 

dealing with any of the 202 new FTE positions that he 

referenced, which I guess is now 206 FTEs, or whether those 

positions are either on top of that number or in addition to it? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I don’t want to belabour this point too 

much but, to be very clear with the Dawson City rec centre — 

any money that has been spent on the rec centre to date has 

been commitments by the Yukon Party government, and those 

commitments are either going to be honoured by the member 

opposite or they’re not. What we see today is the Member for 

Lake Laberge now saying that the commitment to take that 

safety money — it was their government that made that 

decision, money that was supposed to be for stairs to upstairs 

and fire systems and the safety component of the building. 

Their government made a good decision, in my opinion, to 

allow the city to use that money to complete the rec centre as 

much as possible, knowing full well that $4 million — or 

whatever that number was — was not enough for the 

completion of the stairs upstairs and the upstairs area and all 

that. It was a good move by the previous government to allow 

the City of Dawson, the community, to use that money to be 
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whole, as far as the rink and some repairs and some tests for 

some helical piles — that whole thing. 

If the member opposite is telling me now that, no, it is 

now a Liberal commitment, I beg to differ. Timelines, again 

— beg to differ — because that money was spent in the fiscal 

year in which it was supposed to be spent.  

When the last Yukon Party budget came out, we saw that 

this money wasn’t there. When they were claiming a surplus, 

we said, “Where’s the money that you promised Dawson?” — 

and not just the money promised to Dawson this year, but the 

money that was promised to Dawson for, I believe, four years 

in a row. This is the money that you have to spend — and, 

yes, in previous years, the city did not spend a lot of that 

money because they had to figure out how to spend that 

money, how to pivot with the limited resources that they did 

have. How do you spend money that was earmarked for one 

thing and is now going to be spent on another thing? 

It was an interesting conversation to watch happen in 

Dawson. I think the city, the mayor and council, are owed our 

accolades to say that they did a good job with the limited 

amount of funding that was offered and the pivot of how that 

funding was supposed to be spent. 

But that money was promised by the Yukon Party 

government, and that money was spent in that year, even 

though in that year, the Yukon Party only budgeted about 

$1 million — I don’t remember the complete numbers, but it 

wasn’t the amount. When we asked, the rationale was, “Well, 

we didn’t think Dawson was going to be capable of spending 

that money in the fiscal year.” They did — and then some. So 

that money was spent on the recreation centre before we were 

sworn in on December 3. You know the construction season 

around here, Mr. Chair, and you know when ice gets in and 

doesn’t get in, so that money was spent.  

I will take this commentary to the mayor and council in 

Dawson. I will get them to weigh in and maybe I will table 

that later on in the Legislative Assembly. But again, if this is 

how the Yukon Party says: “There, we got you — that was 

your money and not our money.” I beg to differ, respectfully, 

with the member opposite. That was money committed not 

just in the last fiscal year of the Yukon Party government, but 

probably for four years in a row, that money was on the table 

for them to spend. 

There was a question about there being any change of 

scope in Whistle Bend. Any change in scope has not yet 

changed the fiscal framework. We still at this point expect the 

costs to run Whistle Bend facility to be the $35 million from 

the original design. So no, again — not correct. 

The next one is the solvency issue that the member 

opposite brought up as well. The need to make contributions 

due to solvency deficits was not a new thing, as the member 

opposite would have you believe, as a result of the updated 

actuarial reports. So no, that’s not it; that’s not correct. 

Regarding the Chamber of Mines’ funding — this is on 

page 179 of Public Accounts, in schedule 9 — any further 

questions on that very specific issue would be best directed to 

the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources. 

The secondment question would be a question for the 

Minister responsible for the Public Service Commission, but I 

will say — what a great idea to second to governments. As we 

have First Nation governments building capacity on 

responsibilities and as they draw down on specific chapters of 

the self-governing agreements, this is a good way of working 

together in partnership with First Nation governments to make 

sure that we can help along the way until capacity is met. We 

have had lots of conversations with First Nation governments, 

asking them specifically what areas they would be interested 

in, and it’s anything from education to mining to lands 

departments — this type of thing. We believe that a 

secondment piece would be great. To say that a lot of work 

has been done on that file — no, it hasn’t, but specific 

questions on secondments would be great questions for the 

Minister responsible for PSC. 

The Klondike Placer Miners’ Association — that, as well, 

was a mining question.  

The member opposite asked about the $869,000, but it 

wasn’t for youth justice; it is actually for children’s treatment 

services. So that question could be directed to the Minister of 

Health and Social Services when it’s her turn to speak 

specifically to her lines in Committee.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the parts of the answer I got 

from the Minister of Finance on this, but, for starters, I asked 

the Premier a question about secondments to other levels of 

government and I would point out that those have occurred in 

the past. The Premier made reference to it suggesting that it 

was a specific question — too specific for him. We’ve heard 

another minister in the past suggest that a question was above 

her pay grade. In his case now, we’ve heard a number of 

questions he says are below his pay grade, effectively.  

I would note that, in looking at Supplementary No. 1, the 

minister suggests that I should ask a question of the Minister 

responsible for the Public Service Commission in debate, but 

it appears that there’s a reduction in O&M and no change in 

capital for the Public Service Commission. To my 

understanding, that department isn’t even going to come up 

for debate; therefore, our opportunity to ask it is in general 

debate with the Premier.  

Secondly, I would also note that, because it relates very 

closely to the financial pressures upon the Government of 

Yukon and the financial choices made by the Premier and his 

Cabinet, asking for the corporate number on how many are 

transferred, which departments are affected, where are you 

seconding staff to and have you continued to pay their salary 

while they are under secondment — because those decisions 

would likely affect a number of departments, I think this 

underlines the reasonability of asking the minister for what 

choices have been made and where. 

In the case of the decision to provide that type of 

assistance to another level of government, whether First 

Nation or municipal or to the federal government, it would 

likely involve some discussion, including departments such as 

the Department of Community Services in the case of a 

municipality, or in the case of a discussion with a First Nation 

government, an agreement to provide such assistance — they 
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would probably directly fall within the Aboriginal Relations 

branch or under Intergovernmental Relations within the 

Premier’s own department of Executive Council Office. Those 

are several reasons for directing those questions to the 

Premier.  

If he is not able to provide it here today, then we will 

certainly look forward to receiving that as soon as possible. 

Again, I do have to underline the fact that with all of these 

matters, including the additional funding for the Yukon 

Chamber of Mines that the Premier declined to provide an 

answer on, when we are talking about new spending, about the 

overall fiscal pressures and about issues related to decisions 

made by this current government, both in the current fiscal 

year and in Supplementary No. 1 before us as well as in the 

previous fiscal year, the overall questions of total numbers, 

total costs and a breakdown of those decisions across 

departments are, we believe, perfectly reasonable to ask the 

Premier and something that the public deserves an answer on. 

I am going to move on to another area. In tabling the 

Public Accounts, the Premier, on October 31, read a 

ministerial statement — and I quote: “There is $2.2 million in 

unpaid construction bills for the hospitals in rural Yukon and 

for the Crocus Ridge residence construction.” What I would 

ask the Premier in referencing that number — and just 

understand the basis of where this year’s budget flows from 

— the Premier mentioned that number in his ministerial 

statement and in his press release on October 31, he 

mentioned that $8 million had been paid back in 2017. 

Yesterday, we did get a confirmation from the minister that 

almost all of that $8 million was to pay down loans of the 

Hospital Corporation, although the Premier was either not 

able or not willing to provide a breakdown on which loans or 

answer the very specific question of whether government had 

sped up any of the loan payments to retire debt earlier.  

I would ask the Premier whether the $2.2 million in 

unpaid construction bills, which he referenced in this House a 

week ago today, is included in any of that $8 million that is 

referenced in his press release issued the same day or are we 

dealing with different items of money in that. If we are 

dealing with different areas of money, can he provide a more 

detailed explanation on his assertion that $2.2 million was 

paid for construction bills for hospitals and the Crocus Ridge 

residence? 

Last but not least, I would ask whether the $1.8 million in 

additional funding for the Salvation Army building that he 

referenced in his ministerial statement — whether that money 

is due to project delays that crossed over in the fiscal year. 

Last but not least, I would again ask if he could provide this 

House with a copy of the MOU between the Government of 

Yukon and the Salvation Army regarding the new Centre of 

Hope facility that was signed by this government, so that all 

members of the Assembly can understand what was included 

in that as well as any changes to scope, since we specifically 

heard from the Minister of Health and Social Services that 

there have been changes to scope under the current 

government. 

Hon. Mr. Silver: The member opposite is phrasing it as 

if we are refusing to answer his questions. We’re trying to find 

the best way to answer his questions in that sometimes he is 

wrong in his approach and sometimes he’s quoting things that 

are a little bit off.  

We’re doing our best job to identify the publicly offered 

information in the Public Accounts first and foremost, making 

sure that he has seen those and then to see if he wants a further 

breakdown than the publicly accounted way that his 

government in the past has done things and the way that we 

are doing things as well with the Public Accounts. The 

member opposite is then asking for more than his government 

has given in the past and we have endeavoured to do so. I’m 

not really sure how the narrative continues where he’s saying 

that I’m somehow holding information from him, but that’s up 

to him. That’s his prerogative. 

With the PSC reductions — again he is confusing things 

and somehow assuming that this is some kind of secondment 

piece. The PSC reduction is in the employment future benefits 

liability. That is $1.492 million and it is a change that has 

been made due to an actuarial report. If that’s us denying him 

information, we’re trying our best, based upon the way that 

the questions are being phrased. We budget for what we knew 

at the time of the mains. Then when the actuals come in, as 

the member opposite knows, we update through the 

supplementary budget. 

The $2.9 million isn’t part of the $9 million. The 

$2.9 million, as the member opposite knows, is to deal with 

the half-built buildings that his government left us and we 

finished them. That’s what that money is. 

The Sally Ann question was again due to construction 

delays. Maybe we can improve that with better planning. 

Maybe we can improve that with knowing what kind of 

programming is going to go into those buildings and working 

with the stakeholders who have a different vision of how we 

are supposed to be working with our most marginalized 

community. This government is very proud of the work that 

we have done to fill that building with — well, the Centre of 

Hope, to fill it with hope — hope for a change in the future. 

With that being said, we always have to give credit to the 

Salvation Army as well for the amount of work that they have 

done in this community with our most marginalized 

population. For the longest time, they were the only game in 

town, for better or for worse, and I think that they have done a 

fantastic job over the years. 

To hear them now saying that they want to work with this 

government on a larger scope concept involving things that 

the Salvation Army, in other jurisdictions, just is not willing to 

do — that’s a credit to the local Salvation Army crew. We 

owe them a lot. 

Yes, a building was built by the previous government, but 

the heart and soul of what’s going to be in that building is 

going to be based upon the good work of a whole large group 

of stakeholders, from the Anti-Poverty Coalition to the First 

Nation governments in this town, who have to deal not 

necessarily just with their citizens — the marginalized people 

in their community — but also every community in the Yukon 
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comes to Whitehorse and is living on the streets in their 

traditional territory. To work in partnership with them, we will 

definitely be working with those stakeholders because they 

have done the lion’s share of work in this field. 

I believe those are the questions so far. If I have missed 

anything, I’m sure the member opposite will remind me. 

Mr. Cathers: While I certainly wouldn’t disagree with 

the Premier that the Salvation Army deserves credit, I think 

the minister is selling short the work done as well by 

government staff within Health and Social Services and the 

Yukon Housing Corporation who have also worked hard on 

the Centre of Hope.  

I do have to point out that when we’re engaging in debate 

with the government, just as we take issue with the fact that 

while running on a campaign promising Yukoners they would 

“Be Heard” and claiming they would be more transparent and 

more forthcoming with information, the choice in this year’s 

budget to strip the highlights down from 11 pages to four 

pages with some pretty pictures is watering down the details, 

not providing more. 

The Premier’s comment that he just made in standing up 

— to take the Centre of Hope and fill it with hope — while 

that makes a great platitude or tagline or maybe a campaign 

slogan, this is the first anniversary of the 2016 election — 

congratulations again to the Premier and his colleagues for 

being elected to government — but a year into the mandate, 

possibly as much as a quarter of the way into the 

government’s mandate, depending on when the election is 

called, people are wanting action, not platitudes like “fill it 

with hope”. We want the details of the MOU, not platitudes 

about the MOU with the Salvation Army. 

I won’t presume to speak for the Third Party, but I think 

it’s fair to say that members of the Third Party, including the 

Member for Takhini-Kopper King, in recent days have also 

been pressing for details and specifics on what exactly 

government is planning to do, what the details are of the 

arrangements and what services will be offered. The platitudes 

only take you so far once you’re a year into office. Sorry to 

say it, but the honeymoon is over and people want to know 

what the government is actually planning to do. 

Mr. Chair, I’m just trying to find my next question here. I 

just want to note that we didn’t get an answer and we did not 

quite get a commitment to actually hear information on 

secondments with other levels of government. I’ll add another 

question for the Premier, because this is a cross-departmental 

one that has impact on several areas of the budget, including 

whether there’s a need to table another supplementary 

estimate — a second supplementary — in this fiscal year. 

With regard to the federal government’s impending 

legalization of cannabis, we have stated very clearly in the 

House that we believe that governments across the country 

will simply not be ready to responsibly regulate it by the 

deadline that the federal government has indicated. My 

question for the Premier — since, again, this is a cross-

departmental initiative that has financial effects on 

departments ranging from Justice to Highways and Public 

Works to Health and Social Services, and potentially 

Community Services as well as through the Public Service 

Commission and Occupational Health and Safety. There could 

be implications, depending on what steps government needs to 

take to regulate it to provide for OHS regulations and to 

enforce those regulations.  

The Minister of Justice — in voting against the 

amendment that we proposed to a motion back awhile ago 

indicating that the summer 2018 was simply too fast — told 

us, well, that’s when the federal government said they are 

going to do it. The question for the Premier is: Did he, or did 

the Minister of Justice or any one of his ministers, go to the 

federal government and tell them that they did not believe the 

territory can be ready for legalization by the target date and 

request an extension? If so, who did they talk to? When did 

they do that? What, basically, did they say on behalf of the 

Yukon government? Did they work with any other provinces 

and territories to attempt to present a united front encouraging 

the federal government to take things a little slower, get the 

massive regulatory packages right, and listen to the specific 

concerns, such as the ones that I read earlier this Sitting from 

the Ministry of Justice in the Province of Saskatchewan, 

where officials, in presenting to the federal committee, spoke 

to the sweeping scope of changes the Saskatchewan 

government would need to take, affecting a number of 

departments?  

Again, did they ask for an extension? How much of an 

extension did they ask for, or did they simply just accept that 

the federal government had spoken and not even make the 

attempt to make the case for an extension? 

I would also just like to correct the Premier. He seemed to 

think that I was confusing the reduction in the Public Service 

Commission budget with secondments, and that is certainly 

not the case. I am assuming the Premier simply misheard me 

on that one, or that others listening and attempting to provide 

him with the information misheard me. What I was pointing to 

is the fact that, because the budget contained within 

Supplementary No. 1 for the Public Service Commission does 

not show an increase in either capital or O&M and only shows 

a reduction — unless the rules of this House have changed 

recently, we have been advised in the past and followed the 

practice that departments that don’t have an increase in either 

O&M or capital don’t get debated in the supplementary 

budget. We have the opportunity to talk to officials, but we 

don’t have the opportunity to stand in the House with the 

Minister responsible for the Public Service Commission 

having officials beside him and debate the items contained 

within his section of Supplementary No. 1. Our only 

opportunity to do that is standing in general debate and asking 

that question, which is one on the list of reasons why I asked 

the Premier the question about secondments and believe that 

this is information the government should share with 

Yukoners in the interest of transparency. 

In response to my question, the Premier made a statement 

about secondments being potentially a positive thing, and 

again I don’t disagree with that theory and that statement — 

again, for lack of a better term, “platitude” — that 

secondments can sometimes be a good thing. However, the 
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devil is in the details, as the Premier has often said himself in 

the House, and we believe that if government believes that 

secondments to other levels of government are a good thing, 

they should not be hesitant to share the details of the costs 

with the public and, even if they are required in some cases to 

be a little bit sensitive about the names of individuals 

involved, to at least show those high-level numbers and costs 

and information about the number of secondments that are 

occurring, especially if those secondments are being paid for 

still under salary paid by the Government of Yukon. Again, 

we are just asking the government to follow through on their 

own campaign commitments to improve transparency and 

accountability to Yukoners by sharing this information. 

Mr. Chair, I am going to move on to some other 

questions. I know that constituents of my colleague, the 

Member for Kluane — members of the contracting 

community — have asked about the method used to procure 

and award the work on two bridges up the Aishihik Road. My 

understanding, from talking to my colleague, is that 

contractors were aware that these bridges were going to have 

work on them. They were expecting those tenders to be 

released on the tender management system, and they believe 

that those projects were never listed and the work was done by 

one Yukon company. 

The question in this case is: Is that understanding correct 

or did they simply miss that notation on the tender 

management system? How was the work procured? Was it the 

result of some other method of awarding or procuring that 

contract? Can the Premier provide information now — or at a 

later date, if he doesn’t have it at his fingertips — on what 

occurred in that situation? 

Another question is — the Minister of Community 

Services earlier in this Sitting acknowledged — I believe he 

said in this House that the delay in tendering and work done 

on phase 1 of water and sewer was in part because of the 

government’s speed of handling it and their delay with 

Building Canada money. As a result, I understand that the 

Village of Haines Junction is being told that work will start 

next year. I believe that the Member for Kluane actually asked 

this question of the minister either in this House or via letter 

whether this puts everything behind a year, or whether phase 2 

will be tendered early in the spring and commence work on 

phase 1 and 2 next summer. I appreciate that it is a project 

within the Department of Community Services, but I’m 

raising it on behalf of my colleague since he didn’t get an 

answer to that question earlier. We’re attempting to get that 

answer for his constituents and other Yukoners who are 

concerned. 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I’ll start with the comments on the 

budget. We’ve heard quite a few different times the member 

opposite talking about the pictures, the picture graphics, and 

how he believes that, by drawing our attention to one specific 

part of our budget process, were somehow showing less 

information.  

I will direct his attention to, the first time ever, 27 pages 

of economic outlook being added to that Budget Address and 

to that budgetary process, which involves the economic 

forecasting and risk — brand new — the world in brief — 

brand new, as well — new information not previously 

provided by the last government, a closer look at Yukon, 

significant strengths in the economy, despite the flat GDP 

growth — really getting into, for the consumer of this, which 

is the taxpayer, where we are, where the growth is, even down 

to very specific information on sector performance variances 

in mining, energy potentials, tourism information, as well as 

construction gains with public sector spending, strong gains in 

retail trade — all of this explained in a detailed manner, 

information previously omitted or just not given in that 

process. 

Again, if the member opposite will agree, it’s a different 

way of doing things. We believe that, overall, the way we did 

our budget process is more open and more transparent, shows 

more information, and I would absolutely endeavour to sit 

down with the member opposite and discuss his concerns 

about whether or not he believes that enough information was 

given or if, over the next four years, that trend doesn’t 

increase so that we are more accountable and more open to the 

financial decisions. 

One of the main things, right away — a five-year 

forecast. Never before — at least not in the Yukon Party’s 

budgeting process — have we seen five-year forecasts like 

that. I would argue that there’s probably more information if 

you take a look at it as a whole. I believe that the way we did 

our budgeting process, the mains, how we’re doing our 

supplementary budgets as well, I believe these are 

improvements, and yet we keep hearing about one section of 

pictures that the member opposite wasn’t too happy with. 

That’s okay.  

I tell you, with the changes to the financial department, 

with the Financial Advisory Panel coming out, we’re just 

going to get better and better at this each time. 

Mr. Chair, as far as secondments, secondments are not 

going to be a line item. When we say that 25 percent of public 

representation should be aboriginal and when we talk about 

secondments to aboriginal communities, these are obligations 

under chapter 22. That’s why I’m saying that the member 

opposite should direct his questions to the Public Service 

Commissioner, not in a line-by-line consideration for a 

supplementary budget, but in a bigger debate about drawing 

down on self-governing agreements and moving forward in 

the Yukon on a governance stratus, on a methodology that is 

hopefully going to show other jurisdictions in Canada a way 

forward — these are important pieces. They’re not line items 

in a supplementary budget. 

If the member opposite likes — he’s right that, because 

there’s not an appropriation here in the supplementary budget 

for PSC, the member opposite, in practice, has not been able 

to stand to his feet, but absolutely, for general debate, I will 

offer up all of my ministers here for general debate. I asked 

him, as the member opposite was doing his remarks, if he has 

that information at his fingertips and the answer is that, no, he 

doesn’t have that information at his fingertips but he will 

endeavour to get back to the member opposite with it — I’m 

happy that the member opposite is in agreement that 
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secondments are an important piece of governance here in the 

Yukon and that his government, in the past, has done so, 

according to his word here today. 

Maybe I would endeavour to ask him as well. It would be 

great to know what secondment pieces has his government 

done as well in the past with First Nation governments. 

Maybe we can learn something from the previous 

government’s approach in that capacity. I would love to hear 

from him about it under his government, because this 

information is embargoed as far as us looking underneath the 

carpet. If the member opposite would like to, I would love to 

have that conversation here today — their endeavours and 

secondments that he mentioned earlier because I do agree that 

it’s a good way of moving forward. 

There are also specific questions to the Village of Haines 

Junction. There was a question on the bridges, but there were 

also questions on the lift station. I believe the question on the 

bridges is something that we will have to defer and get back to 

him on. That’s very technical and very specific information 

that is, again, not in a supplementary budget. I do agree that 

general debate is a time to ask a whole bunch of questions in 

general. That’s pretty specific, so we will get back to him.  

I believe the Minister of Community Services can speak 

to the lift stations now if the Chair would entertain that. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will say that, on October 19, I 

went to meet with the Village of Haines Junction — with the 

village council — and spoke with mayor and council. They 

did put a request into me informally at that time about asking 

whether the department could proceed with phases 1 and 2 of 

the underground water infrastructure next year. I would have 

to check my notes from that meeting, but I believe they are 

also sending me a letter to formalize that. I have the 

department looking into that to see the implications about 

whether that is feasible or not and have let the municipality 

know that, as soon as I get a response, I will be following up 

with them. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answers from the 

Premier and the answer from the Minister of Community 

Services to that question about projects. I know my colleague, 

the Member for Kluane, appreciates his interest in it and his 

commitment to follow up with more information as soon as he 

can. I’m only raising that on his behalf because I know this is 

something that he hears from constituents. They’ve asked him 

to look into different questions so that is why I asked that 

specific one there. 

I’m not going to spend a lot of time talking about the 

format of the budget highlights since it will be a factor next 

year, but primarily here while I’ve asked some specific 

questions about Public Accounts, I’m also going to be 

focusing on additional content contained within the revision to 

the mains Supplementary No. 1, the budget bill we’re dealing 

with right now.  

I do just need to point out for listeners and viewers that, 

in referring to the change in the budget highlights of stripping 

it from 11 pages down to four, the pictures that are shown in 

the budget highlights, which I have right in front of me, are 

not helpful graphics — like the one I pointed out to the 

Premier yesterday on page 4 of the Public Accounts, which 

contradicts his rhetoric about the trajectory of spending and 

shows, in fact, that, for most years within the past decade, 

revenues have exceeded expenditures. The graphics which are 

contained in the budget highlights are, in short — because 

there is not much here — a picture of a bridge and hillside, a 

picture of power lines, four apples, a picture that appears to be 

a stylized health centre, a picture of construction, and a picture 

that, I guess, is maybe supposed to be — I am not even sure 

what it is supposed to be — something linked together that 

looks a little bit like atoms or DNA, but not quite like 

anything I recognize. 

I am not going to spend much time belabouring that — 

but noting that the economic forecasts have always been done 

— putting them in the budget was a style choice, rather than a 

choice of increased transparency — but the highlights have 

always been a good source of information for Yukoners. In 

fact, five-year capital plans have been done for many years — 

contrary to the Premier’s reference there. 

I am going to move on to another specific question 

related to the money in the Community Services budget. I am 

again asking for my colleague, the Member for Kluane, on 

behalf of his constituents. There was money allocated in the 

Community Services budget for street upgrades in Destruction 

Bay that were to be done, they had understood, through third-

party rentals within Highways and Public Works. When 

contractors were contacted that their equipment would be 

needed, they started putting money into their equipment, such 

as new tires and maintenance work. I should note, of course, 

tires are yet another thing that will get more expensive if the 

Designated Materials Regulation is put into place.  

I will again just note that, because of this cost that people 

have heard of, my colleague, the Member for Kluane, was 

contacted by constituents with concerns. They understood the 

Government of Yukon was bringing equipment from other 

parts of the Yukon — like dump trucks — and the Member 

for Kluane brought that concern to both ministers but, shortly 

after, the work was cancelled and his constituents were told 

that it would be done next year. The question would be: Why 

was that project delayed? What was the money spent on?  

It is, of course, something that people rely on — 

receiving that in the current fiscal year. When people make 

decisions for their own budgets, they don’t have the same 

luxury as government does in terms of just delaying it for 

another year. For them, if they are planning on something, if 

they expect that work is coming out, they may be depending 

on that income. It is certainly something that would have a 

negative financial effect, even if they can manage without it. I 

would just ask that question, either from the Premier or the 

Minister of Community Services.  

One question I meant to ask earlier that I missed in my 

notes — and I am just looking for where that specific 

reference went earlier. Just briefly touching back on the Public 

Accounts and looking at spending, we see an increase to the 

Tourism Industry Association in Public Accounts — changes 

in the O&M funding — in the 2016-17 fiscal year from 

$144,000 to $244,000. What composes that $100,000 
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increase? Who made the decision? One other area within that 

budget that we see is an archive project with KDFN on page 

89 of the Public Accounts, which appears to be new spending 

amounting to a total of $180,000. 

To the best of my knowledge from checking our 

information, we don’t believe that funding was planned for or 

known of by government prior to that so, at first blush, in the 

absence of an explanation, it looks like additional spending 

under the Liberal government. 

I also asked — and the minister did not provide an answer 

— about cannabis and whether the government actually even 

asked for an extension from the federal government or made 

the case that they were concerned about the ability to meet the 

federal government’s artificial political timeline, noting that 

there are areas like increased resources for impaired testing, 

cost of occupational health and safety and simply the 

regulatory suite — many areas challenging Yukon and 

provincial governments as well. 

I will just wrap up my current remarks by asking again, 

since I have asked twice and not gotten an answer: Can we get 

a copy of the memorandum of understanding between the 

Government of Yukon and the Salvation Army regarding the 

new Centre of Hope facility? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I don’t know if I’ll have enough time 

to answer all the member opposite’s questions before we 

adjourn debate today. I will endeavour to do so, though, as 

much as possible. Again, there are some issues. 

We keep on hearing “in the Budget Address” and the 

“budget documents” and how the budget highlights have been 

decreased from 11 to four pages. That is true. The overall 

budget highlights have been reduced from 11 pages to four, 

but, again, 27 new pages of an economic outlook have been 

added in, so if you do the math, Mr. Chair, it is not actually a 

reduction in pages. It’s actually more information, not less 

information.  

I guess what we’re getting from this though — and we’ve 

heard it a few times — is that the member opposite doesn’t 

like the pictures. On page 4, I believe the infographic on that 

page reminds me of a schematic design. This is how a 

person’s brain works and it is also how communities work. 

From the perspective of someone’s brain, this would be called 

the myelinization of dendrites. What it means is that as 

information gets transferred, the more conduits of 

communication that you have, the easier it is to communicate. 

That is my interpretation of this as I look at it. I mean, the 

title right there, Mr. Chair, is: “Building Relationships through 

Reconciliation”. It is one thing to meet at a community level 

once or twice in a year or maybe the Yukon Forum once or 

twice in five years, but to actually build relationships through 

reconciliation you need to continue to myelinize. You need to 

continue to have those conduits of communication being used 

so that those pathways are pure and trustworthy. 

So noted — the member opposite does not like the 

pictures in the Budget Address and doesn’t like that the 

budget highlights portion has gone down from 11 to four. 

Really — I mean, if you think of it, with all the graphics in 

there, it’s not even really four because it’s not completely 

pages of information — it has a lot of pictures in it as well. 

Again, to direct his attention to the economic outlook, 

which is 27 pages of more content — that is the first issue.  

Mr. Chair, the member opposite does go back quite often 

to the growth and revenue expenditures. We had this debate 

yesterday — it was page four of the Public Accounts and he 

was getting into the specifics of one bar versus another bar as 

opposed to looking at the overall trend. For those folks who 

are listening, it’s really worth your while to take a look at the 

Yukon Financial Advisory Panel’s draft report dated 

September 2017, page 47, where the average annual growth in 

key revenue and expenditures categories over a 10-year period 

are outlined — in real per capita dollars, total revenue of 

1.7 percent increase; total expenditures of 2.5 percent 

increase. Again, the information contained in here and the 

explanation given by the Financial Advisory Panel — 

fascinating information for the general taxpayer, as we debate 

how we are to use the taxpayers’ money to run the 

government. 

The member opposite did also talk about cannabis. It was 

interesting to see, when we debated in the Legislative 

Assembly, the support of whether or not we should legalize 

cannabis in the Yukon. Five of the members opposite in the 

Yukon Party voted against it and one voted for it — a little bit 

of a division in messaging from the Yukon Party as far as 

whether or not they do support the legalization of marijuana or 

not. I’ll give them a grain of salt on this. I believe what we’re 

seeing across the nation is that the conservative piece on this 

was: “We’re not ready; we’re not ready; delay, delay, delay.” 

I would counter with that: The longer we delay, the longer the 

criminal element solidifies their hands on the market. To me, 

that’s what this is about.  

When we meet as premiers — the member opposite just 

needs to read the communiqué — all premiers agreed that we 

needed the federal government to answer five questions on 

cannabis before we could do our work, before we can answer 

the question that member opposite begs of will we be ready or 

not. We got an answer to those five questions the last time we 

met at the Conference of the Federation.  

I believe the work done by Bill Blair is the — he was the 

top cop in Toronto. His work and his answers to the questions 

that we had — the questions that Saskatchewan had, the 

questions that Manitoba had, the questions that all the 

Maritime provinces and all the territories had — they were 

answered.  

To me and to the members on this side of the House, if 

we are going to delay any further, all we’re going to do — 

because it has already been announced that we are legalizing; 

this country will have legal cannabis. If we delay this further, 

and further and further, this allows the criminal element to 

really sink their teeth into this market and that’s not something 

that we on this side of the House believe is the right way to 

go. We want to eliminate and reduce the amount of pressures 

that this unlegislated, unregulated industry would have on our 

youth and on our citizens. 
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I believe the conversation — most of the premiers right 

away were ready to get going on this and were ready to make 

this legalization happen. There were a couple who were really 

concerned and we, as a group of premiers, worked together on 

those concerns.  

We can’t speak too much about those meetings, but I will 

say that we all got together — and the communiqué is there 

and it says very specifically that the federal government has to 

answer these five questions in a very timely fashion. They did, 

and now it is up to the different jurisdictions — the sub-

regions — to get to work, because this will be legal. The 

member opposite from Lake Laberge will be able to purchase 

in the mail marijuana from the federal government as of July 

of the upcoming year — whether or not we are ready. It is up 

to us to make sure that we prepare for the member opposite a 

local source, as well, for this legislation and for this product. 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Chair: Mr. Cathers, on a point of order. 

Mr. Cathers: I think that the Premier might mean it in 

a lighthearted manner, but I believe he is imputing false or 

unavowed motives to another member in contravention of 

Standing Order 19(g) in implying that any member — and me, 

in this instance — in a discussion about cannabis is just after 

buying it by mail order. I would ask you to call him to order 

and have him refrain from imputing motive. 

Chair: The Premier, on the point of order. 

Hon. Mr. Silver: On the point of order, every member 

in this House is a Canadian citizen who will have access to 

marijuana. The member opposite is a Canadian citizen. 

Chair’s ruling 

Chair: I am going to rule on that point of order. It is a 

dispute among members. There is no point of order. 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Thank you Mr. Chair.  

Seeing the time, I move that you report progress, 

Mr. Chair. 

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Silver that the Chair 

report progress. 

Motion agreed to 

 

Mr. Cathers: I move that the Speaker do now resume 

the Chair. 

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Cathers 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. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017, 

and directed me to report the bill without amendment. 

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill 

No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, 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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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 that 

Motion No. 195, notice of which was given yesterday by the 

Member for Copperbelt North, has not been placed on today’s 

Notice Paper as the action requested in the motion has been 

taken.  

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order 

Paper.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of National Skilled Trades and 
Technology Week 

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

Liberal government in recognition of National Skilled Trades 

and Technology Week. In the first week of November each 

year, Skills Compétences Canada promotes careers in skilled 

trades and technology.  

 Last Friday, at the annual apprenticeship awards banquet, 

I had the privilege of celebrating with 39 tradespeople — most 

of them quite young — who had earned their journeyperson 

certificates. Of those, 32 had received interprovincial 

standards red seal endorsements, a nationally recognized 

credential. We recognized apprentices with awards of 

excellence for scoring 85 percent or better on their exams and 

presented other awards at that banquet as well.  

Year after year, we see Yukoners shine in territorial, 

national and world skills events. Congratulations to 

David Lister, who recently competed in mechanical 

engineering CADD at the WorldSkills in Abu Dhabi and was 

quite successful. The success of these Yukoners is made 

possible by volunteers who lead skills clubs, host workshops, 

chaperone, coach, judge or serve as technical committee 

members.  

Skills Canada Yukon hosts school presentations, hands-

on workshops and other activities throughout the year to help 

inspire youth to consider trades as career opportunities. This 

week they are hosting hands-on workshops to pique students’ 

curiosity at Eliza Van Bibber School in Pelly Crossing and 

Tantalus School in Carmacks. 

Our government is pleased to partner with Skills Canada 

Yukon to support Yukoners to pursue trades and technology.  

I would like to recognize our other partners as well. The 

Yukon Women in Trades and Technology hosts the Young 

Women Exploring Trades career fair and other popular 

activities. We also partner with Engineers Yukon, which helps 

organize the bridge-building competition and robotics 

challenge annually, and we partner with Yukon College, 

which offers excellent facilities and skilled instructors. 

Trades and technology jobs provide an excellent quality 

of life and a high standard of living. They are in high demand 

as workers of skilled trades and technology, and they make 

our community better. Yukon is fortunate to have supportive 

employers who invest time and money to train apprentices. 

To all the people who promote careers in trades and 

technology, we thank them for their important work. They 

certainly work to help make Yukoners’ lives better. 

I would also take the opportunity to thank Tracy Erman, 

who is present with us here today. She is the executive 

director of Skills Canada Yukon. 

Applause 

 

Ms. Van Bibber: I rise in the House today on behalf of 

the Official Opposition to recognize November 5 to 11 as 

National Skilled Trades and Technology Week. 

One of the age-old questions always asked of students is: 

What will you do when you grow up? It can be very 

confusing, especially with the array of possibilities for youth, 

so this question is sometimes not easily answered. 

Every year, Skills Canada holds a week-long event to 

promote awareness around the many career opportunities in 

skills, trades and technology. During the week, the Yukon 

chapter of Skills Canada engages with business and political 

leaders to help focus media attention on the many activities 

offered in these fields. This information-packed week is 

dedicated to providing hands-on learning opportunities and 

conversations to get our young people interested in trades and 

technology and perhaps allow them to match their skills to 

something at which they will excel. 

Our youth and those perhaps wishing to gain more trades 

and skills, or even change career paths, will benefit from 

hearing stories from the professionals and seeing their 

potential career paths being discussed in full. Skills Canada 

Yukon will be offering workshops and presentations in 

classrooms throughout the week on request. We hope there 

has been a great uptake on this wonderful opportunity for 

in-school presentations.  

The trades wing at Yukon College is a bustling place as it 

trains students to become our next generation of tradespeople 

and this week can provide knowledge and information to 

those interested.  

If you are interested in hearing more about the trades in 

general or one in particular, it is worth the time to get 

involved in activities and conversations this week. 

Applause 

 

Ms. White: On behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus, I 

stand to acknowledge National Skilled Trades and 

Technology Week 2017.  

I remember a day in elementary school when we were 

visited by a person talking about our futures. We were told 

that smart kids went to university, kids of average intelligence 

went to college and everyone else could learn a trade. After 
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high school graduation, I was pondering what I wanted to do 

with my life. I went over to a friend’s house and, while 

waiting, spoke to her father. At that time, John Allen owned 

Mallard Construction. I laid out my choices: Either I could 

apply to university to do something or go to culinary school. 

He helped make my decision this way: “Kate,” he said, “I 

have two lawyers and two plumbers. Who do you think makes 

the most money?” “Obviously, the lawyers,” I answered. 

“You are wrong. It is the plumbers. Go to trade school.”  

I am happy to share that I am a journeyperson baker, 

Mr. Speaker. My trade opened doors for me, not only in 

Canada but internationally. I tried to do a quick count of the 

number of recognized trades in Canada and I can assure you 

that there are at least 56 of them, from automotive painters to 

boilermakers, millwrights to welders and legions of trades in 

between. You often hear the expression: “If you ate today, 

thank a farmer.” Well, I think that can be expanded. If you 

opened a door, flushed a toilet or drove a car today, thank a 

tradesperson.  

The world as we know it would not exist without 

tradespeople. Yukon has made leaps and bounds in the arena 

of skilled trades and technologies since I was young. 

Organizations like Skills Compétences Canada Yukon and 

Yukon Women in Trades and Technology have sprouted, 

grown and expanded. Through their outreach and hands-on 

approach, they are opening doors for Yukon youth toward 

exciting careers. Skills Compétences Canada Yukon 

premiered a promotional video at the territorial skills banquet 

earlier this year. It is called “Train Today, a Trade Tomorrow” 

and it had the room cheering. If you get a chance, you should 

really check it out because it is awesome. 

In celebration of National Skilled Trades and Technology 

Week, Skills Canada Yukon is encouraging all Yukon 

students to participate in their video contest for a chance to 

win a $250 gift card. Yukon Women in Trades and 

Technology are putting the finishing touches on their Young 

Women Exploring Trades Conference that runs on November 

23 and 24.  

This two-day trade extravaganza allows 120 young 

women from across Yukon to explore trades hands-on in 

businesses around Whitehorse. This year, I’ve been told, there 

are 123 young women registered, with participants from 

Whitehorse and, for the first time ever, six communities from 

outside of Whitehorse will also be participating. 

For the first time in 2015, they partnered with local 

businesses and organizations to bring 102 high-school girls to 

14 different business and job sites for hands-on, real-world 

learning. Most of the workshops were instructed by the 

businesses, which donated their shops, their employees, and 

their time to deliver their own programming. The business 

community has been awesome. Allowing young women to 

actually see the trades at work is an incredible opportunity. 

Mr. Speaker, all this hard work can come to realization at 

Yukon College, where they offer classes for seven ticketed 

trades and a handful of other trades-related courses. 

Mr. Speaker, in Canada’s future economy, the skilled 

trades are going to matter more than ever, and it’s a good 

thing that in Yukon, with the help of Skills Canada Yukon, 

Yukon Women in Trades and Technology, and of course, 

Yukon College, we’re well on our way to that future. 

Applause 

In recognition of World Town Planning Day 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I rise today to pay tribute to 

planners and to recognize World Town Planning Day, on 

behalf of all the members of this Legislature. 

Mr. Speaker, several years ago, I was tasked with 

developing a climate change adaptation plan for the 

community of Whitehorse. I had the opportunity to sit 

alongside of the City of Whitehorse planners. These folks 

were thoughtful, dedicated and caring. By working with the 

public, they were trying to create a vision for what the city 

could look like and should look like in the future. It was hard 

work because Yukoners always have a diversity of views. 

Watching how hard they strove as public servants encouraged 

me to enter into municipal politics. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just remind this Legislature and the 

public that October 19, 2018 is municipality elections. 

Planners are forward-thinking individuals who work in 

both the public and private sectors. Planners work in many 

different fields, including land use and development, 

municipal and regional planning, urban design, economic 

development and more. Planners are responsible for the way 

our city looks and how our streets are laid out. Planners are 

responsible for creating neighbourhoods with the right mix of 

family and commercial lots, affordable units, parks, green 

spaces and more. Planners help make the way we live more 

vibrant, resilient and just livable — planners rock.  

Across Canada, the recognition of World Town Planning 

Day is fuelling appreciation of the unique challenges and 

contemporary issues facing urban and rural communities. We 

know the unique challenges of rural communities very well 

here in the Yukon. For example, next week, I know there is a 

big community meeting to look at the Tagish local area plan 

and they’re working at the same time on their habitat 

protection area for the Six Mile River. 

Just one month ago, there was a great announcement from 

the Carcross-Tagish First Nation, the Ta’an Kwäch’än 

Council and the Kwanlin Dün First Nation that they’re going 

to work together to plan beautiful Southern Lakes. I’m excited 

about that, Mr. Speaker. 

Soon we will hear from the Supreme Court of Canada on 

the Peel decision. Here in the Yukon, we’re looking forward 

to restarting the land use planning process in consultation with 

First Nations, communities and stakeholders. Planning lays 

the foundation for the economy and the environment, charting 

our way forward as a society. Planning allows us to shape our 

communities to be inclusive, safe, vibrant and sustainable. 

Today, we are pleased to recognize the creativity, passion 

and compassion of Yukon’s professional planners. I’ll take the 

time to recognize many of the Yukon planning community 

who are here today.  

For now, I would like to ask us to acknowledge 

Lesley Cabott, a long-time Yukoner who is currently the 
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president of the Planning Institute of British Columbia, which 

is the professional association for planners in Yukon and 

British Columbia. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Ms. Hanson: I would ask the Members of the 

Legislative Assembly to join me in welcoming to the 

Legislative Assembly Dave Brekke and Sally Wright, two 

members of Fair Vote Yukon, who over the years have been 

consistent in their coming to the Legislative Assembly to bear 

witness to important issues — in particular, to holding 

government to account when we make commitments on 

electoral reform. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: As I indicated, I would like to 

acknowledge some of the many planners who are here today 

from the Energy, Mines and Resources Land Planning branch. 

We have Renee Mayes, a constituent of mine, Roy Neilson 

and — I hope I pronounce this right — Tomoko Hagio. 

Regrettably, Jim Bell, Manon Moreau and Jerome McIntyre 

have meetings in the communities today, so are unable to 

attend. 

Also we have: Krysti Horton from Park Planning; from 

my own Department of Community Services, we have 

Zoë Morrison; from the City of Whitehorse, we have 

Mike Gau, Mike Ellis and Mélodie Simard; and from the 

private sector, we have Barry Waite, Ian Robertson and 

Lesley Cabott. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

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 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I rise to give notice of the 

following motion: 

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to 

subsection 22(2) of the Human Rights Act, does appoint 

Marius Curteanu and Roxanne Larouche to the Yukon Human 

Rights Panel of Adjudicators for a term of three years, 

effective immediately; and 

THAT Michael Riseborough be reappointed to the Yukon 

Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators for a term of three years. 

 

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 

memorandum of understanding between the Government of 

Yukon and the Salvation Army regarding the new Centre of 

Hope facility.  

 

I also give notice of the following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Liberal government to 

disclose the full costs of design, printing, and mailing its 

report to Yukoners, as requested by the Official Opposition 

multiple times during this Fall Sitting.  

 

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to: 

(1) review the findings of the Northwest Territories 

mineral sector review and benchmarking following the 2014 

Canada Northwest Territories devolution transfer agreement; 

(2) commission an independent assessment of Yukon’s 

mineral sector; and  

(3) develop successor mining legislation in consultation 

with First Nations, industry and citizens as per the 2003 

devolution transfer agreement. 

 

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: School curriculum 

Ms. Van Bibber: In January of this year, the Minister 

of Education announced they would carry on with the 

previous government’s commitment to develop a Yukon 

curriculum. In the news release, it was announced that K to 9 

would be introduced this year and 10 to 12 next year.  

Is the Department of Education on track to meet these 

milestones?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I thank the member opposite for 

her question, to which the short answer is yes. The redesigned 

curriculum has begun being used in K to 9 grades in 

September, a couple of months ago here in the territory. It is 

on track at this time to begin in the higher grades in 

September 2018.  

I will also just take a moment to draw attention to the fact 

that a visual representation of the redesigned curriculum was 

released yesterday and I hope that the member opposite and 

all members of this Legislative Assembly have or will soon 

have a chance to see that. It was worked on by local artists, by 

local youth groups and by local young artists to make what is 

a beautiful rendition — a visual representation of the 

redesigned curriculum — and it will exist in every school very 

quickly, hopefully in the next few months, so that all students, 

parents, teachers and administrators can appreciate it and 

participate in its beauty.  

Ms. Van Bibber: In that same news release, public 

open houses were announced to present the curriculum and 

answer questions. Can the minister tell us how many open 

houses were held, how many people attended and what 

feedback about the new curriculum the department received at 

those public meetings?  
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Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate again the question and 

the opportunity to speak about the redesigned curriculum here 

for the territory, the importance of our students and the 

importance of having our education system reflect Yukoners’ 

points of view, Yukoners’ lives, and First Nation ways of 

knowing and doing here in the territory.  

The art piece I have mentioned earlier refers to living in 

Yukon, thriving in life and that is the key message.  

I cannot provide the numbers that the member opposite 

has requested today, but I certainly will undertake to do that 

for her. We did receive feedback — just maybe one indicator 

— that might be helpful, again, with respect to the art project 

because I’m familiar with those numbers. The artist who 

shared stories and came up with the primary concept with 

respect to this art project, once it was undertaken, interviewed 

hundreds and hundreds of parents, teachers and people in the 

communities. She mentioned reviewing at least 485 written 

documents from participants in that process and she travelled 

with the Department of Education people when they were out 

working on the curriculum in the communities. So it is a 

significant number and I will get it for you.  

Ms. Van Bibber: I thank the member for getting that 

back to me. 

In the Education annual report, it was announced that an 

education advisory committee was formed in 2016 to advise 

on the curriculum. Can the minister tell us when the 

committee last met and where we can find minutes of these 

meetings? Were there any changes made to the curriculum as 

a result of the feedback from this committee, and will they be 

preparing an annual report? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question and for 

the opportunity to speak about this. 

I don’t have minutes of a meeting. I will certainly 

endeavour to answer the specific questions that have been 

asked by the member opposite, but, with respect to the 

curriculum redesign, my recollection is that there was a 

committee of 40 individuals representing all aspects of 

stakeholders in education. System-wide assessments for 

numeracy and literacy were determined to be a key factor in 

the new curriculum, and changes were made as a result of 

those engagement processes with stakeholders and Education 

to determine how the BC curriculum — a relatively new 

curriculum for them — could be made appropriate for Yukon 

students to be taught in Yukon schools. 

The focus and the core competencies are all based on the 

most recent and the most up-to-date education research, and 

the BC curriculum has been implemented a year before us, so 

we are learning as well as the department, educators and 

administrators from the lessons that they have learned as well. 

I will undertake to answer your specific question, but 

thank you for the opportunity. 

Question re: Francophone high school 

Mr. Kent: In 2016, the previous government began 

work with the francophone school community on a functional 

plan for the new francophone high school. The 2016 

Education annual report stated that this plan determined space 

requirements for the new school. 

Can the Minister of Education tell us how many students 

the new school will accommodate, and how many students are 

currently enrolled in the francophone high school? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for the question. I think 

you are asking how many high-school-aged children would be 

at the current school — if I understand that correctly. The 

most recent number that I have is 53.  

With respect to the design of the French first language 

high school, it is still underway. There are still ongoing 

discussions with respect to that school, so I can’t indicate the 

final numbers of occupancy or how many students that facility 

would accommodate at this time. 

Mr. Kent: I’ll revisit that Education annual report that 

the minister tabled because I believe it did say that the 

functional plan was completed and that space requirements 

were determined for the new school. 

That same annual report also mentioned that a 

construction delivery method would be established for the 

new francophone high school here in Whitehorse. Obviously 

the location has been picked, with regard to the old F.H. 

Collins site. 

Can the minister confirm for us that a design/build 

method will be employed, similar to what was used for the 

Whistle Bend continuing care facility and the new F.H. 

Collins Secondary School? When will this project be 

tendered? I didn’t notice it on the tender forecast on Monday, 

or the updated tender forecast that appeared last night. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: As the member opposite is likely 

aware, the property where the old F.H. Collins school exists 

has been recently remediated with respect to environmental 

concerns that were a result of the old F.H. Collins school at 

the time. This government is completely committed to the 

French first language high school and the concept of that 

process, but we are, at this point, needing to make sure that 

this is the appropriate land. We have no reason to believe, at 

this point, that it hasn’t been properly remediated, but testing 

is required. 

As a result, the French first language high school is in the 

final stages of design. There are many details to work out. 

There may well be some delays with respect to the land issue 

that I have indicated. The concept is for design/build, but the 

tender date is, at least at this point, a bit uncertain as a result 

of the details I have given today. 

Mr. Kent: It’s my understanding that the conceptual 

design is underway and that the design/build has been chosen, 

so we’re pleased the government is sticking with the 

design/build commitment, as was the case with the 

F.H. Collins Secondary School and projects like Whistle Bend 

continuing care as well. 

The functional plan also established a preliminary project 

schedule and budget. As the minister mentioned and as we 

know, the schedule has been delayed due to contamination on 

the site and remediation work that has to be undertaken. The 

minister told us in the spring, before the delays were known, 

that this project would be done in late 2019. 
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Can she tell us what year the new school will be occupied 

and what the construction budget is for the building, given 

that the functional plan has been completed? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the members opposite for 

their interest in the new French language high school. This is a 

project that I’m working with my colleague in Education very 

closely on. We have been working very hard on this project 

for several months.  

There have been some challenges with this project. My 

colleague has noted the environmental problems that we’ve 

inherited on the site and we’re dealing with that. We’re 

hoping that the site has been remediated fully, but we’re doing 

some more tests to figure that out, and that is going to have an 

impact, more than likely, on the actual execution of the 

school. 

The member opposite has mentioned the design/build 

approach. We actually looked at that design/build approach 

when we first came into government and found that we were 

actually committed to that approach by the former 

government. We were looking at trying to change the way it 

was done, because we have learned some lessons from the 

F.H. Collins execution, but unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, we 

were committed. On the eve of the election, the members 

opposite signed a contract that we inherited, and we are now 

working within the constraints of that contract and trying to 

make the best of the deal that we were dealt. 

We’re working through this process. There’s a lot of 

work still to do on this file, a lot of issues have cropped up — 

as my colleague has noted — and we’re working through that. 

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. White: When the Hospital Corporation appeared as 

witnesses in the Assembly this October, we heard that patients 

were being transferred to the Dawson City or Watson Lake 

community hospitals due to overcrowding in Whitehorse. We 

were told that up to four patients per month are being 

transferred for an average of three-to-six weeks. Last Friday 

the Yukon News reported on a family who has been affected 

by these transfers. Their 83-year-old husband, father and 

grandfather has been transferred to Watson Lake from 

Whitehorse. The family was visiting daily, but now are unable 

to, and there is no family or friends in Watson Lake to 

maintain contact. Does the minister believe it is acceptable to 

transfer a patient hours away from home, family and support 

networks, which are key elements to recovery? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I want to just maybe at this point 

make note of what I have raised before. Clearly the pressures 

at the hospital and to our continuing care and alternative care 

plans are not new. We are working diligently with the 

Hospital Corporation and with the care providers and working 

with our communities to ensure that the services are provided 

to the best of our abilities to ensure that all patients are given 

the highest care possible and working in collaboration with 

their physician.  

Really, I think the relevance around this is not what I 

think about it, but it is really about the operation of the 

hospital being beyond its capacity right now. When the 

demand for care exceeds the number of inpatient beds 

available, we do need to look at alternatives. That is done in 

collaboration with the health care professionals and the family 

physician. I understand that at times to accomplish this, 

transferring patients from the Whitehorse General Hospital to 

the Dawson City Community Hospital or to the Watson Lake 

Community Hospital is the most appropriate solution. 

Ms. White: Nobody questions the medical care 

received at Yukon’s three hospitals, but not having visits from 

family for over a month because of an administrative decision 

by the hospital is hard on patients and their family members. It 

is clear from the article and from statements from hospital 

representatives that these decisions are being made by the 

hospital without the consent of the patient or their family. In 

this particular case, family only learned of the transfer on the 

day that it was to happen. Patients and families must have an 

opportunity to participate in care plans and give consent for 

decisions that are being made. Will the minister direct the 

Hospital Corporation to require patients’ consent before they 

are transferred? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The care of the patients is left with the 

physician and the health care providers. It is not an 

administrative decision that is made by the department. We 

have an agreement, and the agreement is to ensure that the 

best care is given. At this point, it is clearly not something that 

I will interfere or intervene in, as long as the patient is given 

the care that they require. I think bringing it back to the point 

that we have two community-based hospitals that are at 50-

percent capacity, we are pressured to maximize the use of 

these hospitals — maximize services that are available within 

our health care continuum.  

Right now, we have heard through the Committee of the 

Whole the report from the Hospital Corporation — the CEO 

and the chairperson — that we have exceeded that for many 

years at the Whitehorse General Hospital. 

Collectively, we really need to start finding solutions and 

clearly that means working with the families, working with 

the communities and ensuring that the patients are happy and 

healthy where they are. Ultimately, we would like to ensure 

that home care is given with an expanded scope of care so that 

patients can remain at home and alternative care is provided in 

our communities.  

Ms. White: What we didn’t hear in that answer was 

patient consent prior to transfer.  

When the Hospital Corporation decided to expand the 

emergency department, they were already aware of the bed 

pressures at the hospital and the number of long-term care 

patients residing there, yet no plans were made to increase the 

number of acute care beds available. We keep hearing that 

everything is being done to provide increased home care to 

individuals in order for people to age in place. Instead, we are 

witnessing people who with supports could age in place being 

transferred even farther from home and family. The hospital 

had an opportunity to address bed shortages and could have 

increased the number of acute care beds as part of the 

emergency department expansion. There is still space in the 

new expansion that does not have a clear usage plan. 
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Mr. Speaker, what is this minister doing to address the 

bed capacity at Whitehorse General Hospital besides 

transferring patients to Watson Lake or Dawson City and will 

they consider adding beds in the new unplanned spaces?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: What are we doing? Like I said, we 

are working and looking at alternatives for providing services. 

The specific question that was asked earlier around consent — 

the consent clearly is required to move patients to ensure that 

the care is there at an alternative level of care. In most cases 

and in most circumstances, the patients who are at the hospital 

occupying the 16 beds have been identified and require 

alternative care. What we can do with the 16 alternative beds 

is to try to look outside — look at expanded home care, 

working with the home care team. The Hospital Corporation 

has worked quite nicely with the home care team and the 

commitment is there. I can say that in the last month, the 

home care team has found opportunities for replacements or 

alternatives to moving the patients back into their own homes 

or into alternative care and we are working toward that end.  

The request — the client from one of the rural 

communities where the patient was transferred to one of our 

rural hospitals — we have offered the family support to visit 

the patient in Watson Lake.  

Question re: Student support services 

Ms. Van Bibber: In the spring, I asked the minister 

about the Department of Education’s Student Support  

Services. She mentioned that it would be reviewed in the fall 

to ensure it was adequately resourced. The Student Support 

Services division provides supports such as speech and 

language pathology, school psychology, physical and 

occupational therapy and help for the visually impaired or the 

hearing-impaired. Every student and every child deserves 

equitable access to education and support by student services 

is critical to the future of our children.  

The Education annual report states 27 percent of Yukon’s 

413 kindergarten children need classroom support and 

30 percent need further investigation and that’s just one grade.  

Could the minister update us on this review and whether 

or not Student Support Services has enough resources to 

properly support all of our students?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. She has described very well the purposes and 

project-oriented work that is done by the Student Support 

Services in the Department of Education. We continue to 

work with schools and students and parents to ensure that all 

Yukon students have the resources they need to be successful 

at school. 

We’re committed to working with parents and teachers 

and other educational partners to ensure that students acquire 

the skills they need — the question earlier today with respect 

to the redesigned curriculum is a major piece of that puzzle — 

so that our students are happy and healthy, focused on lifelong 

learning, we hope, and are productive in the future. 

With respect to the question about kindergarten students 

and the needs that are the focus of the annual report, the 

member opposite is correct again. What we know now and 

what will be a focus of our government is that early learning is 

absolutely critical for student success — zero to three it is 

absolutely critical and, certainly as they become students in 

kindergarten, the focus must be paid to them very early. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Regarding the Student Support 

Services division, I just had some questions on how quickly 

students can receive support. First, how long does it take a 

child who is referred to support services to get their 

assessment and, second, how long does it take a child to get 

the follow-up services and support they might need? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The answer to the question that has 

been asked by the member opposite depends on the situation. 

It depends on the school; it depends on where the student is. 

Clearly, from my point of view, Student Support Services is 

tasked with prioritizing the responses that need to be given for 

individual students. Any students who — because of 

intellectual, communicative, behavioural, physical or mental 

exceptionalities — are in need of a special education program 

are absolutely entitled to receive that program outlined in an 

individual education plan. 

Individual education plans are done as students come to 

the attention of Student Support Services, and an individual 

education plan is exactly that. It depends on the teachers and 

the administrators who are working with that student, the 

parents, and how those matters come to the attention of the 

department. Individual education plans, of course, have to 

change over time and adapt to the students’ needs and 

requirements. 

Ms. Van Bibber: In the spring, it was reported that the 

government had reduced the amount of education assistants by 

around 40. At the time, we asked the minister about this and 

she said there were 210 EAs. She went on to say — and I 

quote: “The number of EAs will be adjusted over the 

summer…” Could the minister update us on what the current 

number of EAs is this year? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question and again 

for the opportunity to update this House on things that I have 

said earlier and adjustments that are made over time to 

respond to student need. 

The education assistants have been reassessed over the 

summer and, as the school year has started, I don’t have a 

final number for you, but I know that there have been 

adjustments. I will determine what that number is and return it 

to this House, but education assistants are assigned as 

sometimes one-on-one for particular students to meet their 

needs, sometimes to a classroom or to a group of students, or 

to a particular subject. Certainly there have been adjustments 

as youngsters have come into school — especially at the 

primary, kindergarten and grade 1 grades — when issues are 

determined and have to be responded to, sometimes with the 

assistance of an education assistant. Sometimes, as they leave 

school, the education assistants are adjusted, and that is an 

ongoing process. 

I will undertake to get you the number, as we are in the 

middle of November, but I can assure you that has happened. 

The adjustments happened over the summer and certainly — 
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more importantly — happened once the students came to 

school in September. 

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. McLeod: I would just like to follow up with the 

minister on the bed shortage at the Whitehorse hospital. The 

minister mentioned that aging in place and home care will be 

used to address the shortage. 

Can the minister tell us how much money is being 

allocated to home care this year? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am not, at this point, able to give the 

specific amount of what is allocated for home care this year.  

Heading on the point of aging in place, we are committed 

to working with the public stakeholders and partners around 

aging in place, which means that each community will be 

involved in identifying various supports and services to 

Yukoners’ needs. Certainly seniors are a priority for this 

government and it supports aging in place. It clearly must be a 

collaborative effort. 

We are looking at addressing the broader spectrum of 

care, whether it be aging in place or hospital bed requirements 

— the pressures in our wellness facilities. I think we have said 

this frequently that we would work with rural Yukon to try to 

provide services very similar to what we’re doing in Watson 

Lake, for example — working with the municipality and Liard 

First Nation — to address the pressures there — working with 

Ross River Dena Council, working with all of the 

communities in the Yukon to clearly address alternatives — 

looking at utilizing the facility in Dawson City, the McDonald 

Lodge, as an alternative. We are looking also at partnering 

with Yukon Housing to address the pressures. 

Ms. McLeod: Still regarding home care and aging in 

place, can the minister tell us how many beds will be freed up 

at the hospital over the next year due to home care? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am not going to venture to say how 

many. We have 16 beds that we heard were currently 

occupied and could be defined as needing alternative care 

elsewhere.  

Our goal, my goal, is to ensure that the pressures in the 

hospital are reduced as much as possible. That means we work 

with our home care team, that means we work with Health and 

Social Services, and we work with the Hospital Corporation to 

find the solutions in our communities. It means we work with 

the families as well. 

Alternatively, oftentimes we find that patients end up in 

the hospital because they’re not able to stay in their home 

environment and, with some minor adjustments and some 

energy put into retrofitting their homes to allow them to stay 

at home, working with a longer term care plan with the 

patients’ families — there’s lots of room for improvement. 

Certainly I acknowledge that. I certainly acknowledge that we 

have a long way to go, but we’ve come a long way as well, 

building a foundation. We’ve spent a year doing that, we’ve 

spent a lot of time working with our partners, and my goal, my 

hope and my desire is that every person in Yukon is given the 

care that they need, at home, where they choose to age well. 

Ms. McLeod: One thing further regarding the provision 

of home care and aging in place, can the minister provide a 

breakdown of how much of the home care budget will be used 

in communities outside of Whitehorse? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m not going to respond to that 

question. We will work with our Department of Health and 

Social Services. We’ll work with the communities to ensure 

that we provide the care necessary, and the department, along 

with me and our partners, will determine the needs and the 

responsibilities there. 

I am not sure if the member opposite heard the previous 

response to her question, but really I think it is about the 

partnerships. She is shaking her head over there. I am sure she 

doesn’t agree with the approach of a broader, community-

based collaborative care model, but that is exactly what we are 

doing. We are building a solid foundation with our partners 

looking at opportunities to expand our care and working with 

rural Yukon. 

 

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. 88 

Clerk: Motion No. 88, standing in the name of 

Ms. McLeod. 

Speaker: It is moved by the Member for Watson Lake: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to:  

(1) recognize that Watson Lake is the gateway to Yukon;  

(2) acknowledge that the Watson Lake Visitor 

Information Centre is at the end of its life cycle, is no longer 

meeting the needs of the tourism industry, and needs to be 

replaced; and  

(3) continue discussions with the Town of Watson Lake, 

industry groups, and residents to develop a timeline for the 

replacement of the Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre. 

 

Ms. McLeod: It gives me great pleasure to rise today to 

speak to Motion No. 88. The motion urges the Government of 

Yukon to do three simple things: (1) recognize that Watson 

Lake is the gateway to Yukon; (2) acknowledge that the 

Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre is at the end of its 

life cycle as it is no longer meeting the needs of the tourism 

industry and needs to be replaced; and (3) continue 

discussions with the Town of Watson Lake, industry groups 

and residents to develop a timeline for the replacement of the 

Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre. 

The first part of the motion, I think, is fairly self-evident. 

Watson Lake is the territory’s gateway. It has always been this 

way, and much of our tourist traffic travels the Alaska 

Highway to visit Yukon. Of course, that traffic first passes 

through and visits Watson Lake.  



1556 HANSARD November 8, 2017 

 

The visitor information centre has a long history in 

Watson Lake, and the building itself wasn’t always the visitor 

information centre. In fact, it has an interesting history. It 

started its life in the 1960s as the liquor store. Upstairs were 

the living accommodations for the liquor store operator, and 

when the municipal administration building was built in the 

1970s, the liquor store relocated to the new building, along 

with the library.  

The old liquor store became the youth centre, and that is 

what it was in 1977 when I arrived in Watson Lake.  

As a youth centre, the program was called Creative 

Playgroup and started by Anne-Marie Secerbegovic, Jenny 

Skelton and Ms. Brown — I can’t recall her first name off the 

top of my head. I’m happy to say that to this day, that program 

exists in Watson Lake and serves the parents there. 

The visitor information centre, for those who don’t know, 

lies within the backdrop of the Sign Post Forest right at the 

corner of the Alaska Highway and the Robert Campbell 

Highway. As I say, it has served Watson Lake for many years 

and the building has been added to over time, particularly 

around 1980, when the building became the visitor 

information centre. As a result, it is inefficient and not 

designed for its current purpose. It’s not meeting current and 

up-to-date building codes and it’s essentially at the end of its 

life.  

The previous government had begun informal discussions 

with the community about the replacement of this facility. As 

part of this, citizens have been engaged in some preliminary 

discussions of what the next evolution would look like, how it 

will fit into the community and what the possible uses could 

be.  

The community appreciated the opportunity to engage at 

this early stage and requested the department to have further 

discussions and agreement before hitting the drafting table. 

Early in this government’s mandate, I asked the minister 

whether or not replacing Watson Lake’s visitor information 

centre was still a priority for this government. The minister 

advised that she would consult with her department and get 

back to me. Eventually she did. The minister advised that this 

was an important feature in the tourism spectrum of services 

and would keep me posted on how this was going to move 

forward. I did not receive an answer, but I believe that the 

minister did write to the Town of Watson Lake to let them 

know that it was not really a priority for this government, but 

may still be considered in a five-year capital plan. That news 

was a bit disappointing to the community of Watson Lake. 

This is a very important building to the community and, as I 

stated earlier, Watson Lake is the gateway to the Yukon. 

There have been many discussions around making this a 

flagship type of visitor information centre. By working with 

the Official Opposition and supporting this motion, the 

government could be making a statement that it will work 

with all parties and prioritize the community of Watson Lake.  

We’ve heard the government’s slogan “all communities 

matter”. Today, they can show us how. The minister says that 

tourism is important to Yukon and its economy and certainly 

this is the case in Watson Lake too. Supporting this project in 

Watson Lake would be very important to the local 

community.  

I have to commend Watson Lake’s new CAO Cam 

Lockwood for trying to move forward on some tourism 

initiatives in Watson Lake. It was important to the last 

government to work with the town to develop the current 

visitor information centre site along with the former Watson 

Lake Hotel site. This would be good for Watson Lake. 

According to the Yukon government website referring to 

Watson Lake, it serves as a major service area for tourism. If 

the government is not prepared to enter into discussions with 

the Town of Watson Lake for development, this puts the town 

at a disadvantage and that’s a shame.  

I think Watson Lake is worthy of encouraging and 

developing a tourism sector. I’m disappointed in the response 

we received from government so far on this topic, but I’m 

hopeful that they do support this motion today and make this a 

priority.  

This motion asks the government to continue discussions 

with the Town of Watson Lake in order to work 

collaboratively with the community and develop a suitable 

timeline for the replacement of the visitor information centre 

— one that works for everyone, Mr. Speaker.  

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak to Motion 

No. 88. The Government of Yukon recognizes that Watson 

Lake is the gateway to the Yukon via the Alaska Highway. It 

is the first community travellers reach once the Alaska 

Highway crosses into the Yukon. The regional hub and 

transportation centre is also the Yukon’s third-largest 

community. What began as a fish camp and a small airstrip at 

Watson Lake boomed during the construction of the Alaska 

Highway. Today, the town still bustles with highway activity 

as thousands of travellers visit Watson Lake on their northern 

road trips.  

I’m very happy to speak to this today and I thank 

individuals in Watson Lake who were fantastic hosts to 

myself and my colleagues on a series of visits over the last 

year, including the Liard First Nation, the mayor and council, 

or specific business people that we’ve had an opportunity to 

meet with. Certainly I always love going to Watson Lake and 

I’ve shared that with the Member for Watson Lake before. 

There are absolutely amazing assets in the community — 

summer and winter — that all Yukoners should take the 

opportunity to go and enjoy, whether it be the ski hill or 

whether it be time at Lucky Lake or time around the Sign Post 

Forest.  

It’s a friendly town that’s used to greeting visitors with 

plenty of services and a variety of attractions. One such 

attraction is the Sign Post Forest. This iconic landmark started 

when a homesick US soldier working on the construction of 

the Alaska Highway in 1942 posted a sign in the direction of 

his hometown. Over the decades, visitors have added their 

own signs. Today, there are more than 90,000 signs from all 

over the world. We agree that Watson Lake is the gateway to 

the Yukon, but it is so much more than that. It is a community 
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where people live, where people earn a living and where 

people want to build their future.  

That is why the Liberal government has committed to 

working together with a one-government approach to better 

understand and address community concerns. Several 

meetings have been held over the past 11 months between 

ministers and the town officials, Liard First Nation, residents 

and non-governmental organizations to discuss these issues. In 

fact, Ministers Frost, Streicker and Dendys were in Watson 

Lake meeting with Chief Morgan just days after his election.  

Speaker’s statement 

Speaker: Order, please. The Minister of Energy, Mines 

and Resources will refer to his colleagues by their portfolios. 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The Minister of Health and Social 

Services and I met again with chief and council, town 

officials, businesses and residents in August.  

The Government of Yukon is committed to supporting a 

strong and growing economy and tourism sector. The visitor 

information centre plays an important role in achieving this 

goal. Yukon’s six visitor information centres inform visitors 

about the wide range of things to do, activities to explore, and 

places to see within the community and around the territory. 

Knowledgeable staff play a critical role in engaging visitors, 

sharing exciting things for them to do and, ultimately, helping 

them make their experience in Yukon more memorable. This 

is so important, because we know that visitors who spend 

more time in a jurisdiction are likely to spend more money in 

the community. This benefits local businesses and supports 

increased economic growth for the territory. 

We recognize that the Watson Lake Visitor Information 

Centre — VIC — is an aging facility. Repairs and upgrades to 

the current facility are complicated by the age of the building. 

We understand that the Watson Lake mayor and council, the 

Watson Lake Chamber of Commerce and the Watson Lake 

Historical Society are supportive of a new VIC. That’s why a 

process to review options has begun. 

Following this review, changes to the existing centre or 

planning for a new Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre 

will require community consultation. Visitor centres are often 

considered the heart of the community, sharing local 

knowledge and attractions with visitors. That’s why it’s so 

important that any recommendations from the review have 

community support. It is also important that any next steps are 

properly considered and are financially feasible through the 

commission of a business case. The government looks 

forward to the results of this review and exploring options 

with the community.  

I can understand why this is an important issue for the 

community, as well as for the Member for Watson Lake. I’m 

sure that, over the last mandate of government, the member 

probably lobbied hard for this. Prior to the member’s time in 

this Legislative Assembly, I know that this was also a hot 

topic in Mr. Fentie’s time, when he was the MLA. This has 

been something the community has really seen as a priority 

for the people of Watson Lake. 

We know the difference that visitor information centres 

can make in a community. In 2012-13, the Yukon visitor 

tracking program identified that 68 percent of summer visitors 

utilized visitor information centres as a resource during their 

trip to Yukon, and 93 percent of those visitors rated the 

quality of information they received as excellent. 

We just recently launched the 2017-18 visitor exit survey 

to collect valuable information, such as visitor characteristics 

and behaviours, trip characteristics and visitor spending. The 

first stage of the survey will see interviewers talking to 

visitors at hotels, including in Watson Lake, and as they 

depart the Erik Nielsen Whitehorse International Airport this 

winter. The second stage will expand the project to include 

interviews with visitors driving out of the territory by road. 

We look forward to the results of this survey, compiling the 

research and reporting early in 2019. 

We understand that the visitor information centre is a key 

part of tourism infrastructure in Watson Lake, but a new 

facility is not a cure-all to increase tourism in a community. 

We need to work together to create more tourism products and 

experiences in Watson Lake to keep visitors there longer and 

spending more money in town. This was part of the 

conversation we had with the town officials during our 

meeting in August. We agree that a new visitor information 

centre can be a jumping-off point for tourism development in 

the area. In fact, a great example of this is in Carcross, where 

the visitor information centre is an anchor tenant in the 

Carcross Commons. We agree that the tourism potential of 

Watson Lake is significant, but there are other economic and 

cultural opportunities in the community as well. 

The government is committed to exploring all options 

with the local government, Liard First Nation, industry groups 

and residents of Watson Lake. That is why the Minister of 

Tourism and Culture and I have tasked our deputy ministers 

and colleagues, as needed, to move forward on community 

engagement, to assist community partners to build on 

economic opportunities in the Watson Lake area. I am pleased 

to advise that there is progress and work being done. We are 

excited by the potential of this work, which will be 

community-led, with the resources of this government to 

assist and to build local capacity. 

We have had some great opportunities to understand the 

needs of the community. The interest in taking some of the 

assets is there — and in sharing the information about those 

assets so that more Yukoners are aware of it. So I appreciate 

this coming up as a topic today from the Member for Watson 

Lake. 

The fact that we believe that all of the community coming 

together to lead this with government resources is why I 

would like to propose the following amendment to Motion 

No. 88. 

 

Amendment proposed 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I move: 

THAT Motion No. 88 be amended by deleting all words 

after the phrase “the gateway to Yukon”; and substituting the 

following for them: “; and (2) move forward with discussions 
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involving the Town of Watson Lake, the Liard First Nation, 

industry partners and residents to collaborate on addressing 

aging infrastructure, such as the Watson Lake Visitor 

Information Centre, and developing services and initiatives 

that support strengthening the tourism industry and the 

economy of southeast Yukon”. 

 

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the 

proposed amendment with Mr. Clerk and can advise that it is 

in order. There are a few minor drafting modifications that 

will be suggested just to make it consistent. Anyway, we will 

take a run at this.  

It has been moved by the Minister of Energy, Mines and 

Resources: 

THAT Motion No. 88 be amended by deleting all words 

after the phrase “the gateway to Yukon”; and substituting the 

following for them: “; and (2) move forward with discussions 

involving the Town of Watson Lake, the Liard First Nation, 

industry partners and residents to collaborate on addressing 

aging infrastructure, such as the Watson Lake Visitor 

Information Centre, and developing services and initiatives 

that support strengthening the tourism industry and the 

economy of southeast Yukon”. 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Concerning the amendment — I 

would like to touch on the amendment as it now reads, where 

this House urges the Government of Yukon to recognize 

Watson Lake “is” the gateway to the Yukon, and I think 

we’ve come to that collaborative point here — at least 

between myself and the Member for Watson Lake — and I 

certainly agree with that and would never debate that fact. To 

move forward with the discussions involving the Town of 

Watson Lake, the Liard First Nation, industry partners, and 

residents to collaborate on addressing aging infrastructure, 

such as the Watson Lake Visitors Interpretive Center, and 

developing services and initiatives that support strengthening 

the tourism industry and the economy of southeast Yukon — 

really what we’re getting at is that it’s a big conversation. 

In our meetings with members from the municipality — if 

we go back to my notes from August 30
 
and just review them 

today, some of the things that were touched upon were a real 

focus on the marketing and the economic development, and 

continuing to work with the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works on some issues with a focus on tourism. But also 

understanding that there’s a real opportunity for some micro-

retail adjacent to the Sign Post Forest and, as the Member for 

Watson Lake has touched upon, the old site of the Watson 

Lake Hotel. I believe that’s now in the hands of the 

municipality. 

Also, just looking at some of the other issues, whether it 

be the old rodeo grounds — and I’ll let the member who 

would know that better than I do to speak to that — or Lucky 

Lake, which are just a number of items that could be used. 

Also there’s the trail infrastructure that’s there. It’s about 

taking all those things into consideration, but understanding 

and respecting the fact that the jumping-off point is very 

important. 

Our government is committed to working with Watson 

Lake and all Yukon communities to build a sustainable and 

diverse regional economy. That is shown by the amount of 

time and respect that we’ve shown to all Yukon communities. 

All the MLAs here have spent a tremendous amount of time in 

each and every community and, going into the December 

season, booking significant time on the road in Yukon, 

meeting with municipalities, First Nation governments and 

development corporations to support and move forward a 

vision to build a sustainable and diverse Yukon. 

Our focus is on promoting growth that respects the 

environment while also providing good jobs for Yukoners. 

There’s a lot of work that has been done and continues to be 

done in this region. The Government of Yukon assisted on a 

number of initiatives, including the hiring process for a local 

development officer and the development of a local business 

facade grant program. That’s a fantastic program. I hope, for 

those who have an opportunity and may be listening, or for the 

Member for Watson Lake, hopefully supporting businesses in 

Watson Lake to take that opportunity. It’s a great program of 

cost-sharing. I’ve seen it done in other smaller communities 

— truly that sort of face-lift, the pride that’s instilled in that 

process in a very short period of time can make massive 

changes in how you market your community and how 

communities are perceived. I think it’s a fantastic program. 

Through the Department of Economic Development, our 

Regional Economic Development unit has offered to provide a 

community focus workshop on local economic development 

to the municipality. The department is also working 

collaboratively with the Town of Watson Lake to undertake a 

revitalization project on the Sign Post Forest, and the 

department is also planning to undertake a Yukon community 

economic development conference in Watson Lake in 2018. 

I’m excited about that for a number of reasons.  

The Member for Pelly-Nisutlin — this goes back to some 

of his work when he was in municipal government. It’s taking 

that concept of trying to improve on sticky dollars and looking 

at some of the great work that was done specifically in Teslin, 

sharing that story with other municipalities. So being driven 

out of Teslin by some ideas there, but just ensuring — there 

weren’t enough hotel rooms to host everybody there. The 

member opposite would know; I think there were 18 rooms 

and we needed more rooms — but ensuring that southeast 

Yukon gets the economic impact from this conference at a 

time when it’s in the shoulder season. 

So we’re looking forward to that and providing — people 

spending money on hotel rooms and food and other things, as 

we talk about how to enhance community economic 

development. 

The Government of Yukon is keenly aware of the 

importance of the transportation link. That’s why the 

Government of Yukon has provided $29,600 to the Watson 

Lake Chamber of Commerce through the strategic industries 

fund to examine economic opportunities around the Watson 

Lake Airport, another initiative we’re proud of here from the 

Yukon Liberal government. This study is focused on aviation 

in the community. The study is taking a three-pronged 
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approach and examines aviation market development, airport 

property development and the aviation tourism development. 

This project is wrapping up, so we also look forward to the 

results of that project.  

Also, you will see from the amendment that the original 

motion, I think, was good. It hit upon the visitors centre and it 

hit on a number of stakeholders. What we’ve tried to do as a 

government is just ensure that upon spending time in any 

community, and specifically in Watson Lake, that we always 

have an opportunity to go and meet with the town and the 

mayor and council, the CAO and also the First Nation, as well 

as our staff, businesses, people and non-profits or NGOs that 

are doing the hard work.  

I just felt upon review that, for a series of reasons, it 

would also be important to include Liard First Nation in the 

consultation, in the work and in the planning on this topic. I 

know a number of years ago when the previous MLA and at 

that time the Premier were in closed discussions that I was 

privy to about working with Liard First Nation in trying to 

come up with a new plan for the visitors centre, and I thought 

that theme should carry on.  

In the meetings where I review my minutes here from 

August 30, really looking at tourism and working with the 

community is key and having the town and the First Nation. 

It’s also about just ensuring that — I know that the members 

opposite would want me to make sure that I did my 

consultation, so I did take an opportunity today and had a 

great conversation with the Chief of Liard First Nation and 

explained that this motion was tabled today and made sure 

that if I had tabled an amendment, there would be a comfort 

level from the First Nation adding them on to this because I 

wouldn’t want to do that without having a discussion with 

them, but certainly understanding I think that it’s really 

important that, at least from our perspective in government, all 

of these players, and all of these important individual entities 

and groups are working together on this strategy — not 

leaving anybody out.  

Some great points made by the chief today. He certainly 

understands and supports the perspective of his MLA when it 

comes to the visitors centre, but also takes into consideration 

maybe even work that was done by the MLA for Watson Lake 

— I’m not sure, I apologize, I didn’t have a chance to review 

during her period of work at the municipal level. I don’t know 

if it was during that or after, there was also pretty significant 

work that was done concerning an economic development 

strategy. I believe that report sits on the Town of Watson Lake 

website. Taking some of that work that was done into 

consideration into this work and seeing if it can’t be — as the 

chief said, maybe take a look and revitalize some of that, but 

also taking into consideration some good things that were 

done in the past.  

Another former member of this Assembly was a 

prominent business person and former Minister of Energy, 

Mines and Resources — Mr. Lang — and I think there was 

some work that was done previously concerning some tourism 

operations and it certainly turned into sticky dollars. There 

were lots of great ideas from the chief on this topic and he was 

happy to support our adding the Liard First Nation to this 

amendment. 

So I think that we have made it whole — it is a good 

strategy. I am sure the Member for Watson Lake — I didn’t 

take the opportunity to call and speak with the individuals 

who were already on this motion. I’m sure that the member 

did. I just spoke to the ones who we added. 

There is a lot going on in Watson Lake and we are all 

working with all Yukon communities to build a sustainable 

and diverse regional economy. I will leave it at that, 

Mr. Speaker, and thank you for giving me the opportunity to 

speak to this very important motion today from the Member 

for Watson Lake. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I will rise briefly to speak to this 

amendment. I thank the Member for Watson Lake for bringing 

the original motion forward and the minister for the 

amendment. 

I would agree that — because I had noted a matter that 

was missing, and I presumed it was an oversight by the 

Member for Watson Lake — with the exclusion of the Liard 

First Nation in any discussion of developing — which I would 

have thought would have been a much broader focus on a 

tourism strategy — which would include the reality of a 

visitor information centre. 

The minister made a number of remarks though that I 

think I just wanted to comment on. The motion as amended, 

or the amendment that is before us for debate right now, is 

anodyne in the extreme. It is deliberately so. It is so nice and 

vague and it is just process. That’s great. Eventually you will 

get somewhere, perhaps, but it doesn’t talk about when or how 

and what you’ll be doing as a government to move this 

forward. 

I would remind the minister that when he is speaks about 

citing Carcross, and what a vibrant place it is now — I can tell 

you, Mr. Speaker, I have attended many, many conferences in 

the years leading up to that vibrant presence in that southern 

gateway to the Yukon, when one of the leading proponents — 

currently a deputy minister in your government — spoke 

eloquently time and time again about how you can’t have 

more tourists coming through Carcross than ever touch 

Dawson City — but they stop for 15 minutes at maximum — 

until you have some infrastructure there, some social 

infrastructure. That actually means some basic infrastructure, 

like water and sewer, so that you can have toilets for tourists 

to use, let alone a functioning visitor information centre, 

which didn’t actually have a functioning toilet for many years. 

It does take investments by governments — and I use the 

word “governments” deliberately — but it does take a 

commitment and it does mean that government has to say that, 

we’ll move forward with discussions. So moving forward with 

discussions really is probably anathema to any citizen. How 

long do you want us to discuss? How long will we hang here? 

I’ve been travelling the highway to Watson Lake during 

my career for almost 40 years. The road has changed a lot. 

Watson Lake — over the years, I’ve kept saying to myself and 

to anybody who would listen: “What an amazing place.” From 
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the old historic airport out there — people knew the history of 

what has transpired, and the people and the events that 

occurred there, the multinational environment that existed 

during the war — if you look at the amazing history of the 

Liard and the Kaska First Nations in that region.  

There’s so much, to say nothing about the spectacular 

scenery and the siting of that town, but it needs some 

willingness to commit that we’re going to get it done. We’re 

going to start it and we’re going to finish it, but simply to say 

“discussions” — that’s disappointing. 

We’re not going to object to this amendment, 

Mr. Speaker, because at least it’s something, but it’s kind of 

disappointing that it’s so vague and doesn’t show any political 

will to the citizens of southeast Yukon that we’re really 

serious about getting this done and that we’ll do it, even 

within this mandate — even to have said discussions had to be 

completed within this mandate.  

I got all the oblique references, Mr. Speaker, to the 

skulduggery and the other things that occurred over the last 15 

or 16 years down there. They were not good — on behalf of 

some of the members past and others who he talked about — 

but that’s not helpful. We’re talking about the future. Here’s 

an opportunity for this government to move forward in a 

positive way and say to the citizens of Watson Lake, who 

have felt so neglected, that it’s time to move forward, and 

we’ll do it, and we’ll do it within a certain time frame. 

 

Ms. McLeod: I should comment, I guess, on the 

method of amending motions. I’m sure it was just the other 

day when the government said, “Gosh, why didn’t you just 

come to talk to us about this? Gosh, we’re really down for an 

amendment.” It’s just striking me as pretty odd.  

Anyway, carrying on — the government has seen fit to 

embellish the motion. How can you argue with it? It doesn’t 

commit anybody to anything, which is the disappointing part. 

This is a classic example of maybe the minister not listening 

to people, not listening to the people of Watson Lake. The 

people of Watson Lake don’t want to see this go on for 

another five years without having a discussion, and that’s 

exactly what we’re going to see happen here. 

The minister has made a lot of comments about how 

many meetings he has had in Watson Lake, who he has met 

with and all these major discussions he has had, and I wonder 

if he could table the minutes from any of those meetings. With 

regard to his comment on the facade program, I wonder what 

the uptake is on that. The minister thought it was pretty well-

received. I certainly have not heard any businesses talk about 

it, so maybe he could provide us with some information by 

way of a letter. 

As I said, I can read this new motion and I say that we 

will have to go about this a different way, because the way 

this is coming forward from this government is that it commits 

them to nothing. They don’t have to do anything. They don’t 

have to be responsible for anything that they have said in that 

statement.  

I just want to disagree with one thing that the Leader of 

the Third Party said about how neglected and downtrodden 

southeast Yukon has been for a number of years. I have to tell 

you that is not the way people from southeast Yukon think. I 

just want to be very clear about that. I think that if a person 

lived there for many years, you might have a different concept 

of the way people think in southeast Yukon. 

I am disappointed that the government has decided to do 

nothing. I mean, this will go beyond their mandate. It has now 

become a moot point, I guess. We will certainly support the 

amendment, for whatever it is worth. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the 

amendment? 

Are you prepared for the question on the amendment? 

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. 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: Disagree. 

Ms. Hanson: Agree. 

Ms. White: Agree. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 15 yea, one nay.  

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the amendment 

carried. 

Amendment to Motion No. 88 agreed to 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the main 

motion as amended? 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I just have a short comment. It looks 

like the Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre will be aging 

in place. 

 

Speaker: Very concise comments.  

Is there any further debate on the motion as amended? 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m happy to discuss issues 

important to Watson Lake this afternoon. Members in this 

House would be hard-pressed to assert that Watson Lake is 

anything other than a gateway to the Yukon. Road travel has, 

since the construction of the Alaska Highway, been a vital 
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link to the south. People would bounce and jostle up the 

Alaska Highway from BC in those early days and it was an 

adventure — a very long trip up a remote, rough, gravel road 

to Canada’s fabled Yukon — and their first experience across 

the BC border would be the beautiful Town of Watson Lake. 

It was the Gateway to the Yukon then; it remains so today, 

Mr. Speaker. 

I know Watson Lake relatively well — certainly not as 

well as the member opposite, but Watson Lake does know me. 

Several years ago, on my way home in my VW van, I blew a 

clutch, Mr. Speaker. Anyone who knows VW vans knows 

how rare breakdowns are, but there we were at the Liard River 

Hot Springs without a clutch. My sons were not very 

impressed. A number of campers at the site managed to mimic 

the scene from Little Miss Sunshine. We push-started the 

vehicle and popped it into gear and started up the road. 

I was very glad that afternoon to meet Watson Lake, to 

get to Watson Lake. We gassed up there and faced the 

problem of how to get it started again. Fortunately, 

Mr. Speaker, there was a volleyball squad from Australia in 

town that afternoon. They push-started me, and off I went. We 

drove all the way to Whitehorse — I’m sure the members 

opposite will be happy to hear — that evening, and we even 

missed the red light on the southern edge of Johnson’s 

Crossing bridge, which was under construction at the time. I 

was very worried we would hit a red light and be stuck again 

with no Australian volleyballers. Well, we made it through 

that and here we are today. 

Over the years, through many trips up and down the 

highway in my van, I have spent a lot of time availing myself 

of the services in Watson Lake, the charming little town just 

across the border of Yukon, the gateway to the territory.  

The issue before us this afternoon, Mr. Speaker, has to do 

with priorities, really. That is what it comes down to. Initially, 

the motion before us was focused on the visitor information 

centre, which is — let’s be frank — well beyond its best-

before date. It has been this way for years, as my colleague, 

the Economic Development minister has noted. This facility 

has been on the list of community refurbishment for years, 

since the community’s halcyon years of Dennis Fentie’s 

Yukon Party government.  

This issue, however, was never tackled back then, and it 

was also on the radar during the member opposite’s last 

mandate; again, unfortunately, no visitor information centre 

was delivered, despite unprecedented and historically large 

capital budgets. The member opposite is now bringing this 

long-standing priority to the Yukon Liberal government, and 

we’re happy to hear it. We have been clear from the very 

beginning that all communities matter. 

My colleagues, the Community Services minister, the 

Health and Social Services minister, the Economic 

Development minister and the Tourism and Culture minister 

have all visited Watson Lake in the past year. We have had 

meetings down there. It’s a community with many needs. The 

visitor information centre is but one. 

We have amended the motion before us to include, for 

one thing, the Liard First Nation. I’m sure the oversight was 

unintended, and we’re happy to have repaired that and bring 

them into this motion as a body that should be talked to and 

consulted when we actually set the priorities for the 

community. It’s a very important change for our government, 

Mr. Speaker. Our First Nation partners and First Nation 

governments in the territory have to be included when we’re 

planning for the communities. They have been omitted from 

these processes for far too long, so we’re glad to have stepped 

in to help improve the Member for Watson Lake’s motion to 

include the Liard First Nation in the consultation plan. 

We have broadened the focus to allow proper planning 

for capital planning in the community, because we’re 

grappling with a difficult financial situation, as we have heard 

from the independent Financial Advisory Panel. The previous 

government spent $1.50 for every new dollar they collected. 

When you do that over one year, it’s a problem; when 

you do it over two, it’s a bigger problem; after 10 years, it’s a 

pretty big problem, and that’s where we find ourselves today, 

Mr. Speaker. After 10 years of Yukon Party overspending, we 

have a problem, and Yukoners have demanded strong 

financial management — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: Member for Watson Lake, on a point of 

order. 

Ms. McLeod: I believe the member is speaking to 

matters other than those up for debate. 

Speaker: Government House Leader, on the point of 

order. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: My submission is that, no, he’s not. 

It’s contextual. He’s clearly explaining himself in relation to 

the motion that’s on the floor of this House. He is discussing 

capital projects and the concept as it relates to this particular 

motion. 

Thank you for your time. 

Speaker: I am approaching having heard enough — but 

the Member for Lake Laberge, please.  

Mr. Cathers: Just by way of reference, that would be 

Standing Order 19(b) that my colleague, the Member for 

Watson Lake, was calling the point of order on. As well, I 

think that the Minister of Highways and Public Works is well 

off the road, has hit the ditch and gone into the boonies on the 

other side. 

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: In my view, there is no point of order, in that 

there is a nexus between the amended motion, which 

addresses the need to replace aging infrastructure, and, 

necessarily, that involves budgetary considerations. However, 

I would urge the Minister of Highways and Public Works to 

return to the gateway of Yukon as expeditiously as he possibly 

can. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: As I was saying, we have been 

grappling with a very difficult financial situation. After 10 

years of Yukon Party overspending — spending $1.50 for 
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every new dollar they collected — Yukoners have grown tired 

of that. They want strong financial management and we’re 

providing it. We have done it through the Financial Advisory 

Panel and other things. 

But, to the point of the motion, Mr. Speaker, this changes 

how we do business in the territory. We can’t just go off and 

spend money without regard for our finances. It’s important 

that we actually start to consider what we’re building and how 

we’re building it and what the priorities of the communities 

are, because money doesn’t grow on trees. We can’t be 

continually drawing down our rainy-day fund or the reserves. 

It has been done in the past. It is not a practical solution. 

Yukoners don’t want that anymore; they want a different 

approach. 

So we’re providing that approach. We’re actually 

planning. We have to look at all of the options that a 

community may require. We can’t waste the resources we 

have. They are few and far between. We need to plan better 

and make sure that we do things with a little bit more rigour 

and a little bit more triage. We have to make sure that we hit 

the high notes — the most important things in the community. 

The visitor information centre may be one of those things, but 

there may be other priorities that the community, the business 

community, the town council, the residents and the Liard First 

Nation think are important to the community. So we will 

endeavour to go back and talk with the community, find out 

what its priorities are, and then proceed from there. 

I will say that our team — and I’ve mentioned our team 

before — is working very hard to deliver on our 

commitments, and one of our commitments is to make sure 

that all communities matter and that we have healthy, 

sustainable communities, and so those factors, those 

approaches, will be worked into our consultation and the 

approaches we take going forward, because the Yukon people 

have elected a government that shows strong financial 

management and that does what it says it will do. We have a 

very strong mandate and a plan going forward and we’re 

going to follow that plan, Mr. Speaker. After consulting with 

the communities, with our stakeholders and with all manner of 

people, we will proceed with the priorities that are essential 

for the communities. All communities matter. 

We are working every day to ensure that the foundation 

we are building in Yukon creates a thriving economy that 

benefits all Yukoners. We must move forward together, and 

this requires strong relationships built on trust and respect. 

These are things that we hold dear. We know that we are 

working on them all the time to foster. We will be meeting 

with First Nation leaders. I am meeting with First Nation 

leaders tomorrow. I know we are meeting with some very 

soon, and we are meeting with community leaders. All of 

these relationships will go into this community-building 

exercise that this Liberal government takes so very seriously. 

It is time to go beyond bricks and mortar and to take a 

people-centred approach to wellness to ensure Yukoners 

thrive. While bricks and mortar are important and building 

new buildings is important, we have to make sure that we also 

invest in services for our communities. With scant, scarce 

financial resources, with the hand we have been dealt, we 

have to be very careful about how we proceed with these 

things. When we build buildings, we are going to make sure 

that we actually figure out how much they cost to operate and 

what the ongoing costs of these structures are. This is 

something that is new. It is something that hasn’t been done 

very well in the past. We have seen that with several capital 

projects that are currently under construction in Whitehorse — 

the health structures that did not have any consideration of the 

operation and maintenance of the actual staff needed to run 

those facilities. I won’t go into the details, but I think we all 

know that this has been a problem, and it is a problem that we 

have to address going forward.  

When we talk about working with communities, we have 

hired 11 mental wellness workers in our Yukon communities. 

These are important pieces of the puzzle when we are 

delivering services to communities. It is evidence that, when 

we are building capital projects, we also have to look at the 

services we are providing and make sure we balance these 

services and bricks and mortar capital projects carefully. That 

is why the motion has to be broader. 

We are collaborating with NGOs and community partners 

to expand and enhance service and program delivery to meet 

the needs of Yukoners. We will be building more structures, 

more bricks and mortar facilities for the people of the 

territory. We will do so in a coordinated, transparent and 

collaborative fashion. We have to make sure that, when we do 

these things, the actual economy of the community is 

enhanced, and that is what we are going to do in Watson Lake.  

I will be supporting this motion this afternoon. I think it is 

important. Watson Lake is an important community to the 

territory. It is a community that requires some attention. I 

think that the attention my colleagues have shown in building 

those relationships has been tremendous over the last eight 

months, and I commend them for it. I look forward to working 

with Watson Lake in the future. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the main 

motion as amended?  

Are you prepared for the question?  

Are you agreed? 

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.  

Speaker: In my opinion, the yeas have it. I declare the 

motion, as amended, carried. 

Motion No. 88, as amended, agreed to 

Motion No. 184 

Clerk: Motion No. 184, 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 

respond to the needs expressed by mobile-homeowners 

through a petition and in response to a Yukon government 

survey by taking action to end evictions without cause in 

mobile home parks.  
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Ms. White: I thank my colleagues today for the 

opportunity to talk about something that is near and dear to 

me.  

I just want to start by saying that in 2012, I debated the 

Residential Landlord and Tenant Act on behalf of the Official 

Opposition. It was me who spent hours and hours going 

through what was a very large legislation. I think the only one 

we’ve seen comparable was yesterday’s Legal Profession Act, 

2017 as far as pages. 

It’s also important to note that when we were going 

through this legislation — when I was going through this 

legislation — in 2012, I didn’t catch a glaring mistake. To be 

perfectly honest, if we looked back to the makeup of the 

Legislative Assembly in 2012, even had I attempted to 

propose amendments, which I was — let’s just say we didn’t 

make it to those lines before we got the guillotine clause. In 

2012, this legislation came out and what I’m talking about 

today are problems that I see in that legislation.  

I feel like everyone has driven through the riding of 

Takhini-Kopper King, but just to give people a bit more of an 

idea, I have the Prospector Trailer Park, which is off the 

Alaska Highway and it is actually divided into two parts — 

one parcel is separate and one parcel is attached to the pub and 

the gas station area. There are actually two owners there. I 

have the Takhini Mobile Home Park, which I think has about 

188 units. I am also responsible for the Northland Trailer 

Park, which has 220 units.  

I did not understand the full breadth of what we hadn’t 

captured in the Residential Landlord and Tenant Act until I 

was first contacted by a mobile-homeowner in 2012 to let me 

know that they had just been given a $50 per month pad rent 

increase. Today’s motion isn’t talking about the pad rent 

increases. That’s a separate issue. I just want to draw attention 

to the fact that it wasn’t until the summer after we passed that 

legislation that I started to see where the cracks were. 

The one fundamental thing that also I think needs to be 

understood — and what I’m trying to correct at least — is the 

power and balance between the landlord and the tenants in a 

mobile home park.  

Right now, under the legislation, a mobile-homeowner 

has the same rights and privileges as someone who rents an 

apartment or rents a house or rents another dwelling. They’re 

not viewed differently. As you might imagine, there are some 

differences, one being that a mobile-homeowner owns the 

asset, so that would be the mobile home, and they rent the pad 

— they rent the piece of land that they sit on. 

I didn’t learn about mobile homes and the issues around 

mobile-homeownership in a vacuum; I actually was very 

much taken along on this journey by the mobile-homeowners 

not only in my riding, but the mobile-homeowners in the City 

of Whitehorse, because the City of Whitehorse is the only one 

with privately owned parks — although Faro has one, but it’s 

owned by the municipality. 

I stand to be corrected, because it gets hazy, but I believe 

it was in 2012 or 2013 that I circulated a petition and this was 

based on conversations with an organization that had been 

created in response to the increases. One thing I think is 

important to know is that, especially in the world of increases, 

what happens is one park will increase the pad rent and the 

others will follow suit, so it’s never done in isolation. 

At the time, a mobile-homeowners association was 

created. They wanted to deal with two issues: that there was a 

difference between mobile-homeowners and renters; and that 

they wanted to implement a maximum annual increase for 

mobile home pad rent. At that point in time, Mr. Speaker, it’s 

important to know that I didn’t actually know a single person 

who owned a mobile home who had ever received an eviction 

notice. 

When this petition was written out with the help of the 

Mobile Homeowners’ Association — just to give the 

Assembly some perspective, it was actually me who took it 

around. So not only did I go to every door of every mobile 

home in my own riding, but I went to those in Copperbelt 

North and Porter Creek North as well. The reason for that is 

that the problem wasn’t just within my riding; it was within 

that continuum of housing altogether. 

For perspective, it took a couple of months — and not in 

a bad way, but in a really incredible way. That’s when I 

started to understand that the issue was even bigger than what 

we were just trying to tackle with that. Mobile home parks are 

unique in their form of housing, Mr. Speaker. They are one of 

the most accessible ways to actually enter the home-

ownership market. More important than that — and I think we 

saw that in the survey results — they’re not just entry-level 

homes. These are homes where people are choosing to retire. 

One of the neat things about mobile homes — I’m sure 

everyone has been in one — is that they’re on one level. It’s 

one floor plan, so you don’t have to deal with steps, unless it’s 

to get in, so there are those things. 

The other thing I wanted to highlight was the survey. I 

have to tell you that I am absolutely relieved that there were 

262 respondents to the survey, because the previous member 

of Community Services, when we were almost at the deadline, 

had said that only 45 people had filled it out. Mr. Speaker, to 

give you an idea of how important I thought the survey was — 

although I have highlighted it multiple times that I did not 

appreciate the language it was written in; it was written in 

legalese and it was very hard to understand. I thought it was 

so important that the survey came out because, for me, it had 

felt like we finally got the government of the day to actually 

hear that there was an issue.  

Then I went to every mobile home park and I left behind 

flyers with the link to how to get to the mobile home survey. 

I would like to, at this point in time, acknowledge the 

Department of Community Services, especially the Yukon 

Residential Tenancies Office, which wasn’t in place at that 

point, but they did actually send the survey to every mobile 

home. That was really important, but again, Mr. Speaker, the 

survey was not written in plain English and it asked questions 

like, “What other jurisdiction would you like us to look at?” I 

would also like to say that mobile-homeowners became really 

proficient in the language of their rights, and they knew that 

Nova Scotia was one to look toward. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, the reason why some of this 

background is really important is because I didn’t realize what 

evictions without cause could cause in the mobile-homeowner 

world. It’s important that I say right now that what we saw at 

the Casa Loma was evictions with cause. That was very clear. 

There was going to be a revamping of that parcel of land, so 

those all fit within the parameters of what the legislation says. 

Right now, Mr. Speaker, the legislation actually allows any 

Yukon tenant to be evicted without reason, without cause.  

So I just want to talk a little bit about the survey. There 

were 262 respondents and, just going from the summary, the 

demographics were lower income respondents. Most 

significant respondents were seniors, but it still had a fairly 

even spread of responses — 66 percent of the respondents 

earned less than $70,000 per year, with 42 percent earning less 

than $50,000 per year, and 21 percent refused to answer. Over 

75 percent of mobile homes were households of one to two 

people. 

There are some really interesting points. One of the 

questions was: “Would you be able to move your mobile 

home to another site if required?” This is really important — 

5.34 percent said yes. They said yes, they could move their 

mobile home. This number is really important — 

65.27 percent said no, they could not; 17.94 percent did not 

know if they could and 11.45 percent said it was not 

applicable. 

“Mobile home” is a bit of a misnomer because we say the 

word “mobile” like they can be moved. I can tell you that in 

my very own riding, I have places that used to be travel 

trailers that have been built around and they are now 

permanent structures. Those are not movable. I can tell you 

that often the towing mechanism gets welded off so that it 

could have a flatter front so it is less dangerous. I can tell you 

that a lot of mobile homes are no longer mobile. 

Another question said: “Do you feel mobile home park 

owners should be able to terminate a mobile home pad 

tenancy agreement without cause?” There is that question: 

“without cause”. There was 6.87 percent who said yes, 

85.5 percent said no and 7.63 percent did not know. I think 

that one thing that is important to look at right now is that out 

of the 262 respondents, 4.2 percent were mobile home park 

owners, 81.6 percent were mobile-homeowners, 3.8 percent 

were renting their mobile homes and 10.3 percent were other 

respondents. I just want to show the discrepancy — the 

difference between the 4.2 percent who own the parks and the 

81.6 percent of people who own the mobile homes in the park. 

Also in the survey — and this is an important one because 

it talks about the mobility of the home. It said: “How old is 

your home?” The three highest answers here were: between 

21 and 30 years old was 20.19 percent; between 31 and 40 

years old was 24.41 percent; and between 41 and 50 years old 

was 21.6 percent. I guess right now I can think about the fact 

that my duplex was built in 1958, so that would mean that 

some of these mobile homes would have been the very first 

homes in some cases out of army construction. Some of them 

almost predate mine.  

There is this other question again: “Do you feel that a 

mobile home park owner should be able to terminate a mobile 

home pad tenancy agreement without cause?” This I think is 

very reflective of those numbers — the 4.2 percent of park 

owners and the 81.6 percent of mobile-homeowners. This is 

the answer yes to: “Do you think you should be able to 

terminate a mobile home pad tenancy agreement without 

cause?” — 3.76 percent; those who said no — 89.2 percent, 

and for those who did not know, it was 7.04 percent. Those 

numbers right there are pretty plain. It says that there is an 

issue that exists around it. 

Mr. Speaker, again, I am a bit sheepish to say that up until 

yesterday — I spent two hours yesterday looking cross-

jurisdictionally at landlord and tenant legislation across the 

country. I have asked myself since then why it took me until 

yesterday to take a look at what was happening across 

Canada, and today you will understand why I am bit sheepish 

about that.  

As far as we can tell — and I had someone else look over 

the information because I didn’t want to come in with guns 

blazing to say that I was confident — Yukon is the only 

jurisdiction in Canada that allows tenants to be evicted 

without cause in mobile home parks. Most jurisdictions, 

Mr. Speaker, actually forbid evictions without cause for all 

rental units. I would love to get behind this one more time, 

because I worked really hard on this in 2012 to try to include 

that in the legislation, but that is not what the topic is today. 

Today I want to start with mobile-homeowners because, 

to the best of my knowledge, they are the most vulnerable in 

this situation, and that is for the evictions — especially 

evictions without cause. I lay out the age and condition and 

stuff, but for mobile-homeowners to be able to move — the 

stats from their survey said that over 70 percent of mobile-

homeowners couldn’t afford the cost of the move. 

Mr. Speaker, I worked really closely with the folks at the 

Casa Loma. As a matter of fact, despite what the media said, it 

wasn’t that they had just come out at the last minute. For more 

than a year, they worked behind the scenes with the City of 

Whitehorse. We worked with the Yukon Housing 

Corporation. We worked with everyone, trying to find a 

solution to what those homeowners could do. I can tell you 

that the very base cost — the smallest cost than anyone was 

ever quoted, and they paid more — was $10,000. 

Three of those units from Casa Loma in Porter Creek 

were moved to Lobird, which is in the Member for Copperbelt 

North’s riding. That was phenomenal and, to fully credit the 

owner of the Lobird mobile home park, the owner made lots 

available. That was really with the incredible support of the 

City of Whitehorse because, as the owner said at one point in 

time, he had never seen the process go that quickly. So full 

credit where credit was due — something was done that had 

never been done in that timeline. But I want you to know that 

the quote that cost the least amount of money was $10,000 

and, in the end, it cost a lot more for each of them to move. To 

give you some perspective, three units from Casa Loma 

moved from the Casa Loma to Lobird, one moved out of 

town, and the rest were demolished. 
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Again, in that case of the Casa Loma, that was a valid 

eviction. They were given a year’s notice and it was because 

the land was being changed, so that is different — there was 

cause there. 

The one big thing we learned when that was happening 

was that there was a lack of available pads to rent. At that 

point in time, I had been contacted by the manager of the 

Takhini Mobile Home Park to say that they had been 

contacted by multiple people looking for a place to move a 

home. Within the City of Whitehorse, there wasn’t space until 

those few spaces were made available. At the time, the 

minister who was responsible for Community Services when 

this first started said they could move out of town, possible to 

Grizzly Valley. Obviously that was not a feasible answer. 

We have a majority of mobile-homeowners who just 

can’t move. They physically can’t move their houses. The cost 

is prohibitive, and if they can’t move them, where do they go? 

Allowing evictions without cause creates a massive power 

imbalance. I’m not saying that if there is justification and 

there is cause, it shouldn’t be allowed to go forward. What 

I’m saying is that there needs to be a reason and there needs to 

be a reason that is stated. 

Mr. Speaker, I spent a lot of time working with a mobile-

homeowner in the Benchmark Trailer Park. She had been 

given an eviction and she was given a reason, and that reason 

was that her trailer did not meet the aesthetic that the park was 

going for. She purchased siding, she purchased roofing 

materials and she got multiple contractors to come to her 

property to give her a quote for how to repair it. The issue 

with that one is that this was in the back of a lot and the 

embankment behind her house had caved in, and so the back 

end of her house was covered in dirt. In that slope, there were 

two power poles and there was one water main. Every 

contractor said, “Until that is stabilized by the park, we can’t 

touch your house.”  

I want to give full credit to the woman, Cindy. She took it 

as far as she could; she took it to court. She did — she took it 

to court. I was so proud because this is someone who had been 

told that her biggest investment was done, and the reason that 

was given was because of the aesthetic. Mr. Speaker, we went 

to court. I sat there for the duration. When the decision came 

back — and I invite members to go find it, because I tried and 

I’m not the best in technology — the judge said, “Even if I 

rule in your favour because you’ve done everything and you 

were trying to fix this, it doesn’t matter because, under 

legislation, you could receive an eviction notice — no matter 

if you do the repairs or not.” That was that. If that doesn’t 

highlight a power imbalance, then I don’t know what really 

does.  

If a tenant has a problem with a park owner — for 

example, under the Residential Landlord and Tenant Act — 

there are provisions now and it’s fantastic. There are 

provisions that say, for example, that a landlord is responsible 

to make sure that drainage drains away from property. 

Mr. Speaker, that might sound like a no-brainer, but I can 

tell you that, in mobile parks around Whitehorse, there are 

homeowners who have pallet systems because they get built 

into bridges every spring and every thaw because every spring 

their property floods. It means that their skirting is covered in 

water; it means that the supports are covered in water; it 

means that their asset is being damaged by the landlord. 

I tell them that we can address this, but part of the 

problem is: How do you address this in a way that maybe it 

won’t come back on you, because we have evictions without 

cause? There are examples where I can tell you that there was 

a conflict with a neighbour, and I would think that a conflict 

with a neighbour could be resolved, and it resulted in an 

eviction. How does that even work? 

If the landlord doesn’t want to deal with the problem, the 

landlord is just able to evict the person. In the case of two 

neighbours disagreeing, that should be worked out. I live in a 

duplex in an area of duplexes. Let me tell you: my neighbour 

is very close. We have to work things out if there’s an issue, 

but, in that situation, a landlord doesn’t have to deal with a 

problem; they can just evict one of the units. Mr. Speaker, 

that’s just not fair, and that’s an example of the power 

imbalance. That can lead to many problems and it certainly 

doesn’t help conflict resolution in the long run. 

Mr. Speaker, ending evictions without cause doesn’t 

mean a landlord can’t evict anyone. I really want to talk about 

that for a second. I’m not saying that, if someone continuously 

doesn’t pay their pad rent, if they are a bad and dangerous 

neighbour, if they disrespect the property — any legion of 

reasons, as long as they’re justifiable reasons — they can’t be 

evicted. Sometimes people are crappy people, and I don’t 

disagree with that. You can be a crappy tenant; you should 

then have to deal with the consequences. 

If we look across the country, no province allows for 

evictions without cause, and most of the acts list a series of 

circumstances where evictions can happen. Keeping in mind 

that a lot of the jurisdictions, like ours, are covered under the 

same Residential Landlord and Tenant Act — that they don’t 

have separate ones, but Alberta does, and I’ll talk about that. 

Here, for example, we could say that maybe a family 

member was going to move a mobile home in, so then you 

could move someone out for that reason. The mobile home 

park was changing purposes, or a tenant continues to fail to 

pay, or a tenant breaks the laws, breaks the rental agreement 

or disturbs the peace — all these different things.  

Saskatchewan lists reasons that go from (a) to (o), and 

they’re each individual — and I’ll talk about those, 

Mr. Speaker. There are plenty of reasons why a landlord can 

evict, and I totally agree as long as the landlord has a 

reasonable cause. 

Again, I am sheepish that I didn’t look across Canada 

until yesterday, but the fact that we are the only jurisdiction 

where a landlord can evict with no cause whatsoever is unfair 

to mobile-homeowners. There’s a situation right now that’s 

happening in an area on Vancouver Island called Thetis Lake. 

The reason I’m going to talk about Thetis Lake — and this is 

different. It’s right in a provincial park. It’s a family-run 

business. It has been, like, 49 years that it has been open and 

they are done. They want to retire and they have given a 

blanket eviction notice. I don’t disagree. This one’s okay. 
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I’m not saying that this is an example, but on Vancouver 

Island, if you use Google maps and it’s even pretty close, you 

can see Thetis Lake and you can see a municipality called 

Langford. Right now, people are probably like: “Why are you 

talking about these two jurisdictions?” It is because, for the 

Thetis Lake mobile-homeowners, there is no recourse. There 

is nothing they can do. They have their one-year eviction 

notice and they’re going to have to go. 

The City of Langford might be my mobile home dream 

right now, because the City of Langford has actually put in a 

manufactured home park redevelopment policy. Keeping in 

mind that redevelopment is allowed — that would be allowed 

and that would be a reason — I’m just going to read two 

points from this. If anyone wants to take a look, it’s called the 

City of Langford and it’s the Manufactured Home Park 

Redevelopment Policy. Point 1(a) says: “That Council 

recognizes manufactured and modular home parks as an 

important source and supply of affordable housing in the City 

of Langford” — and then you go down to 1(d): “That 

approval of any application for the redevelopment of any 

manufactured home park site be subject to an comprehensive 

plan for compensation, to the satisfaction of Council, in 

addition to the mandatory payment under the Manufactured 

Home Park Tenancy Act, wherein payment of a value 

equivalent to the assessed value of the mobile home are 

provided to tenants whose manufactured homes cannot be 

relocated, or where a site for relocation cannot be found”. 

If we had this act, if we had the Manufactured Home 

Park Redevelopment Policy of the City of Langford — what 

happened in Casa Loma means that seven homeowners 

wouldn’t have not been homeowners at the end of it. They 

would have been paid the assessed value of their homes, 

which would have meant that they wouldn’t have just wrecked 

them and walked away; they would have had a chance. 

This is an example, though. You’re allowed — absolutely 

you can say that you don’t want to be a mobile park owner 

anymore and you can to change it to something else. That’s 

cause for eviction. That is cause. 

Alberta is really fascinating because Alberta has a 

tenancy act, but they also have an act called the Mobile Home 

Sites Tenancies Act. This act actually talks about all things 

mobile home. It talks about termination. There are two forms 

of termination from a tenant’s perspective or from a landlord’s 

perspective. From a landlord’s perspective, it says that, in the 

case of a landlord terminating a tenancy, they have to set out 

the reasons for which the tenancy is being terminated. There 

you go; it can only be terminated with cause. It’s a big act. I 

just took out the part that talked about how it needed to be 

terminated with cause. So that’s Alberta. 

I was really trying to go across the country in a systematic 

way, but some sections of the acts were easier to print out and 

some were easy to cut and paste. I’m just going to put out a 

plug for the Yukon government website. It’s very easy to read. 

Manitoba is quite challenging and so is Quebec, so, go Yukon 

legislation. 

British Columbia actually has the Manufactured Home 

Park Tenancy Act and it’s current as of October 25 of this 

year. They’ve just done a couple updates.  

In chapter 77, it talks about termination, under 

“Landlord’s notice: cause.” “40(1) A landlord may end a 

tenancy by giving notice to end the tenancy if one or more of 

the following applies: (a) the tenant is repeatedly late paying 

the rent; (b) there are an unreasonable number of occupants on 

the manufactured home site; (c) the tenant or a person 

permitted in the manufactured home park by the tenant has” 

— so this is if you have guests — “(i) significantly interfered 

with or unreasonably disturbed another occupant or the 

landlord of the manufactured home park.” 

It goes on. It lists a great number of things. I probably 

don’t need to read it all into the record, but I would suggest if 

anyone is interested in the rights of mobile-homeowners, that 

they could look at British Columbia because in British 

Columbia, a landlord can’t evict a mobile-homeowner without 

cause. They need cause to do it. There are a whole bunch of 

reasons. With reasons, as listed in legislation in British 

Columbia, the mobile-homeowner can be evicted.  

I talked about Alberta so that’s next in the map. Like I 

said, Manitoba’s legislation is hard to read but they have The 

Residential Tenancies Act. In Manitoba, mobile-homeowners 

in parks — they’re called land leases or mobile home parks — 

they’re protected under The Residential Tenancies Act. 

Termination by a landlord in Manitoba can only happen with 

cause. For example, if you had a non-sufficient fund cheque 

for certain deposits, which could be the security deposit, or an 

increased pay in any way — so non-sufficient funds. They can 

be terminated for non-payment and then there are terminations 

for causes other than failure to pay, such as, for example, the 

tenant contravenes or fails to comply with provisions of the 

act. They list what you cannot do.  

In Manitoba, you just can’t be a jerk as a tenant and then 

you should be okay. With human decency, you should be okay 

in Manitoba. Some of the things in Manitoba where obviously 

you wouldn’t be very popular with neighbours are if you 

weren’t taking care or repairing damage to your unit, if you 

were disturbing others, if you were behaving in an unsafe 

fashion, and if you were doing unlawful activities — and then 

it goes on to list unlawful activities. In Manitoba, you can’t be 

a drug dealer in your home and not face eviction, so I think 

that’s fair. 

We can move across to Ontario. Ontario is blanketed — 

mobile-homeowners are covered underneath their Residential 

Tenancies Act and it was last updated in 2006. Again, 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, in Ontario, you can only be evicted with 

cause. So for example, non-payment of rent, misrepresentation 

of income — so if I made it sound like I could afford my pad 

rental but really I can’t and it comes out in the wash, there’s a 

reason to evict me — and illegal acts. They list quite a few 

illegal acts: illegal drugs — possession, production, 

trafficking — all those things say that you’re going to be a 

terrible mobile-homeowner in my park, so therefore those are 

my causes; also if you damage the property or if you damage 

other property. 
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Your termination for cause can be reasonable enjoyment. 

If you have a lot of repeated loud parties and you’re making it 

harder for your neighbour to sleep, you’re affecting their 

reasonable enjoyment; also if what you do impairs the safety 

of others, again if there are too many people. Ontario has a 

Residential Tenancies Act. You cannot be evicted in Ontario 

without cause. 

We can go across to the Maritime provinces. Quebec’s 

legislation was really hard to access, although I am sure 

members are aware that Quebec has incredibly generous 

provisions for tenants. In Quebec, you also cannot be evicted 

without cause, but I did not try to print it out because it was 

complicated to get to. It is one thing to know too that in 

Ontario they have a handy-dandy information sheet called 

“Mobile Home Parks and Land Lease Communities” and it is 

from the Landlord and Tenant Board. It sets out the rights and 

responsibilities of both the landlord and the mobile-

homeowner within mobile home parks and land lease 

communities. That is really helpful. 

We can go across toward the Maritimes. I am happy to 

say that some of the Maritime provinces actually follow the 

same thing. New Brunswick and Newfoundland both have 

residential tenancy acts. It is challenging, though, because 

there are provisions that say that if you are evicting a mobile-

homeowner — the time extends, but you can be evicted. The 

landlord must give notice as well as valid reason in order for 

the tenancy to be terminated. So there you go — evictions 

only with cause. Some of the reasons for termination include: 

a family member moving in; major renovation work; building 

changes to commercial or recreational use. In addition, a 

landlord can end a periodic tenancy in the event that there are 

rental arrears, concerns involving conduct, damage to property 

and safety issues. In both New Brunswick and Newfoundland, 

they list the reasons. Again, anyone can take a look. It is 

called the Residential Tenancies Act and each province has 

one.  

We move over to Prince Edward Island, and they have 

what is called the Landlord and Tenant Act. That covers both 

mobile-homeowners and other renters. They have no 

termination without cause. This is taken from their preamble: 

“Landlords may only terminate a rental agreement for specific 

reasons that are laid out in the legislation and cannot terminate 

simply because a fixed term rental agreement has come to an 

end.” The thing that I would like you to take away from this 

is: “... may only terminate a rental agreement for specific 

reasons that are laid out in the legislation…” In addition, it 

lists the same things: interfering with quiet enjoyment; family 

member moving in — similar things. 

I looked then to the territories. There are three of us. 

What do they do? I am going to be honest. I only went as far 

as the Northwest Territories because, at this point, I was about 

two hours in and I was starting to see — I wasn’t having fun 

on the computer anymore. I also didn’t really think that 

Nunavut would have private mobile home parks, based on 

their location. I stand to be corrected, but I only looked as far 

as Northwest Territories.  

Northwest Territories has the Residential Tenancies Act. 

This is really fascinating. In the Northwest Territories, you 

can only terminate for cause, and the cause is limited. The act 

actually lists it out: “… repeatedly and unreasonably disturbed 

the landlord’s or other tenant’s possession or enjoyment of the 

residential complex.” One of the challenges is that the act 

talks about residential tenancies, but it covers mobile home 

parks, so you would have to kind of figure out what that 

meant. 

Obviously we’re not in the same complex, but if I am 

repeatedly a jerk, then I would probably be disturbing the 

peace of others. Damage to a residence or rental complex, 

non-compliance with an owner or the rental officer to correct 

a breach of tenancy agreement, the frustration of a tenancy 

agreement, impairment of the safety of the landlord or others, 

and repeated failure to pay the full amount of rent on the date 

specified in a tenancy agreement. I forgot Saskatchewan. I 

knew I was missing a province, Mr. Deputy Chair — two of 

them, actually. 

Saskatchewan — I tried to cut and paste this to make it 

easy for myself, but I can tell you it doesn’t transfer very well, 

so I printed out the legislation. Saskatchewan is not as easy to 

read as Yukon. In Saskatchewan, they have the The 

Residential Tenancies Act, 2006, and the last time it was 

updated was in 2006. A landlord’s notice to end tenancy: non-

payment of rent, landlord’s cause — they have a bunch of 

different causes: the tenant does not pay the security deposit 

within 30 days after the date it is required; the tenant is 

repeatedly late paying the rent; there are an unreasonable 

number of occupants in the rental unit; the tenant or person 

permitted on the residential property the tenant has — again, 

you can pretty much substitute that with being a jerk — the 

tenant or person permitted on the residential property has 

engaged in noxious, offensive or illegal activity. They list all 

the reasons in Saskatchewan. If you’re not a good person on 

your pad in the mobile home park, then there will be 

consequences. 

The same thing: there has to be notification. They can’t 

just evict you without giving you the ability to correct it. In 

some of the legislation, when it talked about properties in 

need of major repairs, it said that once you notified the 

homeowner of those repairs, you had to give them an 

acceptable amount of time to rectify the situation.  

I feel that it would be reasonable if I was given a year, 

because let’s keep in mind that an entire outer renovation is 

not going to be done in 90 days, especially if the finances 

aren’t in order. A lot of them talked about how major 

renovations could take up to a year. If I made no effort and I 

had no communication with my landlord in that time and I did 

not say that I was having problems, or I had no interest in 

doing that, then absolutely an eviction should stand. But if, 

like the woman at the Benchmark Trailer Park, they had the 

opportunity to fix what was wrong, then that eviction should 

be pulled out. 

One of the Maritime provinces I didn’t talk about — and 

this is my favourite for mobile homes, because Nova Scotia 

doesn’t have rent control, but they have pad rent control, but 
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that’s not what we’re talking about right now. In Nova Scotia, 

the landlord has to give notice about why. The same thing, if 

they become unsafe — to be perfectly honest, it’s a lot of the 

same thing, like if you are not behaving respectfully in Nova 

Scotia in a mobile home park, you can also face eviction. In 

Nova Scotia, it’s actually under the Residential Tenancies Act. 

What I learned when I went across the country yesterday 

is that we are alone right now in our ability to evict mobile-

homeowners from mobile home parks without cause. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, if you’re asking yourself why this is 

relevant today, it’s because I’m being contacted — I don’t 

want to say on a really regular basis, but I have been called, 

and I am assisting people to go through the process at the 

Residential Tenancies Office, but that doesn’t stop the 

process. 

The minister has said before that mobile-homeowners are 

protected under the act and they can’t be evicted in December, 

January and February — but they can still be forced to move 

their home, and if that home is unmoveable, what happens 

then? 

We might say it doesn’t cost as much as a standard stand-

alone house, but if that was my home and I was being told I 

was going to have to walk away from it because it physically 

couldn’t be moved, then I would be at a loss and that’s what 

happens when people come to see me. 

My concern is that, if we look at other jurisdictions across 

the country — so whether it’s a residential tenancies act or 

whether it’s like Alberta and it’s a Mobile Home Sites 

Tenancies Act, or British Columbia — what is absolutely clear 

is that Yukon is the only jurisdiction where you allow mobile-

homeowners to be evicted without cause. 

I am fascinated to hear what the government has to say. I 

would like to see an end of evictions without cause. I would 

like to see a couple of other things fixed in the act, to be 

perfectly honest, around mobile-homeowners, but I thought 

what I would do is I would split it up, because I know for 

some people that the idea of rent control — even if it was only 

pad rent control — is unpalatable. What I’m talking about 

today is really, in my mind, easy to understand. A mobile-

homeowner should only be evicted if there is cause, and 

causes can be spelled out. That is important. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I look forward to hearing what the 

Minister of Community Services has to say. I’m hoping that 

the Member for Copperbelt North will weigh in, as will the 

Member for Porter Creek North. One of the reasons why I am 

inviting my colleague, who also represent mobile home parks 

and mobile-homeowners is that I would like to hear what they 

have to say about it because, in this Chamber, I would suggest 

that the three of us know more mobile-homeowners than 

anybody. I’m even going to put the challenge out that I 

probably know more mobile-homeowners than anyone in the 

Chamber because I have knocked on every door. 

What I would really like to see is an end to evictions 

without cause for mobile-homeowners. I thank the Assembly 

for the time and I realize I talked lots about residential 

tenancies acts and I talked about a lot of other things, but I 

think it’s really important that we acknowledge right now that, 

across the country, we are the only jurisdiction that allows the 

eviction of a mobile-homeowner to happen without cause. 

I thank you and I look forward to the debate. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I’m rising to speak to Motion 

No. 184, but I would like to begin by acknowledging the 

Member for Takhini-Kopper King. I thank her very much for 

her diligence and her advocacy around mobile homes. Like 

her, I spent last night and this morning researching other 

jurisdictions and trying to do a comparison, and so I’ll weigh 

in on that topic.  

I will also acknowledge that the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King has met with the Member for Porter Creek North 

and the Member for Copperbelt North to discuss mobile 

homes because those three ridings within the City of 

Whitehorse have mobile homes on them. I appreciate that, 

while there might be differences of opinion, there is a shared 

understanding or situation with mobile homes, mobile-

homeowners, and mobile home park owners. I will continue to 

acknowledge that many of the points and concerns raised by 

the member for Takhini-Kopper King — and hopefully we’ll 

hear from others as well — there are issues out there and it is 

important to address them.  

I believe the member said — well, I’ll have to check the 

Blues afterward just to be sure, but it was about rights and 

privileges. What I would say is that, within the act, there are 

differences between mobile homes and sort of a normal rental 

situation, and some of those were highlighted by the member 

opposite.  It is important to note those differences, and 

important to understand them or consider them as we think 

about whether we would change the act and support this 

motion. So let me read through some of what I prepared and 

then I will return to addressing directly the member opposite’s 

points.  

I would like to begin by giving some background on the 

unique way mobile home tenancies operate. I know that the 

Member for Takhini-Kopper King and others are very well-

versed on this, but still it’s important, as she noted, that, when 

we stand up in this Legislature, we provide some of this 

context.  

In most mobile home parks, mobile-homeowners do not 

own the land on which their home sits. As the land is owned 

by the mobile home park owner, that owner is also responsible 

to provide specific services and maintenance of the park 

infrastructure and common areas. By its very nature, the 

relationship between a mobile-homeowner and their landlord 

is going to be a long-term relationship. Because of this, it is 

important that both make ongoing efforts to maintain 

successful outcomes and prevent problems from arising. 

These tenancies, like others in the Yukon, are governed by the 

Residential Landlord and Tenant Act, which came into force 

in January 2016. The member opposite discussed how she has 

been working on this issue since 2012; however, the act came 

into force last year.  

The legislation was designed to balance the rights of 

landlords and tenants and to provide a regulatory framework 

that is clear enough for both landlords and tenants to use and 
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understand. The legislation also provides specific provisions 

that recognize the distinction between mobile home tenancies, 

as I noted, in mobile home parks and more traditional rental 

situations, such as an apartment or detached house.  

As I have stated in this Legislature on several occasions, 

mobile homes represent a unique place on the housing 

spectrum, notably as one of the most affordable opportunities 

for home ownership. I note, along with the Minister 

responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation, that mobile 

homes are an important sector of the range of housing in the 

territory. 

Let me just break for a second and acknowledge as well 

the comments by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King when 

she talked about there being many seniors who own mobile 

homes. When I first arrived here in the territory, my mother-

in-law lived in one of the member opposite’s mobile home 

parks and I spent quite a bit of time helping my mother-in-law 

to upkeep her mobile home. I fully acknowledge this situation, 

and I still am working to try to make sure that her home 

remains barrier free. The point is well-taken that these are 

typically one-level dwellings — just with steps up is the one 

issue.  

The legislation spells out the specific rights and 

responsibilities for both landlords and tenants. Written 

tenancy agreements, mandatory condition inspections, 

standard terms and specific fees that are allowed or not 

allowed are all set out. The Residential Landlord and Tenant 

Act and regulations also brought in Yukon’s first minimum 

rental standards to ensure rental housing in the Yukon is safe 

and habitable.  

The minimum rental standards cover important safety and 

occupancy issues, including building condition, fire safety, 

ventilation and pest control. These specific requirements 

create clear expectations and safety requirements for rental 

housing in Yukon, including mobile home pads and mobile 

homes that are rented out by the mobile-homeowner.  

In responding to this motion, I would like to point out that 

the Residential Landlord and Tenant Act does include several 

provisions specific to providing additional protection for 

mobile-homeowners. I would like to speak a little bit to how 

these unique provisions operate. 

To begin with, the purchase and sale of mobile homes 

have protections built into the Residential Landlord and 

Tenant Act. Specifically, mobile home park owners are barred 

from interfering with the sale of a mobile home by its owner 

or charging any fee associated with this process. This is 

designed to ensure that mobile-homeowners can sell their 

property on the market without reasonable interference.  

Let me talk now about ending tenancy, which is the main 

point of the motion that the Member for Takhini-Kopper King 

has put before us. In Yukon, all landlords may end tenancies 

with cause. In fact, tenants can end tenancy with cause. 

Causes include such things as non-payment of rent, multiple 

violations of the tenancy agreement, or repeatedly interfering 

with the rights of other tenants or neighbours to the quiet 

enjoyment of their home.  

Both landlords and tenants may also end tenancies 

without cause. This means that no significant violation of the 

agreement is required for either party to end the tenancy. 

Without-cause notice provisions are not new. They were 

maintained from the previous legislation in order to strike a 

balance so that the flexibility for tenants and landlords to 

manage and make decisions about their tenancy and property 

are met.  

I will acknowledge that, in the cross-jurisdictional look, 

without cause is not — I’m going to come back and clarify 

that point.  

I will say it’s not in other jurisdictions, but I will hold a 

caveat around that. Notice provisions are in place to make 

sure that tenants are given a longer period of time to find 

alternative accommodation, as needed. For example, for 

regular rental situations — meaning not mobile homes — the 

notice for a without-cause ending of tenancy situation is two 

months. With respect to mobile homes, mobile home parks are 

specifically required to provide 12 clear months of notice to 

end a tenancy without cause and, in addition, these notices 

cannot take effect during the months of December, January or 

February. So “without cause” exists both for mobile homes 

and not for mobile homes, although the situation for mobile 

homes is a longer notice period, with no ending of tenancy or 

eviction during the winter months. Both tenants and landlords 

can end tenancy and there are different ways to do so. 

Under the act in the Yukon, there are three ways to end 

tenancy. First of all, with cause — and the member opposite 

went over this quite a bit. All I would note to that is that the 

notice period for with cause can be extended when there is a 

dispute, and there is a dispute resolution process through the 

Residential Tenancies Office. 

“Without cause” is 12 months’ notice required by the 

landlord, and “change in use” is 18 months’ notice required. 

The Member for Takhini-Kopper King referenced the Casa 

Loma when that park closed down as being with cause. I think 

that fell under the old act, and I think it would have been 

classified as without cause at that time. Under the new act, it 

would be classified as a change of use. That notice requires 18 

months. As the members noted, that isn’t what we’re trying to 

address today. 

Let me talk a little bit about dispute resolution, because I 

think that’s important for understanding the system that we 

have in place here. Most disputes received by the Residential 

Tenancies Office regarding mobile homes involve the mobile 

home park giving notice to end a mobile home tenancy with 

cause. These notices are often given by the landlord after an 

extended period of underpayment, of nonpayment of mobile 

home pad rent or a significant violation of the tenancy 

agreement. When issues arise between landlords and tenants 

that they cannot resolve, the Residential Tenancies Office is 

empowered to potentially mediate in order to reach an 

agreement and, if necessary, issue binding decisions to help 

parties reach a resolution with respect to the mobile home 

tenancies. If either the landlord or tenant is unwilling to enter 

settlement discussion, a binding order is issued based on the 

facts of the case. 
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Mr. Speaker, since opening in January 2016, the 

Residential Tenancies Office has handled more than 4,000 

inquiries, including those related to the unique tenancy issue 

of mobile homes. That number is not just for mobile homes, 

of course; it’s for all inquiries they’ve received, although I did 

ask the office whether they have had any disputes regarding 

without-cause end of tenancy for mobile homes, and the 

answer was no. I’m going to try to have a direct conversation 

with the member opposite, because she has suggested that 

there has been quite a few. The office said to me the number is 

zero. 

Without-cause notice — both landlords and tenants may 

also end tenancies without cause. So both sides may do so for 

mobile homes and general rental agreements. It is 12 months’ 

notice as I noted. This means that no significant violation of 

the agreement is required for either party to end the tenancy 

without cause. Notice provisions are not new, as I stated 

before, and the notice provisions are in place to make sure that 

tenants are given a longer period of time to find alternative 

accommodation, as needed. 

With respect to mobile homes, mobile home parks are 

specifically required to provide 12 clear months of notice and, 

as I stated, not during the winter months. Many jurisdictions 

have timelines for this type of notice and it ranges from one to 

eight months. Yukon’s without-cause notice provision for 

mobile home tenancies of 12 months is one of the longest 

notice timelines in Canada. I will try to tie that point back 

when we talk about this comparison of multiple jurisdictions. 

The Residential Tenancies Office has had inquiries with 

respect to without-cause notice for mobile homes — inquiries 

— they have not had parties file for dispute resolution on this 

issue. So a without-cause notice to end tenancy for mobile 

homes has not had dispute resolution. 

I will leave the change of use, which is 18 months. I think 

the member opposite discussed it very plainly. When a park is 

seeking to end being a mobile home park — she also raised 

some very valid concerns and are ones I have raised with the 

City of Whitehorse — if that were to happen, how can and 

should we respond. 

Let’s talk about other jurisdictions for a moment. Other 

provinces and territories in Canada do not have the ability for 

tenancy to end without cause. They only have with-cause 

notice; however, the causes listed include many items that 

would be covered under the Yukon’s without-cause end of 

tenancy. The member opposite, when she discussed the list for 

each jurisdiction, noted many other provisions under those 

jurisdictions, which they would consider to be with cause. So 

there is a difference between the provisions under the Yukon’s 

act about what is listed with cause and what is listed in all of 

these other jurisdictions with cause. 

There are numerous reasons for landlords and mobile 

home tenancy with cause: significant breach of tenancy 

agreement; nonpayment of rent; abandonment of mobile 

home; change of use in mobile home site, which is the 18-

months’ notice here; safety issues with the mobile home; 

mobile home fails to meet housing standards; interference 

with rights of mobile-homeowners; repairs to infrastructure 

and land; mobile-homeowners violating city bylaws; and 

fixed-term tenancy ending — those are all here in the Yukon. 

In other jurisdictions, Mr. Deputy Speaker — for 

example, in Alberta, Northwest Territories, PEI and Quebec 

— it’s that a relative wants to move in. In Alberta, changes to 

utilities on-site need the site to be vacant. In Alberta again, it’s 

that the boundaries of the site are to be altered or the site is to 

be eliminated. So if the site is to be eliminated, it is with 

cause; also change to land use, site to be converted to 

condominium, tenant has unreasonable amount of occupants, 

and tenant disturbs everyday enjoyment of other tenants. 

The point that I will eventually arrive at is that if you 

want to remove the without-cause clause of the legislation, 

what you need to do is go back and consider the with-cause 

clause. 

As the member opposite pointed out to us — for example, 

she was discussing Saskatchewan having an (a) to (o), which I 

think is 15 criteria. I am not sure if it was Alberta or 

Saskatchewan, but one of them was about enjoyment. Some of 

those issues that may arise are very subjective. In effect, in 

talking with the department, the point that they raised for me 

is that the with-cause stipulations in other jurisdictions are 

effectively the without-cause ones here. The challenge in 

other jurisdictions, for example with British Columbia under 

with cause is that it is broader in its scope than ours and, at the 

same time, the notice is one month. In trying to judge across 

jurisdictions and understand these differences, it is not so 

evident to me which is the ideal jurisdiction we should hold 

up as our best practice.  

A key component in preventing issues from arising 

related to mobile homes is educating the public on how 

owning a mobile home offers a different story from a 

condominium or a traditional home, and this assists people in 

making well-informed decisions before the purchase of a 

mobile home, and informs parties on their lawful property 

rights and responsibilities in maintaining mobile home pad 

rental relationships in other mobile home parks. 

Effectively, in other jurisdictions, they have a wider array 

of issues which can fit under the with-cause section of their 

legislation. What this means is that the legislation is not just a 

clause that is without cause or with cause. What I am 

suggesting is that if we were to just go and remove the 

without-cause clause, what we would need to do is test the 

whole of the act and get the balance right. It is a balance of all 

of these clauses working together and creating a system that is 

fair to both mobile homes and other types of tenancies — a 

balance between mobile-homeowners and mobile park 

owners. 

We do not support the approach to remove the without-

cause clause for mobile homes using this motion. We are 

happy to continue to work with mobile-homeowners, mobile 

park owners, the housing action plan, municipalities and the 

members opposite to seek fair, equitable and innovative 

solutions. 

On May 30 of this year, I received a letter from the 

Member for Takhini-Kopper King and the Member for Porter 

Creek North where they requested a couple of things. They 
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asked that I examine the Nova Scotia legislation, which has 

rent control, and I am happy to do that. In fact, we have been 

working to do cross-jurisdictional work on this and I will 

share those results with the members when we receive them 

— or this Legislature.  

In that letter, they asked that we remove the end of 

tenancy without cause. For the reasons that I stated today, 

while we will continue to work with mobile-homeowners and 

mobile park owners, where we are unable to support the 

motion as it stands is: If we were going to remove the without-

cause sections for mobile homes, we would need to expand 

the with-cause sections as other jurisdictions have done and as 

the Member for Takhini-Kopper King has noted. We would 

need to see how this balances out with other rental situations.  

Again, I wish to thank the Member for Takhini-Kopper 

King for her thoughtful words. I look forward to hearing from 

the Member for Porter Creek North and to learn if the 

members of the Official Opposition are in favour of removing 

without-cause clauses and rent control. 

 

Ms. Van Bibber: I rise today to speak on Motion 

No. 184, presented by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King.  

As has been stated in both presentations today, mobile 

homes are seen as an entry level and are a reasonable way to 

enter the housing market, especially since the price of homes 

has become out of reach for many, many people. For some 

new families or couples, single people and — as we have 

heard the stats — seniors, an owned mobile home provides a 

safe place, a roof and a place to call your own. 

Some buy a mobile home as an investment and a way to 

enter the rental market and provide space for others, but no 

matter the circumstances, there are expenses and 

consequences. Just as when you rent or own a piece of 

property anywhere, there is property tax, electricity and, of 

course, in the case of mobile home parks, pad rent.  

The concern raised by the Member for Takhini-Kopper 

King is that there is no protection for owners or renters from 

both rent increases, which we’re not speaking about today, or 

eviction without cause. The mobile-homeowner has to be 

given three months’ notice of a rent increase; however, there 

is no cap on that increase. It’s reasonable to say that there are 

going to be financial burdens.  

Today, the suggestion is that legislation be brought in 

specifically for mobile-homeowners who reside in parks to 

include an eviction without-cause clause. It must be said into 

the equation that mobile park owners also have concerns and 

have to be listened to as well. This is a business transaction 

that has occurred and perhaps there needs to be more 

knowledge and education around this transaction. When a 

person buys a home in a mobile park, they understand they are 

paid pad rent for the land. However, there is no guarantee that 

the land will always be there to rent. As I understand, park 

owners have obligations to ensure the roads are well-

maintained, drainage is taken care of and the care of the 

infrastructure leading to the mobile home is sound.  

In a perfect world, the two — park owners and mobile-

homeowners — would live happily ever after. But there are 

also good and bad owners on both sides of the equation and, 

people being people, there are always going to be differences.  

There is a fear that this legislation — if we put it in place 

and cap a free market — will cause a reaction by park owners 

to close and use their land for other purposes, such as we saw 

at the Casa Loma. This would leave an enormous amount of 

mobile-homeowners with a different, but huge problem — 

where to go? Their asset has become a huge liability.  

Many mobile homes have aged to a point that they simply 

are not up to code or they are unable to be moved. This is 

unfortunate, and we have seen it happen again in recent years. 

I want to mention the importance of education around 

these transactions of buying a mobile home in a park. I would 

like to see more information about possible scenarios being 

provided to new owners upon buying mobile homes. They 

should be aware of the potential issues that may arise for 

them, just as with condo owners. They should also be aware 

of the issue in the history of their homes or whether or not, in 

a worst-case scenario, they would be able to relocate their 

investment. 

As the Member for Takhini-Kopper King has stated, 

various regions across the country have legislation in place to 

tackle the problems she has stated with eviction without cause. 

I have several mobile home parks, as has been mentioned, in 

the riding of Porter Creek North and I am aware of many of 

the situations that have been brought forward. There are 

arguments to be heard and considered on both sides, from 

mobile home renters and the park owners, and to please 

everyone in this situation is definitely challenging. 

Eviction with cause is fairly straightforward. If you don’t 

pay your rent, you’re involved in illegal acts, you’ve created a 

situation that could harm other tenants or, as the member said, 

you’re just a plain bad person, you can be evicted. 

Eviction without cause is not so black and white. The 

park owner doesn’t need to state a reason. It could escalate 

into a very bad and difficult situation. As previously 

mentioned, there are situations where a park owner just wants 

to convert the land and use it for something else. Due to our 

need to keep people housed, let’s continue to work toward a 

compromise and do as much as we can to ensure people are 

protected. 

I would like to convey our support for this motion, as 

brought forward by the Member for Takhini-Kopper King, 

and I would like to do so under the assumption that this 

government will take a balanced approach when working on 

the situations involving mobile homes.  

I would also like to see all issues resolved easily, as that 

is my nature, but there’s probably no easy remedy. I agree that 

there should be some action taken in situations that result in 

eviction without cause, but to also be wary about lumping 

everyone into the same category, needing that list of causes, as 

situations vary greatly and should be considered separately. 

So thank you to the Member for Takhini-Kopper King for 

bringing this motion for us to discuss and debate today. We 

will be supporting it. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the motion? 
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If the member now speaks, she will close debate.  

Does any other member wish to be heard?  

 

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to 

thank my colleague from Porter Creek North. The people who 

were in this Chamber in previous years would understand that 

having the Yukon Party agree with me on mobile-

homeowners — it took me four years to get them to admit that 

it was a different continuum of housing than merely renting an 

apartment. So to have that endorsement today I feel like I am 

making leaps and bounds, and I will take that as a partial win. 

There are some things I just really want to clarify. I have 

participated in the dispute resolution process through the 

tenancies office. I have helped tenants go through that. That 

process is done via telephone; it’s not face-to-face and it’s not 

in a moderated situation at the same table; it’s via telephone. 

Mr. Speaker, I can tell you, as a person who doesn’t talk 

on the phone, that will never be my primary form of 

communication. If I was dealing with an eviction or with a 

problem with my landlord, to have to do it through a 

telephone would be problematic for me. 

I don’t disagree with the change in use. I acknowledge the 

Minister of Community Services that the Casa Loma was a 

change in use. That was fine. It’s also important to note that, 

although this legislation, originally the Residential Landlord 

and Tenant Act, passed in 2012, it took four years before it 

was enacted, so it was four more years under the previous 

legislation that did not have any securities or guarantees, 

including rental standards. 

Four years is too long for the current government — I’m 

just going to flag that. If we pass legislation in this Chamber 

and it takes four years for it to come into force, then we will 

talk about it as it happens. 

I understand the challenges the Minister of Community 

Services highlighted and, ideally, in all the discussions I have 

ever had about mobile-homeowners, they require separate — 

much more separate than what is in the legislation right now. 

Maybe the minister is not aware, but there have been eviction 

notices for 14 days within mobile home parks. There have 

been things that don’t match the legislation or the laws. 

I can also say that I have brought forward tenancy 

agreements that have been required to be signed within mobile 

home parks that, after the minister’s very own department 

looked at them, clauses were recognized as not being lawful, 

but that office didn’t have the ability to tell the park, to reach 

out to the park to say these don’t meet the law. 

Mobile-homeowners signing those tenancy agreements — 

if they didn’t come to me and say, I don’t think this is right — 

they don’t know that there are clauses in there that can’t be 

enforced, because according to the law, your agreement with 

your landlord is binding. That’s the binding agreement that 

you’re signing, even though some of those things don’t meet 

the legislation. 

I appreciate that the Minister of Community Services said 

that the legislation protects park owners from hindering the 

sale of a mobile home. I can tell the minister right now that, as 

we speak right now, this is happening. This is happening in 

parks in Whitehorse. As a matter of fact, there’s one going to 

dispute resolution for this reason. This does happen. 

Mr. Speaker, really what I wanted to do — and I mean in 

an ideal world, and I prepared myself that I was not going to 

win this one — in an ideal world, what I would like is for 

mobile-homeowners to be treated with the respect they 

deserve. Right now, under the current legislation, whether it 

means to do it or not — because legislation doesn’t see colour, 

it doesn’t see race, it doesn’t see gender, it doesn’t see all 

those things — there is a division, and mobile-homeowners 

are suffering because of how they are regarded in the 

legislation. Even though it doesn’t mean to do it — because 

legislation is not mean-spirited — this is what is happening. 

I would invite the Yukon Liberal government to take a 

look at that legislation. What we debated in 2012, in practice 

in 2017, doesn’t work as flawlessly as maybe there was hope 

that it would. Mobile-homeowners deserve more security than 

they have right now.  

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues on this side of the 

House because, a couple of years ago, had you told me that we 

would be on the same side of this issue, I could have been 

knocked over. I thank the Minister of Community Services for 

his thoughts. I look forward to having more discussions off of 

the floor about this because they are happening right now. I 

thank my colleagues for the time and I look forward to the day 

when mobile-homeowners have all of the rights and privileges 

that they deserve.  

 

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: Disagree. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Disagree. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Disagree. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Disagree. 

Mr. Gallina: Disagree. 

Mr. Adel: Disagree. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Disagree. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Disagree. 

Mr. Hutton: Disagree, with regret.  

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 seven yea, nine nay. 

Speaker: The nays have it. I declare the motion 

defeated.  

Motion No. 184 negatived 
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Motion for the Production of Papers No. 1 

Clerk: Motion for the Production of Papers No. 1, 

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 

Yukon Hospital Corporation’s budget request to the 

Government of Yukon for the 2017-18 fiscal year, with a 

detailed breakdown of cost pressures the Yukon Hospital 

Corporation is facing, but not limited to: 

(1) increased cost of chemotherapy drugs and increased 

number of chemotherapy patients; 

(2) increased volume of patients and services required at 

the medical imaging and laboratory services programs of 

Whitehorse General Hospital; 

(3) increased costs due to higher staffing requirements 

resulting from the emergency room expansion of Whitehorse 

General Hospital; 

(4) increased staffing costs resulting from Whitehorse 

General Hospital operating at close to 100-percent bed 

occupancy, rather than at 75-percent bed occupancy on which 

the hospital’s funding is based; 

(5) increased costs to meet the needs of patients at the 

Watson Lake Community Hospital; and 

(6) increased costs to meet the needs of patients at the 

Dawson City Community Hospital. 

 

Ms. McLeod: I appreciate this opportunity to speak to 

my motion for the production of papers. 

What is at the core of this motion is for all legislators in 

this Assembly to be provided with all of the information about 

the current state of the situation at the hospital in Whitehorse. 

Over this past weekend, we saw the new president of the 

Yukon Medical Association say that there is a bed shortage in 

the hospital, that there are many beds being occupied by 

Yukoners needing continuing care services, and that, although 

the new Whistle Bend place will help alleviate this problem, 

it’s still a year off. In fact, it will not be fully opened until 

2020. 

The urgency of the situation has also been highlighted by 

the Hospital Corporation. Last month the chair of the Hospital 

Corporation told us — and I quote: “… the average occupancy 

at Whitehorse General this past year was 96 percent. This 

means that more than half of the time, we did not have the 

beds to meet the demand.” Also, according the chief of 

medical staff’s report, the occupancy is sometimes getting as 

high as 118 percent. So there is an urgency, but so far we do 

not have a full understanding of how big an issue this is. We 

know there are increased cost pressures on the hospital, as 

there are every year. However, we believe that the 

government is not giving the Hospital Corporation enough to 

meet these pressures.  

The Minister of Health and Social Services confirmed in 

this House on May 15 that the Hospital Corporation asked for 

$5.2 million more than they received from the government. 

Just to repeat that: on May 15, the minister confirmed that the 

Hospital Corporation has $5.2 million less in this year’s 

budget than they requested. The Hospital Corporation’s 

request would have been based on what they see as costs and 

increased pressures in providing health care to Yukoners. Of 

course, these pressures include such things as the increased 

cost of chemotherapy drugs and also the increased number of 

persons receiving chemotherapy. Of course, when the chair 

and CEO appeared in this Assembly, they said that the cost of 

chemotherapy had roughly doubled compared to three years 

ago. The pressures also include an increased volume of 

patients and services required for imaging and lab services 

and, of course, increased costs due to the increased occupancy 

at the hospital.  

This motion is about openness and transparency. We 

would like to see what that additional $5.2 million that the 

Hospital Corporation asked for — what it was, what was it 

for? Obviously we are very concerned about the government 

underfunding the Hospital Corporation by such a significant 

amount, and we would like more information on why that 

money was requested. Maybe the government had a valid 

reason to not give this funding to the hospital but, right now, 

we do not know because that information has not been shared 

with us. 

By having access to these documents, all MLAs in this 

House have a better understanding of what the hospital’s 

current needs are. This information would allow us to have an 

informed discussion about how we can work together to meet 

the needs of Yukoners and their families because, at the end of 

the day, we should all be focused on the patient. Those who 

rely on our hospitals deserve to have us work together on this. 

I leave it there. I hope the government agrees that the 

sharing of information about how much funding the hospital 

needs is ultimately in the best interests of Yukoners. 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors outside of the time 

provided for in the Order Paper. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would like the House to welcome 

two individuals from Riverdale who are here visiting with us 

today — Mr. Mike Gallant, a teacher at Vanier School, and 

Finn Gallant, taking in the activity as well. It’s good to see 

you guys here and thanks for coming out and taking part in 

this great form of democracy here today. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The motion presented by the Member 

for Watson Lake is an important one. This government 

believes in openness and transparency, especially when it 

comes to the finances of the Government of Yukon, which is 

supported by hard-working taxpayers. We have been working 

hard to increase efficiencies and effectiveness of our spending 

and have taken the time we have had to assess the needs of 

Yukoners thoroughly. 

The original budget requested from the Yukon Hospital 

Corporation was based on a three-year spending time frame 

because of the increased financial pressures seen in our Yukon 

hospitals and in hospitals across the country. We decided to 

take a step back and develop a funding agreement for one 
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year, taking the necessary time needed to reassess spending 

practices. We have indicated to the hospital that we remain 

open to discussing additional funding with them as needs 

arise. As I said before, this gives us the opportunity to reassess 

our spending and come up with more core cost-efficient 

deliverables that meet Yukoners’ needs. 

Mr. Speaker, members of this House are all aware of the 

government’s financial situation, so it should come as no 

surprise that money is not being handed out as freely as in the 

past. I am pleased to say that we have worked very 

collaboratively with the Yukon Hospital Corporation and, as 

they stated when they attended the House last month, they are 

able to work within the funding envelope they have received. 

We have taken the time to assess the pressures seen by 

the hospital and are currently working to alleviate each and 

every one. Many of the pressures at the hospital are rooted 

elsewhere. For example, we have beds at the hospital taken up 

by patients who would be better suited in a long-term care 

facility or at home, where they can age in place. These issues 

have been years in the making. Decisions around long-term 

bed construction should have been made years ago, and they 

were not. 

The pinch we are in now is a direct result of that lack of 

planning. We can address some of these pressures outside the 

hospital budget, Mr. Speaker, and we are working diligently to 

do so. With increased support to home care, we are able to 

manage core complex care needs at home, thereby reducing 

the stress of the hospital beds for alternative levels of patient 

care. 

We have increased funding for home care in the 2017-18 

budget, and I noted in my media scrum that $771,000 was 

allocated for expanded home care. This funding is also 

supporting a community review process, which includes a 

conversation with home care clients and other community 

stakeholders about home care services and the opportunities 

for creative partnerships to support people to remain in their 

homes. 

The additional funding for home care included temporary 

personnel costs for continuing care programs within the 

Whitehorse General Hospital so as to engage patients and not 

place all of their care and engagement on the nurses.  

We had originally set a goal of trying to repatriate two 

patients a month, and we have been able to move four patients 

a month out of acute care and into more appropriate care 

models in a facility or at home with supports. That is a 

successful model; it’s a model that demonstrates collaboration 

and cooperation, and it demonstrates that we are doing our 

part in working with the hospital to alleviate the pressures. 

I will note that the motion today sheds some light into the 

way the previous government budgeted. The thinking seemed 

to be to receive a request from a department or a corporation 

and say yes. This isn’t the kind of thinking that we want. We 

want to look more at the deficits. We want to look at where 

we are as a government and take a one-government approach 

to addressing some of the challenges. 

The focus of the debate today is whether the House 

should order the return of documents mentioned in the motion 

or not. This is an easy solution to the request being made. At 

this point in time, I would like to table the Hospital 

Corporation’s three-year funding agreement proposal. This is 

the budget request to the Government of Yukon for the 

2017-18 year referred to in the motion itself and is the only 

formal request that this government received from the 

Hospital Corporation in preparation for the 2017-18 budget. 

This was received from the CEO of the Hospital Corporation. 

This fulfills the request being made to the government and 

renders the motion before us moot.  

With that, I move that debate on this motion now be 

adjourned. I do have the documents here for distribution. 

 

Speaker: The minister has moved that debate on this 

motion be adjourned.  

Are you agreed? 

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. 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. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 11 yea, five nay.  

Speaker: The yeas have it. The motion to adjourn 

debate is carried. 

Motion to adjourn debate on Motion for the Production of 

Papers No. 1 agreed to  

Motion No. 132 

Clerk: Motion No. 132, standing in the name of 

Ms. Hanson. 

Speaker: It is moved by the Leader of the Third Party: 

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to review 

and modernize the Coroners Act including considering a 

medical model as is used in most provinces and territories in 

Canada.  

 

Ms. Hanson: I’m happy to be standing today to speak 

to Motion No. 132. I sort of pause a bit because I think the 
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motion that was brought forward by my colleague, the 

Member for Takhini-Kopper King, and this motion itself are 

clear evidence that New Democrats are nothing if not 

optimistic and hopeful.  

I say that because I think it is common knowledge that the 

current legislation that we have in the Yukon with respect to 

the coroners and coroners function is very old. It dates back, I 

think, to 1976 or so, so it’s more than 40 years. It’s clear, 

based on the experience of anybody who has looked at it 

and/or had anything to do with issues associated with the 

operations of that act, that it needs to be reviewed and 

modernized. 

The reason I preface my comments about the optimism is 

that, despite the fact that the New Democratic Party has 

attempted before and has urged the Yukon government to 

review and modernize the Coroners Act, it hasn’t been done. I 

will just cite what we are looking for and why we think this is 

so important. 

On October 29, 2012, the New Democratic Party urged 

the House to review — and I have kept this motion before us 

today really brief, without going into the kinds of detail we 

went into before — thinking that if we just take a broad view, 

with the language being kept general, then we might not run 

into some of the issues we ran into, for example, with the 

debate around the issue of the Residential Landlord and 

Tenant Act and its application or the consequences of the way 

it’s constructed with respect to the pad rentals for mobile-

homeowners.  

I will be speaking to each of the elements of the previous 

motions, but I just wanted to let you know that what we had 

asked for in 2012 — just a little over five years ago — was for 

the government to review and modernize the Corners Act, and 

we were a bit more prescriptive then. We asked the 

government to examine legislative models used elsewhere in 

Canada, such as the fatality inquiries act in some jurisdictions 

and the medical model in the provinces of Alberta, Manitoba, 

Ontario, Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island, and 

Newfoundland and Labrador, which require coroners to be 

physicians. We asked that we consider a model for the Yukon 

where the medical examiner or chief coroner investigating a 

fatality is, or has access to, the professional expertise of a 

pathologist with training or experience in forensic pathology. 

We asked the government to consider a model for the 

Yukon where the independence of the coroner or medical 

examiner to investigate and determine circumstance and cause 

of death and the ability to make recommendations helpful in 

preventing similar deaths in future is assured. We suggested 

that the government consider a model for the Yukon where 

officials presiding over a coroner’s inquest or fatality inquiry 

were trained in law. We asked those things because they don’t 

exist. That is not the law as it is today in the Yukon. 

On November 27, 2013, we came back to the Legislative 

Assembly and, again — because you can imagine what the 

outcome of the first motion was — said that we urged the 

Minister of Justice in this case — I would just preface this, 

Mr. Speaker by saying that oftentimes the subject matter of 

motions that we bring before the Legislative Assembly arise 

out of experience, the experience of working with citizens 

who have encountered really serious impediments or 

roadblocks to being able to participate actively in matters of 

importance to them and, in fact, of importance to the 

community. That was the circumstance around November 

2013. We had asked the Minister of Justice at that time to 

enact regulations prior to March 2014, pursuant to the 

Coroners Act — section 36 — to establish transparent and 

accountable rules of procedure for the conduct of a coroner’s 

inquest that would provide for: the right of a family of the 

deceased to have legal standing and attend at an inquest; the 

right of family members of the deceased to have legal 

representation at an inquest; the right of family members of 

the deceased and/or their legal counsel to call witnesses and 

examine or cross-examine all of the witnesses called; and the 

timely disclosure of evidence to family members of the 

deceased and/or their legal counsel. That is a real-life 

scenario, Mr. Speaker, that affected the members of families 

of the deceased. The family members trying to ascertain the 

cause of death were not provided with any of that. 

As I said, this is not the first time that we have brought 

this motion forward — that we need to review and modernize 

the Coroners Act and to look, as we have heard today. When 

you do cross-jurisdictional scans, you can learn something and 

you can see what is appropriate or not. We are not simply 

restricting it to suggesting that you just do a cross-

jurisdictional scan. 

The Coroners Act, the coroner — the office of the 

coroner, the chief coroner and the coroners throughout the 

territory — and the act and the regulations that govern these 

positions are important to every community in the Yukon. 

Currently it is the act that lays out the requirements for an 

inquest, but currently those requirements are very, very 

narrow. In the Yukon, the death of a prisoner in a prison, jail 

or lock-up, or in the custody of the RCMP or a peace officer, 

are the only defined requirements for a coroner’s inquest. 

That’s it — that’s it, Mr. Speaker. 

Now there are sections about inquests involving mining 

accidents, but it only lays out if there is an inquest who needs 

to be notified and the jury members, et cetera — how that is 

going to be structured — but it’s not clear how they jump to 

the conclusion that there would be a mining inquest because 

they’re not a prisoner and the only one that says you have got 

to have one is a prisoner. 

Considering how often the chief coroner and community 

coroners are expected to attend to a death in Whitehorse or 

community, clarity of the legislation and the regulations are 

important, but also having those regulations current is really 

important as well. It needs to be in the legislation how to 

proceed with a public inquest — coroner’s juries, witnesses, 

procedures and follow-up. There needs to be talk about 

procedures when there is not an inquest. 

As the New Democratic Party, over the last five or six 

years, we have unfortunately had to become familiar with 

judgments and inquiries and coroner’s reports. It took us a 

long time to be able to access those. Finally in 2013 the chief 

coroner and the Department of Justice announced that they 
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would be posting online the judgments of inquiry — and I 

quote: “The process of posting Judgements of Inquiry and 

Inquests began August 2, 2013, therefore, only documents 

from that date forward will be posted here. For information on 

Judgements of Inquiry and Inquests prior to August 2, 2013, 

please contact the Chief Coroner.” We have done that — 

actually sat and gone through them manually. 

Since that time in 2013, 40 judgments of inquiry were 

posted, but unfortunately, since November 2016, there has 

been nothing posted. There were 11 judgments of inquiry 

posted in 2014, there were seven posted in 2015, there were 

nine posted in 2016 up until November, but nothing since. I 

point this out because these reports are important. They 

provide answers to questions that the public has a right to ask 

and a right to have the information. It is part of that whole 

openness and accountability of our government. 

I may have misspoken — I meant to say there were 17 

posted in 2015, then down to nine in 2016. So we’re not clear, 

and we haven’t been able to find out. We can’t get an answer 

to why these would no longer be posted. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, it’s the job of the chief coroner 

to make recommendations when appropriate. When looking 

through the judgments of inquiry that we have done over the 

years, we found that there were recommendations to a variety 

of departments across the government, and recommendations 

to the City of Whitehorse. We know that, under our legislation 

as it is now, the coroner does not have the power to enforce or 

follow up on these recommendations. 

I can only imagine, if you’ve presided over one of these, 

Mr. Speaker — there’s a death, and you have made 

recommendations. You have found that there could have been 

a way to prevent that death, but you don’t have any way to 

follow up in law or regulation. I can’t imagine how that feels. 

To be clear, that doesn’t happen every time, but every instance 

has to have an impact. 

We’ve heard in this current government from — 

unfortunately, we, Yukon, along with others, appear to be 

implicated in the fentanyl opioid crisis, and we’ve heard that 

there are delays in drug screening, or reports of the drug 

screening, from individuals who we think have died of 

fentanyl or opioid overdoses. That also makes the job of the 

chief coroner difficult. That’s why, in our motion that we 

talked about in 2012, we talked about having access to 

pathology. 

We know, Mr. Speaker, that the given stats of five or 

seven with respect to opioid deaths in Yukon do not reflect 

reality, but it’s inappropriate for us to say how many more 

because we don’t have the factual data. That makes it very 

difficult for this government or any agencies of it to do real 

planning, to develop the proper responses. So the regulations 

for legislation are important, but when we look at the 

regulations that accompany the Coroners Act of 1976, 

Mr. Speaker, there are six pages. We basically find a job 

description of what the chief coroner must do, how much 

coroners — not including the chief coroner — jurors, 

witnesses and interpreters are remunerated, and that’s it. We 

do see some references to shorthand books, tape recordings — 

that certainly dates the legislation and the regulations. I don’t 

know the last time I saw anybody doing shorthand — not very 

often. 

If we look, Mr. Speaker, at other jurisdictions and what 

are the duties and responsibilities of this position, as legislated 

and given effect through regulations, there are a number of 

options, and we think that it’s worthy to look at them. In 

Alberta, the Office of the Chief Medical Examiner provides 

responsive front-line death investigation and death 

certification services. In Alberta, that Office of the Chief 

Medical Examiner investigates cases of people who die in 

Alberta from homicidal violence, from suicide, from an 

accident, unexpectedly when apparently in good health, when 

unattended by a physician, while in the care of the 

government — that’s in a mental health or correctional facility 

— in circumstances considered suspicious from medical 

assistance. 

In Alberta, not only do they post their reports, but they 

have now implemented a new online system that will publicly 

track fatality inquiry recommendations and responses to them 

to improve accountability and to try to help prevent future 

deaths. That’s an important objective, don’t you think, 

Mr. Speaker? 

In BC, we see that the Coroners Service is also 

responsible for the investigation of all child deaths — a child 

being a person under the age of 19 years in BC. It’s 

mandatory; that’s not here. Manitoba’s chief medical 

examiner may call an inquest if they feel the general public 

will benefit from the information being made public during a 

hearing. In Ontario, together the chief coroner and the chief 

forensic pathologist provide duel leadership for Ontario’s 

death investigations system, which strives to provide services 

of high calibre. I could go on. We did this earlier this 

afternoon with other jurisdictions. 

We could look at which jurisdictions use the chief 

medical examiner model, who reports on what deaths, what 

deaths are investigated by the coroner or examiner, when an 

inquest can be called — these are all questions that a modern 

act should be able to answer. 

In some jurisdictions, it’s an absolute that there has to be 

an inquest when the death of a child in the care of government 

occurs. There’s a right to know that the government, when it’s 

acting as parent and if a child dies in their care — there’s an 

accountability there. These are important, not just for the New 

Democratic Party — we raise these because they’re important 

to all Yukoners.  

We focus on this motion again, on considering a medical 

model, because we believe that it’s time to update and join the 

21
st
 century when it comes to this important piece of 

legislation. We want to empower a coroner or a medical 

examiner. We believe this is to the benefit of all the Yukon 

public. There’s a saying that the role of the coroner is 

speaking for the dead to protect the living. That’s a pretty 

powerful statement, Mr. Speaker — speaking for the dead to 

protect the living. 

It would not be necessary, we don’t think, that every 

community coroner be a medical examiner, but we do feel that 
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those criteria should apply to the top job. We know that 

autopsies are not done here, so we’re not talking about the 

coroner having that function. We know that they are done 

Outside. 

We truly believe that this whole act and the regulations 

need to be reviewed. The chief coroner and community 

coroners need to be consulted. There needs to be consultation 

involvement with the medical community, with the public, 

with the RCMP, with the chief medical officer and others. 

There needs to be authority, as we look to the future, in terms 

of the scope of the Coroners Act, given to this position to 

follow up on recommendations, and the power to ensure that 

they are followed up on. Otherwise the hard work put into 

these inquests, the hard work and the emotional toll — when 

we talk about deaths, it is not blaming; it is about learning 

from the deaths so that we can see them prevented in the 

future. 

We need to avoid the ignoring of recommendations that 

have been thought through carefully by jurors who have been 

asked to do so, so that reports cannot be ignored. I cannot 

imagine how it feels — I do, actually, but not in the dire way 

that I have seen as a result of a couple of the coroner’s 

inquests that we have participated in as members of this 

Assembly, at the request of family. I cannot imagine how that 

coroner feels when they see their hard work and dedication 

ignored, when they are trying to ensure that those 

circumstances — no other family goes through some of those 

situations.  

What we are asking is that the Coroners Act be reviewed; 

that we look at the notion of a medical examiner, or that the 

chief coroner investigating a fatality is or has access to the 

professional expertise of a pathologist with training or 

experience in forensic pathology. We think it is important to 

reiterate the independence of the coroner to investigate and to 

determine the circumstance and cause of death; that they have 

the ability to make recommendations helpful in preventing 

similar deaths in the future; that has to be assured; and that 

officials presiding over a coroner’s inquest or fatality inquiry 

are trained in law. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We do look forward hopefully 

to the support of other members of this Legislative Assembly 

for this motion. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: May I comment on the notion from 

the member opposite that the Third Party remains optimistic? 

I am very pleased that they do and also very pleased that they 

have brought forward this motion today. I have no ability 

whatsoever to respond or even hazard a guess or explain why 

this would not have been a priority in the past — or for past 

governments — knowing the age of this piece of legislation 

and how drastically outdated it is.  

I appreciate very much from the Leader of the Third Party 

the review of the previous motions in 2012 and 2013. I also 

understand that they were more specific, especially in 2013, 

dealing with the standing issues of a particular matter, but the 

one in 2012 about consideration for a medical model, 

independence, legal persons presiding over inquests and 

access to proper pathology experts, seemed to me to be more 

than reasonable.  

I am hoping we will get to a vote on this today, so I am 

not going to spend an extraordinary amount of time talking 

about the current piece of legislation. I think the review that 

has been given by the Leader of the Third Party was concise 

and also pointed out a number of the issues. I will make some 

comments with respect to this going forward without a 

detailed review of the current legislation. 

The Yukon Coroners Act is in fact outdated, both in 

technology and in process. The act is based on the corners 

ordinance of 1958 with minor amendments that were made in 

1972, 1984, 1996 and 1994. There were some other regulation 

changes. I noted one most recently in 2014 to raise the 

remuneration for community coroners by a very minor 

amount. With respect to changes to the act — not since 1994 

— and certainly the first part of the first iteration of this act 

was in 1972.  

The technology supporting investigation has improved 

over the years and across Canada — it seems a bit obvious to 

say that but I think it’s important to do so — and these 

improvements are reflected in current practice, but our act has 

not been updated. There are many administrative 

anachronisms in the legislation, such as referring to 

stenographers recording evidence. I think maybe that was the 

reference that was made earlier to notetaking or tape 

recording. Those are important things, obviously, that need to 

be updated. It’s important, both administratively and in 

practice and technology. 

There has been a debate both nationally and locally on the 

best way to investigate unexpected death. The principles of 

independence, impartiality, credibility and efficiency of the 

corner service have been identified as important — I would 

say critical, in my view. Issues have been raised on the scope 

of the evidence that should be included, the medical and legal 

expertise of the coroner and what’s required, and who should 

call an inquest and on what grounds. Local inquests have 

given rise to scrutiny of the way that inquests are conducted, 

including a judicial review of one inquest, which resulted in a 

verdict being quashed.  

The central issue that will decide the government’s 

direction on amendments to the Yukon Coroners Act and 

regulations will be examining the relative merit of the medical 

examiner model of investigation versus a more traditional 

coroner model. A comparison is required. 

Some provinces — my notes say four of them — use the 

medical model or a medical examiner model, and that the 

remaining ones, with the exception of Saskatchewan, use a 

more traditional coroners model, but I could be corrected on 

that. Saskatchewan has developed what might be known as a 

bit of a hybrid model or a variation on those two models. I 

think the important thing here is to indicate that the decisions 

have to be based on the individual needs and the choices of 

that jurisdiction. There are ways to do that. There is not one 

box or the other.  

The two models differ in use in various ways, but to 

summarize here, with the use of forensic pathologists: the 
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frequency and methods of calling inquests, the legal 

qualifications of personnel who conduct inquests, and the use 

of coroners juries — just to name a few. 

The appointment and the tenure of a chief corner doesn’t 

change, depending on the model chosen, although one 

requires that person to be called a chief coroner, and the 

differentiation of a medical examiner model — that person is 

a medical examiner. 

The medical examiner, just for clarity, is usually — I 

think it has been said already — a forensic pathologist 

themselves, or certainly a medical doctor in all cases. 

There are a number of issues that will need to be 

reviewed with respect to — it won’t simply be necessary to do 

a review of other pieces of legislation, although they will be a 

very helpful guide in Canada, many of them having been 

modernized since ours has. But some of the hot topics and the 

things that must be addressed — one will be the model choice, 

of course, issues around the notifications of death, who can do 

that and how, and issues around the investigation methods. 

Often our coroner model has the assistance of peace officers 

in the Yukon — usually RCMP — but clearly there would be 

some cases in which that would be a conflict, so there have to 

be options for that. 

The inquest, as has been noted earlier in the debate of this 

motion, is a key factor — how, where, who, standing and how 

that happens. We would, of course, be interested in knowing 

and determining the views of those who have acted as chief 

coroner most recently here in the territory and of our current 

chief coroner as well as our community coroners so that we 

can understand the day-to-day realities that they face. 

With respect to the verdict and recommendations — 

again, that has been noted and I won’t take the time to do that 

today because I want this matter to be able to come to a vote 

so the optimism of our friends across the way will be well-

deserved. 

The chief coroner also has identified a variety of 

administrative and process-related issues that require updating 

to reflect advances in technology or current practices. Most of 

these affect the efficiency or the efficacy of the Coroner’s 

Service operations and some affect the degree of discretion 

accorded to the chief coroner. There is also the need to 

provide definitions within the legislation and a number of 

forms need to be prescribed for the associated regulations. 

It maybe won’t surprise anyone here after the exercise 

yesterday that I think definitions in legislation — although I, 

of course, don’t draft legislation — are critically important, so 

that there is less misunderstanding and there is the availability 

of people to know what it’s about. 

I asked about this piece of legislation very early on in my 

mandate as the Minister of Justice because I have had some 

experience working with this legislation and was, as expressed 

here today, concerned that it is simply not a tool that is useful 

to the chief coroner of the Yukon Territory. We need to give 

individuals — especially individuals who do very difficult 

jobs like a chief coroner or any of our community coroners — 

the tools with which to do their work. This is a toolbox that is 

truly at this stage in the game not helpful to them. At every 

turn, there are questions. At every turn, there are uncertainties. 

We need to help them and make that a modern document. I 

asked very early in my mandate about that. 

In addition to that, I was approached some time ago by 

the Member for Kluane, and I was very pleased when he did 

so, with a story, a tale and a situation of a family who had 

difficulty when they had to deal with the Coroner’s Service — 

not with the coroner themselves, but with the set-up, frankly, 

of the morgue, and the place in which they were to attend to 

identify and see their loved one. I appreciated that and I was 

back in touch with him almost immediately. I went to visit it 

so that I would know what we were dealing with and worked 

with the acting chief coroner at that time, as well as with the 

Department of Justice officials, and made some significant 

changes to that location. Actually, department officials 

returned with another family member — not the one that the 

Member for Kluane brought to my attention, but yet another 

family member who had a difficult experience. They returned 

to that location and were very pleased with the changes. I 

mention this only because there are a lot of things — some 

things — that we can definitely do that are outside this scope 

of legislation to make this service more accountable and make 

the experience of having to deal with the chief coroner, or any 

coroner her in the territory, as palatable as it can be for family 

members because we know how difficult that will be for them. 

I very much appreciated that being brought to my 

attention and we have made some changes. We still have on 

our work plan some future changes about considering the 

location and whether it is adequate or whether some additional 

changes need to be made. Certainly, equipment was updated, 

the aesthetics of the rooms were updated and the experience 

was entirely for the purposes of making it better for families. 

That being said, I could say lots more about that. Our 

government will, of course, be supporting — if I haven’t 

hinted — this motion. I very much appreciate it because the 

work has been already started. I will end by saying that it is a 

priority for me. I cannot tell you where it is on the legislative 

agenda, but it is a priority for me. I have asked that the work 

begin so that ultimately we might be able to fit it into the 

legislative agenda when things change in a few years out 

because that is the way it works and priorities change. It may 

have been sooner. We had, as an example, something like 

cannabis come along, which has changed the spring agenda 

from what it was maybe seven or 10 months ago.  

That being said, I will commit that it is a priority for me. 

We need a Yukon solution for this piece of legislation. We 

need a piece of legislation that is modern, responsive, 

comprehensive and knowable for the public because, 

ultimately, it is the public who, on not the best day, week or 

month of their lives, will come in contact with the coroner or 

with a community coroner and with the services that they can 

provide. We need to help them with the tools to that in an 

excellent way. 

 

Mr. Cathers: In rising to speak to this motion, I would 

note that the Official Opposition will be supporting it, but in 

fact we would rather be supporting it with amendments. The 
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Leader of the Third Party, in bringing forward this motion, in 

focusing on considering a medical model — while we don’t 

disagree with that, the fixation the Leader of the Third Party 

and the Minister of Justice have on the legislation is focused 

on the wrong area.  

The primary need we have been trying to get the 

government’s attention to since the spring is an understanding 

that there needs to be more systemic supports for the coroner 

and the community coroners. We have asked the government 

to review and consider whether a second full-time coroner is 

necessary. My colleague, the Member for Watson Lake, has 

written to the minister on more than one occasion expressing 

concern about the inability of the coroner system here to work 

well across the border in Lower Post and vice versa. We have 

mentioned the need for more critical incident stress 

management, better systemic support, and more resources for 

the coroner’s office and, while the minister and the Leader of 

the NDP are focused on the legislation, we’re focused on the 

people. 

There is value in looking at this legislation, but focusing 

on just what happens after the fact in a post mortem is not the 

best way as a territory. If the Liberal government really 

believes in the one-government approach they espouse 

believing in, they should be looking at a better system of 

supports for our first responders in communities. We have 

mentioned to the government — and unfortunately our request 

fell on deaf ears — that the presumptive legislation for post-

traumatic stress disorder should be expanded to include 

people, including community coroners, victim services 

workers, et cetera. 

Unfortunately, rather than receiving those constructive 

suggestions and listening to them and listening to the 

99 percent of Yukoners who commented on the government’s 

legislation who told them it didn’t go far enough, they have 

dismissed that and, in this area, focused just on the legislation, 

rather than on the need to modernize the system and take 

additional steps. 

We have brought forward our suggestions. We know the 

government has heard others they have not listened to, but our 

belief is that government primarily needs to do more to focus 

on keeping people healthy and alive and on providing the 

supports to our staff and first responders, including 

community coroners and the coroner’s office in Whitehorse as 

well. 

We would encourage government to listen to those 

requests and, in moving forward with this motion, to 

recognize that the legislation is an important part, but only one 

part of what the Yukon should be doing to strengthen this 

system.  

I would also note that the Minister of Justice made 

reference to having legislation that’s modern and responsive. I 

would point out that it would be nice to see legislation that is 

more responsive but, on the topic of responsiveness, the 

government has certainly not been very responsive to our 

requests and our suggestions for increased support in this area.  

When we talk about the need to keep people healthy and 

alive, an important part of that is the hospital funding. We saw 

the government fail to be accountable to Yukoners and the 

Official Opposition for over the six months that it took the 

government to respond to a reasonable request for more 

information about what the hospital had requested for 

resources.  

That is important in Yukon communities, including in 

Whitehorse but also within the community of Dawson City 

and within Watson Lake. If the hospital doesn’t have adequate 

resources, then our health care system is not as strong as it 

should be to help people when they need it. 

Again, just in the interest of expediting debate in this 

Assembly — I’m not sure how many other speakers wish to 

speak in this area. Again, we have brought forward 

constructive suggestions, based on what we’ve heard from 

Yukoners. We have told government how we have heard from 

Yukoners that these pressures have increased over the past 

year since the government has been in office, not due to 

actions of the government — there, of course, have not been 

many actions of the government; there has been a lot of 

inaction — but the cause of the increased pressure on the 

Coroner’s Service, on Victim Services, on the RCMP that we 

have been raising with the government for months and months 

and months is due to issues such as the increase in homicides. 

The spike within the recent year is certainly a dramatic 

increase in the pressure that homicides place on the people 

who need to respond to them, whether they be the RCMP, 

whether it’s EMS in Whitehorse, rural EMS or coroner staff 

— having to deal with homicides and a spike in homicides 

places more pressure on every one of those affected agencies 

and branches. 

The increase, as well, in deaths due to fentanyl is another 

area that has increased the pressures on the RCMP, on Victim 

Services workers, on coroners and other first responders.  

What we’re disappointed with is that the government — 

while accepting the request from the NDP to take a look at the 

legislation — has not listened to us telling them the fact for 

months and months that, due to the spike in homicides, deaths 

due to fentanyl, as well as increases in the drug trade overall, 

that all of those recent spikes have placed increased pressure 

on the people who have to respond and deal with these 

difficult situations. 

So again, Mr. Speaker, in wrapping up my remarks, I 

would note that I wrote to the minister months ago suggesting 

a need to look at increased support. My colleague, the 

Member for Watson Lake, has raised a number of issues with 

the minister about enhancing the supports for community 

coroners within her riding of Watson Lake, and the 

government has been very slow to act on these matters, and 

that has been disappointing for us. 

I’ve laid out the reasons why some of these increases 

have occurred in the past year since this government took 

office. Again, I’m not blaming them for the increase in drug 

trafficking or homicides or fentanyl use, but simply noting the 

fact that these are new emerging pressures that have occurred 

since we left office, so they can’t simply play the blame game 

and say, “Well, you should have done more when you were in 

office.” 
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This government has utterly failed to take the necessary 

action to respond to the increased pressures that have 

occurred, and our request for them to do so has, unfortunately, 

fallen on deaf ears. 

Because of the time of day, we will not be proposing an 

amendment to the motion, but I would note that, in terms of 

responsiveness as a government, demonstrated earlier today, 

taking over six months to respond to a perfectly reasonable 

request for information, and only responding to it when facing 

the prospect of an order from this Legislative Assembly, is 

very disappointing for the government and I would urge them 

to step up their game. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the motion? 

Are you prepared for the question? 

Motion No. 132 agreed to 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Seeing the time, I move that this 

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 5:27 p.m. 
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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Thursday, November 9, 2017 — 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 Remembrance Day  

Speaker: Before the House proceeds with the Order 

Paper, the Chair will make a few remarks. 

This coming Saturday is Remembrance Day. It is the day 

when Canadians are encouraged to take time to honour those 

who have served and continue to serve the Canadian Forces. 

At this time of year, we remember the men and women who 

have defended Canada during times of war and have brought 

peace to troubled parts of the world. 

While Remembrance Day has always been a day to 

remember those who died in the service of Canada, lately we 

have become more aware that the price paid by our 

servicemen and servicewomen sometimes extends beyond 

their time in uniform. We must remember this and continue to 

support these fellow Canadians. 

At this time of year, we wear poppies. We pause for two 

minutes in silent tribute and attend ceremonies to honour the 

memory of our soldiers, sailors and air force personnel. In 

doing so, we often reflect upon the great battles they engaged 

in. This year, for example, we commemorate two of Canada’s 

greatest battles — Vimy Ridge and Passchendaele. Last 

Saturday, a number of Yukoners came together to relive the 

exploits of Joe Boyle, the king of the Klondike, who recruited 

and financed a 50-man machine gun company in the Yukon. 

Boyle was also decorated by Britain, France, Romania and 

Russia for his exploits during the First World War. 

While we remember the actions of soldiers, sailors and air 

force personnel during times of war, it is also worth 

remembering the legacy that they have left to us. The 

freedoms we exercise daily exist largely because of the 

sacrifices made by brave individuals who have served Canada 

over the years — sometimes in unimaginable circumstances. 

As members of the Legislative Assembly we, like all 

Canadians, are beneficiaries of the freedoms that have been 

provided to us. Canada is a country where free and fair 

elections are held, where elected officials at all levels can 

openly debate government laws and policies and where the 

rule of law prevails. We have a Canadian Charter of Rights 

and Freedoms that articulates for everyone to see the high 

ideals to which we aspire as a country and as a people. 

We do not always live up to these high ideals. For 

example, for many years after Canada was created, women 

and indigenous people did not have the right to vote or be a 

candidate for election. However, the fact that these ideals exist 

and the fact that we have political and legal institutions that 

support them means that we can hold ourselves to this high 

standard and work toward achieving it. Due to the effort of 

some of many fellow Canadians working through our legal 

and political systems, all Canadian citizens 18 years of age 

and older are now eligible to vote or be a candidate in 

elections.  

It is easy to take this all for granted. We have been born 

in a country or have come to this country where these 

institutions already exist and are supported not just by laws, 

but most importantly by our belief in them and our 

commitments to them. The establishment of these institutions 

and the ideals they embody was only possible — and their 

continued existence is only possible — because there has been 

and continues to be fellow Canadians who are willing to serve 

and risk paying the ultimate price to protect them. This is one 

reason why we should always remember them. Thank you. 

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We shall now proceed with the Order Paper.  

Tributes. 

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of Remembrance Day 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Today, in anticipation of 

Remembrance Day, I rise to pay tribute to the thousands of 

veterans who have allowed us to enjoy the freedoms that we 

have today. I also pay tribute to the men and women of 

Yukon, the men and women of Canada and around the world 

whose lives have been lost or deeply affected by war. 

Remembrance Day serves as a somber reminder of the great 

service paid by our country’s men and women, both past and 

present. It is thanks to their service, to their personal sacrifice 

and collective dedication to their home and country that we 

enjoy the fundamental rights, freedom and securities that we 

have today. 

This year, Mr. Speaker, Yukon is commemorating the 

100
th

 anniversary of the Battle of Vimy Ridge during the First 

World War. More than 600 Yukon volunteers served from 

1914 to 1918. This is interesting to note, Mr. Speaker, because 

that is the highest per capita enrolment in all of Canada, and it 

is a fact that sets Yukon apart. As a Yukoner, I commemorate 

the anniversary of this battle with a mixture of pride, gratitude 

and also somber respect.  

Some say the Battle of Vimy Ridge shaped our nation, 

that it was Canada’s greatest battle and that it marked the rise 

of our great nation. The battle serves as an opportunity to pay 

tribute to all of those who have served their country and risked 

— or gave — their lives in that four-year struggle of the First 

World War. I invite you to join me in recognizing the 100
th

 

year anniversary of this battle.  

It is also the 75
th

 anniversary of the completion of the 

Alaska Highway. This highway secured a vital land supply 

route to Alaska during the Second World War and marked 

dramatic changes to the lives of Yukoners. I would also like to 

recognize not only the Canadian and American soldiers who 

built the highway, but also the First Nation guides who led 

them along their traditional trails toward the highway’s 

completion. 

Mr. Speaker, many indigenous lives were deeply 

impacted by the creation of the Alaska Highway and I 
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recognize and pay tribute to their lives and the lives of their 

descendants. I would also like to recognize all Yukon 

veterans. 

Veterans in our territory have collective experiences that 

span from World War II, the Korean War to tours in 

Afghanistan and also service in the United States Army. Their 

sacrifice and that of their fallen colleagues is something that 

we should always remember. That is why we choose on this 

day to pause and remember their sacrifices with gratitude and 

to pay tribute to those who have bravely served our country.  

I invite all my fellow Yukoners to pause today and on 

Saturday, November 11, at the 11
th

 hour, to join me in this 

reflection. 

Lest we forget. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: Today on this last sitting day before 

Remembrance Day, I stand to pay tribute to Remembrance 

Day. Every year at the 11
th

 hour on the 11
th

 day of the 11
th
 

month we gather in memorial parks, community halls, 

workplaces, schools and homes to stand in honour of those 

who have fallen. Together we observe a moment of silence to 

mark the sacrifice of the many who have fallen in service to 

their country and to acknowledge the courage of those who 

still serve. 

Canadian veterans have served throughout history in a 

broad range of conflicts and situations, from world wars to 

peacekeeping missions to crises on the home front.  

On Remembrance Day, we honour and remember all 

veterans, whether they served in theatre or on Canadian soil; 

whether they kept the peace or fought for peace; whether they 

found themselves in combat or in support of operations. The 

Afghanistan war, the Korean War, the First World War, the 

Persian Gulf War, the Second World War, South African 

Wars — Canadian veterans have protected the rights and 

freedoms of Canadians and people from countries all over the 

world through peacekeeping missions, including Lebanon, 

Somalia, Rwanda, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Haiti, Sudan, and 

others. 

Many Canadian veterans have played a critical role in 

protecting Canadians on the home front, whether from fires, 

floods or threats. These men and women have risked their 

lives for our safety and protection. We must also recognize 

and support our military families — the fathers, the sons, the 

mothers and daughters who have endured alongside Canadian 

veterans. 

This year, in addition to our Remembrance Day 

ceremonies in a couple of days, I will be participating with 

fellow Rangers and our Junior Rangers in a fairly new 

initiative, the No Stone Left Alone Memorial Foundation. 

This is a non-profit organization working directly with our 

Canadian Armed Forces, our educators and students across the 

country to honour our military fallen in the fields of honour 

across Canada. We recognize the sacrifices of our military by 

placing a poppy on every headstone. Our goal is to educate 

and engage the next generation to raise awareness to our 

Canadian veterans, serving soldiers and their families. 

We will start at the cemetery in Haines Junction this year 

— and it will grow each year — and into surrounding 

graveyards — and we have many. I know the Whitehorse 

Patrol will be doing something in Whitehorse. 

I want to thank those who put the time and effort into 

remembering — especially our Legions across Canada. As a 

young soldier posted in Germany in the late 1980s, and seeing 

the memorials and participating in Remembrance Day 

ceremonies at Vimy Ridge in France, I understand the 

ultimate sacrifices that were made for our freedoms here 

today. 

Mr. Speaker, there’s an old Bell telephone commercial 

that used to come on — and some of you might have seen it 

— nearly every Remembrance Day in Canada. It was one 

where a Canadian backpacker is shown walking on a beach 

with his maple leaf flag sewn on his backpack in France. He 

calls his grandfather, and when he speaks to him, his 

grandfather asks, “How is Paris? Are the women still as lovely 

as I remember?” He replies, “Grandpa, I’m not in Paris. I’m in 

Dieppe. I just called to say thank you, Grandpa.”  

They shall grow not old, as we that are left grow old 

Age shall not weary them, nor the years condemn. 

At the going down of the sun and in the morning  

We will remember them.  

 

We will remember them.  

 

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus 

to add our voices to Remembrance Day. When I was 

searching for words that I wanted to share today, I found a 

beautiful spoken word poem by Dai Woolridge called “1135”. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t consider myself a religious person 

— more of a spiritual one, really — but the words and the 

sentiments within this poem resonated with me so I’m going 

to share it here today. It’s called “1135”. 

 

To those who chose to be so brave  

To those who rest within the grave 

To those who fell and did not rise  

With bayonets in hand and fear in eyes  

To those who lay on Flanders Fields 

To those blanketed in poppy seeds  

To the trench-diggers, barbed-wire bangers and front-

door chargers  

To the privates, lieutenants encamped at war tenants  

To the ones who didn’t make it back alive  

May they know John 11:35  

To those fighting at sea, sand or land 

To those who see war at first-hand 

To the Normandy landers  

To the beach-stormers and cliff-climbers 

To those who lived at the sword and died at the sword 

To the war zone patrollers and fresh-faced enrollers 

To the heat-seeking missile controllers 

To the every generation of soldiers  

May their hearts bind to the two words from John 11:35  

To those with battles back at home 
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To those isolated and alone  

To those who grieve and know loss of sleep  

To those with pain that cuts so deep 

To those who know the ache of loss 

To those who paid such a cost  

To those who know loss of their soulmate 

To the ones who do not yet know their fate 

To the thinkers, feelers and mind-blockers 

To the bed-ridden and rage-driven 

To the unforgiving and unforgiven  

To those whose joy was long left behind  

May they know John 11:35 

To those who fight for what is right  

To those who long to reunite  

To those who know their time is close  

To those who know that pain the most 

To those who feel there’s nothing left  

To those fighting until their last breath  

To the cancer-bearers and the cancer-carers  

To the last-post players and the hopeless full-swayers  

To the light-searchers 

May they find at the end of the tunnel is John 11:35  

To those who breathe with lung-filled pain  

And wonder why the world is still the same  

To those who have given up on faith  

To the ones who feel that nowhere is safe 

To the ones who see through a suffering mist 

To the ones who doubt that God exists  

To the screamers, tearers and silent speakers  

To the guilt-built and shame-keepers  

May they know that he weeps with us  

To those who replay trauma in their minds  

May they know John 11:35. 

 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Lest we forget.  

 

Speaker: I would like to ask all present at this time to 

stand as we observe a moment of silence in honour of 

Remembrance Day.  

 

Moment of silence observed 

 

Speaker: Thank you. Please be seated. 

Introduction of visitors.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would like to ask the Legislative 

Assembly today to help me welcome some visitors who are 

here with us today. We have Senator Arnie Roblan from 

Oregon, who is here representing the PNWER association — 

which we will speak about in a little bit — and Matt Morrison, 

who is the chief executive officer with PNWER. He has been 

here before. Thank you for returning. We’re very happy to 

have you here today. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Hassard: I would also like to ask all members to 

join me in welcoming Steve Rose, who is here from the 

Department of Economic Development. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any returns or documents for 

tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Ms. White: I have for tabling the Yukon Hospital 

Corporation’s Patient Rights and Responsibilities. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I have for tabling one legislative 

return in response to questions from the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King on government building maintenance. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents 

for tabling? 

Reports of committees. 

Are there any petitions? 

Are there any bills to be introduced? 

Notices of motions. 

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT from 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. on Tuesday, 

November 21, 2017, Norman McIntyre, the Chair of the 

Yukon Financial Advisory Panel, and Ron Kneebone and 

Grace Southwick, members of the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel, appear as witnesses before Committee of the Whole to 

discuss matters relating to the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel final report. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

demonstrate its commitment to eliminating harassment in 

Yukon public service workplaces by:  

(1) conducting a survey on harassment in the Yukon 

public service;  

(2) determining the efficacy of the Yukon Public Service 

Commission’s Respectful Workplace Office with respect to 

the purposes set out in government policy by reviewing: 

(a) the number of cases the Respectful Workplace office 

has been involved with since its inception, broken down by 

department;  

 (b) statistical trends on the types of cases the Respectful 

Workplace Office has been involved in, including a 

breakdown of type of complaints referred to in the regulations, 

including abuse of authority, bullying, interfering in another 

individual’s work, physical assault or discriminatory conduct 

contrary to the Yukon Human Rights Act;  

(c) how many Respectful Workplace Office initial 

interventions have gone to independent investigation;  

(d) how many Respectful Workplace Office interventions 

have ultimately resulted in disciplinary measures or the 
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termination of a Yukon government employee, including 

management; and  

(e) the effectiveness of communication between 

departmental human resources units and the Respectful 

Workplace Office. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions? 

Is there a statement by a minister? 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Pacific NorthWest Economic Region delegation visit 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: The Pacific NorthWest Economic 

Region delegation arrived in Whitehorse yesterday to conduct 

its capital visit. As the Minister of Economic Development 

and Yukon’s lead delegate to PNWER, I would like to 

welcome PNWER president who we announced earlier — 

Senator Arnie Roblan — and PNWER chief executive officer 

Matt Morrison, into the Legislative Assembly this afternoon. 

We’re pleased to have you. I would also like to acknowledge 

the PNWER program manager, Rachael Kopp, who is 

currently on a red-carpet tour of Whitehorse and will be 

returning later this afternoon. 

PNWER was established in 1991 by the legislative 

leaders of British Columbia, Alberta, Alaska, Washington, 

Oregon, Idaho and Montana. Yukon joined in 1994, 

Saskatchewan in 2008 and Northwest Territories in 2009. 

PNWER’s purpose is to increase the economic well-being of 

the northwest region, facilitate policy cooperation and 

coordination in the region, promote public and private sector 

communication and leverage regional influence in Ottawa and 

Washington. 

I’m happy to inform the House that, next year, 

Whitehorse will host PNWER’s 2018 annual economic 

leadership forum. This forum will see regional legislators, 

business leaders and creative thinkers meet and collaborate to 

address the major policy issues impacting the region and 

strengthen cross-border relationships. 

The PNWER economic leadership forum will include the 

legislative leadership academy, as well as in-depth discussions 

on specific policy areas and key subjects affecting our 

regional economy.  

There will be a reception for the PNWER delegation 

today at 5:30 p.m. in the lobby of the main administration 

building. I invite all members of the Legislative Assembly to 

join us. The delegation concludes its visit tomorrow and I 

wish them a safe flight home. 

 

Mr. Kent: I rise today on behalf of the Official 

Opposition to respond to the Minister of Economic 

Development’s ministerial statement.  

I would like to recognize the importance of the Pacific 

NorthWest Economic Region and acknowledge the long-

standing relationship between PNWER and the Government 

of Yukon. Many of us in the Official Opposition, including 

the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin, the Member for Kluane and I 

have attended PNWER events throughout the region and over 

the past number of years. 

There are many important issues facing our two countries, 

such as the renegotiation of NAFTA and the softwood lumber 

dispute and, more regionally, we could also include Shakwak 

funding as well as drilling in ANWR. Hopefully PNWER can 

be a vehicle to discuss these issues and that these issues are 

discussed at next year’s forum here in Yukon. 

I too am happy to welcome the PNWER delegation to the 

House and extend best wishes to you on your visit to our 

capital city. The fact that Yukon will be hosting PNWER’s 

annual forum next year is certainly good news for our territory 

and we support their goals for promoting economic growth 

through cooperation.  

Thank you again, Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity to 

voice our support for PNWER.  

 

Ms. Hanson: On behalf of the New Democratic Party 

caucus, I would like to echo the warm welcome extended by 

the minister. Welcome to the Yukon to the president and CEO 

of PNWER.  

The opportunities that PNWER offers Pacific and 

northwest governments to work together to both develop 

greater mutual ties among and between governments, business 

and industry leaders, as well as to foster greater understanding 

of the opportunities that respectful and cooperative working 

relationships can bring to all of our citizens is a signature 

strength of PNWER.  

We look forward to participating in the 2018 economic 

leadership forum here in Whitehorse — and I would urge you 

not to come in October because we will be sitting, so please 

come in September. 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Just in response, first of all, thank you 

to both members from across the way in your support on this. 

I think this is an event that all of us can rally and get behind 

and have a productive experience from it.  

In response to the Member for Copperbelt South — thank 

you — those are all exactly great topics that, over the last 

year, we have been discussing, concerning getting help from 

PNWER and from Matt as we continue to have discussions in 

Washington on Shakwak funding and ensuring that discussion 

move forward on how we support the ANWR piece — and 

also opening up new markets, so not just about some of the 

critical issues that we’re all focused on, but also what the new 

opportunities are.  

I think personally, just to speak to my colleagues, part of 

the reason that I felt that this was substantial enough for us to 

talk about it in a ministerial statement was because it also 

gives Yukon and regional private businesses opportunities. 

We have some amazing businesses that do very innovative 

things and this will be an opportunity for those organizations 

to speak to legislators, whether it is in the resource sector or 

technology sector, from across the northwest.  

I really look forward to hosting this event next year. Once 

again, welcome to the Yukon. 
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Speaker’s statement 

Speaker: Before the House proceeds with Question 

Period, the Chair will provide a statement regarding divisions. 

Yesterday during division on Motion No. 184, the 

Member for Mayo-Tatchun expressed his regret in voting 

against the motion. Members will recall that during division 

on the motion for second reading of Bill No. 8, the Leader of 

the Third Party expressed regret in voting in favour of the 

motion.  

The Chair will remind members that the time for debate 

and comment is during debate on motions, not during 

division. Once division is called, there is no further 

opportunity for debate and comments. Members should 

confine their remarks to whether they agree or disagree with 

the motion that they are voting on. The Chair now thanks 

members for their attention to this matter.  

 

We will now proceed to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Childcare services 

Ms. McLeod: Access to reliable childcare facilities is a 

priority for all families across the territory. Yesterday evening, 

we heard that Watson Lake’s only daycare will be closing its 

doors starting tomorrow. This is Watson Lake’s only daycare. 

This means that 11 families in Watson Lake will be urgently 

seeking childcare.  

Will the minister work with the daycare board of directors 

to ensure that they do not have to shut down and also work to 

establish a long-term solution?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the Member for 

Watson Lake for bringing this to my attention. I was not 

aware of this. I will certainly follow up and ensure that the 

supports are there for the community of Watson Lake. 

Ms. McLeod: I thank the minister for her response. In 

June, the minister was travelling to Watson Lake and, 

knowing that the minister was visiting there, I sent her an 

e-mail asking her if she would meet with the director of the 

Watson Lake daycare to discuss their issues and priorities. 

The response I received was that the minister was too busy to 

meet with the daycare.  

This is unfortunate, because if she had met with them this 

summer, then maybe we wouldn’t be where we are today. I 

will note, however, that the daycare is having a board meeting 

this weekend, so will the minister and her officials travel to 

Watson Lake this weekend to meet with them and try to 

resolve this issue? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I will commit to following up with the 

daycare in Watson Lake and will certainly hear them out and 

see what the issues and concerns that they might have are, 

bring that forward and provide a formal response to the 

member opposite. We did have a town hall meeting in Watson 

Lake on a couple of occasions. At that point in time, we heard 

the issues from the community, and this did not come up in 

our discussions in Watson Lake. If it was urgent at that time, it 

did not come to my attention. So I will certainly follow back 

around through the department and ensure that they follow 

through with the daycare owner. 

Ms. McLeod: On May 31 this year, the minister told us 

that the Government of Canada committed $50 million in 

2017-18 for childcare in the provinces and territories. She told 

us this money would support existing and future early learning 

and early childcare initiatives in the Yukon. Can the minister 

tell us whether or not any of this funding can be allocated to 

Watson Lake to address this urgent situation? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I did attend some federal meetings 

with federal and provincial ministers, and we discussed the 

early learning childcare funding across Canada. Specifically, 

we talked about early learning development initiatives in 

Yukon. As part of the funding agreement, we looked at 

expanded funding envelopes for the Yukon and, in that, we 

looked at direct operating grants for childcare centres. We 

budgeted $3.9 million for direct operating grants and provided 

$2.15 million to childcare operators to assist with their 

operating costs in 2017-18. The additional resources that we 

are getting from the federal government will look at providing 

additional supports to childcare centres. If the Watson Lake 

daycare is in need of resources to continue their childcare 

services, then certainly we would be looking at that as an 

opportunity to bridge that gap. 

Question re: Student support services 

Ms. Van Bibber: I have some further questions about 

the Student Support Services division of the Department of 

Education. Yesterday, we asked the minister how long it takes 

for a student to receive an assessment after they are referred. 

We then asked how long it takes for a student to receive 

services after they have been assessed. The minister did not 

directly answer it but said that it depends on the school, the 

child and the community.  

Can the minister tell us: What is a service standard in 

response to a referral? Is her department meeting this service 

standard? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question from the 

Member for Porter Creek North, but I don’t have an answer 

for you just at the moment because I am a bit puzzled by the 

question. I would like to confer with the experts at Student 

Support Services and the service standard that you make 

reference to and then provide you with an answer to that 

question. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I thank the minister for getting that 

information. As we highlighted yesterday, the services from 

the Student Support Services are essential to the future of our 

children. These supports include speech-language pathology, 

psychology and support for the visually and hearing impaired. 

We have heard of instances of families waiting a long time for 

their child to receive these support services.  

I’m wondering if the minister could tell us what the 

current backlog is for referrals waiting for follow-up from the 

Student Support Services. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: In answer to the question, which I 

appreciate, from the member opposite, we continue to work 

with schools, students and parents to ensure that all Yukon 
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students have the resources they need to be successful at 

school. We are committed to working with parents and 

teachers and other educational partners to ensure that Yukon 

students acquire the skills that they need for happy, healthy 

and productive futures. 

Students who, because of intellectual, communicative, 

behavioural, physical or multiple exceptionalities, are in need 

of special education programs are entitled to receive those 

programs, as outlined in an individualized education plan. 

As noted in the question, I did answer part of this 

question yesterday, and I have undertaken and — as a matter 

of fact, as we speak, a little bit more detailed answers are 

being prepared so that I can provide them to the member 

opposite with respect to either the wait times or the backlog 

for assessments. I undertook yesterday to do that. I tried to 

have them available for today but, in order to have accurate 

information to present to this Legislative Assembly, they need 

to continue that work and I will get them here as soon as 

possible. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Just to follow up on yesterday, I 

highlighted that the minister said that the Student Support 

Services division was to be reviewed in the fall to ensure they 

were adequately resourced. I had asked the minister if she 

could update us on this review and if there are enough 

resources to properly support all the students. She has just said 

that she is waiting on the review, so I think my question here 

kind of leaves it open because I was going to ask if that update 

was available for review today. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, I appreciate the question. I 

certainly took the question very seriously yesterday. Before 

we were even out of this Legislative Assembly, I had asked 

the department to provide the information that had been asked. 

I will review the exact wording of the questions brought by 

the member opposite both yesterday and today, which are 

quite similar. 

With respect to the review of Student Support Services, I 

can indicate that this work is ongoing because, at my direction 

and with the one-government approach that we have here with 

my colleagues, we are interested in making sure that all 

elements of the departments that we work with are as efficient 

and effective as possible.  

Student Support Services, with respect to those 

assessments for students and individualized learning and 

education programs, are no different. It’s not a matter, I think, 

of a finite answer to this, but certainly that work is ongoing. It 

is critical. It is important that the individuals who we have 

working in Education, in Student Support Services, are 

providing and meeting the needs of those students in the 

schools, in the places where they are learning, and in their 

homes for education. I’ve asked that this work be done, and I 

will be happy to tell you about it when I know more. 

Question re: Hosptial bed shortage 

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, yesterday we asked the 

minister about patient transfers to other community hospitals. 

This topic has received some recent media coverage, 

including the story of an elder from the Haines Junction area 

who was transferred to Watson Lake without consent. In her 

response, the minister said — and I quote: “… we have 

offered the family support to visit the patient in Watson 

Lake.” 

Well, Mr. Speaker, we have spoken to numerous family 

members of this individual, and no one has been offered 

support to visit their family member at the Watson Lake 

hospital. Can the minister tell this House what specific support 

was offered to the family to visit the patient who was 

transferred against their will to Watson Lake? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m not able to respond directly to the 

question, but I would be happy to provide the information 

once I speak to the department. I have been informed that the 

family from Haines Junction did come forward and requested 

some assistance, and I believe and I understand that the 

department has provided that support, but with respect to the 

specifics, I will get back to you with that.  

Ms. White: As of after-work hours yesterday, no calls 

had been made. A family member has driven down once to 

Watson Lake — over a six-hour drive in one direction — and 

another family member has hitched a ride all the way to 

Watson Lake and is currently sleeping in a chair in her 

grandfather’s hospital room. No one we spoke to in the family 

was offered any support by the Hospital Corporation or by the 

government to visit the patient at the Watson Lake hospital, 

yet the minister said yesterday — and I quote again: “… we 

have offered the family support to visit the patient in Watson 

Lake.” 

So Mr. Speaker, can the minister explain what specific 

supports were offered, or will she apologize for making that 

statement on the floor? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: If I misled the member opposite, that 

was not the intention. I think the intention was to state that, 

based on the information that I had from the department, I was 

led to understand that the Hospital Corporation, along with 

Health and Social Services, met with the spouse of the patient 

in question and attempted to provide the necessary supports 

and guidance to that individual, and that accommodations 

were made for them at the hospital in Watson Lake. 

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, the fact that, in 2017, we’re 

forcing patients to be transferred without their consent, hours 

away from family, is a true shame.  

Another senior, a retired nurse with 33 years of service at 

the Whitehorse General Hospital, wrote a letter to the editor 

yesterday, and she speaks of her experience being given a 

24-hour notice that she was going to be transferred to 

Dawson, where she has no family supports. In her letter, she 

says — and I quote: “What are my rights as a patient…? It 

seemed I had none.” 

Mr. Speaker, can the minister answer this senior: What 

are her rights as a patient? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I just wanted to make clear that the 

hospitals that we have in rural Yukon and in Whitehorse — 

the objective is really to provide the appropriate and necessary 

care to the patient, no matter where they are, no matter where 

they are placed. If there are additional pressures in the 

hospitals — then I think the question had come before this 
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House previously around the occupancy of the rural hospitals 

and how we are maximizing supports and services. 

By the same token, we do need to need to ensure that we 

provide the best possible care to our patients. We’ve looked at 

working with the families in doing that, and we have had a 

few questions and concerns brought forward from patients. 

That is always taken under advisement. It’s not an 

administrative decision that’s made — the decision to work 

and provide the health care services. Essential services to the 

clients at the hospital are done through the medical profession, 

and Health and Social Services staff work with the hospitals to 

ensure that we provide services where necessary.  

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. White: The Hospital Corporation’s website has a 

section about patients’ rights. It lists the following rights — 

and I’m quoting again, Mr. Speaker: “be treated with respect, 

consideration, dignity and compassion… participate in all 

decisions about your treatment plan while in the hospital”.  

Mr. Speaker, where is the respect and where is the dignity 

in forcing a patient to be transferred hours away from family 

without their consent?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: Maybe I’ll take this time to highlight 

the fact that medical services are provided to patients to bring 

them to the various hospitals where the help and the care is 

needed. Oftentimes, we transport, through air medevac, our 

patients to Vancouver, to Edmonton and to other supports 

outside of Yukon. It’s really essential that the care that they 

require, if imminent, is provided. If there are acute care 

requirements, then that’s delivered and presented in a timely 

fashion.  

When we have patients in the hospital who need some 

alternative level of care and who are occupying the really 

critical beds at the hospital — which we’ve addressed here 

frequently in the House — medical pressures at the hospital, 

the beds at the hospital — the attempt is really trying to utilize 

the services that we have to our benefit, to the benefit of the 

patient. The patient’s right to access an appropriate level of 

care is always considered, and that’s done in collaboration 

with the Yukon Medical Association and the medical 

professional. Continuously developing and evolving strategies 

certainly needs to be considered. I respect the question, and I 

will take that back to the department for further analysis.  

Ms. White: I wasn’t calling into question the care at the 

hospitals. What I was asking about was consent, and this is 

about patients’ rights. Patients deserve respect, and patients 

should have the right to refuse transfers hours away from their 

loved ones. The patients’ rights listed on the hospital’s 

website also include the right to accept or refuse any treatment 

or medication that is offered.  

Mr. Speaker, how does it make any sense that patients 

can refuse treatment or medication but are not allowed to 

refuse being transferred hours away from their families?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I certainly respect and acknowledge 

that the rights of the patient are essential and critical and part 

of the decision-making around medical services and support.  

Where we provide that support is at one of the three 

hospitals we occupy. If it means that the medical profession 

decides the best possible solution at the time to provide 

support is in one of the rural hospitals, that’s a consideration 

the hospital, with the physician, takes under advisement and 

consideration. 

Whitehorse General Hospital looks, in conjunction with 

the Health and Social Services, at alternative levels of care 

and trying to provide supports outside of the hospital as much 

as we can to get the patients back home or get them into a 

long-term care facility. We have heard from the CEO of the 

Hospital Corporation that the pressures encountered at the 

hospital are such that we are under immense pressures to 

provide acute care — imminent care — when we have 

patients who require alternative levels of care. 

Ms. White: We spoke to another senior at the hospital 

who saw the elder they were sharing a room with being 

transferred against their will to another hospital. The patient 

was expressing verbally that they didn’t want to go, as they 

were moved on to a stretcher and transferred out of the room. 

The senior who witnessed this was understandably upset, and 

now they are constantly worried that the same thing could 

happen to them at any point. 

Mr. Speaker, what happened to the rights of patients and 

how is this acceptable? Will the minister immediately direct 

the Hospital Corporation to respect its own statement of 

patient rights and stop transferring patients against their will 

to community hospitals? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: As expressed, I will follow up with 

the Hospital Corporation and I’ll follow up with the 

department. Ultimately we want to ensure that the patient is 

provided the care where we can and where the supports are 

available. If a patient requires care, they receive it either at the 

Whitehorse General Hospital, Dawson City or Watson Lake. 

Oftentimes we transport them outside of the community. The 

patient’s physician works in collaboration, and I’m hoping, as 

indicated, that this is done with the family and that informed 

consent and collaboration is followed through on and that the 

necessary supports are there. 

If we are moving patients, I will commit that we will look 

at ensuring that family members are part of that process. I 

heard the question and I value the input and really think 

patients — we want to make sure we provide proper care, 

essential care and we want to do it in a respectful way. That 

means inclusive opportunities for family, as well as the 

Hospital Corporation and the whole staff to do just that to take 

care of the patient. 

Question re: School replacement 

Mr. Kent: In the minister’s Education annual report, 

there’s mention of a school revitalization plan. The annual 

report states that this plan will look at a number of older 

schools in the Yukon that have to be replaced or renovated in 

the coming years. It also goes on to say that the plan will be 

finalized in the summer of 2017. 
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Can the Minister of Education confirm for this House that 

the report has been completed on schedule and, if so, where 

can we find it, or will she provide us with a copy? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. We have a lot of infrastructure that is going to 

require attention throughout the next five years and beyond. I 

am working with my colleague, the Minister of Education, to 

assess and actually come up with a plan to replace 

infrastructure. In this case, you are talking about schools, and 

that is part of our inventory of buildings that we are going to 

have to look at fixing over the next little while.  

We have processes in place to evaluate on a regular basis 

what the state of our infrastructure is. It was one of the things 

that the Auditor General had asked for, and we are delivering 

on that promise. So yes, over the next few years, we will do 

the assessment, the triage, and make sure that the buildings 

that we have are treated and dealt with as money allows. As 

the needs of the students and staff require, we will deal with 

those school pressures. 

Mr. Kent: What I was referencing in my first question 

was out of the Minister of Education’s annual report and it is a 

school revitalization plan. It stated that this plan would be 

finalized in the summer of 2017. It doesn’t appear that this 

plan is ready. Can the minister tell us when it is expected to be 

ready? Also, which schools are on the list? Most importantly, 

will any of the schools be closed as a result of this plan? That 

is the kind of information that we are looking for from the 

minister here today. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question from the 

member opposite. The Department of Education is working 

very closely, as you have heard, with the Department of 

Highways and Public Works to ensure that all of our school 

facilities are safe and available for use for many years to 

come.  

There is, of course, a situation where the age of schools 

needs to be taken into account. We are currently undertaking a 

comprehensive planning process to address future school 

construction and/or renovations to existing school buildings to 

make sure that every student has a safe and appropriate place 

for learning. Responsible investment in education will support 

improved student achievement and better outcomes for Yukon 

students and the social, economic and community goals that 

we have in every community. There are a number of schools 

on a list that are being worked on with respect to this 

comprehensive program, Mr. Speaker, based on the age of the 

school, the facilities that are available there and consideration 

of how those can be replaced or improved, if necessary. I have 

absolutely no interest in any schools being vacant or closed 

prior to that comprehensive plan being determined. 

Mr. Kent: As I mentioned in the previous two 

questions, this school revitalization plan, according to the 

minister’s Education annual report, was to be finalized in the 

summer of 2017. It does not appear that it is finalized. What 

we are looking for is when we can expect that plan to be 

finalized, and we are looking for the minister to provide the 

public with a copy of that plan.  

A further quote from the minister’s annual report is that: 

“…the goal will be to upgrade or replace one school building 

approximately every three years.”  

Can the minister confirm that this is still the commitment 

and if so, how long will the entire plan take to implement? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the opportunity to 

speak about the importance of having appropriate schools and 

having the schools properly revitalized, renovated and/or 

replaced if necessary. A proper planning process is, of course, 

required, which includes functional plans and business cases 

in order for that to be the case.  

I note that in the concept of the question, there is this idea 

that this kind of a plan would be finite in a list and therefore 

followed in a way that does not necessarily consider moving 

targets — if I can say it that way. We’re looking at a plan that 

will take into account a number of things, not just the age of 

those buildings, but broader than that — the community 

learning spaces that are required, the opportunity for 

revitalization of those buildings and not necessarily just 

knocking down a building and building a new one, but a much 

broader one-government approach that will determine how we 

can best meet the needs of the aging infrastructure in our 

Department of Education. 

Question re: Yukon Hospital Corporation funding 

Mr. Cathers: Yesterday, after more than six months of 

us asking for it, the government finally agreed late in the 

afternoon to release a copy of the Yukon Hospital 

Corporation’s budget request and then used their majority to 

shut down debate.  

We’re hearing more and more from Yukoners and from 

the Yukon Medical Association and individual physicians 

about problems at the hospital because of bed pressures and 

the government’s choice not to provide, by the Minister of 

Health and Social Services’ own admission, $5.2 million that 

they requested this fiscal year. In the spring, we told the 

Premier and the minister that this was a mistake. We also 

encouraged them to include funding in the budget later this 

year to provide for the hospital’s needs, but, unfortunately, we 

see that the supplementary budget does not include the 

increase it should to meet the hospital’s O&M needs.  

The simple question for the Premier, as Finance minister, 

is: Why? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: As the Government House Leader, 

I will take an opportunity to respond to a portion of the 

question asked by the Member for Lake Laberge.  

With respect to what occurred yesterday, just to remind 

everyone, the topic of debate was set by the opposition 

yesterday as it was clearly a Wednesday afternoon for 

opposition motions. The opposition asked for a document that 

has historically never been made public. As an open and 

transparent government, we provided the document that was 

requested. We did so during the beginning part of that debate. 

If they want to have a larger debate about funding of the 

hospital, I’m sure they will do so and certainly have the 

opportunity to ask questions, which we expect them to do as 

well.  
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Yesterday a motion was made to adjourn the debate to 

permit us to move on to other motions, which in fact did 

happen. That motion to end that debate was supported by the 

members of the Third Party who voted with the government in 

order to move on. The member opposite has an issue with 

what occurred; my suggestion would be that they consider 

how the motions were called yesterday for debate. Clearly, the 

opportunity to ask for the document was theirs to choose, the 

opportunity to provide the document to end that debate was 

taken by the government and we had the opportunity to move 

on, which was appropriate in my view. 

Mr. Cathers: That answer is just not going to cut it. 

We have been telling the government since the spring that the 

funding they provided the Hospital Corporation was 

inadequate. We have been asking for the information for more 

than six months, and only when finally faced with the 

prospect of voting on a motion that, if passed, would have 

been an order of this Assembly to release a copy of the 

hospital’s budget request did the government finally relent 

after more than six months. 

The Premier is simply not treating our health care needs 

with the seriousness it deserves and he has chosen to dismiss 

the request from the Official Opposition. We now see the 

Third Party is also jumping on to this issue and recognizing 

the problems that exist at the hospital. We see that, 

unfortunately, the Premier is not treating this issue with the 

seriousness it deserves, is not listening to health care 

professionals and is not providing the funding the Hospital 

Corporation needs. 

Will the Premier recognize his mistake, do the right thing 

and increase funding for the Hospital Corporation? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I think what we’re seeing here today 

is an interesting indication of why the Government of Yukon 

is now in a structural deficit. I guess the old way of doing 

things would be to get a proposal from a department or from a 

corporation and just say yes. This resulted in decades of 

overspending and has left us in this tight financial spot we are 

now in. 

We have taken steps to address that with the Financial 

Advisory Panel. We have announced today that members will 

be able to ask them questions here as witnesses in the 

Legislative Assembly on November 21. I’m very proud of the 

work that my Minister of Health and Social Services is doing 

on many fronts, including plans to make better use of beds in 

the hospitals, because it is a continuing pressure and we are 

working on it, and also more money for home care in this 

year’s budget — more money than normal. 

It will take some time to address these issues, absolutely. 

The lack of planning that has occurred means we’re going to 

have to take an awful long time to deal and repair these long-

standing issues.  

With regard to the debate yesterday, I believe the House 

leader summed it up very well. The opposition asked for a 

document. We gave it. Case closed. 

Mr. Cathers: Again, first of all, page 4 of the Public 

Accounts disproves the Premier’s narrative around the 

finances and I would urge all members to take a look at it.  

The Premier is dismissing the request made by the 

Hospital Corporation and is not taking seriously the chief of 

medical staff’s report of the last fiscal year about the pressures 

of the Hospital Corporation and is treating their request as 

being unreasonable. In fact, a one-percent funding increase, as 

admitted by the Minister of Health and Social Services, and 

underfunding the Hospital Corporation by $5.2 million, again 

as admitted to by the minister, is simply not going to cut it. 

The government is simply not taking this issue seriously 

enough, has chosen to dismiss reasonable requests and has not 

stepped up to provide the hospital with the funding it needs. 

Again, we’re giving the Premier an opportunity to realize 

he made a mistake and provide the funding the Hospital 

Corporation needs. Will he do that, or is he going to continue 

to play the blame game and duck responsibility? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Here I am standing, not ducking, and 

I’m very proud of the work the Minister of Health and Social 

Services has done on this file. With the extra money we’re 

putting toward initiatives that have been long-standing 

problems with home care, long-standing problems with mental 

health care in our communities — we understand the 

pressures and we’ve heard from the corporation here but, 

again, this is an old adage from the Yukon Party, I guess, if 

they were going to just accept the first request from all the 

departments and from all the corporations — well, 

Mr. Speaker, we are in a financial bind here and we want to 

make sure that we’re making decisions with Yukon taxpayers’ 

money that makes sense for Yukoners. It’s a tough position to 

be in and tough decisions are going to be made by this 

government.  

Again, Mr. Speaker, through a motion that was given by 

the member yesterday with regard to the particular way that 

this government has dealt with giving more information than 

has ever been offered in the past — I will ask the members 

opposite if they have in the past provided this level of 

information. I don’t recall and this team doesn’t recall. I am 

very proud of the work here.  

We were asked for a document, we provided it, we ended 

debate and we moved on to other issues of the day that are 

important to Yukoners. 

 

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. 178 

Clerk: Motion No. 178, standing in the name of the 

Hon. Mr. Silver. 

Speaker: It is moved by the Hon. Premier: 

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to 

sections 2 and 3 of the Ombudsman Act, recommends that the 

Commissioner in Executive Council reappoint Diane 

McLeod-McKay as the Ombudsman of Yukon for a term of 

five years, commencing June 10, 2018. 
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Hon. Mr. Silver: I am not going to take too much time 

on this motion here today, but I am very pleased to move the 

motion this afternoon to appoint Diane McLeod-McKay as 

Ombudsman for Yukon for a term of five years, as you said, 

beginning June 10 of next year. 

As members are all aware, the Ombudsman is an officer 

of this House. The established practice of this House is for the 

Members’ Services Board to consider the appointment of all 

House officers and make recommendations to all members. 

The motion before the House today reflects the 

recommendations of the all-party Members’ Services Board. 

Ms. McLeod-McKay was first appointed as Ombudsman 

of Yukon in June, 2013. With this appointment, Ms. McLeod-

McKay also became the territory’s Information and Privacy 

Commissioner in accordance with section 40 of the Access to 

Information and Protection of Privacy Act. 

Mr. Speaker, in 2015, Ms. McLeod-McKay took on an 

additional role — that of Public Interest Disclosure 

Commissioner — when the Public Interest Disclosure of 

Wrongdoing Act was proclaimed. A year later, in August 

2016, she also assumed further responsibilities — those of 

Information and Privacy Commissioner — under the Health 

Information Privacy and Management Act.  

Ms. McLeod-McKay brings considerable experience as 

an advocate for the protection of personal privacy to the 

various positions that she holds here in the Yukon. She has 

worked in this area for the Calgary Health Region, for the 

office of Alberta’s Information and Privacy Commissioner 

and as a privacy and security consultant for the British 

Columbia government. Ms. McLeod-McKay also has a law 

degree from the University of Victoria. Her practice focused 

on advising public/private health sectors on the 

responsibilities for compliance with privacy legislation. 

Ms. McLeod-MacKay has ably served the territory as 

Ombudsman and in the other positions that she holds. The 

Ombudsman Act recognizes that the appointment of the 

Ombudsman requires the solid support of the Members of the 

Legislative Assembly. Accordingly, the resolution presented 

today requires a recorded vote supported by at least two-thirds 

of the members present.  

I am pleased to join with my colleagues on the Members’ 

Services Board in recommending the reappointment of Diane 

McLeod-McKay, and I ask all members of this Legislative 

Assembly to support this motion.  

 

Mr. Kent: I thank the Premier for his words in 

introducing the motion. He did a very admirable job of 

explaining the qualifications of Ms. McLeod-McKay to 

continue on in this position. The Official Opposition will be 

supporting the reappointment of Ms. McLeod-McKay. There 

are a number of important initiatives underway that we 

believe will require some consistency in this position, 

including and not limited, of course, to the ATIPP act review. 

So those are some of the important things that Ms. McLeod-

McKay will be undertaking throughout the next number of 

years, and we congratulate her on her reappointment. I know 

that she has become an important member of our community 

as well, with her family. Congratulations to her, and we wish 

her well over the next five years.  

 

Ms. Hanson: On behalf on the Yukon New Democratic 

Party, we just take the opportunity to confirm, as the Premier 

indicated, that the decision by Members’ Services Board was 

a decision of all members to agree to the reappointment of 

Diane McLeod-McKay as the Ombudsman, Privacy 

Commissioner and public wrongdoings disclosure officer. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the things, I think, that became clear in 

the conversation is that the work of the Ombudsman as an 

office has grown, and the objective nature of the work that has 

been done by the incumbent has been important and helps 

guide this Legislative Assembly as well. We look forward to a 

positive endorsement by this Assembly. 

 

Speaker:  If the member now speaks, he will close 

debate.  

Does any other member wish to be heard on this debate of 

the motion? 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I won’t take any time here at all, 

other than to say thank you to my colleagues for their words 

today. I have to say that we’ve had many amazing 

ombudsmen in the Yukon Legislative Assembly in the last 

couple of decades. 

 

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?  

For the record — and the Hon. Premier did set this out — 

I’ll set it out for the record for greater detail. Before putting 

the question, the Chair must draw members’ attention to 

section 2 of the Ombudsman Act. That section requires that 

the recommendation of the Legislative Assembly to the 

Commissioner in Executive Council respecting the 

appointment of an Ombudsman be supported by at least two-

thirds of the members of the Assembly. The effect of section 2 

is that, for the motion to be carried, at least 13 members must 

vote for it. In order to ensure that the requirements of section 

2 of the Ombudsman Act are met, the Chair will now call for a 

recorded division. 

Division is called by the Chair. 

 

Bells 

Division 

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. Hassard: Agree. 
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Mr. Kent: Agree. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree. 

Mr. Cathers: 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 by the required support of 

two-thirds of the Members of the Legislative Assembly and 

that Diane McLeod-McKay has now been reappointed as 

Ombudsman of Yukon for a five-year period. 

Motion No. 178 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 

Deputy Chair (Mr. Adel): The matter now before the 

Committee is continuing general debate on Bill No. 203, 

entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

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: Committee of the Whole will now come 

to order. 

Before we get started, I would like to recognize the 

Member for Kluane. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Mr. Istchenko: I would like to introduce — no stranger 

to this House — former Speaker Dave Laxton of the 

Legislative Assembly. He is here today. He is a 22-year 

veteran of the Canadian Armed Forces and a very active 

Legion member. Veterans have been busy participating in 

schools in Remembrance Day ceremonies all day long. They 

were at Macaulay Lodge, they’ll be participating in 

ceremonies this afternoon at the Thomson Centre, and they’ll 

be at Copper Ridge tomorrow. 

We owe a debt of gratitude to our Legion members and 

those who work so hard, so I would like to introduce and 

welcome him to the Legislature today — Dave, thank you. 

Applause 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Deputy Chair: The matter before the Committee is 

continuing general debate on Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I spoke with my colleagues across the 

way about getting on and finish up general debate. I believe 

there are not going to be any more questions from the 

opposition on general debate specifically, but I do have some 

unanswered questions from the Member for Lake Laberge. I 

would like to entertain that now in my remaining 12 minutes. I 

won’t take all that time, Mr. Deputy Chair. 

There was a question about the MOU. The member 

opposite asked — and I’m quoting here, I believe: We would 

appreciate more information about the ongoing costs of the 

Salvation Army, both in Health and Social Services and 

Yukon Housing Corporation, and whether they are receiving 

money from a different pot. That was from the Member for 

Lake Laberge. 

The MOU was overseen by the Department of Health and 

Social Services. The minister can speak to the MOU and any 

further details required by the member opposite during the 

individual departmental debate for both those departments.  

The supplementary budget includes the total of $745,000, 

and $408,000 of this was the original project estimate and 

$337,000 was for additional costs that were due to that 

contamination piece that we spoke about before on the site for 

the Salvation Army. 

Another question and quote from the Member for Lake 

Laberge — and I quote: “…we noticed a press release… 

citing the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources on 

January 24, 2017...” — and then he suggests that because that 

press release does not contain the standard boilerplate 

language about pre-budget announcements, he would like 

information around which year the funding was allocated 

toward and whether they are in the mains or the 

supplementary estimate. 

The member opposite can find that information regarding 

contributions made by Energy, Mines and Resources in the 

government transfers section of the department’s budget for 

the 2017-18 main estimates, which begins on page 9-19 of 

that document. The details around the transfers made by EMR 

in the 2016-17 fiscal year may be found on pages 179 and 180 

of the Public Accounts document.  

I will point out to the member opposite that, with very 

few exceptions, the details of transfer payments made by the 

government are listed by department, so the information he is 

requesting is readily available as well. 

The member opposite also asked about Public Accounts 

— the $2.2-million unpaid construction bills — and was 

referring to a statement about a press release. The member 

opposite was speaking about whether or not that $2.2 million 

was part of another $8 million announced in the press release. 

No, this has nothing to do with debt repayment. These are 

construction costs that were incurred under the previous 
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government for the Dawson City and the Watson Lake 

hospitals. 

The Member for Lake Laberge spoke about the members 

of the Kluane community and how they’re asking about the 

procurement of two bridges on the Aishihik Road, believing 

that the projects were never listed on a registry. He was asking 

about that and he was also asking about whether the work 

procured — how it was procured — and was it a different 

method from the usual method. At this level of detailed 

specificity, I would encourage the members opposite to 

reserve that question for the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works during departmental debate time. I do not profess to be 

the pro in this area and my minister will provide those details.  

Touching on a Public Accounts question from the 

Member for Lake Laberge about the Tourism Industry 

Association and the Public Accounts seeing an increase — I 

believe the question was what was composed of the $100,000 

increase and who made that decision. The answer for the 

Member for Lake Laberge is that the Tourism and Culture 

overage came from the Connecting America co-op marketing 

program in collaboration with Destination Canada, but I 

would once again encourage the member opposite to direct 

that question to the Minister of Tourism and Culture for more 

information.  

We also had a question about the Archives project on 

page 189 of the Public Accounts. The question was — I guess 

it was being proposed by the Member for Lake Laberge that it 

was additional spending under the Liberal government. He 

was asking for extra information on that. The funds for this 

item are for the Yukon asset construction agreement — or 

YACA — related to the Whitehorse Archives vault expansion 

project. Again, I would encourage the member opposite to 

direct further questions on this particular item to the Minister 

of Tourism and Culture during their departmental debate. 

I believe those are answers to all of the questions that 

were outstanding, or at least urging the member opposite to 

direct those questions to the specific departments as we get to 

those in the Fall Sitting. 

Mr. Cathers: In the interest of moving on to individual 

departments, I won’t resume with additional questions. I do 

have a few more, but in response to the items that the Premier 

suggested we ask the ministers in individual departments, I 

would just encourage those ministers, either in their 

introductory remarks in departments or prior to that, to 

provide us with the information that I have requested on 

behalf of our caucus that the Premier was not able to provide 

today.  

With that, I will just thank officials for all their work in 

assisting the Premier in answering the questions that we have 

asked and look forward to departmental debate. 

Deputy Chair: Is there any further general debate on 

Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18? 

Seeing none, we will now proceed to clause 1. Clause 1 

includes Schedule A, containing the departmental 

supplementary estimates.  

The matter before the Committee is Vote 18, Yukon 

Housing Corporation, in Bill No. 2013, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Deputy Chair: We will take a 10-minute break. 

 

Recess 

 

Deputy Chair: The matter before the Committee is 

general debate on Vote 18, Yukon Housing Corporation, in 

Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

 

Yukon Housing Corporation  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank everyone and I 

rise today to present the 2017-18 supplementary budget for 

the Yukon Housing Corporation. Before I begin, I would like 

to introduce to members of this Assembly the officials who 

will be assisting me today: Pamela Hine, president of Yukon 

Housing Corporation, and Luzelle Nagel, manager of finance, 

Yukon Housing Corporation. I would like to provide updates 

to all members of the Yukon Legislative Assembly on a 

number of key initiatives now underway at Yukon Housing 

Corporation. 

As you know, victims of violence need special assistance 

when looking for and finding accommodations. Through 

Yukon Housing Corporation’s program, four NGOs in 

Whitehorse have each secured $10,000 in funding to assist 

with housing needs for victims of violence. The four groups 

are: Yukon Anti-Poverty Coalition, Victoria Faulkner 

Women’s Centre, Blood Ties Four Directions, and the Fetal 

Alcohol Syndrome Society of Yukon. 

These groups explained that, once clients have identified 

the need for housing, timing is of the utmost importance, so 

they look to Yukon Housing Corporation for funding that 

would address the needs of their clients, such as emergency 

accommodation in motels, security deposits required from 

landlords, and rent supplements to assist with affordability.  

Increasing the supply and availability of affordable 

housing in Yukon communities is an integral outcome of 

Yukon Housing Corporation housing programs. There are 

multiple projects underway, including the renovation of eight 

housing units and the installation of one well by Little Salmon 

Carmacks First Nation. In Watson Lake, a private developer is 

building a new duplex. In Dawson City, nine new affordable 

rental housing units are under construction by Chief Isaac 

Inc., with an anticipated completion date of March 2019. 

In Whitehorse, there are two projects currently under 

construction: the Da Daghay Development Corporation is 

constructing and will be operating a 42-unit residential 

housing development in the Whistle Bend subdivision. The 

Housing Corporation will be providing financial assistance 

through rent supplements to be offered to social housing 

eligible clients for 30 of those units.  

In downtown Whitehorse, 360° Design Build is building 

a multi-residential building on Hawkins Street and Yukon 

Housing Corporation is providing $500,000 so that 10 units 
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will have affordable rents for the next 10 years. The 

anticipated completion date of that is March 2018. 

Yukon Housing Corporation also has applicants from 

Selkirk First Nation and Kluane First Nation for the repair and 

upgrade of a total of 17 units. These applicants are currently 

under review and I believe that the Selkirk First Nation’s 

agreement is finalized and they are proceeding with their 

project. 

From April to August, over $5.1 million of Yukon 

Housing Corporation’s funding allocation for lending 

programs has been expended or committed. This includes 

three different home ownership programs, home repair and 

rental, and secondary suites. During the same period, 

approximately $2.5 million of Yukon Housing Corporation’s 

funding allocation for grants programs has been expended or 

committed. This includes programs such as First Nation 

partnering, victims of violence and municipal matching rental 

construction. 

There are two very important initiatives currently 

underway which will help guide Yukon Housing Corporation 

into the future. I spoke of the new development of a new 

strategy planned for Yukon Housing Corporation and the 

upcoming announcement of a new national housing strategy. 

Recently, Yukon Housing Corporation went out with a public 

tender seeking the assistance of a consultant to support the 

research and drafting of this new strategic plan. A consultant 

has been hired who recently interfaced with all Yukon 

Housing Corporation employees during an off-site 

engagement process.  

There are many components to the new strategic plan, 

including environmental scan, organizational assessments, an 

engagement strategy and a need-gap analysis. Further to this, 

the corporation’s goals and objectives in a new strategic plan 

are to align with the appropriate goals and objectives of 

respectful cross-government departments, such as Health and 

Social Services, Community Services, Energy, Mines and 

Resources and the Public Service Commission. I look forward 

to receiving the new strategic plan and working on new 

initiatives with the corporation and the board of directors. 

At the national level, the Yukon Housing Corporation 

continues to engage with the federal government to promote 

the interests of all Yukoners in the development of a national 

housing strategy. We support the vision that all Canadians 

have housing that meets their needs and that they can afford. 

Housing is the cornerstone of sustainability, healthy and 

inclusive communities and a strong Canadian economy where 

we can prosper and thrive. 

With the implementation of the housing action plan for 

Yukon, Yukon Housing Corporation is well situated to 

participate in a national housing strategy process and present 

the housing needs of Yukoners at the national level. We are 

advocating for support for northern, homeless, and indigenous 

opportunities. 

I will now turn to the Yukon Housing Corporation’s 

supplementary budget and provide numbers with a line-by-

line explanation of changes to the main estimates. 

Under operation and maintenance, there is a reduction of 

$256,000. This is comprised of two amounts: first, there is an 

increase of $71,000, which is a carry-over amount from 

2016-17 for the enhanced rent supplement program. This 

amount is 100-percent recoverable through the corporation’s 

investment in the affordable housing agreement with Canada 

Mortgage and Housing Corporation. The second — there’s a 

reduction of $327,000, which pertains to the rent-supplement 

agreement with the Da Daghay Development Corporation. 

This agreement will proved 30 units in the 42-unit rental 

development to Yukon Housing Corporation Corporation’s 

social housing clients. Noted here is that 12 of those units will 

be allocated to the citizens of Ta’an Kwäch’än. These funds 

have been deferred to a future period due to delays in the 

construction of the multi-residential development in the 

Whistle Bend subdivision of Whitehorse. These funds are 

fully recoverable through the corporation’s agreement with 

Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation and rent from 

tenants. The net decrease of operation and maintenance is 

$250,000, leaving a revised total for 2017 and 2018 of 

$19.259 million. 

I will now provide information on changes to Yukon 

Housing Corporation’s 2017-18 capital budget. Under the 

home repair program, specifically the forgivable home repair 

program, a total of $514,000 was carried over from 2016-17. 

A total of $300,000 has been deferred to a future period, while 

$214,000 has been allocated to this year’s budget. All of these 

funds are fully recoverable through CMHC. 

There are two changes regarding funding for the 

municipal matching rental construction program. Funding of 

$1 million in this fiscal year has been deferred, while 

$1.531 million has been carried over from the previous year 

under the northern housing trust. This carry-over includes a 

$157,000 from this year’s rental allowance program that has 

been reallocated to the municipal matching rental construction 

program due to lower than expected uptake. 

$1.129 million has been carried forward from the 

northern housing trust for recipients to complete projects 

under rental quality enhancement and accessibility. In 

addition, $221,000 has been carried forward for the 

implementation of a housing action plan. The joint venture 

represents funding that we are providing to the Salvation 

Army for their Whitehorse project. The amount of 

$1.175 million is a carry-over of unspent funds from the 2016-

17 fiscal year. The Yukon Housing Corporation will transfer 

these funds to the Department of Health and Social Services. 

This funding is fully recoverable through the Canada 

Mortgage and Housing Corporation under the affordable 

housing agreement. 

I will now focus on social housing and funding that we 

receive through the investment and affordable housing from 

CMHC. All of these funds are fully recoverable. The victim of 

violence funding reflects a carry-over of $346,000, while 

$300,000 has been deferred to another fiscal year. The overall 

budget for this fiscal year has been increased by $46,000. 

Originally it was projected that two new rental projects funded 

under the modest affordable housing program would be 



1594 HANSARD November 9, 2017 

 

completed in 2016-17 fiscal year, which explains why there is 

no amount in the main estimates.  

Both projects require additional start-up time and 

lengthened completion dates, so $1 million was carried over 

into this fiscal year, of which $450,000 has been deferred to 

future years. These affordable rental projects are being 

constructed in Dawson City by Chief Isaac Inc., which are the 

nine units I referred to, and in Whitehorse by 360° Design 

Build, and those are the 10 units.  

With respect to emergency repairs, a total of 

$2.47 million was carried over from the previous year; 

$1.167 million has been added to this year’s budget, while 

$800,000 has been deferred to future years. 

The affordable rental housing development budget has 

been reduced by $830,000 to align with the expected 

expenditures during this fiscal year. These funds have been 

deferred to future years. 

The First Nation partnership program has a carry-over of 

$894,000. The budget was then reduced by $1.5 million, 

which will be deferred to future years. The net impact of the 

budget for 2017-18 was a reduction of $606,000, and the 

budget is now $894,000. There has been a carry-over of 

$601,000 in this fiscal year to support upgrades to existing 

stock. 

Seniors construction in Carmacks requires a carry-over of 

$649,000; $1.2 million has been deferred to future years. The 

net impact of this budget item has been reduced by $149,000 

to reflect expenditures in this year. Non-seniors construction 

required a carry-over of $1.5 million. A total of $2.7 million 

has been deferred to future years. The net impact is that this 

budget item has been reduced to $300,000 to reflect 

expenditures in this fiscal year. 

The Corporation has identified $26,000 in internal 

administrative charges with respect to staff housing, 

renovations and rehabilitation of existing stocks. This budget 

has seen an increase of $133,000 due to carry-over of contract 

commitments from 2016-17.  

The total increase in capital is $2.941 million, so the 

revised capital budget total for 2017-18 is $25.284 million. 

Except for the $133,000 increase to the renovation and 

rehabilitation of staff housing, all of the funding increases are 

fully recoverable and do not affect the Government of 

Yukon’s bottom line. 

Before I conclude my address, I would like to take this 

opportunity to thank the Yukon Housing Corporation Board of 

Directors for their active engagement in providing oversight to 

the corporation, and for their commitment and engagement in 

the development of new a strategic plan. I would also like to 

extend my appreciation to all of the corporation’s staff for 

their commitment and assistance in helping Yukoners address 

their housing needs.  

Mr. Istchenko: Before I get into some questions, I just 

want to thank the officials who are here today. I also want to 

thank those who work in Yukon Housing Corporation in the 

rural communities and Whitehorse — and the board of 

directors the member just spoke about who are working on a 

plan. I will have some questions about that later. 

The first question I have today is going to be follow-up 

on some of the questions we have been asking for the last little 

while to see if we can get a little bit more of a finite answer.  

As you know, we’ve seen the wait-list for Yukon 

Housing double over the last year, so I’m wondering if the 

minister can tell us how many seniors and social housing units 

her government intends to build over the next year to alleviate 

this concern. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The direct question around how many 

units are being built this fiscal year — we have, as stated in 

the House previously, committed the resources for the four 

units in Carmacks. That has been allocated, and the tendering 

process is happening. We’re hoping that this will go out very 

soon. We will work through the capital projects with the 

Housing Corporation for the next fiscal year, and that will 

identify more units in Yukon communities. 

Mr. Istchenko: Yes, the four in Carmacks — I got that.  

I want to follow up on this. I think it’s an important 

question that Yukoners would like to have an answer to. If the 

minister can provide us a list of how many seniors and social 

housing units her government intends to build over the next 

year — broken down by community would be very helpful. If 

she cannot provide that today, could she give us a timeline as 

to when she can share these numbers with us? 

What I’m getting at is — there is a wait-list and it has 

almost doubled. It’s important. It sounds like, with this wait-

list, we need more seniors housing units and social housing 

units. If we could get an answer from the minister or, like I 

said, a timeline would be nice. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I should note that the Housing 

Corporation has worked quite closely with the municipalities, 

First Nation communities and the NGO groups over the last 

year. We have had numerous engagement sessions here in 

Whitehorse and in Yukon communities.  

With respect to specific community requirements, the 

decision on the capital plan has yet to be made for next fiscal 

year, and we are working on the priorities with the First 

Nations. At that time, a decision will be made on how the 

funds will be allocated. 

Mr. Istchenko: They’re working on a plan. The 

minister said she’s working with First Nations. She said she 

met with municipalities and stuff, but her final statement was 

working with First Nations. Does this plan include anything 

else besides First Nation, social or seniors housing? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thanks for the question. Where things 

stand right now with regard to the strategic plan for Yukon 

Housing Corporation in defining priorities, what we have also 

taken into consideration is a broader capital plan. We have 

heard, presented through various means, that there are quite a 

lot of resources coming into the Yukon — innovation funding, 

energy efficiency resources — and we have identified in our 

budget allocated amounts for housing in our communities. 

So we are working with the municipalities, we’re not just 

working with the First Nations. I should note that we are 

meeting with the municipalities. We have had broad 

community engagement here in Whitehorse. We brought in 

experts to talk to our communities and talk to the builders and 
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get their input as well on innovation in building. We are 

working with our communities to tie in the community needs. 

That will be tied into the long-term capital plan — the five-

year capital plan — for the Yukon. That will be done in 

conjunction and collaboration with Energy, Mines and 

Resources and Community Services. Yukon Housing 

Corporation will use the various methods we have. There are 

funding agreements that are coming from the federal 

government, and we will tie that into a partnership agreement 

so we can maximize opportunities and maximize the 

infrastructure we have in our communities. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the member for that answer. It 

sounds like there’s a strategic plan and that’s going to play 

into the five-year capital plan. On this topic, one more 

question I would ask then is: Can I get an answer on where we 

are with this strategic plan and a timeline? Also, with a 

timeline, it would be really good if we could get some sort of 

timeline so we can tell our constituents that there is a plan to 

address some of this basically doubling of the wait-list over 

the last year. 

If the minister can give us a bit of a timeline and when 

she figures this plan will be done? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would be happy to provide some 

context. The Member for Kluane may be aware that the 

Yukon Housing Corporation’s strategic plan expires and the 

board is currently working on a renewed plan. The direction 

was for them to provide me with that plan by the end of 

December, so that we can tie it into our capital planning for 

next fiscal year. As well, with the new resources, we’re 

getting into, with various departments, the collaborative 

approach with this government in trying to — our vision is 

really about a one-government approach. What can we do to 

maximize opportunities and work together with the 

departments, not working in silos? 

What is happening with Community Services and all the 

resources they are getting through national funding? As well, 

we just signed on to a national housing strategy. The national 

housing strategy will define specific resources. As well, 

Energy, Mines and Resources has an allocated amount of 

resources coming in on energy efficiencies and alternatives 

around innovation in building. 

We’re trying to look at not dealing with it as one 

department, but looking at it from the holistic perspective in 

working with our partners and really maximizing 

opportunities and putting as much of those resources out into 

the communities as possible. 

Mr. Istchenko: I gather then that until at least the next 

building season, which is next summer, the only work that is 

being done is in Carmacks, which the minister spoke of — but 

I guess there is a plan coming. 

If we’re going to do some plans, of course when it comes 

to plans, you have to consult. Can the minister provide some 

details around the consultation she has held with the 

municipalities, the local chambers of commerce, and our 

seniors and elders about the construction of housing in 

communities? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: What has happened and what has 

transpired over the summer months up to this point in time is 

that we have really, I think, worked quite closely with our 

communities and had some broad public meetings and 

engagement sessions. That included invitations to the 

chambers and working in the communities.  

When we work with the First Nation communities, of 

course the consideration would be looking at the obligations 

of working with all of the community, including the seniors 

and perhaps the younger people as well. So what we’re really 

doing is working with all of the groups.  

The housing action plan that was announced by the 

previous government — the implementation of that and the 

concepts around that the member would know. The housing 

action plan committee consists of the chambers of commerce, 

the Association of Yukon Communities and it also includes 

the board of the Yukon Housing Corporation, Health and 

Social Services and Energy, Mines and Resources. We have 

met with the Association of Yukon Communities, City of 

Whitehorse, Council of Yukon First Nations, Kwanlin Dün 

First Nation, Challenge Disability Resource Group, CIBC, 

Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation, Anti-Poverty 

Coalition, Yukon Chamber of Commerce, Whitehorse 

Chamber of Commerce, the Yukon Residential Landlord 

Association and the Yukon Real Estate Association. So the 

member can well appreciate we are doing our due diligence 

and trying as much as we can to incorporate the input from all 

of the groups of people and organizations in our community 

that would be impacted by a decision or would get value from 

the work that is happening and from the resources that we 

have available. 

Mr. Istchenko: What I’m getting is that she met with a 

lot of people and it happened in the summer. There have been 

a lot of questions in the House this Sitting about consultation 

and the consultation processes. Some ministers have extended 

consultation processes and some have been, I guess, a little 

stubborn on doing that, but the minister listed the people she 

had met with, but I want to speak a little bit about rural Yukon 

a little bit more. 

I did send the minister a letter in January about a 

campaign commitment of mine and the previous government 

about working with seniors and a seniors facility in Haines 

Junction. I don’t think it matters whether you’re an MLA for 

Kluane, for Watson Lake, for Takhini-Kopper King, for 

Mountainview, or for Porter Creek North or South — you 

have constituents and seniors. If you have ever talked to a 

senior, talking to an organization that says, “We speak for 

seniors” just doesn’t cut it. You have to meet with the seniors. 

In the letter that I wrote to the minister on January 17, I 

said that a meeting with the Village of Haines Junction, the 

First Nation, the St. Elias Seniors Society and other interested 

parties can provide the necessary information to move forward 

with the design and completion of this project. In the 

Premier’s Budget Address in the spring, he said that those 

seniors will want to live full and engaged lives. I’m not going 

to speak for the Premier, but I think that engaged means you 

engage and he was talking about seniors.  
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So my seniors group and my First Nation elders group out 

there have two wonderful ladies who work with them every 

day. They get together and I’m looking forward to the chief 

and me going to their Christmas luncheon. I go down and I am 

becoming quite proficient at lawn bowling and indoor 

activities. I’m carded though, so I can’t play on the national 

level, but I’m allowed to play in the community.  

When the minister wrote back to me, it said that the 

Yukon Housing Corporation hosted a housing forum for 

Yukon First Nations and municipal governments to discuss 

housing needs and opportunities in our rural communities. 

Representatives from both the Village of Haines Junction and 

Champagne and Aishihik First Nations attended this forum 

and provided feedback on behalf of their organizations. I also 

attended the Champagne and Aishihik First Nations General 

Assembly in July and I follow the GAs. They’re their own 

government, so I don’t stay for them, but I follow the 

resolutions that come out of them and if anything applies to 

something I can help with, I work with them.  

Then it says: My office is working to arrange meetings 

with Champagne and Aishihik First Nations in September, if 

possible. I hope to also meet with the Village of Haines 

Junction. There will certainly be an opportunity to discuss 

seniors housing needs at that time. 

Nowhere in the letter does it say the St. Elias seniors 

group. The St. Elias seniors group was started many years 

ago. It spent a lot of time lobbying the then-premier of the 

day, Mr. Fentie, for what we needed. It’s a nine-unit and it’s 

occupied. It never goes for more than a day or two without 

having someone in there. It’s a very busy place. Phase 2 of it 

would be muchly appreciated. 

I’m sure if the minister had the opportunity to sit down 

and meet with them, she would probably get a lot of 

Champagne and Aishihik First Nations elders to come, 

because they get together now and they meet. Social inclusion 

— it’s incredible to see the working arrangement that the two 

have. 

My question would just be: When did the consultations 

take place? If I can get a legislative return on whom the 

minister met with or the Yukon Housing Corporation met 

with. As I said in my letter, former ministers and premiers met 

on many occasions with seniors in every community in the 

Yukon. I think you have to meet face-to-face as a minister. 

You hold the budget strings, and that’s who they want to see. 

The good work of the Housing Corporation and the employees 

there — it’s important that the minister meet them. 

If you can’t provide an answer for me today, I would like 

to see it in the form of a legislative return. Can the minister 

commit to actually meeting with the St. Elias seniors and the 

elders within the community of Haines Junction, sometime 

before this strategic plan and the capital plan for the Yukon 

government are put forward — the five-year capital plan? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Yukon Housing Corporation is 

committed to working with Yukoners to create solutions, to 

promoting aging in place. As the member requested, I will 

commit to getting the information on whom we consulted with 

and how many times we consulted. We have held many 

engagement sessions. I’ll be happy to provide that. 

The member opposite read the letter that I provided, 

which was specific to the request from Haines Junction and 

the commitment. To give a bit of context, the expansion of the 

seniors social housing unit in Haines Junction — during the 

2016 session, there was a statement made that there would be 

an allocated amount to support planning for this expansion 

under the leadership of the previous government, and there 

was no budget allocated to that.  

With respect to the broader strategic plan, we will look at 

the whole of Yukon. We will look at establishing future 

housing priorities and undertaking information collected in 

analysis, and engaging and determining the demand within 

each of the communities. 

We absolutely respect the elders out there. They are 

essential in terms of the direction we go in as a government. 

They have a lot of experience and a lot to offer us in terms of 

guidance, and most certainly we will commit to meeting with 

the seniors groups in our communities. I do have a meeting 

coming up shortly with the Champagne and Aishihik First 

Nations. As time permits, we will ensure that, as we go out to 

the communities, we’ll extend broadly the invitation.  

As a note, when working with Health and Social Services, 

as we look at establishing our future housing priorities — 

social housing, seniors housing in our communities — we 

have communities that don’t have seniors housing, nor do they 

have social housing. Those communities are Pelly Crossing, 

Old Crow and Ross River. Health and Social Services 

identified these communities as key pressure areas. We do 

need to look at where the demand lies.  

I just want to give a bit of background now. One of the 

questions posed to me in this House was: How many seniors 

vacancies do we have throughout the Yukon? Those are things 

that we take into consideration when we set priorities — the 

demand from the communities and the need in the 

communities. At this point in time, the social housing units 

and the wait-lists — there are units in Haines Junction, and 

currently we do not have any seniors on the wait-list for 

Haines Junction, yet we are seeing extensive pressures in 

Whitehorse. We have 194 seniors on the wait-list, whereas in 

Dawson City, we have 10. In Watson Lake, there are a 

number on the wait-list as well. We are trying to look at 

exploring new approaches to seniors social housing, including 

potential collaboration with the private sector. That is part of 

our engagement — ensuring that we extend the invitation out 

broadly to our communities so that we have broad input and 

consideration. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for, I guess, some 

of that answer. I am encouraged to see that she will be 

heading to the community to meet with the St. Elias seniors. I 

am just hoping that they have time to organize and that the 

right people are contacted.  

I have a question for the minister. We talked earlier about 

the waiting list. She just brought it up again. What are the 

criteria for being eligible to get into a Housing Corporation 

unit? 
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Hon. Ms. Frost: As we look at the Housing 

Corporation seeking to find solutions with our seniors, we 

oftentimes speak about social housing and housing geared 

toward income.  

We know that our older adults are oftentimes in a specific 

category in terms of income — on senior supplements and so 

on — so really attempting to improve client services as much 

as we can and ensuring that we provide the opportunities for 

the seniors to age well in their communities — so certainly 

going to look at the possibilities of expanding our care to the 

communities, our program areas in the communities. That’s a 

key priority of this government. 

As much as I keep saying that in the Legislature, we are 

working toward that. You’ll see that part of the commitment 

from the government in working with Health and Social 

Services. The partnership and the collaboration between 

Yukon Housing Corporation is really to provide that 

opportunity, the opportunity to partner.  

The criteria that the member opposite requested in terms 

of how decisions are made — Yukon Housing Corporation’s 

social housing program provides subsidized housing to low-

income Yukon households who are eligible to live 

independently but may not otherwise be able to afford market 

rent. Eligibility is based on Yukon residency and income. 

Applicants on the wait-list are prioritized according to the 

severity of their need.  

Seniors housing is specifically for social-housing-eligible 

clients who are seniors. As such, this is part of the same 

program as Yukon Housing Corporation’s social housing. The 

eligibility for social housing, household income, must be 

under the following household income limit: for a single 

person, or bachelor, it is $39,000; for one bedroom, it’s 

$49,000; for two bedrooms, it is $53,500; and for three or 

more rooms, it’s $74,000.  

All Yukon Housing social clients pay rents that are 

geared to income, and that is currently being reviewed as well. 

We’re trying not to put up barriers but to take down the 

barriers that are there and ensure that, as much as we can, we 

look at eliminating some of the pressures that we’re seeing but 

still try to look at the pressures on the wait-lists. The social 

housing wait-list changes monthly, and typically we have it 

fluctuate, as I indicated. In the list I provided, we have in 

excess of 100 applicants sometimes in Whitehorse, and 

smaller numbers in the communities. That doesn’t necessarily 

mean that there are fewer requirements in the communities; it 

just means that there are alternative pressures in the 

communities. We’re seeing overcrowding in our communities. 

We’re seeing multiple families living in one unit. We’re trying 

to address that broadly and look at the allocation. 

I’m sure that we can provide a little more context, if 

that’s necessary, around how decisions are made for the 

eligibility criteria because that’s public information. I would 

be happy to provide that.  

Mr. Istchenko: Thank you for the answer. So when it 

comes to the eligibility criteria, have the criteria changed since 

this government has been in place, or are they the same 

criteria that have been ongoing for years and years? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: As the member opposite would know, 

the criteria that were set are exactly as it existed previously.  

What we’re trying to do is look at addressing some of the 

pressures and, if necessary, through this approach with the 

Housing Corporation board of directors, look at some options 

and look at ensuring that we don’t put up barriers, but provide 

opportunities. If that means that we work through a seniors 

social housing model with our communities and our partners, 

we will do that, and the eligibility criteria would be defined 

differently in the communities with the partners. Wherever we 

can, we’re reaching out, but the units that we have currently in 

the control of the Housing Corporation and that are managed 

by the Housing Corporation — it is defined by pre-existing 

criteria. 

Mr. Istchenko: The minister mentioned in one of her 

previous statements a review of the rent geared to income. I 

guess the question I would have is: Are these criteria not just 

for seniors housing and social housing — but Yukon Housing 

Corporation also has staff housing — is the minister looking 

at reviewing all of the criteria? She talks about a review, so I 

am not exactly sure. If she can give a little bit more detail 

about what she is going to review and what is open for review 

and what is not open for review? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I want to look at the challenge 

between staff housing, social housing and seniors housing. 

The delivery of housing in each Yukon community is unique 

and it is really based on the population, demographics and the 

proximities to economies of scale. So really, when we look at 

rent geared to income, there are huge discrepancies. That has 

never been assessed or reviewed. We have heard this; I have 

heard loud and clear that you have rent geared to income for a 

social income client or a low-income client, and then, on the 

other side of the duplex, you have a Yukon government 

employee who is paying for subsidized housing and can live 

in that unit forever, as long as they are employed in that 

community. The inequities are identified as a concern. Are we 

looking at that? We’re looking at all of the possibilities and 

are certainly working with the Public Service Commission on 

those policies and working with my colleague from 

Community Services and the Public Service Commission. 

When we talk about criteria, the funding that we receive 

from the federal government pre-defines what we do and how 

we deliver programs in our communities. The attempt is really 

to look outside of that — outside of the criteria that is pre-

determined by the federal government and the arrangement 

with, say the Da Daghay Development Corporation or Chief 

Isaac Inc. — and to look at working with the private sector so 

that we can reduce the pressures and get out of the 

bureaucracy and the criteria that have been pre-determined for 

us and allow that flexibility.  

It would perhaps reduce the pressures we’re seeing, in 

terms of modernizing and being flexible in our approaches to 

housing in rural Yukon. We all know that when you get out to 

rural Yukon, you don’t see the resources there, whereas in 

Whitehorse, we have more opportunities to seek partnerships. 

We have municipalities and then we have unincorporated 

communities — so unique circumstances in each one of our 
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communities, and that’s part of the challenge in working with 

unincorporated communities. We can’t maximize municipal 

matching grants to build social housing or seniors housing, so 

what alternatives do we have? Very few — so as we go 

through our capital plan, our five-year plan and our strategic 

plan, there has to be the flexibility to allow for some diversity. 

Mr. Istchenko: If I could get just an answer — a little 

bit shorter answer — is the minister planning on reviewing the 

criteria for social housing, seniors housing and staff housing? 

Will you be reviewing all three or just the staff housing? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: All three. 

Mr. Istchenko: I would hope to get a bit of a timeline 

on this also. If you can’t provide that today — but in a 

legislative return with the timeline and whom you will be 

consulting with — which communities, and probably with the 

union and a few other people — so if I could get a list of that. 

I want to move on. The Yukon Housing Corporation’s 

down payment assistance program has been a welcome 

assistance plan to help many Yukon families take the first step 

into home ownership. However, it’s only offered as an option 

to families who have a household income of less than 

$90,000. A number of families have voiced concerns over 

this, saying that they have a dual income of over $90,000 but, 

for reasons out of their control — such as child support 

payments, other obligations — they are unable to come up 

with the down payment for a home. 

Is the minister willing to look into the option of offering 

loans, either based on higher household incomes or on a case-

by-case basis? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m just going to give a little bit of 

information around the current income limits. Effective as of 

September 2017 for the lending and grants program, the down 

payment assistance program is a little more than the Member 

for Kluane highlighted. It’s actually $100,130, which is a 

sliding scale — so the more you make, the less you get. It 

allows more flexibility, and it will be reviewed on an annual 

basis. 

Mr. Istchenko: Just to follow up, I asked the minister if 

she was willing to look into the option of offering loans on a 

case-by-case basis that might be out of that limit. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thanks for the question. The criteria 

are set so that it remains consistent across the board and is 

reviewed on an annual basis by the board. If there is a 

requirement to adjust, then the board will make 

recommendations. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that answer. 

The owner-build program through the Yukon Housing 

Corporation has also had a number of inquiries from people 

who believe that they are unfairly excluded from the program. 

In the case where the people are not first-time homebuyers, 

are able to get bank financing and would like to build and 

have other requirements of the program, but feel that the 

program is a better fit for them financially than bank 

financing, would the minister consider making their 

acceptance to the program on a case-by-case basis? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The owner-build and first mortgage 

programs do not have income limits. The whole intent and 

purpose of the home ownership program and the owner-build 

program is to assist those clients who cannot get bank 

financing or are not eligible for financing. You really do not 

want to be in the business of competing with existing 

institutions.  

If a first-time client comes forward and is not able to 

afford financing, then we would certainly consider that. If a 

client is a returning client and wants to access funding, then 

certainly you would need to take into consideration the 

application. That would be done on a case-by-case basis. We 

want to be able to provide financing for clients who are not 

able or ineligible to finance through other options. 

Mr. Istchenko: In the Premier’s mandate letter, he 

requested that as Minister responsible for Yukon Housing 

Corporation, the minister increase affordable housing options 

across the territory, including making effective use of federal 

funding. The minister spoke about some of the opportunities 

to support this housing. In the 2017 federal budget, 

$24 million was allocated to Yukon for housing outside — I 

would note “outside” — of the $225 million committed 

nation-wide for housing in indigenous peoples off reserve. 

Can the minister explain the government’s current plan to 

ensure that this funding is utilized effectively across the 

territory? How much money does this work out to per year? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am just going to reiterate what I have 

said previously in the House, which is that the total amount of 

money coming to the Yukon over the next 10 years is 

$24 million. We’re receiving $2.4 million and that’s not going 

to come forward until next year. The planning around that and 

the allocation around that is being considered and discussed 

through this long-term capital plan. 

The question around the indigenous component — we 

don’t have any resources, nor has the federal government 

committed to indigenous housing initiatives. We are currently 

taking that into consideration as we look at the budgets that 

we currently have control over. At some point in the future, 

my understanding is that the federal government will enter 

into those bilateral discussions and we haven’t heard what that 

is yet.  

The final procedures required — we have negotiated 

broadly across Canada a national strategy, but we’re looking 

at finalizing the bilateral agreement for Yukon. I noted also, 

which is really of significance here, that what we have not 

seen historically is that funding arrangements that we’ve 

negotiated with the federal government — the success I’m 

really pleased about is that we’ve raised, in federal language, 

that we’ve not seen before the unique circumstances of the 

north and remoteness factors. We have seen it in self-

government agreement language in terms of allocated amount, 

but we’ve never, ever seen it in territorial or regional funding 

envelopes. That was done in collaboration with the ministers 

of housing for Nunavut and Northwest Territories and me to 

get that federal language changed. I think that will get us a 

little closer to where we need to go with flexibility within the 

budget.  

I stated previously that the funding we receive right now 

is really defined in a specific category and set by motions of 
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the federal government. It defines criteria. This new language 

— we’re hoping — in the bilateral discussion will give us 

more flexibility in terms of adaptation measures, looking at 

innovation in building and looking at remoteness factors. 

Allocated amounts can be increased over time to reflect that.  

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for the answer. As 

a minister in a previous government, I would quite often be 

frustrated also with making sure that the north was recognized 

as different from the rest of Canada. I can say probably the 

most frustrating was meeting and having the discussion of a 

carbon tax.  

Anyway, I have another question for the minister. In 

some communities, Yukon Housing Corporation clients and 

staff are over-housed. What I mean by that is that one person 

is in a three-bedroom house. Some of these houses have been 

renovated into duplexes.  

Could the minister tell me how many houses have been 

done? Are there plans to do more, and in which community? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: A question around housing clients and 

staff housing — we’ve noted that and that has been brought to 

my attention that, sometimes in our communities, we have one 

person who resides in a four-bedroom house or a three-

bedroom house when we’re having housing pressures. We 

have taken into consideration the staff housing, social housing 

and the whole of the Yukon Housing Corporation stock. As 

we look at the stock we currently own and manage and as we 

go through the retrofits, we will make accommodations in the 

future — also looking at working with my colleague from the 

Public Service Commission around staff housing in 

comparison to social housing. 

The policies will be adjusted accordingly. We are also 

looking at ensuring we put the resources into the retrofits in 

the right area, so we’re not maximizing. Some of the things, as 

a note — in some of our communities, we have vacant houses 

that are defined as staff housing, and then we have social 

housing pressures or housing pressures for seniors. We have 

policies and procedures that have been set in place. We want 

to be able to look at those things and look at perhaps making 

the necessary adjustments so we can best align with the needs 

of the unique circumstances of that particular community. 

Mr. Istchenko: I do agree wholeheartedly that it’s case 

by case, but what I was looking for was how many have been 

done to this date. Maybe she can’t answer about the plans to 

do more because maybe they don’t have that quite yet, but 

how many units have been done? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t have that number right in front 

of me, but I would be happy to provide that to the Member for 

Kluane. 

Mr. Istchenko: That would be great if she could 

provide that, and also if she could provide a bit of a plan on 

some of the other units and which communities they will be 

done in. 

I believe it was in Question Period and maybe in a couple 

of motions we put forward in the House that I asked the 

minister about the plans for the Vimy Heritage Housing 

Society project, now that the location on Fifth and Rogers has 

been deemed no longer suitable for the project. I know the 

minister has been working with the Minister of Energy, Mines 

and Resources on a location, but I didn’t really get an answer 

from the minister, so I would just like to ask again. 

The question would be: When was the last time this 

government met with the society representatives, what was 

discussed and when will the project be scheduled to proceed? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Thanks for the opportunity to speak to 

this question concerning the Vimy project. We — being the 

Minister responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation and I — 

have been working in a collaborative manner to come up with 

a series of options or solutions for the Vimy society. There 

was dialogue in the Assembly in the first Sitting, discussing 

exactly what they needed. Some of the information that 

flowed wasn’t exactly accurate, such as whether it was just 

that the solution was a land solution or whether it was a loan 

solution or whether the organization was looking for an actual 

grant. 

The Minister responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation 

has given me the ability to work on the land piece, which we 

have been doing. The Department of Energy, Mines and 

Resources, with support from Yukon Housing Corporation 

and Health and Social Services have had at least one meeting 

with Vimy — I don’t have the exact date of that meeting — 

but, funnily enough, I have a meeting tomorrow at 3:30 p.m. 

with Mr. Sarin, who was here earlier this week. We are going 

to have a discussion about multiple choices of land. 

Truly the Vimy piece is a bigger discussion I believe 

from what Vimy has indicated to me than just land. It is a land 

piece. It is a conversation as well about potential financial 

support — what that financial support looks like — and then 

taking into consideration that there has been support for some 

work on it, but I believe that the business plan that is in 

support of the project is about four to five years old at this 

point, so maybe there is some renewal of that information. 

Further to that, taking into consideration the fact that the 

organization — tomorrow I will get a better understanding 

and indication of what they are looking at from capacity, but 

the Minister responsible for Health and Social Services and 

her staff are already undertaking the large job of identifying 

significant capacity that is going to be needed for some of the 

projects that are currently underway, such as Whistle Bend. 

There is a lot of work happening right now. There is 

probably going to be a competition out there to try to find 

capacity to work in this sector, so those are all the things we 

are taking into account, but, for the Member for Kluane — 

this is a priority. I really respect what the group is trying to get 

done and trying to figure out we can work with them and we’ll 

look forward to further discussion during Question Period in 

the House on this particular topic. 

Deputy Chair: Order. Would the members like to take 

a break? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Deputy Chair: We will take a 10-minute break. 

 

Recess 
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Deputy Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole 

will now come to order.  

We are continuing with general debate, Yukon Housing 

Corporation. 

Mr. Istchenko: I want to go back to the Vimy heritage 

project. It sounds like there is going to be a lot of conversation 

happening, which is incredible. This is a great project. Can the 

minister — whether it’s the Minister responsible for the 

Yukon Housing Corporation or the Minister of Energy, Mines 

and Resources — for this House and for those listening, give 

us a bit of a timeline, through meetings and getting together, 

when they figure this project could proceed and when they 

could get started breaking ground? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would say that, at this point, I’m not 

going to come out with a timeline, because I think what we’ve 

outlined is that there are a lot of questions that have to be 

answered. To be prudent, I would say that the first steps are to 

figure out if the model and working with the group to actually 

understand what the needs are. That’s the first key point. I’m 

still endeavouring to understand exactly what the needs are. 

Are the needs simply a land piece? Members from the 

opposition — both Third Party and the Official Opposition — 

have stated on a couple of occasions that it’s just a loan. I 

don’t think it’s just a loan. There’s a land piece and then, if 

there’s land involved in this equation, is that land raw land or 

likely developed land — and if it is developed land, is it 

suitable? 

The Minister of Health and Social Services had 

previously spoken about housing at Fifth and Rogers. 

Although that was part of an early conversation, it’s not 

necessarily what the organization was looking for. 

I would say that, at this particular point, I would 

definitely not stand up today, though no offence to the 

member. I know we want to get this good project to a place 

that works for everyone but, at the same time, what’s the 

financial impact? The minister of housing has said over and 

over again that we have to make these decisions taking into 

consideration the total financial picture of the government, 

Yukon Housing Corporation and Health and Social Services, 

and a commitment to the Assembly to look at all the options 

and respect the amount of work that has gone into this to date. 

First, what is the land piece? What other funds are 

available through programs? Is it a loan piece? Is the plan that 

is in place now a concrete plan? It’s not to critically view 

these plans, but to assist these individuals.  

What a great story in that you have a group of people 

saying, “Hey, we want to come up with a solution to help this 

group of people, but also to help you and government and to 

come up with our own solutions.” I apologize to the Member 

for Kluane that I cannot say that groundbreaking is on this 

date. We are really not there yet. I think over the last couple of 

years there were some light conversations on this. I think we 

really have to dig in and understand exactly what is going to 

be needed, exactly which programs can help, and understand 

exactly the magnitude because there have been some changes 

as well — is it 35 units or 40 units? But also respecting the 

group and Mr. Sarin and continuing to have that dialogue, I 

am excited to sit down with him at 3:30 tomorrow in my 

office, which has been booked, to continue this dialogue. 

Mr. Istchenko: I can appreciate the minister’s answer. 

Thank you. 

In the 2017-18 capital estimates for social housing, it is 

$7.663 million. I had asked the minister previously what this 

money is earmarked for and if she is on track to spend it all in 

this fiscal year. The minister was not able to answer the 

question, but did commit in her response to provide 

information on a later date. Can she provide today what the 

capital estimates are earmarked for? Will it be spent or not? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would be happy to provide that 

information. I thank the member opposite for the question.  

In our 2017-18 estimates, we have $800,000 allocated for 

retrofits with our existing stock. That covers things like: 

reshingling of roofs; releveling; interior retrofits and 

renovations; furnace conversions; decommissioning some 

boilers; interior retrofits and some mechanical upgrades. 

There is a whole suite of work that has been conducted on the 

rehabilitation of existing stock. There is $6.863 million that 

was invested in affordable housing that, combined together, 

makes up the $7.663 million.  

The investment is federal funding, which I noted in my 

presentation, so a lot of these projects are 100-percent 

recoverable funding through CMHC.  

Energy upgrades to Yukon Housing Corporation’s social 

housing stock, there were six units; Habitat for Humanity, 

four units; and home repair emergency repair grants were up 

to 28 units. I can give the numbers. Habitat for Humanity 

received $500,000. There were energy upgrades on social 

housing for $500,000. Home repair emergency grants for the 

28 units was $846,000. First Nation partnership housing 

program for up to 30 units was $1.5 million. The affordable 

housing program, up to 22 units, was $1.1 million. Victims of 

violence shelter allowance was $100,000; victims of violence 

shelter infrastructure upgrades, $157,000; seniors housing 

project in Carmacks, $660,000; and in the Whitehorse project, 

there are 15 units for $1.5 million. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for her answer. 

Now I want to turn to Ross River a little bit. Some of the 

concerns in Ross River — with the MLA for the riding, we 

put together some questions here. I know that, during the 

election, a spokesperson from the Liberal Party said that there 

was a crisis and they would dedicate money toward housing in 

Ross River. The minister stated that the government has been 

very successful in their collaboration with the Ross River 

Dena Council to address housing needs in Ross River. We all 

know about the six-unit staff housing complex that was 

constructed.  

Besides that six-unit staff housing, can the minister 

confirm how much money was spent to address the housing 

situation in Ross River — I think we’ve asked this before — 

and whether the government will be increasing those funds in 

the next fiscal year to ensure housing needs are met? I’m 

looking for some numbers for this year — besides the six-unit 

staff housing — and monies for the next fiscal year. 
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Hon. Ms. Frost: With respect to the Ross River Dena 

Council and the current situation there, I’m really happy to 

say that we met just yesterday with Chief Caesar and members 

of his council and his support staff. It was a very successful 

meeting. The Yukon government is committed to working 

with the Ross River Dena Council. We have been from day 

one. Chief Caesar is really pleased with the support that he has 

received.  

The Housing Corporation — I’m not going to give 

specific numbers because I don’t have them right now, but 

we’ve spent hundreds of hours working with the Ross River 

Dena Council and providing capacity development, having 

staff on the ground through Health and Social Services and the 

Housing Corporation, and we will continue to be there. 

At every session and every meeting that the Ross River 

Dena Council has with its contractor, with the builders or 

Aboriginal Affairs Canada, we have staff there supporting 

them. We will continue to do that. 

What we’ve also committed to — and which I’m not able 

to give the numbers on — early on is to provide them staff 

housing during this pressure time where we’re doing the 

retrofits on the houses. There was funding allocated from the 

federal government of $2 million for a project to build 

additional units in the community plus, I believe, there was 

$250,000 to do retrofits on 10 units.  

The Ross River Dena Council was not able to, I guess, 

expedite the process, given their staff shortages and given 

capacity, so the Yukon Housing staff stepped up to the plate 

and started working with the Ross River Dena Council.  

In that process we went and shared all of our resources 

with them, helped them to build up their inventory, build their 

database system, and share with them the procedures and 

guidance that was provided. It was really on the ground to 

capacity and providing units. We still have our units allocated 

to the Ross River Dena Council, so we have units in Faro and 

in Ross River. So that’s what we’ve committed to.  

I’ve had a lot of pressures around the five units that we’ve 

allocated to the Ross River Dena Council, suggesting that we 

didn’t commit to the existing five housing units that would 

become surplus assets. We have committed — I raised that 

with Chief Caesar yesterday, as well, that we would follow 

through as we committed to last year. That has always been 

the commitment and we will ensure that that happens.  

The concerns, or perhaps some of the feedback, that 

we’re getting is that we need to modernize or upgrade those 

units to align to the needs of Ross River Dena Council. So we 

are working with our partners — Aboriginal Affairs and 

Northern Development Canada — to ensure that the five 

housing units that we currently have, once they become 

surplus to the government will flow over to the Ross River 

Dena Council in the best state possible, and get the upgrades 

they require. That has to be done in collaboration with 

Indigenous and Northern Affairs Canada and with our partners 

— Ross River Dena Council. So we are working with the 

Ross River Dena Council and I’m really happy to say that 

Chief Caesar, at this point in time, is quite pleased with the 

relationship. We will continue to work with them and build 

capacity. We’ve gone so far as to offer a secondment to the 

Ross River Dena Council to help, for a short period of time, to 

work with the Ross River Dena Council and give them the 

supports they need to be successful because, historically, they 

have not received the support. 

I would venture to say that Liard First Nation is also one 

of the First Nations in Yukon that perhaps didn’t get the 

support they require, so I’m really pleased to note that the 

Ross River Dena Chief and Council has agreed to work with 

the Liard First Nation and share their best practices and share 

their successful models. We’re looking forward to that 

continued collaboration with the Ross River Dena Council and 

the Liard First Nation on addressing some of the housing 

pressures and shortages, and perhaps better aligning the needs 

of the people in those two communities. 

Mr. Istchenko: Mr. Deputy Chair, I am pleased, as 

always, that the government had a meeting and they’re 

collaborating with Ross River Dena Council. The staff do 

need to be commended for the work that they’re doing in the 

community. I know in previous governments that’s what the 

staff is there for. They go to those communities, they work 

with the communities when there are issues. 

Now the Liberal Party themselves said it was a crisis 

situation, and the minister — I believe there was a news 

release today talking about how she’s been in government for 

a year now. She just spoke about the $2-million funding from 

the feds and the $250,000 in retrofits. So can the minister just 

confirm for me that none of this money has been spent to this 

date? When will some of this money be spent? I’m not talking 

about the six-unit staff housing complex. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am going to talk about the 

complexity of an unincorporated, completely 100-percent 

indigenous community that is reliant on federal resources. The 

complexity of that relationship — I’m sure the member 

opposite is aware, as is the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin, having 

travelled to Ross River many times himself. I’m certain that 

he would want to represent his community and his 

constituents in bringing the message forward and that is what I 

have been doing — to work with the partners and provide the 

support that the community needs to be successful.  

What we have seen is that putting more money into the 

community is not going to fix the problem. We have seen that 

what we address as a challenge — in terms of what they have 

asked from us — is guidance to assist in finding solutions to 

completing the current duplex projects that were started last 

year. The duplex — there was $2 million allocated from the 

federal government, and that wasn’t completed. Why? 

Because they ran into some challenges with a contractor out of 

Vancouver. That project had to cease and desist. The Yukon 

Housing Corporation provided some intervention with the 

Ross River Dena Council in collaboration to look at what we 

can do to bring that project back on line. 

That was done through various meetings with the 

community and various meetings with the contractor, and at 

that point we ran into a bit of a challenge — so looking at 

where we go from here. The follow-through on that project is 

starting then from the foundation back up. 
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Our commitment at this point in time — putting more 

money into Ross River — putting more money into the 

community is not going to address the problem. We need to 

fix what is there right now and what was committed to 

previously. 

In last year’s budget, there were resources allocated 

through Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, and it 

disheartens me and it makes me sad that the contractors that 

come into these communities take advantage of the 

communities and they don’t work in good faith and we see 

failures. The failures result in communities suffering as a 

result of that misappropriation. What we’re doing right now is 

working with the Ross River Dena Council in securing a local 

contractor to look at the three duplexes and trying to ensure 

that we get those built as quickly as we can, in collaboration 

with our partners. Yukon Housing Corporation is at the table 

with the Ross River Dena Council, with Indigenous and 

Northern Affairs Canada, the project manager and the new 

contractor, and we will continue to do that and — perhaps at 

some point in the future, once we have addressed the current 

pressures on the resources we have available and that are there 

in the community — then we will look at the needs of the 

communities going forward. That is being done with Chief 

Caesar and his council. 

Mr. Istchenko: I guess my final comment is for the 

minister today. I will have a couple of questions at the end and 

she can answer them, if possible. 

I have been asking the minister questions for the past 

little while and here again today. We have heard the minister 

talk a lot about working with partners. We have heard her talk 

about meeting with communities. We talked about 

collaboration, and that’s great and it all sounds good, but the 

minister is being very vague on some of the details. I think the 

minister would probably agree that providing some specific 

details to us on this topic is something that Yukoners would 

expect — those people on the waiting lists, those people in 

Ross River. I said earlier that I saw in a news release today 

about how she has been in government for a year now. 

Depending on how you look at that, it’s 20 percent of your 

mandate, or even a quarter of the way through. 

All that we really got today was that there are a bunch of 

initiatives. There’s a strategic plan, but I have heard previous 

ministers in this House — when the previous ministers were 

being grilled by the opposition, the Official Opposition of the 

day, the ministers would stand up and say: You know, we’re 

working on a plan but that doesn’t mean you stop everything. 

Just to be clear, it doesn’t mean that you stop everything.  

What it looks like to me and to the Official Opposition is 

that nothing is going to happen until they have a plan. We 

have been asking for numbers; we have been asking for 

timelines. We get lots of initiatives and now we have a 

strategic plan, but dollars that aren’t being spent in budgets — 

it has been a year at the job. So a little bit of clarity from the 

minister before I sit down finally today — is the minister’s 

government doing any housing initiatives while we wait for 

this strategic plan? Will we see anything at all? We haven’t 

seen anything.  

The previous government would say that, and the 

minister, in some of her early answers in Question Period, 

highlighted a lot of the initiatives from the previous 

government. My final question is: Is the government doing 

any housing initiatives while we wait for this strategic plan? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: It has actually been 11 months since I 

have taken on this role as housing minister. Lots has happened 

in the 11 months, and it took the Yukon Party 14 years to get 

here and I’m sure it’s not going to take us 14 years to resolve 

the challenges before us. There is lots of success, I must add, 

around what we have done and what we have accomplished. 

I’m going to recite some of that, because clearly that 

wasn’t clear to the member. Yukon Housing Corporation is 

developing its next five-year strategic plan, which will expire 

very shortly, and that foresight wasn’t put in place. We are 

now ensuring that we align with Yukon communities and that 

we’re considering pressures from rural Yukon. The pressures 

we’re seeing from rural Yukon — it’s really important that we 

best align the needs. 

The member opposite really highlighted the seniors 

housing and he allocated $50,000 — well, that wasn’t in the 

budget for the seniors complex in Haines Junction. We didn’t 

see any other resources put out into the Yukon, broadly 

speaking, and we are looking at ensuring that this plan takes 

into consideration and account the needs of the most 

vulnerable people of our society. It supports rural Yukoners 

aging well in place — not aging infrastructure in Watson Lake 

or elsewhere — but aging as an individual in your own home 

community — looking at the seniors complex in Haines 

Junction, for example. How can we keep the elders and the 

older aging adults in the community? All of us here are 

getting to that place — 55 and older. How are we going to 

stay in our own communities? Consider First Nation housing 

needs — ensuring equity and encouraging economic growth.  

Homelessness, Housing First — I spoke often in the 

House about partnerships. That has to happen; it wouldn’t 

happen solely on the shoulders of Government of Yukon. 

Changing mind sets, changing perspectives and changing our 

partnership models — the Housing First care model is really 

radically changing how we deal with homelessness and the 

most vulnerable. This government has made homelessness a 

new priority. We have been engaging our partners in 

developing a Safe at Home plan to end homelessness in 

Whitehorse and, as noted here, the distinction between 

Housing First homelessness, homeless action plan, housing 

action strategies and anti-poverty reduction — they are all 

pillars of social inclusion and what we’re doing as a 

government.  

I noted that we committed $3 million, I believe, to a 

Housing First model. We talked about broad strategic 

approaches in this year’s budget. We committed the 

$3 million to a true Housing First approach. That hasn’t 

happened before, so that’s a successful story. I think you’re 

going to see some new units being made available in the City 

of Whitehorse to address homelessness and some action 

around the housing action plan.  



November 9, 2017 HANSARD 1603 

 

We just announced — and worked in collaboration with 

the City of Whitehorse and Kwanlin Dün to launch a Safe at 

Home plan. Last winter we worked with the Kwanlin Dün 

First Nation and the City of Whitehorse to open an emergency 

shelter to address the needs of Yukoners, the most vulnerable, 

during the very critical time of mid-winter. We allocated 

$90,000 and we provided staff support. 

We look forward to working with our partners — the 

Kwanlin Dün, Ta’an Kwäch’än, City of Whitehorse and the 

Anti-Poverty Coalition to implement the Safe at Home plan 

— and bringing components of the plan to Yukon 

communities. That’s a good strategy and a good pillar to bring 

to some of our communities and, in particular, communities 

with larger centres — Watson Lake, for an example, or 

Dawson City or Carmacks. Safe and adequate shelter is an 

important part of Housing First. To further support this model, 

we are providing financial support under the social 

infrastructure agreement with Canada to provide victims of 

violence housing supports for four non-profit organizations 

that are seeking opportunities to partner with others.  

We have begun the process of working on a Housing First 

model. The first step has been to build understanding and 

capacity through government stakeholders, and we are now 

looking at implementing that, as just stated.  

We also looked at the commitment to providing a by-

name list initiative. How do we provide support to individuals 

by name — not discriminating against anyone — so that we 

provide inclusivity and opportunities? Work has begun on the 

implementation of our Housing First care model. As a note, 

we hosted two forums this past spring and summer to begin 

this work. The first forum was held in April to introduce the 

topic of Housing First to care providers, housing providers 

and non-governmental organizations. In an earlier question, 

the member opposite wanted to know whom we met with and 

when we met. These are some of the dates.  

In July, we continued to build capacity regarding Housing 

First by bringing in experts to present their Housing First 

experiences and lessons at the poverty reduction and housing 

forum. The Yukon, being unique, and with the unique 

circumstances of the north, clearly we need to take into 

consideration the pillars of the Housing First model and utilize 

it wherever we can and build our own initiatives here.  

In addition to Housing First, Yukon Housing Corporation 

hosted a First Nation and municipal housing forum in March. 

Those are some of the dates for the member opposite. He 

wanted to know specifically when we met, who we met with 

and what we discussed. 

The important conversations about housing challenges 

and establishing relationships, building meaningful 

partnerships, the municipal matching rental construction grant 

— I should note here that the municipal matching grant was 

set to expire, meaning that it was an initiative that would have 

terminated. What this government committed to was to 

allocate the resources for another year. That was from 

feedback that we received from our communities. The 

partnerships are really essential in increasing the availability 

of rental housing. We have extended the municipal matching 

grant. 

I am going to go on and say that, since April, we have 

approved 19 additional housing projects under this project. 

The municipal matching grant looks at the creation of 

individual suites — various projects. Whitehorse and Dawson 

City are good examples — Yukon Housing Corporation 

stocks as well. We have looked at great strides to increase the 

supply and availability of affordable housing in Yukon. The 

member asked earlier about what we are doing about houses 

that are overstocked — supplies that are overstocked in our 

communities where we have one individual residing in a 

three-bedroom unit. We are taking measures to address that, 

and we are doing that in partnership with the Public Service 

Commission. As we retrofit the buildings, modernize and 

upgrade, we will hopefully deal with all of our stock in time. 

We have allocated $1.1 million in federal funding from 

investment in affordable housing to upgrade social housing 

infrastructure. Upgrades included — and I read the list earlier: 

energy efficiency; converting single-family dwellings to 

duplexes to reduce wait-lists and increasing efficiencies there; 

converting some of the units from oil-burning to electric to 

address greenhouse gas emissions and the reduction there, and 

so looking at allowing energy efficiency and more cost-

effectiveness. 

Moving on, we stated that the Ross River Dena Council 

and the six-plex there — we’re looking at exploring options 

with the Ross River Dena Council. We’ll certainly follow 

through on that, so some really good initiatives with 

$3 million allocated from CMHC for affordable housing, 

which is going to go toward a Housing First initiative. I’m 

happy to say that will commence in 2018; private sector 

partnerships — the list goes on. I can keep going on. 

We have Watson Lake affordable housing construction 

program for the development of a new affordable housing 

complex; looking at the 360̊ Design Build, the 10 units there; 

housing outreach — there’s so much. We have done so much 

in 12 months. Working with First Nation partnerships and 

looking at developing initiatives with the corporations — 

Chief Isaac Inc., as well as the Da Daghay Development 

Corporation. We’re looking at eliminating, or trying to bring 

down, that wait-list that we have — that big long wait-list in 

Whitehorse and in rural Yukon — what can we do to address 

that? It doesn’t take a day, it doesn’t take a year, it will take a 

little bit of time to just chip away at that, and the only way 

that can happen is by partnerships. 

I will continue to say that we need to have the 

partnerships. Solutions are not to be shouldered on the 

government only. The Government of Yukon is not 

responsible for 100 percent of the pressures. It has to be done 

with our partners in our communities. That’s where we’ll put 

our efforts. 

The Yukon Housing Corporation will continue to lead 

development on affordable housing and seek partnerships. 

We’ll look at a concerted effort and we’ll see that in some of 

the language in our strategic approaches, in our five-year 

capital plan, and in looking at our partnerships. Under the 
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First Nation partnerships, we have provided $500,000 to the 

Little Salmon Carmacks First Nation, which is a success — an 

unincorporated community that would not have had the 

resources otherwise to look at improved renovations and 

retrofits. 

We have looked at working with some of the other 

communities to ensure we will expand our scope and our 

policies around the First Nation housing initiative for First 

Nations that are perhaps in some of the communities that 

would not have the resources otherwise. Housing action plan, 

context and implementation — the guidance comes from our 

partners. I listed the partners earlier and who we collaborated 

with. The member opposite seemed to have perhaps some 

issues with me speaking about partnerships, but I provided a 

list of everyone — all of the associations, corporations, 

chambers of commerce, the City of Whitehorse, Yukon 

Chamber of Commerce, the Whitehorse Chamber of 

Commerce, municipalities, Association of Yukon 

Communities. We will continue to do that. 

We’ll also look at working with the Anti-Poverty 

Coalition in providing assistance and guidance where needed 

— lots of success. The member opposite wanted to know what 

we did in the 12 months and what did I do as a minister — 

that’s what we’ve done and we’ll continue to work really hard 

to expand our housing accomplishments and start working 

with our community partners. 

Mr. Istchenko: I just would like to take this 

opportunity to thank the staff in the House here today for their 

assistance. 

Ms. White: Mr. Deputy Chair, I love the Yukon 

Housing Corporation. I love talking about it. When someone 

asks who is excited about this department — it is definitely 

me. So again, I thank the officials for being here and for the 

last six years that we have had to interact. I really do 

appreciate it. Of course the people down at the office, from 

the people who do the herculean work at the front desk to the 

loan managers to everyone there who works so hard in putting 

all the pieces together — I truly appreciate the Housing 

Corporation and the work that they have continued to do and 

will continue to regardless of what government is in power. I 

also thank the minister for the opportunity to ask questions.  

Housing is critical and previous examples, when I used to 

sit further down there to my right, a lot of what I did was 

trying to get to the root of whether or not the government 

believed that housing was a human right. So I am happy to say 

that the Liberal government has agreed that housing is indeed 

a human right. In recent days, I think there has been some 

misunderstanding in the House about the definition of 

Housing First. 

I would just like to start off with this. The minister just 

mentioned Housing First, so if I could just start with: Can I 

have the minister’s definition of Housing First please? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am going to read the definition for 

Housing First: “Housing First is a recovery-oriented approach 

to ending homelessness…” Let me re-phrase: it is: “…the 

recovery-oriented approach to ending homelessness that 

centres on quickly moving people experiencing homelessness 

into independent and permanent housing and then providing 

additional supports and services as needed.” 

As the Yukon government, we have had quite a lot of 

studies, approaches, and strategies. The Canadian Alliance to 

End Homelessness defines Housing First programs — a 

Housing First approach is a community-based plan. The 

provision of high-quality housing support services tailored to 

meet the needs and wishes of clients is critical to their success. 

These range from Housing First programs to address different 

population needs and the housing market in the community. 

Housing First can also exist within different housing forms, 

from scattered-site housing in private market to housing in 

mixed affordable housing to permanent supportive housing. 

Now what we are moving quickly toward — and I’ll note 

that, through the housing action plan, some of the pillars 

around Housing First have come into conversation and 

discussions. We’ve taken elements of that into our new 

relationships. The new relationship with the safe-at-home 

advisory committee considers some approaches and 

community-based planning to end homelessness in 

Whitehorse. It defines quickly moving people experiencing 

homelessness into safe and appropriate housing, while 

offering supports and services, regardless of one’s history 

with addictions and/or mental illness. Those experiencing 

homelessness should be rapidly rehoused, rather than 

remaining in the emergency shelter system. 

So when I speak about a collaborated approach, I take 

into consideration the relationship, say, with the Salvation 

Army, for an example. We didn’t have a relationship with the 

Salvation Army. They were going to receive a facility and 

some resources to provide services they defined as essential 

needs, based on their national model. So we pushed really 

hard to integrate elements of the strategies that we received 

back from our partners — the Anti-Poverty Coalition, the 

housing action committee, safe at home — so really, that is 

my definition and that’s what we’re working toward. 

This government is working toward ensuring that we 

quickly move people experiencing homelessness into safe and 

affordable housing, while offering them the supports and 

services. We have some transition units at the Salvation Army 

— 25 units — and we’re working as quickly as we can with 

the Salvation Army, with Health and Social Services and 

Yukon Housing Corporation. I’m really happy to say that we 

have an oversight committee. The oversight committee will 

manage the transition, which was not a part of the 

conversation a few months ago, but now we have that.  

The interest groups will define and sit with the clients, 

and you’ll see one-on-one support — client supports, 

transitioning into successful homes, into successful 

approaches. 

Now I’ve stated earlier that Housing First is a bit of both 

a philosophy for housing provisions and is clearly defined in a 

program model. We take the philosophies and try to tie them 

to something that we didn’t have control over before, but 

elements of that — you’ll see in the next little while that we 

have allocated amounts of money in our budget for a true 

Housing First model. I’m happy to note that I will follow 
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through with the member from — which I’ve noted with her 

— is that I would provide some input to the Member for 

Whitehorse Centre. I would be happy to provide that to any 

other member is this House, and to clarify what the next steps 

are.  

Of course, there are procedures that we have to follow in 

order to hit that place of definition in saying that this is what 

we’re going to do, but we have that allocation amount in our 

budget specifically to deal with Housing First. Elements 

around that, the philosophy around that, we need to tie it into 

other projects as we move so that we’re not leaving people 

homeless and that we provide them supports to be successful 

in our society. 

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Chair. There are 

important points that the minister just hit: it was moving 

toward permanent housing and it was without barriers. 

 It was the concept that it was not based on sobriety or 

access to services. 

Based on the fact that we’re talking about permanent 

housing, does the minister believe that the Salvation Army is 

offering Housing First? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Great question — that keeps coming 

up and everyone is pressuring me. Well, what is the Salvation 

Army? I don’t try to box myself in, and I don’t try to box this 

government in. The member opposite seems a bit perplexed, 

but we don’t box ourselves in — never box yourself into a 

corner. You need to provide and be flexible. 

The Salvation Army is a transition unit. The transition 

unit is a continuum. Certainly the Salvation Army — the core 

principles of housing — a Housing First approach is part of 

that. It’s part of — not permanent, forever home. It’s a 

transition, because we really want to bring the 25 individuals 

who will occupy these units on a 12-month period out into 

their forever home, and that takes a bit of a continuum of care 

to be successful and to be ready.  

We will certainly look at the units that we have on our 

books for building in the next few months — within the next 

12 months, in fact — which will be the barriers — it won’t be 

a forever home for individuals. We want to make sure that this 

successful model — we will use the philosophy around the 

housing readiness and with the philosophy as defined in the 

Housing First continuum. Salvation Army is not a true 

Housing First model. It never was. It never was intended to be 

that. It was to be a transition period. Housing First is a forever 

home for individuals — barrier-free homes. Well, this is a 

transition. It will transition individuals in; it will transition 

them out. 

My hope and our hope through the government and 

through the Housing Corporation is that we can find them that 

secure place in the future, and that’s partly why we have the 

oversight committee. The oversight and the management will 

allow for that transition to happen. 

Ms. White: Just to clarify, is the minister’s 

understanding that the reason why the Salvation Army isn’t a 

Housing First model only because it is transitional — so it’s 

because it’s a year-long process that you can be in the 

transitional units? Is that the only part that the minister doesn’t 

see that reconciles with the Housing First definition and 

housing? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I just want to clarify for the record. I 

stated 25; it’s actually 20 — just to correct the record. 

The Salvation Army units — we didn’t have any units a 

few months ago. We didn’t have any control over what was 

happening and what was being provided through the Salvation 

Army in terms of compatibility with our overall Housing First 

model. The Salvation Army would never commit to that. They 

probably wouldn’t have committed to our agreement, had we 

not negotiated a compatible solution to looking at some 

ongoing case management in-house community supports to 

align with the Housing First approaches. 

That is really important. It was never a transitional 

housing piece of the Salvation Army build — it is really to 

look at the broader housing and support continuum. It was not 

intended to be a Housing First. I’ll just make that note that we 

are working with them and will transition out into a Housing 

First model. That’s why we put the efforts into building 

Housing First units — multiple units — that you will see in 

the next 12 months. 

Ms. White: Just to clarify again that you are able to 

access Housing First regardless of your sobriety or your 

access to psychiatric care. When we talk about transitioning 

from the Salvation Army into Housing First units, my first 

concern is that the transitional housing offered at the Salvation 

Army is contingent on sobriety. It removes the ability to 

remove those barriers. The Salvation Army in the media has 

said they will be dry units, and that does not match with the 

Housing First philosophy, programming or continuum. 

Can the minister just clarify the stance on how we 

imagine that the transitional units from the Salvation Army 

will transition into Housing First? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Housing First model that’s being 

considered is the question around whether a person can 

consume alcohol in these facilities. The Salvation Army 

model is not that you have to be alcohol- or drug-free to 

occupy these units; it’s about consuming alcohol while on the 

premises. That’s the agreement as it exists right now. One 

cannot come into the facility and continue to consume alcohol 

while on the premises. 

Perhaps members from the Legislature have gone on a 

tour of the Salvation Army facility. There are lockers 

available to individuals when they come in. If they bring in 

alcohol, they will have a unit where they can store their 

personal supplies and their personal belongings. When they 

leave in the morning, they will take that. The objective is not 

to turn individuals away at the door if they are under the 

influence. That was not the objective. It never was the 

objective to be a completely wet facility — but to allow a 

transition opportunity.  

I just wanted to clarify that. I don’t think that the 

Salvation Army would allow it. They don’t allow it now, and I 

don’t think they would allow in this new facility. It is not 

something that we committed to as well. We committed to 

providing resources and supports to individuals in their 

transition units. 
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Ms. White: If I put it this way, I am wondering if the 

minister can agree with me that there is an emergency shelter 

that will allow access to people, regardless of sobriety, but 

that the Salvation Army is offering transitional units for 

people who meet their criteria, including sobriety, and, 

therefore, the Salvation Army is not viewed as a Housing First 

model. I am hoping that by talking about what the Salvation 

Army offers as far as shelter and transitional housing, we can 

agree that it is not Housing First. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I have said this before. It is not a 

Housing First project. It never was; it never will be. For 

clarity and for the record, that was not the objective of the 

Salvation Army. It is transition units. 

Ms. White: I am hopeful then that, in the future when I 

have questions about Housing First, the Salvation Army 

doesn’t come up as part of that solution. The minister 

mentioned the agreement that was between — well, I am not 

sure if it was between Yukon Housing Corporation or whether 

it is Health and Social Services and the Salvation Army. I am 

hoping I can get a copy of that, or maybe a “Coles Notes” 

version of that.  

I can understand the process, so I am hopeful that, 

sometime in the future, there will be an announcement from 

the Minister responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation, who 

also happens to be the Minister of Health and Social Services, 

that we will talk about a true Housing First model. I look 

forward to that. I will leave the Salvation Army behind, and I 

will walk away from the Salvation Army because that, to me 

— and we have now agreed — is not a Housing First model. 

One of the things that I would like to clarify for all sides 

of the House — and I will probably eat these words later on, 

but I really fundamentally believe that the reason why the 

wait-list has doubled in the last year has to do with the number 

of housing navigators in the community. We have talked on 

this floor many times, Mr. Deputy Chair, about the 

complications of filling out a housing application. They are 

six pages; they require your full financial background, 

including your previous year’s tax return. It is big — the 

applications are really big.  

We have talked about one time when I spent time with a 

couple from near Beaver Creek, and it took us an entire work 

day to get the application filled out completely. I think, in all 

fairness, one of the reasons why the wait-list has increased the 

way it has is because of the number of housing navigators in 

the community. 

If the minister can tell me how many housing navigators 

there are and what organizations they are working with, that 

would be a good start. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: It is a really great point being made by 

the member opposite about why the wait-list doubled, or why 

we’re seeing an increase. The Housing Corporation, in 

collaboration with the Yukon Anti-Poverty Coalition really 

worked on trying to remove barriers as much as we can, and 

that means clearly a complex process that individuals who 

don’t have access to a computer and perhaps may be illiterate 

or don’t understand the complexities of having to define your 

income before you can qualify for a housing unit — it is not 

an easy process to navigate. I absolutely appreciate and 

acknowledge that, and we are working with the Housing 

Corporation and Health and Social Services to provide the 

supports to the clients. 

However, the policies still apply that rent geared toward 

income criteria. That means that the potential applicants will 

have to provide some context. We really want to provide 

broad supports where we can and work with the community 

and ensure that we don’t put up walls but that we take down 

the walls and provide essential services. That is what we do — 

we’re an essential-service agency and we provide the essential 

services. The earlier point is that housing is a human right. 

You want to provide food, shelter and clothing for the 

individual to make sure that we have happy and healthy 

individuals — housing is a part of that. To be successful in 

society, you want to make sure that people are comfortable 

and feel supported. 

Ms. White: It’s important to note that I don’t disagree 

with the application process. If it could be streamlined and it 

could be easier, that would be fine, but there definitely needs 

to be the financial confirmation that someone living there 

meets the criteria. I don’t disagree with that.  

The point I was trying to make with the housing navigator 

is that there are multiple in the community now — are there 

not? If the minister could just tell me which organizations 

have housing navigators — I could guess. 

Right now, I know that YAPC is the coordinator — 

Blood Ties Four Directions, Skookum Jim Friendship Centre, 

and Victoria Faulkner Women’s Centre. I am getting nodding 

in confirmation. I am not sure if there are others, but the point 

is that the way the list has increased is a direct reflection of 

the assistance that people are getting. 

It’s not that all of a sudden there are many more people 

on the list we didn’t know about; it’s just that now there are 

many more visible people on the list, whereas the 100 who are 

newly added have been living in poverty and have been 

struggling to meet their housing needs — it is just that now 

they have assistance to get on that list, which I think is really 

important. 

I was under the impression that the housing navigator, 

through the Anti-Poverty Coalition, is funded through the 

Yukon Housing Corporation. One of the questions I had — 

we have had lots of conversations with different ministers, it 

doesn’t matter, but the Housing Corporation and I, and the 

relevant minister at the time, have had conversations around 

the importance of actually having a coordinator. Having 

someone like a navigator working outside of the Housing 

Corporation is important, but what is also important is that the 

navigator, who is at the top of the hub of the other housing 

navigators — because I know they have inter-navigation 

meetings — has access to the Housing Corporation. I want to 

know what that access looks like. 

Who are they able to speak to? If they recognize a high-

priority client, are they able to identify them? How does that 

relationship with the coordinator of the housing navigators 

work with the Yukon Housing Corporation? 
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Hon. Ms. Frost: The housing navigators, as you have 

identified, are funded by — well, one in particular, but there 

are a few in the community. The Anti-Poverty Coalition 

navigator is funded by Yukon Housing Corporation. To your 

point, the Housing Corporation saw the need, as did the 

community organization, so they came forward and 

collectively decided that a good partnership was to look at 

creating a navigator. That essential piece — your point is well 

taken. Clearly that information has to feed back into the 

Yukon Housing Corporation in terms of observations, on-the-

ground views and real data on what the barriers are and what 

the individual is seeing. We’re hoping that will go on for quite 

some time and we will use that information to feed into policy 

direction as we go through perhaps strategic alignments and 

strategies within Yukon Housing Corporation. There may be 

some policy adjustments that have to be made. 

I appreciate what you’re saying and appreciate that we 

can’t create something and not consider the feedback. That’s 

what we’re all about in looking at partnerships and necessary 

program alignment. 

Ms. White: One of the things I have talked about often 

on the floor when I spoke about this position, as I hoped it 

would be — one of the reasons why it’s really exciting that it 

has come into play is because it is a critical need. Coming 

through the Anti-Poverty Coalition, it makes so much sense 

for so many reasons, from the fact that the coordinator is 

available at Whitehorse Connects and that they’re also in tune 

with the other organizations.  

It just so happens that the person who has this position 

has worked in the community in a lot of poverty reduction and 

homelessness and harm reduction capacities, so they are 

perfectly matched for this.  

The one issue always though — and the minister just 

touched on this a little bit — is just making sure that it’s not a 

position without the power to communicate with the Housing 

Corporation directly. I just want to know whether there is one 

contact person who they deal with or whether there are 

multiple — I hate to use the word empowered, but to know 

that the person isn’t just being sent out into the community to 

try to figure out how to address housing needs and are not able 

to actually take that information anywhere. I just want to 

know how that coordinator position works within the Housing 

Corporation. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thanks for the feedback — because 

that’s what it is. It’s providing some feedback. I wanted to 

note that certainly what I don’t want to see is that we create 

positions and create opportunities to fill a gap and then walk 

away. That’s not the objective. We want to make sure that we 

get the critical feedback and the great feedback that is needed. 

So the housing navigator is actually meeting with the 

president of the Housing Corporation as well as the VP of 

operations and the director of housing, which will tie itself 

and find itself back into the broader conversation that we have 

around the strategies. 

It’s really essential — essential to good governance, it’s 

essential to good program management and it is essential to 

good fiscal management. We certainly don’t want to be in a 

position where we’re spending needlessly to fill a gap. That’s 

not the objective and that’s not my objective as the Minister 

responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation. 

Ms. White: That was the dream answer, to know that 

the navigator had the ear of the top who also happens to be 

one of the support staff today. I thank the minister for that 

answer. 

There was reference to the 360° Design Build project. I 

just wanted to know if that was done through access to the 

affordable housing construction program. If it was, how much 

was accessed through that program? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I noted that earlier, in downtown 

Whitehorse, 360° Design Build is building a multi-residential 

building on Hawkins Street and the Yukon Housing 

Corporation is providing $500,000 so that 10 units will be 

affordable rentals for the next 10 years. That is coming out of 

the investment in affordable housing budget. 

Ms. White: The good news is that the officials will be 

able to assist you with this one because this one was a bee in 

my bonnet for quite a long time. My biggest concern, knowing 

that 360° Design Build was able to access a $500,000 grant — 

a grant; it is not repayable money — for 10 units, that is 

$50,000 a unit, and it is only guaranteed to be affordable for 

the next 10 years. The reason I want to highlight this again is 

that my concern is that after 10 years there is absolutely no 

guarantee what happens to those units. They could be 

condominiumized. The rent could double. There are all of 

these things that could happen. Where does this minister stand 

on that? I would think that if we really want to make sure that 

we are addressing housing in our community in the long term, 

we would look past the 10-year point. At this point in time, I 

am six years in, and I can tell you that housing has not eased 

up since 2011 by a whole heck of a lot. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: As the member opposite will know, I 

am all about solutions. I am all about finding solutions and 

looking at what we can do to improve the resources we have. 

As I stated earlier, the resources we get from the federal 

government have really boxed us in, and it defines how we 

spend our budget and how we report back.  

My understanding is that it absolutely is a challenge for 

us and we understand your concern around the timelines and 

the funding requirements. The criteria is defined under the 

federal program. 

I’m happy to say that what we just successfully 

negotiated was a scope that’s a little broader than what we 

were accustomed to in the past with resources flowing to 

Yukon Housing Corporation. That means the language you’re 

going to see in the national strategy is around the unique 

circumstances of the north — affordability around remoteness 

factors.  

I hope we can address some of those challenges and I take 

that under advisement. As I’m having the conversations at a 

national level and with the department, it’s to look at finding 

solutions and not to stay defined within the parameters that are 

set for us, but if we can, as much as we can, seek flexibility. 
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Ms. White: Just to clarify, the reason why that is only 

tied to a 10-year guarantee for affordability is because it’s 

federal government criteria?  

All right — just so it’s in Hansard, I have the affirmation 

from the minister. It’s because of government or federal 

government criteria. That, I can tell you, Mr. Deputy Chair, is 

upsetting because really, in the long run, I would like to see 

that investment last longer than 10 years. My concern always 

— and I have voiced it before — is that, with access to this 

program, the possibility that things can be condominiumized. 

When they become condominiumized, they’re no longer rental 

housing and then they’re no longer affordable, and it changes 

everything. 

I’ll just leave it at that. I thank the minister for explaining 

that it’s based on federal criteria. 

How many different projects this year have accessed 

funding under the affordable rental construction program? 

How many units will we see developed? I’m not really all that 

concerned with the timeline of when they’re going to be 

finished, because I realize the minister is not the one building 

them, but I wanted to know how many units will be funded 

through this program. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The specifics — the allocation went to 

Chief Isaac Inc. and the affordable housing to Watson Lake, 

and the 360° Design Build project. In total, there were 21 

units. 

Ms. White: I thank the minister for that answer. 

Knowing that there are 21 — I mean, it’s great that there are 

21 extra housing units coming online.  

What is the maximum — because I realize right now in 

looking at the website, for example, it says that YHC is now 

accepting applications for these programs. What is the 

maximum number of units that can be — I don’t want to say 

built, but what is the maximum number of units that can be 

funded through this program? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The maximum amount is $500,000 — 

$50,000 a door — so for a total of 10 units, and that’s 

allocated for rural Yukon. 

Ms. White: Just to confirm, there is only $500,000 

available in the next calendar year for rental? I was trying to 

figure out what the full envelope was. I understand that there 

is a maximum of $500,000 per project — so for 10 units per 

project — but is there a maximum of projects that can access 

that funding? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m going to clarify for the record. I 

misspoke earlier. I said $500,000. That’s for a project. The 

total project amount is actually $830,000.  

Seeing the time, Mr. Deputy Chair, I move that you report 

progress. 

Deputy Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Frost that the 

Chair report progress. 

Motion agreed to 

 

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. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18, and directed me to report progress. 

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. 

 

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. Tuesday, November 14, 2017. 

 

The House adjourned at 5:28 p.m. 
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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Tuesday, November 14, 2017 — 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 which has been made to the Order Paper. Motion for 

the Production of Papers No. 1, standing in the name of the 

Member for Watson Lake and currently on the Order Paper at 

adjourned debate, has been removed from the Order Paper as 

the action requested in the motion has been fulfilled in part.  

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order 

Paper.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of World Diabetes Day and Diabetes 
Awareness Month 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I rise today to recognize that 

November is Diabetes Awareness Month and that today is 

World Diabetes Day. World Diabetes Day is the world’s 

largest diabetes awareness campaign aimed at keeping 

diabetes firmly in the public and political spotlight. This year, 

the theme for World Diabetes Day is “Women and diabetes.” 

The reason for this focus is that one in 10 women in the world 

is living with diabetes and do not have proper access to 

education, treatment and care. There are currently more than 

200 million women living with diabetes and it is the ninth 

leading cause of death in women globally. The International 

Diabetes Foundation estimates that 2.1 million women die 

each year because of diabetes.  

Here in Canada, the 2015 statistics state that roughly 

2.6 million people are living with diabetes. In the Yukon, we 

know our diabetes numbers are increasing. This gives us more 

reason to talk about diabetes.  

What is diabetes? With diabetes, the body either does not 

produce insulin, produces too little insulin or the insulin does 

not work properly, resulting in high blood sugar and damage 

to the body. Diabetes increases the risk of heart disease and 

blindness, kidney failure and limb amputation. Diabetes 

symptoms include slow healing, weight gain or loss, frequent 

urination, intense hunger and thirst, and tingling or numbness 

in the feet and hands.  

Every year, between three and 20 percent of pregnant 

women across the country develop gestational diabetes. This 

form of diabetes only occurs during pregnancy. Although it 

may be gone after pregnancy, it can increase the risk of 

developing type 2 diabetes later on in life. This is why I 

encourage women and everyone over 40 to be tested for 

type 2 diabetes every three years. One in two people currently 

living with diabetes are underdiagnosed. 

There are many Yukoners working to educate people at 

risk of developing diabetes or who already have it. Yukoners 

can find information on the yukondiabetes.ca website, like the 

Yukon Diabetes Resource Guide — a small booklet containing 

information on everything from healthy eating to active self-

management. It is in its fifth edition and is the result of a 

collaboration between the chronic condition support program 

and the Diabetes Education Centre. 

Also, twice a year — in partnership with Health and 

Social Services’ chronic condition support program, the City 

of Whitehorse, Whitehorse General Hospital, and the Diabetes 

Education Centre — we offer the diabetes wellness series, 

which is a very popular event. It’s a series of four classes that 

offer support and strategies to Yukoners living with diabetes. 

A specialized team of health professionals consisting of a 

dietician, a nurse, a pharmacist and an exercise specialist offer 

practical strategies for active self-management, medication, 

exercise and healthy eating. I am pleased to say that, at the 

request of the Kwanlin Dün First Nation, this series was 

offered at the Kwanlin Dün health centre this past September. 

Let’s work together and strike out the stigma around 

diabetes. 

I would like to welcome everyone here today in 

recognition of Diabetes Awareness Day and throughout the 

year. Thank you for being here. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Kent: I rise in the House today on behalf of the 

Yukon Party Official Opposition to pay tribute to 

November 14 as World Diabetes Day. Today is also the 

birthday of Frederick Banting, one of the discoverers of 

insulin. 

I would like to thank the minister for her words in support 

of this important day and what it means around the world. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, I would like to tell a story of a little boy 

named Sawyer, who, on October 3, 2014, in his mother’s 

words — and I quote — “… had the dubious distinction of 

being the youngest child in the Yukon to become ill with 

ketoacidosis, a life-threatening condition brought on by type 1 

diabetes.” Sawyer was only four-and-a-half months old at that 

time. The onset of this condition was a precursor to a medevac 

to Vancouver, a battery of tests, and the outcome was that the 

youngest of the Nehring-Willson family was certified as a 

type 1 diabetic. Since being diagnosed as a type 1 diabetic, 

now three-year-old Sawyer has had 1,119 days living with 

T1D, 638 hours of lost sleep, 6,714 finger pricks, and 4,815 

insulin needle injections. His family has had to arrange their 

lives around Sawyer’s condition, ensuring that his glucose 

readings are acceptable, travelling Outside for medical 

appointments, and mitigating the challenges of financing the 

expensive and necessary constant glucose-monitoring 

technology prescribed by Sawyer’s doctors. 

I have had the pleasure of meeting Sawyer and his family 

and hearing his story first-hand. Sawyer’s dad told me that 

they live as if they are on call 24 hours a day, seven days a 
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week. He compared the struggle of monitoring a child with 

T1D as trying to balance on a basketball — imagine trying to 

balance on a basketball — all day, every day.  

The trials faced by this family in just three short years are 

immense and the Nehring-Willson family is but one of many 

in Yukon facing similar situations. There are many more 

children and adults who have to endure a life of medical care 

due to type 1 diabetes. 

I would like to thank you for listening to Sawyer’s story 

today and to urge all Yukoners to take the time to educate 

themselves on the different types of diabetes and the warning 

signs and the treatments, particularly if someone close to you 

suffers from diabetes. 

 

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the NDP caucus in 

recognition of World Diabetes Day. There are different types 

of diabetes — including type 1, type 2 and gestational — and 

today I’m going to focus on type 1. 

In 1921, Dr. Frederick Banting was the first person to 

successfully extract insulin and administer it to patients with 

diabetes. Today, he would be celebrating his 126
th

 birthday. 

Prior to 1921, type 1 diabetes had a zero-percent survival rate. 

Insulin is not a cure for diabetes; it is merely a treatment.  

I found really helpful and easy to understand information 

at getdiabetesright.org. Type 1 diabetes has nothing to do with 

lifestyle or diet. It’s not preventable; it is lifelong and there is 

no cure. Nothing the person or parent did or did not do could 

have prevented the onset of type 1 diabetes. No amount of 

healthy eating or exercise can stop the unknown trigger that 

causes the body to mistakenly attack and destroy the insulin 

cells within the pancreas.  

I imagine that we all have far more type 1 diabetics in our 

lives than we imagine and November is a month when our 

friends and family who are affected daily by type 1 diabetes 

share information to help educate and dispel the myths. 

Mr. Speaker, diabetes is all about the numbers. It’s about 

counting carbohydrates to determine how much insulin is 

required to cover food intake. For children with type 1, it’s a 

never-ending task for parents to manage to keep their children 

safe.  

One friend and her family left the territory to be closer to 

diabetes research and advancements. She has been super 

honest at sharing what life with a type 1 diabetic looks like. 

When talking about counting carbs, she said this: “I have 

counted the number of chocolate chips in each muffin, 

measured out each cupcake with the pan for birthday parties, 

making sure that they’re exactly the same number of carbs, 

and even counted blueberries. Her 15-year-old son has lived 

with type 1 for 5,048 days. He has done over 50,500 blood 

tests on his fingers and had over 2,000 site changes and more 

needles than we could possibly imagine. 

No matter how hard they try as children or how hard they 

work as adults, the blood glucose levels of a person with 

type 1 will not truly stabilize. Life with type 1 means good 

days, bad days, highs, lows, constant monitoring, insulin 

dosing, carb-counting and adjusting. Managing type 1 

involves more than taking shots and checking blood sugar; it 

is a complex balance of insulin dosage, exercise and carbs. 

Growth, illness, stress, changes in activity levels, injection 

locations, and many other factors can affect this balance. 

Continuous adjustment helps maintain healthy glucose levels. 

Managing type 1 diabetes is a full-time job. There are no 

paycheques, time off or vacation days and overtime is 

required.  

Mr. Speaker, recent changes the federal government has 

made exclude those with type 1 diabetes from receiving the 

disability tax benefit. We believe that this is a grievous 

mistake with long-term consequences and urge them to 

immediately reverse this decision, not only in support of 

Yukoners, but in support of all Canadians with type 1 

diabetes. 

In recognition of Movember 

Mr. Adel: Mr. Speaker, I rise today, clean-shaven for 

the first time in over 45 years, to pay tribute to the men’s 

movement of Movember on behalf of the Yukon Liberal 

government, the Official Opposition and the Third Party. I am 

starting in mid-month to give everybody else a chance to catch 

up. Hair grows fast.  

Movember is an important health movement that raises 

awareness and funding for men’s health issues, including 

prostate and testicular cancer, mental health and suicide 

prevention.  

I would like to start with some facts. First, studies show 

that women are three times more likely to visit a doctor 

regularly than men are. This is greatly concerning because 

early detection has an impact on remission and survival rates 

for cancer. Second, in the western world, males die three to 

four times more often by suicide than do females. Prevention, 

education and reducing the stigma around mental health are 

critical to addressing these rates.  

Mr. Speaker, in 2003, two mates from Melbourne, 

Australia, Travis Garone and Luke Slattery, met at the Gypsy 

Bar in Fitzroy. It was at this meeting that they brainstormed 

ideas for addressing men’s health issues, setting the 

framework for Movember. I mean, it really sounds like the 

start of a bad joke, but it wasn’t. Travis and Luke sent an 

e-mail with the subject heading, “Are you man enough to be 

my man?” to 30 of their friends, asking them to donate $10 

each to grow a moustache — and Movember was born. Men 

grew moustaches with such enthusiasm that, in 2004, a 

decision was made to formalize the concept to get participants 

around the world growing for a good cause. Since then, 

Mr. Speaker, the focus of worldwide Movember campaigns 

has expanded to include official campaigns being held in 21 

countries, the proceeds of which bring funding to over 1,000 

men’s health programs.  

Movember is an important initiative indeed and I am 

proud to have the opportunity to stand in the House today and 

publicize its significance to all of us. Mr. Speaker, significant 

health issues are causing many men to die too young. With the 

support of millions of Movember brothers and sisters from 

around the world, this campaign is one that positively and 

directly impacts men’s health. The Movember Foundation has 
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made huge progress in changing the way men’s health is 

talked about. We need to talk to our partners, our parents, our 

children, and our friends about getting screened regularly for 

cancer; about seeking help for mental health issues and 

perhaps most of all, we need to take responsibility for our own 

health — out of taking responsibility for ourselves and out of 

the love we have for our families and our friends.  

Movember is a fun way to get people talking about men’s 

health and to take action against the stoic culture of silence 

around men’s health issues. So have some fun with this 

campaign; I know I am. Take it to heart — the good work that 

is being done— and donate for yourself and others. The work 

has only just begun.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to take a moment — I 

know that all of our guests have left already. There were a 

number of children there so I just wanted to take this time to 

acknowledge them so we note it for the record that they were 

here. Rachel, Emersyn and McKenna Hrebien, 

Marney Paradis, Kanoa Jones, Eric McPhee, April Howard, 

Vivian Howard, Donna Jones, Ken Jones and 

Christina Terpstra were present.  

It’s really important that we acknowledge that they were 

here to present and create more awareness for us. I want to 

acknowledge them for their contribution to making us more 

aware. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

Are there any returns or documents for tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling a legislative 

return in response to a question on November 8, 2017 by the 

Member for Porter Creek North.  

I also have a second legislative return in response to a 

question on November 8, 2017 by the Member for Porter 

Creek North. 

I also have a third legislative return in response to a 

question on November 8, 2017 by the Member for Porter 

Creek North. 

Lastly, I have a legislative return in response to a question 

on November 9, 2017 by the Member for Copperbelt South. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further 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 

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

ensure that Yukoners with type 1 or type 2 diabetes can 

participate in day-to-day activities to the best of their ability 

by ensuring that they have access to the best medication and 

tools to manage their diabetes through the Health and Social 

Services chronic disease program. 

 

I also give notice of the following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

request the federal government to reinstate type 1 diabetes in 

adults to the disability tax credit list. 

 

Speaker: Is there a statement by a minister? 

This then brings us to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. McLeod: In 2016, the hospital was at full 

occupancy about 21 percent of the time. This year, the chief of 

medical staff reported that this demand had drastically 

increased and the hospital was now at full capacity 60 percent 

of the time. The Hospital Corporation addressed these 

increased pressures in an open letter to Yukoners this past 

weekend. They said that almost 40 percent of their patients 

should be in another type of health care facility. 

As you know, Mr. Speaker, the previous government had 

taken actions to help alleviate this issue, such as the opening 

of Birch Lodge, the opening of the new McDonald Lodge in 

Dawson City, the reopening of 10 beds at the Thomson Centre 

and, of course, Whistle Bend place. 

Can the Minister of Health and Social Services provide us 

with the detailed plan on how she will alleviate the bed 

shortage at the Whitehorse General Hospital? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. The Yukon Liberal government is committed to 

working with the public and stakeholders around a 

collaborative care model with each community, identifying 

the supports required in each Yukon community. Seniors are a 

priority for this government.  

I would like to just refer to the letter that was written over 

the past weekend where the accuracy — I guess you would 

say — of the statements around the Yukon’s primary acute 

care patients — requirements and services in the hospitals are 

of the utmost priority. The beds that are occupied at the 

Whitehorse General Hospital have been — I guess currently, 

they are being occupied by non-acute patients — and that’s 

true. It’s true, and this has long been systemic. This is an issue 

that pre-existed my time here. It has been there for quite some 

time, and the question that was posed around full occupancy 

and full use of the community-based hospitals is being 

considered in terms of baseline clinical care. 

Ms. McLeod: Of course we’re talking about a 

compounding problem. We’ve asked the minister for a week 

to provide us with a detailed plan to address the bed shortage 
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at the Whitehorse hospital. She still hasn’t provided any 

specific details. How many continuing care beds will they 

create? How many beds will the government’s focus on aging 

in place reduce the demand by? These are reasonable 

questions and ones that the minister should be able to answer. 

The Hospital Corporation said this weekend that the 

solution to this shortage is more continuing care beds and the 

expansion of home care. Outside of Whistle Bend place, can 

the minister tell us if her government will be creating any 

more continuing care beds over the next year — yes or no? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Certainly this government is 

committed to finding and seeking the solutions, and the 

solution is working with our communities around an aging-in-

place model, a continued home care model.  

The comments that were raised and highlighted through 

Committee of the Whole where the Hospital Corporation 

presented — and in their key messages from the hospital, it’s 

quite clearly stated in there that the pressures that they are 

experiencing are from occupancy of non-acute patients and 

that an alternative level of care is required in our 

communities. That’s what we’re committed to working 

toward. Resources are being defined in our budgets, and our 

long-term plan will address that. 

At this point in time, I don’t have specific numbers 

because we don’t have the numbers. What we are committed 

to doing is working with our communities — we’re working 

with the community of Watson Lake to expand the facilities in 

Watson Lake —working with the Housing Corporation, 

working with municipalities — like Dawson City, for example 

— and utilizing our funding available. The municipal 

matching grant is one good way of partnering. It’s not solely 

the government’s responsibility. We need to work together 

with our communities to find the solutions, and that’s what we 

aim to do.  

Ms. McLeod: That is not quite what I was looking for.  

Last week, I asked the minister a question about how 

much of the home care budget will be spent in communities 

outside of Whitehorse. The minister flat out said — and I 

quote: “I’m not going to respond to that question.”  

Mr. Speaker, this is a reasonable question, and I would 

have hoped that a government that campaigned on the slogan 

“all communities matter” would have thought it was important 

to answer.  

So I’m going to give the minister another chance: Can the 

minister provide a breakdown of how much of the home care 

budget will be used in communities outside of Whitehorse? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would be 

happy to respond to that, and I provided the question 

previously — the point that was made previously was, “How 

much are we spending?” I’ve made that note that we’ve spent 

$771,000 extra last year on home care. The whole budget in 

total exceeded $6 million and we are continuously working 

with our communities to address home care needs in our 

communities. 

The reason I raise the Housing Corporation is because the 

Housing Corporation has the resources in which to expand 

home care needs — adaptation measures that are required in 

homes and facilities in our communities to best align with the 

needs of the patients so that we can move them out of the 

hospitals and back into their homes where they really want to 

be — not in the hospitals. 

The resources are being put in place. We did put 

$771,000 in the budget last year and we will continue to do 

that. That was over the baseline budget and we will continue 

to expand the services, we will continue to look for solutions. 

The solutions are not going to from this government alone, 

and I will keep saying that. I know that is very difficult for the 

members opposite, given that they keep harping on me about 

the partnerships. 

It is really essential that we work with our partners, the 

NGO communities, the municipalities and the various 

departments of the government to find the solutions. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Question re: Hospital bed shortage  

Ms. Van Bibber: I have some questions regarding the 

ongoing demand of beds at the hospital, and the requirement 

for more continuing care beds. 

Mr. Speaker, in the spring we asked the government 

about their plans to close Macaulay Lodge. The minister 

previously stated that there were close to 50 residents at the 

lodge. If the government is closing the lodge then they need to 

have a plan to address the needs of those residents. Can the 

minister tell us what the current timeline for closure of 

Macaulay Lodge is, and will it be closed before Whistle Bend 

place is fully operational in 2020? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes there is a plan. The department — 

we have an internal team reviewing and looking at the Whistle 

Bend continuing care facility and ensuring that all of the 

clients at Macaulay Lodge are well taken care of. 

We care about our older adults, we care about where they 

are, we care about aging in place, we care about our 

partnerships, and we really want to work with our 

communities. 

I am sure that the member opposite would appreciate that 

we have to find appropriate and necessary accommodations, 

and the budgets that we have right now — we are working 

with fully occupying the Whistle Bend facility, and opening 

the doors, and occupying all 150 beds. That means that the 

clients who are at Macaulay Lodge will be in the Whistle 

Bend facility or in one of our other care facilities. The case 

management and care is being done with the patients, with the 

families, and with our care team, and that will be very well 

orchestrated and coordinated with the care of all of our clients 

in mind. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Regarding the Whistle Bend place, 

the minister has confirmed that the mental health wing will be 

delayed and is not opening until 2020. We know these beds 

and services are in demand — and, to be clear, we are not 

suggesting that any of the other sections of Whistle Bend 

place be delayed at all. In fact, from what we have heard from 

the Hospital Corporation, we need these beds urgently. We are 

suggesting that the minister develop a plan to open up the 
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mental health wing sooner. Will the minister develop a plan to 

open the mental health wing sooner? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The facility is proposed to be open in 

2018. We are looking at the two units of the facility that are 

scheduled to be opened in 2019, and those are for the mental 

health care facility. I addressed this House previously around 

the specialized supports and care that are required around 

mental wellness and the professionals who deliver this high 

standard of care. The accreditation of the individuals needed 

to deliver the specialized care will take some time. We are 

putting the pressure on to get the facility up and running so 

that we can occupy 120 beds by 2018. After that, we will open 

the second phase of the facility that allows us to properly 

manage our resources and, as well, do the effective 

recruitment strategies. We will stay on our schedule. The 

schedule is being worked through with our communities.  

By the same token — the point being that the mental 

wellness positions that we have just created — the 11 new 

positions — will provide much-needed support and care for 

our communities. The address is being taken care of through 

that means as well. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Regarding the mental health wing of 

Whistle Bend place, we know there are 12 beds planned. We 

asked the minister in October what the anticipated demand 

was for these beds. At the time, she said that she did not 

know. I am wondering: Can the minister let us know what the 

current wait-list is for the type of services that will be 

provided in the mental health wing? I am also wondering: Can 

the minister confirm for us if the 12 beds will be enough to 

meet the anticipated demand? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The point is that we are providing 

services. We are opening up the facility as planned, and the 

supports will be there. We are opening up 11 new positions in 

rural Yukon, and we are providing as many services and 

supports as we can to all of our communities — all of the 

clients that we have. Is this enough? I guess the point is that it 

never is enough. We are doing the best we can with the 

resources we have. We are trying to meet peoples’ needs 

where they reside by giving the supports to the communities. 

The number of available vacancies in that unit will be 

determined by the health care professionals. We are working 

with the Hospital Corporation to look at some other 

alternative care methods and models — in the hospital, 

perhaps.  

What are we doing in our rural communities? We say 

“aging well in place” — but aging healthily in your 

communities. It means that we want to be able to keep our 

patients in their communities, our citizens in their 

communities. As difficult as it is to understand sometimes, 

that is the holistic approach that we need to take to the health 

and well-being of our Yukoners — is looking at all of the 

complexities of health and social services. It’s not a simple 

fix, it’s not a simple approach, and, no, we can’t give you 

specific numbers because we don’t have them. 

Question re: Anti-bullying school policy 

Ms. White: There has been recent coverage in the 

media about a young student being bullied by other students at 

their school in Watson Lake. The Department of Education 

has a Safe and Caring Schools policy that was created in 2008. 

It states that all schools will develop a school-based policy 

that addresses bullying and harassment. As well, this policy is 

to be reviewed on a regular basis to determine what is 

working and what needs to be strengthened.  

Can the minister confirm that every school has a school-

based policy that addresses bullying and that this policy is 

regularly reviewed with staff, school council and parents of 

students, and that these policies are then reviewed by the 

Department of Education? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. I certainly appreciated the story coming forward. I 

think the family was brave to come out into the public with 

their story, because school must be a safe place for everyone. 

We are committed to dealing with safe and respectful 

learning environments in all Yukon schools so that teaching 

and learning can take place. Students deserve to be safe, as do 

teachers and staff in those environments. No student should 

feel unsafe in a school. 

We believe that teaching students about respect and 

reinforcing positive behaviour is the best way to bring about 

real change and prevent bullying. Twenty-seven Yukon 

schools participate in positive behaviour intervention 

supports, which focus on intervention for school-wide, small 

group and individual behaviours to create a safe and respectful 

environment for students and staff. One example of this is the 

Johnson Elementary School CARES program, which stands 

for cooperation, accountability, respect, excellence and safety. 

But Mr. Speaker, the member opposite is quite correct. 

These programs are only as good as the individuals who are 

supporting them — as the staff, as the parents, as the broader 

community supporting these types of programs. We encourage 

all members of the community to be involved in the positive 

behaviour reinforcement that is needed. 

Ms. White: I was really looking at policies and the 

policy review by the department. When a student is bullied in 

a school setting, this can result in real trauma for the student 

and their family. It is recognized that bullying can have a 

lifelong impact on an individual if the appropriate actions and 

supports are not provided in a timely manner. 

We have heard from the government in the past about 

cyber bullying and the steps that government was taking with 

regard to that, but it remains apparent that classroom and 

schoolyard bullying is still an ongoing concern. 

How is the Department of Education addressing this type 

of bullying in the school system before it becomes an issue for 

a student and their family? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the second question 

because it is important for us to realize that it doesn’t matter 

how many programs, it doesn’t matter how many policies — 

what is important is that real behaviours are addressed in 

schools, and these allow that to happen — the CARES 

program that I mentioned, the positive behaviour intervention 



1614 HANSARD November 14, 2017 

 

supports that happen. There are also policies in place to 

reduce violence, bullying and discrimination, including the 

Safe and Caring Schools policy. There is also ongoing training 

with respect to teachers, staff and administration in the 

schools for the purpose of making schools safe, but 

unfortunately, these incidents will continue to occur out of the 

control of the policies and the best intentions, on occasion. We 

hope that doesn’t happen. 

We certainly understand the concept of how important it 

is for students to be safe in school. Nobody should be unsafe 

or be afraid to go to school for that purpose. While I 

appreciate the question, I agree that we need to make an 

assessment of whether these programs are actually having a 

positive effect, and they must continue in schools — from 

elementary school all the way up into high school — because 

we know the adverse effects of bullying. 

Ms. White: “Everyone in the school has the right to be 

safe to work and learn” — that line is taken directly from the 

department’s parent handbook. It states that, at the beginning 

of every school year, students, staff and parents are informed 

about behaviour expectations. This policy is to be clear about 

how the school will approach the handling of bullying 

behaviours and intervention strategies. These policies are very 

important and not to be dismissed. 

What is missing, though, are the intervention and support 

strategies for the student and family who are experiencing 

bullying. 

Can the minister point to a policy or procedure that 

parents of a child experiencing bullying can find and follow, 

and a description of the supports that they can expect to assist 

their child if they are experiencing bullying? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question and for 

the opportunity to talk about how important these programs, 

these policies and this training are in schools in the Yukon to 

make sure that students are safe and comfortable. We 

encourage a restorative approach to respond to incidents of 

bullying, which focuses on repairing the harm and restoring 

relationships training on restorative approaches as available to 

school staff through the Safe and Caring Schools policy 

support plan. According to the Safe and Caring Schools 

policy, each school will follow their policies and the 

Education Act in cases where bullying occurs and the 

behaviour of a student needs to be addressed.  

A positive behaviour implementation system is a long-

term school-wide approach to encourage good behaviour. The 

goal is to change the school environment to ensure that 

students and staff feel appreciated, safe and respected.  

I will determine whether or not these policies are 

available online. I believe they are, but if they aren’t, I 

certainly will ensure that’s the case on the Department of 

Education website. I encourage the member to look there. I 

haven’t had an opportunity to do that today but I will address 

it with the department and make sure that those policies are 

available to families.  

Question re: Climate change youth ambassador 
program 

Mr. Istchenko: The annual United Nations Climate 

Change Conference is taking place in Germany this week. The 

previous government understood the value of investing in our 

future leaders and was committed to broadening our 

understanding of climate change. That’s why we created the 

climate change youth ambassador program, which gave 

Yukoners ages 19 to 23 the opportunity to attend these 

meetings and learn about climate change and international 

negotiations. However, according to the government’s 

website, it appears the Liberals cut the program for this year.  

Can the Minister of Environment please confirm that this 

program has been cut, and will she provide the rationale as to 

why?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: Just as a point, I wouldn’t say that 

we’ve cut any programs. What we are doing is taking a 

strategic pan-northern approach on clean growth and climate 

change. We’re working with our northern partners. We’re 

working with the Government of Yukon.  

The youth programming that the member speaks about — 

we are looking at a cohesive approach. We’re looking at a 

collaborative approach within the government. We have a 

ministers committee on climate change really taking a positive 

approach. The Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, the 

Minister of Community Services and I are working with our 

departments to redefine the northern adaptation approach to 

climate change. Our key commitment recognizes that the 

north is disproportionately affected by climate and climate 

change, and we need to come up with an adaptation measure 

and a strategy that best aligns with the needs of the north. 

Who gets involved and how that’s managed will be 

determined in the future.  

Applying and building the resilience of Yukon 

communities — we’ve addressed that. So, yes, it will take 

some time and we will work with our communities again and 

with our departments.  

Mr. Istchenko: I’m not sure if I got an answer. I’m not 

sure.  

Mr. Speaker, developing future leaders is an important 

goal, and it should be for all governments. The climate change 

youth ambassador program gave young Yukoners a once-in-a-

lifetime opportunity to attend high-level meetings involving 

international negotiations. These young leaders were given 

opportunities to meet with federal ministers, representatives 

from different countries and Canadian negotiators.  

The experiences and the knowledge that they gain would 

be invaluable for Yukon as we develop our next generation of 

leaders. Yet, according to the government’s website, this 

program is on hiatus — and I think that’s what the minister 

just said — and they are no longer accepting applications. Is 

the minister able to tell us if there are any other climate 

change programs that have been put on hiatus? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: No. I would say there are none put on 

hiatus. What we are doing is that we are working on a new 

approach to climate change. We know that there was just the 

released announcement in the media over the weekend — I’m 
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sure the members opposite would have read it on CBC. There 

is a new approach and new scientific assessments on the 

impacts and effects of climate change globally. In preparation 

for national strategies, we have a pan-northern approach, as I 

stated, and we will define, in that approach, a very specific 

strategy for Yukon and for our northern partners. Who gets 

involved and what programs we initiate will evolve out of 

that.  

The previous government may have had a strategy — 

well, that strategy perhaps needs to be aligned and that’s 

exactly what we’re doing and we’re taking a very succinct 

approach with the experts we have in-house. We’re relying on 

resources that we have as well as working with our pan-

northern partners. 

Question re: Highway maintenance 

Mr. Hassard: I have a few questions for the Minister 

of Highways and Public Works regarding highway 

maintenance. In the spring, the Minister of Highways and 

Public Works confirmed that he had in fact cut the brush-and-

weed control budget by some 50 percent this year. Throughout 

the summer, we heard a number of safety concerns from 

drivers who found many sections of the road not cleared very 

well at all. We have heard some concerns as well that the 

brushing was done very late in the season.  

I’m curious about if the minister would be able to tell us 

if he plans to keep the budget at the same level next year. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for his 

question. Indeed we have heard a lot about highway 

maintenance and brush-clearing in the last several months.  

I will inform the member opposite that we are currently in 

the midst of budget preparation. We’re starting that process 

now. It’s an involved process. We’re doing that because we 

have inherited a situation where the previous government 

spent a $1.50 for every dollar they collected in new money, 

and so there are some budget restrictions. There are some 

issues that we’re having to deal with on a range of areas. 

Government services have to be assessed for the usefulness. 

Certainly I have heard a lot from the community that brush-

clearing is important and I’m sure it is. 

We are going to assess how much money we put in the 

budget in the coming months. Once we have that, we will 

make that information known to the members opposite, 

probably in the next Sitting. 

Mr. Hassard: Recently, we’ve seen the government do 

an asphalt overlay at Jakes Corner. However, at a busier 

section of highway just south of the Carcross Cut-off the 

government did a chipseal overlay. We have heard a number 

of concerns about this particular section.  

I’m curious about if the minister could explain why the 

government chose to go with asphalt on the Jakes Corner 

section but, at the busier section of the highway closer to 

Whitehorse, they went with chipseal instead. I’m curious as 

well if the chipseal overlay will become a new standard.  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for his 

question. I know several members opposite have been in the 

Highways and Public Works portfolio for a lot longer than I 

have and know about chipseal standards. This is a question 

outside of my experience. I am gaining experience in highway 

maintenance and all of the differences between chipseal and 

asphalt. It has been an immersion for me in a brand new field. 

I take the member opposite’s question under advisement. I 

will find out from the department why we decided to use 

chipseal as opposed to asphalt in those two different areas; 

however, I do not believe that chipseal will be a new standard. 

I will check with my departmental experts who make a living 

at this — our engineers and road experts — in road building 

and development, and I will certainly consult them and get the 

member opposite a more fulsome answer. 

Mr. Hassard: I certainly appreciate that answer from 

the minister.  

With the arrival of winter, we have heard a number of 

concerns from citizens throughout the Yukon about the state 

of the highways. The highways, obviously, are what connect 

our communities, and our constituents rely on them very 

heavily. We know the reality of living in the north is that there 

will be snow and ice on our highways, but Yukoners should 

be able to drive on our highways and expect them to be either 

cleared or sanded. We have received many questions about 

whether or not the government has reduced the sanding 

budget, similar to how they reduced the brushing budget.  

Can the minister confirm if this is the case and update us 

on what actions this government is taking to ensure our 

highways are kept safe throughout the winter? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Well, the member opposite is 

correct that the brushing budget was reduced in the last 

budget, but the sanding budget has not been reduced. We have 

been reflecting on this. I am sure the member opposite heard 

complaints. I have heard complaints too. My good colleague, 

the Member for Mayo-Tatchun, has certainly kept me abreast 

of the road conditions on almost a weekly basis as he makes 

his trip home to his constituents and family in Mayo. I 

certainly get very up-to-date and detailed reports on the state 

of the highways up north. As a matter of fact, the Premier just 

recently made a trip back home to his community in Dawson 

City and stopped in at the Carmacks grader station with 

pastries. I know that was to meet the crew there and find out 

how things are going for them.  

They are working very hard this year. The weather 

conditions have been very unusual this year. We have had 

some freezing rain and some freezing and thawing, so the 

weather conditions, particularly on the stretch from Carmacks 

to Minto, has been a really vexing problem for the Department 

Highways and Public Works staff. I know the crews have 

been working very hard to get this stretch of road in shape. 

They have been blading the roads more than they ever have in 

the past and they have done it earlier. They have been putting 

sand down and I know they are working very hard, but safety 

is our utmost goal. 

 

Speaker: The time for Question Period has now 

elapsed. 
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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, 

November 15, 2017. They are Motion No. 157, standing in the 

name of the Member for Copperbelt North, and Motion 

No. 32, 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):  Order, please. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order. 

 The matter before the Committee is continuing 

general debate on Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the 

Workers’ Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and 

Safety Act (2017). 

 Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair:  Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: I will now call Committee of the Whole to order.  

Bill No. 8: Act to Amend the Workers’ Compensation 
Act and the Occupational Health and Safety Act 
(2017) — continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is continuing 

general debate on Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the 

Workers’ Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and 

Safety Act (2017). 

Ms. White: Again, I thank the official for returning to 

join us today to talk about these changes to the act.  

In the last questions I had before we sat down on 

November 2, I was asking about research, so I will just read 

from Hansard: “In all of the research that was done to make 

the decision to include these three groups of workers, at any 

point in time was the actuary asked what the cost would be for 

a blanket across the industry? If it was to include everybody, 

what would that increase look like?” 

The third question was whether or not there “… was a 

request to do the research on what that increase would be for 

across the board?” — so to cover all industries. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I thank the member opposite for the 

follow-up questions.  

When we were considering the scope of this bill — and I 

went over this previously in our last Committee of the Whole 

debate — we looked at a number of different factors, one of 

them being our survey. We looked at past experience with our 

actuary and our past experience around the presumption for 

firefighters included us booking a liability of $5 million. Until 

we have a presumption bill passed, that is when we would go 

back to our actuary to look at what liability would be 

potentially booked for this presumption.  

When we looked at this, the advice that we received from 

the board was that these were our past experiences with our 

actuary, and so we have to assume that there may be a need 

for a liability to be booked for this presumption. 

Ms. White: So there was no prior research done to 

decide whether there would be a cost increase. Was there no 

request or conversation with the actuary to explore the 

possibility of an increase? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I stated previously that, when we 

looked at the cost estimates, the actuary did provide — and we 

did look at actual injury costs. So the $300,000 to $500,000 — 

I did state that, in the past Committee of the Whole, that was 

the information that was provided to us. For us to then do this 

blanket — this is what it might look like — we pay the 

actuary to actually do that work on our behalf, so for us to 

forecast something that may or may not happen is an actual 

direct cost to the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and 

Safety Board. So it’s not a matter of us saying, “Can you just 

give us this information?” It is us actually requesting and 

paying for it.  

We do have that general number around what the injury 

costs will be per worker. When this is passed, then we would 

go back and get other costing, but we do know that it will be 

potentially a rate increase. 

So from the costing perspective, it is quite difficult to put 

a precise estimate on the proposed change that would result 

from this introduction of a PTSD presumption. There is 

evidence from other jurisdictions indicating that it is likely 

that increased awareness could result in an increase in the 

number of claims, which is what we expect. We expect that. 

We are already seeing that. The last few years have seen, on 

average, three new PTSD claims opened every year for 

Government of Yukon employees who are emergency 

response workers. 

PTSD presumption legislation could double this rate to 

see six new claims per year. However, based on an analysis 

completed by the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and 

Safety Board actuary, an additional three claims per year is 

probable. The costs related to PTSD presumption legislation 

would affect premiums two years from when the legislation 

takes effect, with the full impact being felt approximately 10 

years later. The estimated incremental cost of approximately 

1.5 percent per year would increase the government’s rate 

group by approximately 24 cents over time. This would be 

over and above the rate increases that could occur regardless 

of the PTSD presumption legislation. 
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In practical terms, that means that the current government 

rate group of $1.45 per $100 of payroll would increase to 

$1.69 — an increase of 17 percent — if there were no factors 

influencing the rate. 

Ms. White: One of the reasons why I ask if any 

research was done previously is that it has been said by the 

Premier and the minister that it would cost too much to look at 

covering all industries. The reason why I was asking if the 

actuary had been asked the question is because, to me, that 

would seem that it would be the actuary who would say that 

there is actually going to be an increase. 

One of the things to follow up on is that, when we talked 

about the $5-million liability coverage for firefighters, it 

resulted at the time, I believe, to an eight-cent increase per 

$100 of wage. When the minister was just speaking, there was 

a mention of two years, so there would be a two-year increase 

and then it would stabilize after the two years — just to 

clarify. So if we were looking at having an increase for those 

three specific industries — the minister spoke about two 

years. Would the two years cover to get the liability high 

enough and then it would be maintained for future years? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: We will not see the impact for two 

years. We will see the impact on the rate in approximately two 

years, and then we will not see the full impact until 

approximately the 10-year period. That’s really the time 

frame. 

Ms. White: How long did it take for the WCB to reach 

the $5-million liability for firefighters? How many years did it 

take for that liability to be set aside and then, once that 

$5 million was reached, what happened to the rates? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Basically what happened with the 

firefighter presumption is that eight cents were added per year 

to the government rate. Then there would be a five-year 

review to check in to ensure that we’re on track and just to 

ensure that we are collecting back that liability that goes on to 

the government rate.  

Again, when we move forward with this presumption, the 

actuary will determine whether a liability needs to be booked, 

and then we’ll go through a similar process of doing this in an 

incremental way until we reach the full liability and until the 

liability is fully collected.  

Ms. White: Just because we do have the person with 

the answers in the Chamber, I was just trying to figure out 

quickly when the presumptive legislation was passed for 

firefighters. I can’t remember if it was 2006, 2009, or 2011.  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Ms. White: So I have been corrected here — 2009, it 

was introduced and in 2011, it was passed.  

I was just trying to figure out how many years it took for 

that $5-million liability to be put aside. We talked about a 

five-year review, so 2011 would have been 2016. I just 

wanted to know if, within that five years, we reached the $5-

million liability that was set for the presumptive — the cancer 

coverage for firefighters?  

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The plan was — and still is — to 

collect over 10 years. We’re just passing the five-year mark. 

We’re just doing a review to see if we’re on track with that 

and if we need to adjust the levels that would be assigned to 

the rate group.  

Ms. White: When will that review be completed?  

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The plan is that we’re just passing 

the five-year mark so it will be reviewed in 2018 and it will be 

reflected on the 2019 rates.  

Ms. White: With the proposed changes to the 

legislation in Bill No. 8, will there also be a five-year review 

completed for these changes?  

Hon. Ms. Dendys: The plan is that, once this 

legislation is passed, it would then be discussed with the 

actuary. If a liability is necessary and is to be booked against 

this presumption, then we would do an assessment and put a 

plan in place. Based on our experience, it may be similar to 

the firefighters’ presumption, and that would be a board 

decision.  

Ms. White: When the minister was speaking earlier — 

just to clarify — was there the thought that we would be 

presumptively adding the money and liabilities for six cases 

per year? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: That was an initial rough 

assessment — sort of a ballpark — we’re not sure. We already 

have higher numbers than that which we’re looking at. That 

was based on the initial assessment when we were first 

discussing this presumption. The more awareness — that is 

exactly what we want; we want to see workers or anyone 

really who is suffering from post-traumatic stress disorder. 

What I understand from the Workers’ Compensation 

Health and Safety Board is that these particular workers who 

we have targeted within this bill are the types of workers who 

generally do not come forward, so we are now starting to see 

them come forward. What we know is that other workers who 

may have post-traumatic stress disorder from other 

occupations that have been discussed within Committee of the 

Whole — like social workers, teachers, or others — who may 

have developed post-traumatic stress disorder do come 

forward. There is generally no issue with them coming 

forward. If there is an impact of post-traumatic stress, they 

often will work with their employer and work with the 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board to gain 

coverage through the Workers’ Compensation Act. But these 

particular workers who we are targeting in this bill generally 

do not come forward. 

Ms. White: Just also to try to hone myself into the 

conversation — was the $2-million return in the 2016 

financial year or was it 2015? So Workers’ Compensation has 

made returns to Yukon government — just to get those 

amounts and the years that there were returns. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Yes, that is approximately correct. I 

don’t have the exact number in front of me today, but 2015 

and 2016 both had $2-million rebates, as did all other Yukon 

employers throughout the Yukon, based on how much they 

paid into Workers’ Compensation during that year. 

Ms. White: If it’s an issue of money, then could that 

money not have been rolled back into Workers’ Compensation 

to cover PTSD, like the presumptive legislation for the other 
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workers as well, or even just the ones who are covered by 

Yukon government? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I can hear the point that the member 

opposite is making today, but there is no guarantee that there 

would be a rebate from year to year. This is the situation in the 

Yukon where we are in an overfunded position. It was the 

decision of the board to do the rebate that all employers in the 

Yukon have received over the past two years. Going forward, 

there is still no guarantee that there will be a rebate because 

things can happen.  

We discussed this in Committee of the Whole when we 

had our previous debate. Things can change. There may be 

things that change within our investments, and that is really 

what has put us into a situation of being overfunded at this 

point. 

Ms. White: I thank the minister for the answer and, of 

course, the official in the Chamber. I just realized that this is a 

radical — that I could probably jump down for the rest of my 

existence and we really do not want to be talking about this 

for the next five years, so I thank the Assembly for the time 

and, of course, the official in the Chamber watching.  

It turns out that I have a lot more to learn about workers’ 

compensation. I guess this is going to be my lifelong journey 

of learning actuaries, amounts, liabilities and coverage. I 

thank the Assembly for their patience, and I am going to stop 

because I have about 45 more questions that probably do not 

make a lot of sense on their own. So I am going to learn more 

and I will be back for this legislation or this department at 

another time. 

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill 

No. 8? Seeing none, we will proceed to clause-by-clause 

debate reading of the bill. 

On Clause 1 

Clause 1 agreed to 

On Clause 2 

Ms. Hanson: I would like to just speak a bit on clause 2 

because this is the core of this whole amendment, which says 

that presumption respecting post-traumatic stress disorder — 

and then it has for emergency response workers and the 

explanatory note is also there.  

We have spent a lot of time in this Assembly speaking to 

— and we just heard the minister’s rationale for why this 

government chose to restrict presumptive coverage to 

emergence response workers. In my view, that rationale and 

this government’s use of it is a direct contradiction to the spirt 

and intent of the workers’ compensation legislation. That’s 

just a statement. It’s my feeling about that. 

I sent a note this morning to the minister opposite and to 

several other members of the Liberal caucus because I have 

been struggling over the last while to find a way to try to 

bridge the gap that exists between those in the community and 

those in society who do believe that post-traumatic stress 

disorder presumption should be and could be, and morally 

should be extended to all workers. That has been clearly 

rejected by the current government. 

One of the things I said to the minister this morning is 

that, in doing that kind of thinking and research and trying to 

maintain the intent of the legislation that was tabled by the 

Liberal government, as well as to not put further impediments 

to adapting to and evolving as we gain a better understanding 

of the impact of post-traumatic stress disorder — one of the 

ironies is that we’ve talked a lot about the money on this side 

of it, and we haven’t been talking about the work and the 

responsibility that is also covered in the other part of the bill 

here in terms of the occupational health and safety.  

That being said, what I found was that, in April 2017, the 

Nova Scotia Liberal government, just before election, had up 

until that time repeatedly rejected the idea of presumptive 

coverage for any kind of workers, but then they tabled a bill in 

April 2017 that would provide presumptive coverage to 

particular classes of workers, or groups of workers. Their 

inclusion was broader than ours. It included correctional 

officers, firefighters — which ours includes — and nurses — 

which ours doesn’t — and paramedics and police officers. 

After the election, they went out to public consultation. They 

actually listened to the public consultation — unlike this 

government, which heard that only three of the 207 

respondents said they wanted it restricted to the basis that this 

government had put out — and that government had a 

committee process — not unlike what one presumed that this 

committee process is about.  

As a result of that, in September of this year, they tabled 

presumptive legislation again in the Legislative Assembly that 

added number of workers. The Workers’ Compensation Act in 

Nova Scotia, in addition to the ones I already outlined — the 

correctional officers, firefighters, nurses, paramedics and 

police officers — included 911 operators, dispatchers, and 

continuing care assistants to the list of professions that would 

be covered under the presumptive legislation. 

What they did, Mr. Chair, to not have the kind of 

challenges that we’ve faced in this Legislative Assembly, 

repeatedly — and I’ve only been elected for almost seven 

years, so I’m nowhere like some of the older hands in this 

crowd. I may be old but I’m not an old hand. I can tell you 

that the number of times we see where legislation is way past 

its best-before date — the legislation says in it that it shall be 

reviewed, may be reviewed, or whatever, and repeatedly that 

doesn’t happen. 

So the Nova Scotia Legislature and its committee 

structure actually came up with an approach that will allow for 

some flexibility. It allows for the addition of future 

occupations through regulations as opposed to having to bring 

the legislation back and have it reintroduced. What it does, 

Mr. Chair, is that, rather than having an exhaustive definition 

as we have in the current draft right now, it simply says that 

you would have first response and emergency workers — 

front-line or emergency response workers are the broad 

category, and then you leave it to the regulations to define 

that, and you then have your — in our case the Commissioner 

in Executive Council doing that, and theirs is the Lieutenant 

Governor in Executive Council. They make regulations 

prescribing the occupations for the purpose of the definition of 

either front-line or emergency response worker. 



November 14, 2017 HANSARD 1619 

 

In my note to the minister, I said to her this morning that 

one of the things that it would do is that it would address, in 

part, the problem that is encountered in debate. We were 

talking about the assumption that the definition, as it is right 

now, will include yet-to-be-defined positions that we hope 

may arise from administration of justice negotiations. Those 

negotiations have not been completed yet, Mr. Chair, nor do 

we have a job description, nor has it been a position that’s in 

place. So allowing for regulations that would allow how that 

either as a front-line worker or emergency response worker — 

to me it’s more of a front-line worker kind of position. The 

minister spoke earlier about the potential inclusion in the 

future of social workers and others. Those are all ones that 

have been considered and are covered in other jurisdictions, 

but not here. 

So Mr. Chair, what I had said to the minister is that I 

would be — I had asked her if the government would be open 

to entertaining amendments that would include the words 

“front-line worker” in addition to emergency response worker, 

and allow for the making of regulations that, over time, would 

allow for further definition of both front-line worker and 

emergency response worker, so that this becomes expanded 

by regulation as opposed to being in this piece of legislation, 

Mr. Chair. 

To that end, I move an amendment to Bill No. 8. 

 

Amendment proposed 

Ms. Hanson: I move  

THAT Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ 

Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and Safety 

Act (2017), be amended in clause 2 at pages 1 and 2 by:  

(1) deleting from subclause (1) the definitions of 

“emergency response worker”, “firefighter”, “paramedic” and 

“police officer”;  

(2) adding the following definition: “front-line or 

emergency response worker” means a continuing care 

assistant, correctional officer, emergency response dispatcher, 

firefighter, nurse, paramedic, police officer or person in an 

occupation prescribed by the regulations”;  

(3) deleting from subclause (2) the phrase “an emergency 

response worker” and replacing it with the phrase “a front-line 

or emergency response worker”; and 

(4) adding subclause (3), “The Commissioner in 

Executive Council may make regulations prescribing 

occupations for the purpose of the definition of front-line or 

emergency response worker.” 

 

Chair: The amendment is in order.  

It has been moved by Ms. Hanson, Leader of the Third 

Party: 

THAT Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ 

Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and Safety 

Act (2017) be amended in clause 2 at pages 1 and 2 by: 

(1) deleting from subclause (1) the definitions of 

“emergency response worker”, “firefighter”, “paramedic” and 

“police officer”;  

(2) adding the following definition: “front-line or 

emergency response worker” means a continuing care 

assistant, correctional officer, emergency response dispatcher, 

firefighter, nurse, paramedic, police officer or person in an 

occupation prescribed by the regulations”;  

(3) deleting from subclause (2) the phrase “an emergency 

response worker” and replacing it with the phrase “a front-line 

or emergency response worker”; and  

(4) adding subclause (3), “The Commissioner in 

Executive Council may make regulations prescribing 

occupations for the purpose of the definition of front-line or 

emergency response worker.” 

 

Ms. Hanson: I anticipate that there would be some 

debate with subclause (2) because, quite frankly, it mirrors 

what the Nova Scotia Liberal government was amenable to as 

a result of both their public consultation and their debate 

discussions within Committee. I think the critical factor that 

we are attempting to achieve here is to not bind or constrain 

the ability to recognize that post-traumatic stress disorder is a 

reality and that presumptive coverage may and should be 

extended beyond what the government — at first blush — was 

prepared to do.  

Now we have heard extensive arguments largely coming 

back down to sort of a putative actuarial concern that may or 

may not increase liability. I think that there is a number of 

arguments that we could get into about the other part of the 

responsibility and the onus with respect to workers’ 

compensation — the whole notion of the second part of the 

Occupational Health and Safety Act and the language that we 

have heard being expressed about the onus on making 

workplaces safe. But there are occupations and professions 

where you cannot predict with any certainty the trauma. You 

cannot, even with the best of intentions or training programs, 

obviate against the trauma that may occur in a situation in a 

corrections centre or in an ER.  

We put this out because we really do think that Yukoners 

who responded both to the public consultation — we see the 

experience again of other governments that initially came out 

in a more restrictive approach having listened to their citizens 

and to members of other parties. In Nova Scotia, they have a 

Liberal government, but also they have Conservatives and 

New Democrats on their committees. Clearly this is a product 

of those discussions and I would encourage the government to 

look favourably at this approach and this proposed 

amendment. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to just start by 

thanking, of course, the member opposite for your 

determination in bringing forward the amendment today.  

I would like to just say that there were a number of — I 

want to speak to this in kind of a broad way, but also 

specifically to the fact that there is support for this approach in 

our community. Just last week, for example, there was a 

column that appeared in the Yukon News that agreed with it, 

and it was entitled: “Yukon government’s PTSD legislation 

strikes the right balance”. It speaks to — and I quote: “NDP 

Leader Liz Hanson has argued the government should go 
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further and legislate that all employees benefit from the 

presumption regardless of the nature of their work.” 

Again, I quote: “I must disagree with Hanson in part. It is 

certainly reasonable to suggest that the list of inherently 

traumatic occupations is incomplete. 

“It is another thing however to expand this presumption 

to jobs where encounters with traumatic experiences are 

exceptional events rather than daily occurrences. It is 

reasonable to place some onus on a grocery store clerk or 

automotive mechanic or a real estate lawyer who suffers from 

PTSD to explain what might have occurred in the course of 

their employment that could reasonably lead to that 

condition.” 

This continues on with this quote from the article: “Real 

estate law may carry its own stresses, but people don’t die in 

front of me at our office boardroom table very often. If they 

did I likely would have found another line of work years ago.” 

It goes on to talk in support of the approach that we have 

taken. I would like to repeat again and I have said this many 

times throughout this debate that any worker in any 

occupation can make a claim for work-related PTSD. That 

hasn’t changed. That will not change. PTSD is a human issue. 

Of course people come first — of course — that is absolutely 

the approach of this government. However, the reality is that 

you cannot discuss PTSD presumption without addressing the 

question of financial costs and who will pay them.  

PTSD presumption is a new concept in Canada, and we 

are not Nova Scotia. We’re not fully aware of what the 

impacts will be on costs to the workers’ compensation claims 

system. We are trying to develop a system for Yukon — 

something that will work for Yukon. That is why this 

government committed to limiting coverage to occupational 

groups that fall within the government rate group. 

It’s the most reasonable first course of action and, as the 

Premier said, this is a first step. Limiting to the government 

rate contains costs even as it serves those workers who are 

most likely to suffer PTSD as a result of their common day-to-

day work activities. We have a rough idea of claim costs, 

based on a limited amount of data from the past few years of 

experience at the board. We don’t know how that might 

change as we continue to break down the stigma associated 

with the psychological injury. As more people come forward, 

will there be more claims? Will it be severe or less? We don’t 

know how much of an impact that preventive actions, such as 

critical and stress management, have on psychological 

injuries. What impact will preventive measures have on 

Yukon workplaces in general? 

We need answers to these questions and more, before we 

consider expanding the presumption. Even with those 

answers, it will still be incumbent on the government to 

consult with employers in all rate groups to measure their 

awareness, preparedness and willingness for such an 

expansion. 

Take the question of nurses, for example — nurses, as 

employees of the Hospital Corporation, are covered under 

industry group 3.11, personal care and health care facilities. 

This industry’s group rate falls under the group rate of 

services medium. This is Yukon’s single-largest rate group in 

terms of the number of employees it represents. It contains 

over 1,000 of Yukon’s roughly 3,500 employers. There is a 

wide variety of employers in this rate group, such as lumber 

yards, bulk oil dealers, heavy equipment sales or service, 

restaurants and caterers, retail sales, personal esthetics 

services, and photography and other arts. 

It wouldn’t be reasonable for this government to presume 

that every employer in that rate group is willing to adopt the 

financial unknowns associated with PTSD presumption. 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I know — I’m just going through it. 

We are saying that a reasonable first step is to cover 

emergency response workers, who all happen to fall under the 

government rate group. As we learn about the financial and 

other impacts of PTSD presumption within that context — 

then, if needed, consult with Yukon employers before 

expanding it further. 

We’re not alone in this thinking. There is support in the 

community for this approach, as I’ve just stated, and I’ve 

already gone through a couple of the quotes from that article. 

Until we learn the financial impact of broadly introducing 

a presumption clause, it would be, I think, irresponsible to 

include. I know that it’s not what the member opposite is 

asking here today, but we think that we’ve found the right 

balance here. 

I stated earlier today that there are certain occupations 

that do not come forward, even if they have post-traumatic 

stress disorder — or, when they feel that they have post-

traumatic stress disorder, there are certain occupations that are 

listed in the amendment that you’re speaking of here today 

that generally will come forward, and they’re covered. 

They’re already covered under our legislation. I think that we 

have targeted the right group because these particular 

occupations generally do not come forward. They are now 

starting to do that. 

I just cannot stress enough that all Yukoners are already 

covered for PTSD under the Workers’ Compensation Act, so 

this is not a question of coverage. It absolutely is not. It’s a 

question of making a responsible decision to existing coverage 

to improve services for those members of Yukon’s workforce 

who are most likely to experience PTSD. It’s a balance of 

human and financial matters, and we feel confident that our 

approach is the right one. 

Now, what I will say to the members here today is that we 

are past our review time of the acts, and I’ve been in the 

position for less than a year, as minister responsible. Our 

government — and I, as the Minister responsible for the 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board — are 

committed to a broader review of both acts, and I will commit 

to doing that within my mandate as minister. At that time, we 

will revisit the effectiveness of the changes in Bill No. 8. 

Ms. White: I think the one thing — to see the trees 

through the forest at this point, or the forest through the trees, 

or however the expression goes — is that having new 

ministers having been elected for just over a year — the 

problem is that changing the legislation to increase the 
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definitions of who would be covered in the future means that 

it would have to come back to the Legislative Assembly. With 

the proposal — when we are talking about adding the 

subclause 3 — it would allow it to be made in Cabinet and 

would be allowed to be an order-in-council. In that alone, 

what we’re trying to say is that, for the very minimum, that is 

the correction. We knew that we would cause a little bit of ire 

by increasing the definitions. What I’m asking the government 

and what I’m inviting the government to do right now is to 

make a subamendment, to change that and bring it back in 

your definitions, but make sure we include the subclause 3. So 

if we say front-line workers — but the part that’s so important 

is allowing the definition to be changed by an order-in-

council, because otherwise, any time this — when we talk 

about this being a first step and that we will look at next steps 

in the future, those next steps have to happen in this Chamber. 

The Premier knows and members on this side know that it 

is hard to do. It is hard to make sure that it comes up. Every 

minister there has pulled out bills and legislation that they 

think are important, but it is hard to get it up. It is hard to go 

through the drafters. It is not an easy process. What we want 

to make sure of — at the very least — is that it could be 

expanded, and it could be expanded by the government, not on 

the floor of the Legislature. I am asking the government to 

take a look. If an amendment to our proposed amendments is 

required — just think about the future is what I am saying. 

What we are asking is that the future changes could be 

addressed not on the floor of the Legislative Assembly, but by 

order-in-council. Although this is a first step, future steps will 

have to be decided here, and that is the complication. In the 

six years that I have been elected, we have not gone through 

50 pieces of legislation — we haven’t. We have gone through 

far less than that. So if there will ever be any changes, it will 

have to come to this floor, and to make that a priority is a 

gargantuan task for government.  

I am asking right now if there is a will — and maybe, if 

government was so interested, we could ask for a recess to 

take a closer look. But, Mr. Chair, there is an opportunity here 

to make sure that it can be done in a different way than just on 

the floor of the Assembly. That is ultimately what we are 

trying to propose here — that change and that expansion to 

happen not through legislative change on the floor of the 

Assembly. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I would like to begin by thanking 

the members opposite for their proposed amendment and for 

providing these considerations. I think the minister has just 

stood and stated that she is interested in doing a review, and 

that will come. I think we are well aware that, without the 

clause as proposed by the Leader of the Third Party, it means 

it would come back to the Legislative Assembly. We 

understand that. There are always pluses and minuses. Of 

course it takes more work, but it also means that the debate 

comes to the floor of this Legislature.  

Before I leave that point, the amendment before us, as 

proposed, isn’t just for that. The amendment here is to add 

definitions and to add the Commissioner in Executive Council 

regulations.  

When the Leader of the Third Party spoke to the 

amendment, she talked about a concern that the focus was on 

the rates and that should not be the only rationale. I heard the 

minister responsible talk about more than that. Yes, rates were 

considered, but also the issue is that the group that has been 

proposed now in this legislation — the emergency response 

workers — has a stoic culture about it, and we have been 

working to help that group get past that stoicism so that, when 

they start to see issues arising around trauma, they seek 

support.  

Some of that leads to the point that I wish to make. It is 

about the notion of prevention. In the legislation as we have 

proposed it, we have recognized that there is work to do 

around prevention and that it is not fully developed as of yet. 

Within my own department, which has both firefighters 

and EMS, we recognize that we have to do more work. Our 

concern is that just presumption without the hard work up 

front on prevention leaves us exposed — I mean us as a 

territory. We need to put the effort into prevention because we 

want our workers to be well and healthy. All the debate seems 

to have focused on the notion of presumption, and I wish we 

would have spoken more about the challenge of prevention.  

In this case, in this first step as it is proposed, one of the 

jobs that is left for the departments — and I include in that the 

Minister responsible for the Workers’ Compensation Health 

and Safety Board, the Minister responsible for the Public 

Service Commission and I — is to focus on that issue of 

prevention. That is one of the other rationales that led us to 

pulling in emergency workers in this first step. I just wanted to 

put that one the record. 

Mr. Cathers: I just want to rise very briefly in 

speaking to this. I would like to thank the Leader of the Third 

Party for bringing this forward. We did consider whether to 

propose an amendment at this stage but had the sense from the 

government that they had already made their mind up about 

the scope of the legislation. As I noted in debate on this 

legislation, I do just want to note that, while commending the 

Leader of the Third Party for bringing forward a constructive 

amendment, I don’t think this scope goes far enough either. 

As I have mentioned previously in debate, some of the 

examples of other professions that I think should be covered 

include coroners, community coroners and victim services 

workers.  

I would also just like to note that, while we will be 

supporting this amendment and the idea proposed by the Third 

Party of expanding the scope in the future, one of the things 

that I have heard additionally from Yukoners who have been 

paying attention to debate on this legislation is that, in 

addition to comments I reflected earlier in debate, I received 

an e-mail from a Yukoner who told me about her own 

experience in the system and mentioned the importance of 

systemic supports, the importance of prevention and critical 

incident stress management, but also noted her view that, from 

her perspective, there are some other areas and possible 

opportunities that don’t get as much attention in debate, such 

as her suggestion that, as important as critical incident stress 

management is for some first responders, activities like going 
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for a walk as a group or doing something outdoors together or 

that type of team activity may be just as important for that 

person.  

I just want to note, in bringing that forward to the 

Legislative Assembly, that she was not suggesting, nor am I, 

that this is an alternative that works as a replacement for 

critical incident stress management or systemic supports, peer 

supports, or improved mental health counselling, but simply 

that different people deal with stress and cumulative stress in 

different ways.  

It’s important that we have a system that tries to provide 

the supports that our staff and volunteer first responders need 

and tries to provide supports that meet the needs of each of 

those individuals to help them avoid ever getting to the stage 

where they actually do have PTSD; and instead, trying to 

support them and foster their mental health and improve their 

ability to handle the situations without it ever getting to the 

stage where they have PTSD because, again, as I have stated, 

if someone gets to the stage where they have post-traumatic 

stress disorder, it means that the system has not worked as 

well as it should. 

I’ll conclude my remarks. I just wanted to note that for 

the record, knowing there are Yukoners who are concerned 

about this, that we’ll be supporting this amendment while 

arguing that the scope should be further broadened. I 

understand that the government is not indicating a willingness 

to accept that at this point in time, but I would strongly urge 

them to do as they are indicating and follow up on this matter, 

do further consultations and treat it as a priority matter to look 

at expanding this legislation to cover more Yukoners. Most 

important is to take the steps to improve the system in matters 

including mental health supports, critical incident stress 

management and in peer support group activities and so on to 

do the very best that we can as a government and as a society 

to avoid legislation. Presuming that somebody has developed 

post-traumatic stress disorder being necessary, we should not 

have to see it get to that final stage where somebody already 

has PTSD. 

With that, I’ll just conclude my remarks in supporting this 

amendment. 

Ms. Hanson: It’s interesting to hear the points of view 

by all members who have spoken. I think the minister 

opposite did miss the point of the article in the Yukon News on 

Friday. In fact, that writer was actually saying that the list is 

too restrictive and what our proposal is doing is allowing the 

government to review the list of professions without 

expanding it to all workers. 

I do think it’s unfortunate that the flippant tone at the end 

of the article was included in Hansard, because I really don’t 

think that the author — the lawyer who wrote that article — 

intended it to be flippant on the whole, but in the end it was. 

On a subject matter like post-traumatic stress disorder, I don’t 

think we can afford that. 

I just want — for the record — when this amendment 

goes down to defeat, I do want to remind the members 

opposite that November 17, 2017 isn’t several years away — 

not that much time. We will be looking forward to seeing this 

government’s review of the Workers’ Compensation 

legislation. It’s currently about four years overdue, so we’ll be 

looking to see that on the legislative agenda for this 

government in very short order and be holding them to 

account for that because I have heard it before. We saw it in 

Nova Scotia that government didn’t like this idea and went to 

an election on it with a narrower point of view and came out 

of it with a broader point of view. I’m hopeful for Yukon 

workers that we don’t have to wait for another election to 

have that commitment fulfilled — a commitment made by a 

new government to actually listen to Yukoners and Yukon 

workers — and not focus on the government’s actuarial 

liabilities, yet to be defined. 

I never understood at all that this was the covenant that 

was made in 1917 with respect to workers’ compensation. Be 

that as it may, maybe they’ll be re-writing the intention and 

the purposes of workers’ compensation legislation in the 

Yukon if we want to do it in a Yukon way and move away 

from that covenant with workers. 

There are many, many things to be balanced out in that, 

so that will be an interesting debate, Mr. Chair. I look forward 

to the next steps.  

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Chair, I wasn’t going to speak 

today and I commend the minister and her department for the 

work that they’ve done educating this Liberal government on 

the —  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order  

Chair: Ms. White, on a point of order.  

Ms. White: Mr. Chair, I believe that when the Member 

for Whitehorse Centre spoke, it was in closing debate.  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Ms. White: I’m sorry, Mr. Chair. I thought that when a 

motion was moved and the other person spoke, it was closed, 

but that does not appear to be the case.  

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.  

Again, I wasn’t going to speak, but there are a couple of 

different issues here that are coming up from both members of 

the opposition that I do want to address. Again, back to the 

decision that we made on this side of the House — it is 

twofold. One was to move forward with presumptive 

legislation, something that the previous government did not 

do. So it is interesting to hear the Member for Lake Laberge 

speaking about how we’re not going far enough, even though 

the Member for Lake Laberge had years to push this within 

his own government when he was over on this side. I take that 

with a grain of salt and I don’t want to speak too much to that, 

other than we’re at least doing presumptive legislation, 

whereas this was something that in my tenure in the 

Legislative Assembly, we spoke out for the last six years. So 

I’m very proud of the work that this government is doing in 

making sure that presumptive legislation is moving forward 

— period.  

Now, we’re hearing from the Leader of the Third Party 

her concerns that we’re not listening. I would say, Mr. Chair, 
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to the contrary — we are. One thing that we have listened to 

the most is we need to wrap our heads around what 

presumptive legislation looks like, over and above the 

presumed presumption that we already have here in the 

Yukon. In my ignorance in following this over the years, I 

started with the concept of “we just need to be like Manitoba.” 

When I was in the opposition, that was my thing — we need 

to take a look at the best-case scenario across Canada, which 

is Manitoba.  

What I know now, compared to what I knew then, is that 

we have legislation that is very similar to Manitoba and some 

would say even better than Manitoba, with presumptive 

legislation that is assumed. On top of that, we have initial 

responders whose rates of post-traumatic stress disorder are 

way too high to not be taken outside in isolation and 

considered. That’s what we’re doing. We have listened. We 

have listened to the initial responders. We are respecting their 

wishes to have this legislation pushed forward for the initial 

responders, first and foremost, for lots of good reasons that we 

discussed. I think that our minister did a very good job of 

explaining why it is that this first initial step — if it is the first 

initial step — is for the initial responders alone. That’s a very 

important piece. We have to do it this way for a couple of 

different reasons.  

The other reason is — I know the member opposite will 

scoff at this, but we do have to look at finances when we take 

a look at this consideration. Every new case is another 

half-million dollars over the lifetime of the individual. 

Whether or not that’s something that we want to talk about 

here in the Legislative Assembly, we have to talk about that 

and we have to talk about what that means on our finances. 

Now, when I say on our finances, it is because with extra 

attention given up front — to the member opposite’s point, 

which is a valid point, the Member for Lake Laberge talked 

about making sure that we don’t get to the disorder part. That 

is going to be an extra cost on the system. The more we talk 

about mental health and the more work that we do as a 

government on mental health, we will see a bigger strain on 

the system. Is that a good thing? Yes, it is a good thing 

because that is an upfront cost that, in my opinion, over the 

long run will actually save us money. But here is the thing: It 

is an unforecasted cost that we need to analyze, and we will.  

The mental health issue right across Yukon — we are 

putting 11 more mental health workers across the Yukon into 

the communities. That alone is going to, hopefully, spawn 

more conversations on mental health and get people to take 

action up front. We need to see what that does. This is a 

change in direction from this new government as far as 

presumptive legislation. We will get the criticism that we went 

too far or didn’t go far enough. We believe that we are 

striking a balance. We believe that this legislation, as it exists, 

warrants that time to go by so that we can make the decisions 

based upon evidence as we move forward.  

Respectfully, I will disagree with the NDP that we need 

to change the language now so that we can get ready for 

changes later. I think we wait and see what this new 

presumptive legislation does and hopefully — my greatest 

hope out of this new legislation is that it increases awareness 

for mental health illnesses and mental health issues outside of 

the initial responders. It allows Yukoners to understand more 

about the presumption that we already currently have with 

workers’ compensation. It also gets us the evidence that we 

need and the numbers that we need to make sure that the 

decisions that this government makes can allow us to still be 

financially prudent, but still work with the mental health 

issues that we do suffer from in our communities. 

 

Chair: Is there any further debate on the amendment?  

Are you prepared for the question on the amendment? 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: Count has been called. 

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of the amendment to 

clause 2 please rise?  

Members rise 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise?  

Members rise 

Chair: The results are eight yea, nine nay.  

I declare the amendment to clause 2 defeated. 

Amendment to Clause 2 negatived 

 

Chair: Is there any further debate on clause 2? 

Clause 2 agreed to 

On Clause 3 

Clause 3 agreed to 

On Clause 4 

Clause 4 agreed to 

On Clause 5 

Clause 5 agreed to 

On Clause 6 

Clause 6 agreed to 

On Clause 7 

Clause 7 agreed to 

On Clause 8 

Clause 8 agreed to 

On Clause 9 

Clause 9 agreed to 

On Clause 10 

Clause 10 agreed to 

On Title 

Title agreed to  

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Mr. Chair, I move that you report 

Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ Compensation 

Act and the Occupational Health and Safety Act (2017), 

without amendment. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Dendys that the Chair 

report Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ 

Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and Safety 

Act (2017), without amendment.  
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Motion agreed to 

 

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is 

Vote 51, Department of Community Services, in Bill No. 203, 

entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

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. 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Vote 51, 

Department of Community Services in Bill No. 203, entitled 

Second Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

 

Department of Community Services 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Chair, I would like to 

welcome back to the Legislature and Committee of the Whole 

Deputy Minister Paul Moore. It is a pleasure to have him here 

with us today. 

I’ll just give a few opening remarks and look forward to 

answering questions from the members of the opposition. 

Again, the budget for Community Services, with the 

supplement, would be just over $163 million. The increase 

that we are seeking is $3.8 million in O&M expenditures and 

they are all to do with increases in fighting wildfires from this 

summer. I won’t say that it was an above-average year; what I 

will say is that the last several years have all been above the 

previous average. So what I note is that the cost for fighting 

fires this year was $10.5 million and the average over the past 

five years was $10.4 million. So it is in line with what have 

recently been the expenditures for firefighting. 

Of course we can never predict firefighting exactly and 

you yourself, Mr. Chair — I know that you have experience in 

this field. This year, we had a lower-than-average fire year in 

the southern half of the Yukon and a higher-than-average fire 

year in the northern half of the Yukon. 

Of course wherever the questions go, we will do our best 

to answer them, but that is the reason for the supplement. 

Mr. Kent: I thank the minister for his opening 

comments and I too would like to welcome Mr. Moore to the 

Chamber here today to provide support to the minister during 

debate. 

There are a few topics that I wanted to touch on, so 

maybe I will just give a brief overview of them before I start 

addressing them one by one with the minister.  

The first one I wanted to chat about was lot availability in 

the City of Whitehorse as well as the infill lots. I did send the 

minister a series of questions last week that I wanted to ask 

about the proposed infill. The City of Whitehorse will be 

voting on those infill lots separately tonight, but hopefully he 

will be able to give me an answer, or else get back to me in 

writing with respect to the questions that I identified. I will, of 

course, put them on the record here in Hansard today as well. 

I also wanted to touch on the capital planning and some 

of the announcements and tenders that have gone out since we 

sat in the spring and get an update from the minister on some 

of those capital projects, the tender forecast, of course, and 

looking ahead to next year and beyond. 

There are some Sport Yukon questions that I have. There 

are a couple on the MOU signed between the Government of 

Yukon and the City of Whitehorse with respect to the 2020 

Arctic Winter Games — as well as touching on some other 

areas where the minister has direct responsibility, such as the 

Yukon outdoor sports complex and, perhaps, a partnership 

responsibility with respect to the field being proposed to be 

built at F.H. Collins as well as the sports school at 

F.H. Collins and the facilities there. 

Another issue that the minister has joint responsibility for 

is the Designated Materials Regulation. He has extended the 

consultation and, I believe, extended the deadlines on that. I 

will have some questions on the e-waste and the tires that 

were brought to us by constituents and representatives of the 

various stakeholder groups.  

I was hoping to get a bit of an update from the minister on 

the Societies Act work that is underway. I wanted to get a full 

update from him on the uniform Capital Markets Act that we 

have agreed to participate in with our colleagues from across 

the country.  

I did want to touch on the comprehensive municipal grant 

with the minister, as well as consultations that were concluded 

on progressive raffles that, I believe, are the responsibility of 

his department as well.  

I have some questions on building inspections and 

scheduling that have been brought to our attention by a 

number of Yukoners, and I am hoping to get a little bit of an 

update from the minister with respect to the regulations that I 

believe are out for consultation — perhaps that is concluded 

— with respect to the Pharmacists Act. I will look forward to 

hearing from the minister on that. 

There are a number of AYC resolutions that were 

approved at their spring meeting, and we will go through 

those with the minister and get a sense of where they are at 

with respect to those resolutions as well. 

That gives a little bit of an outline of the things that I 

wanted to talk about here with the minister, but I will start 

with lot availability and the infill lots. The first question that I 

have — and I know that Energy, Mines and Resources is 

responsible for lot development outside of the City of 

Whitehorse, and I believe Community Services has 

responsibility within the City of Whitehorse.  

Going on the EMR website this morning, we found that 

of the — I think 97 is the total number of lots that are 

available for sale in the Yukon.  

Three of those lots are in Whitehorse — two in Whistle 

Bend, multi-family lots out of phase 2B, and one multi-family 

lot in Ingram. I know that we were expecting to have phase 3 
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of Whistle Bend developed this year, but that hasn’t 

happened. I understand it may be pushed out to the spring.  

When I was at a city council meeting — not the most 

recent one I was at, but the one before — the city officials did 

talk about phase 3 of Whistle Bend with council members at 

that meeting, and I believe what they said is that the Yukon 

government had consulted with the contractors and the 

builders, and they were okay with it being delayed.  

I’m wondering if the minister could give us a little bit 

more information with respect to phase 3, such as the timing, 

how many lots will be made available in Whistle Bend and, 

again, when those lots will be made available there. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the Member for 

Copperbelt South for that — it was a great list of questions 

and I appreciate that you outlined where you were heading. It 

gives us some idea. 

Regarding lot development in the City of Whitehorse, the 

Department of Community Services — what we are 

responsible for is development of the lots in Whistle Bend or 

the large subdivisions as they come online. In general, we 

look for the city to do the work on land planning within the 

city, and I’ll answer the specific question about Whistle Bend 

and what lots we anticipate.  

The tender for 55 residential lots, 20 townhouse lots, and four 

multi-family lots was awarded in October 2016 and is 

scheduled to be complete and released for lottery between this 

November and January of 2018. The tender for 132 single-

family lots, 14 duplex lots, 40 townhouse lots, and 10 multi-

family lots was awarded in late July 2017 and is scheduled to 

be substantially complete and released for lottery by fall of 

2018. An additional 29 townhouse lots closed for tender this 

past August 2017. So we agree that it is important that we 

keep land development apace, although we take direction 

from the City of Whitehorse about where it would like to see 

lot development. 

I appreciate that the Member for Copperbelt South did 

send some questions to me regarding proposed infill, 

particularly within his riding. I did pass those notes on to the 

Minister for Energy, Mines and Resources, and if the member 

wishes, the minister would be happy to give some response 

here, if that’s preferred. I’ll just give that opportunity, 

Mr. Chair, and then we’ll see if there are follow-up questions 

from the member opposite. 

Mr. Kent: I had a couple more questions with respect 

to Whistle Bend. I know there were conversations that were 

taking place with the previous government about the 

possibility of transferring the responsibilities for land 

development within the municipal boundaries of Whitehorse 

from the Yukon government to the City of Whitehorse. Are 

those plans still in place, or have those been abandoned or has 

there been a change of course with respect to the government?  

The minister answered — again we can confirm that, as 

of today, there are only three lots available within the city. He 

has mentioned that phase 3 — it sounds like sales will start 

this month and carry on to January. If he can confirm that for 

me — I believe that’s what he said in his previous response. I 

think those are the questions that I have with respect to 

Whistle Bend at this point. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: To confirm for the Member for 

Copperbelt South, the lots that will be available this month are 

from phase 3C, so they are imminent. The lottery release is set 

between November and January — so January 2018. 

The next phase that is coming over the next year and will 

be ready for the fall of 2018 will be phase 4.  

The lots that I spoke about as having been closed in 

August of this year were phase 3A.  

To respond to the member’s questions, there was an 

initial interest and request to see whether the City of 

Whitehorse would like to consider doing the lot development 

itself, and there were discussions. At that point in time, I was 

a city councillor with the City of Whitehorse. At present — 

and this is through conversation with the City of Whitehorse 

— that is no longer being pursued. The best way I can 

describe it is that, in working to develop a strong working 

relationship with the City of Whitehorse and even as we were 

trying to resolve the concerns that they had around 

considering taking it over, where we landed was that they felt 

more comfortable just in that stronger and closer working 

relationship.  

I do stay in touch regularly with the mayor and city 

council, and I know that our staff works closely with the staff 

at the City of Whitehorse and there are always issues that arise 

and we need to address as a government-to-government 

relationship. At this point, I don’t anticipate that developing 

further because it appears that we have landed at a place 

where both governments are comfortable. 

Mr. Kent: I appreciate that answer and that update 

from the minister with respect to land development within the 

City of Whitehorse. 

The questions that I have and that I sent to the minister 

last week with respect to infill — I know there is some 

overlapping responsibility with Energy, Mines and Resources, 

but I don’t believe we will have Energy, Mines and Resources 

up for supplemental debate. That is why I sent these to the 

Minister of Community Services. Perhaps he could answer 

them.  

I am going to read these questions into the record and 

then, if there are responses that the minister has, that would be 

great. If not, I would appreciate them in writing. The City of 

Whitehorse is voting this evening, I believe, on which infill 

parcels they may rezone, so you will forgive the hypothetical 

nature of these questions, I guess — but we’ll make the 

assumption that these parcels within my riding of Copperbelt 

South will be approved for rezoning. 

The first question that I had — and the Minister of 

Energy, Mines and Resources did get back to me. We had an 

exchange of correspondence and said that some of the lots — 

the YG-owned land — would be made available through a 

lottery process and the city would have their own process if 

rezoning was granted. 

So I’m curious as to which parcels of land in the entire 

package are Yukon government and which ones belong to the 

City of Whitehorse? For the Yukon government ones — and 
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again, assuming that the rezoning process does go ahead this 

evening — I’m kind of curious when the lottery will be held, 

if they decide to proceed with the sale. 

In a recent letter from the Minister of Energy, Mines and 

Resources — I asked him if the Yukon Environmental and 

Socio-economic Assessment Act would apply to these sales — 

he indicated that it wouldn’t, that they were going off of 

previous assessments. I think in his letter he referenced the 

environmental assessment done for Whitehorse Copper in 

2004. I know that the YESAA began assessments in 2005. 

That was pre-YESAA, so I’m assuming it was the Yukon 

Environmental and Socio-Economic Assessment Act, or the 

mirror legislation from the Canadian Environmental 

Assessment Act that was the authority under which that 

environmental assessment was conducted, but if the minister 

could confirm that, that would be great. 

I’m also curious as to when the environmental assessment 

was done for Mary Lake and Cowley Creek. One of the issues 

that constituents are raising there is whether these assessments 

take into account cumulative effects on the aquifer and the 

addition of septic fields in the area. I guess, prior to YESAA 

where socio-economic effects had to be considered — I am 

wondering if the minister has any information if socio-

economic effects were considered. There are a number of 

values that the residents out there hold as very important to 

them — recreational values with respect to the trails and other 

types of socio-economic considerations — and that they 

would like to see addressed. I’m just wondering if there are 

any provisions in the YESAA legislation as it stands today 

that would allow for an environmental assessment of these 

developments. 

I have had the opportunity to visit the proposed areas in 

Mary Lake and in Cowley Creek, in particular, with members 

of the Mary Lake Community Association. We walked the 

trails, and it is something that they feel is very important to 

them — those aspects of the trails and the recreational aspects 

out there. 

If the minister has any responses for me to these specific 

questions — or, if he needs to get back to me in writing, that 

would also be fine. This may all be for naught, depending on 

the votes this evening at City Council. I had hoped that we 

would be in Community Services after this evening, but we 

are where we are. If the minister can get back to me under the 

assumption that the rezoning is approved this evening, that 

would be great.  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I’m totally happy to 

get back to the Member for Copperbelt South and give a fuller 

response. I don’t have a full response at this time. I appreciate 

that the member sent some questions. We looked at them and 

immediately passed them on to Energy, Mines and Resources. 

I know my colleague, the Minister for Energy, Mines and 

Resources, is working on getting a response or responses. I’m 

not able to give a detailed response.  

At a high level, there are some things that I can say. We 

work to try to ensure that there is — and this is in partnership 

with the City of Whitehorse — a two-year lot supply available 

at any point in time. We recognize that land development is 

very important and we recognize that there are a lot of 

pressures on the city, especially when the economy is doing 

well. We had an example of this when pressures came to bear 

in — I think it was 2008 — and at that point maybe there 

wasn’t enough supply. It can really affect housing prices.  

We hear from the City of Whitehorse — and support 

them — that they have the lead when it comes to land 

planning within the city. When it comes to lot development, 

Community Services does subdivision development, which 

would be, for example, right now in Whistle Bend. I know 

that we follow all of the appropriate regulatory steps through 

YESAA as that work takes place. That is maybe all that I can 

give at this point. I will happily continue to work alongside 

the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources to get the 

responses to the specific questions that were posed by the 

Member for Copperbelt South. Once those questions are 

responded to, then maybe there will be follow-up that can 

happen at that point, but at this point we just don’t have it 

ready for now. 

Mr. Kent: I appreciate that response from the minister, 

and I appreciate his indulgence in letting me get those 

questions on the record here today so that I can send the 

Hansard to those constituents who will be interested in that 

particular issue. 

I am going to turn my attention now to some of the 

capital projects that have been undertaken, or plan to be 

undertaken, by Community Services in this fiscal year and, 

again, looking forward to future years as well.  

I thank the minister — I requested cost estimates for 

specific projects and he did send me the list of projects. Some 

were closed, some were closed and awarded, some were 

award-pending, some were cancelled and some were still open 

at that time that I received this document from the minister. 

The first one I would like to ask him about is the Ross River 

pedestrian bridge rehabilitation, phase 2. The cost estimate 

that was put forward by the Department of Community 

Services was about $2.7 million — just slightly underneath 

that. When the tender closed on it, the low bid was $4 million, 

obviously substantially over the cost estimate. Has the 

minister or his department done an analysis of why the cost 

estimate was so much lower than what the low bid was? When 

talking about this particular project, can he give us an update 

on progress? When do they expect it to be completed? If he 

doesn’t know today, I would appreciate it if he is able to get 

back to me and the MLA for Pelly-Nisutlin, which includes 

Ross River, who would be interested. I know the tender went 

to an Outside company, but how many Yukoners or Yukon 

subcontractors are being utilized on this project and again, an 

overall update for us on when he expects it to be done. 

It’s obviously an important project for the community of 

Ross River. Then if he’s able to — I would take this in a 

return as well — give us a sense of the overall costs because 

there was quite a bit of work done by the previous government 

on this structure to stabilize it as well. I’m kind of looking for 

that overall number between this phase 2 and the phase 1 that 

preceded it. 
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Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thank you to the Member for 

Copperbelt South for the question.  

There were several questions in there about the Ross 

River bridge. I can give some update. My understanding is 

that the work will begin this winter. I think around January is 

when they’re currently contemplating that work beginning. 

The notion is to use an ice bridge to do that work for the 

construction.  

There is still ongoing dialogue about the timeline and the 

construction strategy. None of it is certain and it’s very 

difficult to talk about end dates. Those are challenging things, 

but I will do my best to try to keep the Legislature informed as 

this is ongoing — and, of course, the community. I met very 

briefly last week with Chief Caesar when he was here 

speaking with the Premier.  

The member asked why the costs were high. As an 

engineer, that’s a difficult thing to speculate on. We did, of 

course, do some analysis right away when the bids came in 

high to try to look to see where those costs differed from 

where our projections were. It is true, of course, that there will 

be times when your estimates will be over or under. My look 

at the whole department was that, overall, it was not a regular 

occurrence where we were regularly underestimating. I didn’t 

see a systemic issue and I asked the department to do some 

analysis for us on that.  

We did look at it to try to see if there was something in 

particular. We had noted, for example, that we had expanded 

the work and that there were some, for example, with the 

bridge anchoring and that may have been it. It could also have 

been that there were companies that had come from Outside 

and were unfamiliar with Ross River and needed to hedge 

their bets as it were — difficult to know and difficult for 

anyone to know the answer to that question.  

The other question that the member asked was about local 

involvement. When it comes to bridge contractors, we don’t 

have specific engineering firms here that deal with this sort of 

expertise. It is usually brought into the territory.  

I look forward to the day when that changes. If we’re able 

to alert the private sector to the work we have coming up on 

bridges, for example, then they may be able to make that 

investment and have it more locally based. 

What we did do was have a conversation with Ross River, 

the community, and chief and council to ask them about what 

they wanted to see in terms of local involvement. I can say, 

for example, that they asked that there be the opportunity for 

them to — as the bridge gets deconstructed — because the 

bridge has historic relevance to them — salvage elements of 

the bridge if they wished. I know that this conversation is 

ongoing. As we get further into it, if I can report back to the 

Legislature or the member opposite regarding what level of 

local involvement there is in terms of contracting, I will 

endeavour to do so. I think those were the questions that the 

member posed. 

Mr. Kent: I have just a quick question on that same 

project for the minister. I’m just wondering if the BIP 

program — I know that’s run out of Economic Development 

— if the contractor has initiated anything with that. Obviously 

it provides some rebates for local labour use, so I’m just 

curious if the BIP is — I guess, first of all, is this project BIP-

eligible? If so, has it been initiated? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

the question. I will take a look at it. I don’t know, for 

example, whether it is eligible or not, and I know that we 

haven’t had any conversations with the contractor about it, but 

I will endeavour to get a response for the member. 

Mr. Kent: Again, going back to this list that the 

member sent me with estimates — and I’ve sort of cross-

referenced that against what I understand to be the lowest 

bids. Some of them obviously were award-pending. One of 

the award-pending ones was with respect to the Faro 

pumphouse and reservoir replacement. Again, the estimate 

that the minister provided to me was just slightly over 

$3.8 million, and the low bid was, I think, $5.1 million. If the 

minister can confirm that low bid for me and whether or not 

this project has been awarded and is underway. It was 

advertised on June 2, according to the document that the 

minister provided to me. If you need the tender number, it’s 

2017-18-2503. So again, I am looking for an update on that 

particular one, and I guess the same questions — when the 

analysis was done with respect to this it was about 

$1.3 million over the estimate. I am just trying to get a sense if 

analysis was done as to where that $1.3 million came into play 

with respect to this particular project.  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I do not have those numbers and 

that information in front of me at the moment. I will work as 

we go through Committee of the Whole to try to see if we can 

dig some information up on that specific project. In the 

meantime, I will just have to leave it as a return or, if I am 

able, I will rise at a later moment during debate. 

Mr. Kent: I had some questions about a couple of 

projects that were listed in the minister’s response to me and 

ended up quite a bit underbudget, actually. I have questions 

with respect to those. He did provide me with, as I mentioned, 

a fairly substantial list of projects that were taking place 

throughout the territory this year. Most of them — and my hat 

is off to the officials in Community Services. Most of them 

came in pretty close to the estimated amount, and the ones that 

I have flagged are ones that were either way under or way 

over.  

I know the minister talked about phase 4 in Whistle Bend 

earlier today and the timing for that. The Whistle Bend 

subdivision construction of phase 4 underground utilities and 

surface — the cost estimate that the department put together 

was about $16.6 million, and the low bid came in at 

$11.9 million. I am just wondering if the minister can tell us 

if, in that gap, there are additional costs that perhaps aren’t 

here. Are there design costs that would not be accounted for 

that might make up some of the difference? If not, where was 

some of this money re-profiled — or if it was re-profiled, I 

guess — from this project to another one or a future one? If 

the minister has any information as to which ones those are, 

that would be helpful as well. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Just following up, the cost 

estimates are typically considered to be good at the 90-percent 
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level. These are typically class A cost estimates before they go 

out. However, the marketplace is dynamic. It is a small 

marketplace. We have a range of bidders who may be 

choosing to be more aggressive, or not, in their bidding. I 

think we have to allow that the marketplace has its own 

dynamics. We do our best, for example, to be thoughtful about 

how the projects are going out and to give the appropriate lead 

time so that we can get the best price possible for the 

taxpayer. But it is a bid process, and I think that it is 

important, when we look at the RFP process and the 

responses, to consider how it is doing over time and over a 

broad range.  

It is important to look at different sectors, of course, but I 

don’t think we can draw conclusions from one bid outcome or 

another. As an example here today, the member has noted two 

times when the bids came in higher than the estimate and 

noted another time when the bid came in significantly lower 

than the estimate. 

I think our job is to make sure that we are diligent around 

the estimate process and that, each time something comes in 

that is significantly out of range, we do an analysis to consider 

that. As I noted in an earlier response, we also do a more 

system-wide look to try to understand that our work is diligent 

and competent. In my experience so far, in working with the 

department and in executing some of that analysis or looking 

at the analysis that they did, my impression is that the 

department is quite rigorous with its work and on top of it. 

I can also say that, with respect to the buried services for 

Whistle Bend, when we put out the tender, there was nothing 

non-standard, or there were no late changes that I am 

informed of. It wasn’t something that led to those differences. 

I’m not sure if I missed a question from the member opposite, 

but I will just ask him to repeat it for me and I’ll take another 

crack at it. 

Mr. Kent: I guess the one question — and I apologize 

to the minister if he did touch on this, but the one question I 

asked him was whether or not, in this estimate that was put 

forward, there were some design costs in there that wouldn’t 

have been reflected in the construction bid that was put in by 

the low bidder at $11.9 million. That was the outstanding 

question that the minister is referring to. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The answer was no. There was 

nothing that changed that would have led to that difference 

that we know of.  

The other question that the member opposite posed was 

about — when a bid comes in under, what do we do with the 

money? Is it re-profiled, for example, to some other project? 

The answer is no. We don’t suddenly see it as a windfall. As 

we go through, over time, we’re always watching to see how 

we’re doing in the aggregate. For example, today in the 

supplemental, we’re not back here talking about capital 

dollars in the supplementary. We are talking about changes 

that happened to O&M that were unforeseen so, overall, the 

capital budget is working well. 

I will also say that we noted, for example, with funding 

streams like the clean water and waste-water fund — when 

you have a lot of projects and yet you know that at times in 

certain communities, you will hit issues here and there. What 

we have done is to try to ensure that, if a project is delayed, 

we take the next project on the list and get it moving forward 

so that, as close as possible, we are working to expend the 

budget allocated. 

In that sense, if money frees up, we will look to continue 

to spend because those funding agreements from the federal 

government have a timeline for them, which is a finite 

timeline. Members opposite have even commented that we 

need to be working diligently to ensure that the money is 

going to be spent. 

Mr. Kent: I appreciate that response from the minister. 

He probably won’t have this list that he provided to me in 

front of him, so I would accept this as either a return or he can 

get back to me with a letter. I’m curious — there were two 

projects cancelled in Dawson City: the Dawson York Street 

lift station replacement and the second one was the City of 

Dawson Front Street and Turner Street infrastructure 

upgrades. Can the minister tell us why those projects were 

cancelled? It was about $5.4-million worth of estimated work. 

Again, if the minister can let us know, and if he doesn’t have 

the answer at his fingertips, I will accept a return or something 

else with respect to this. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I just want to say — I’m not 

trying to be cheeky, but the Dawson underground is a 

complicated place. I wish that I could divine it all. It’s 

challenging. The services — you want to try to get it right. 

Those services are expensive. You’re dealing with an old 

infrastructure, which has been developed over time. It’s not a 

criticism of any past government, it’s just that it’s rather 

piecemeal and standards have changed. We are working with 

the City of Dawson and each meeting that I have had with the 

City of Dawson has had conversations about the underground 

services and probably every meeting I have into the future will 

have that conversation. 

What I want to say here and put on the record is that we 

respect our municipalities. We want the local solutions to 

local problems. Of course we support them and, wherever 

they request capacity and support, we provide it, but I don’t 

want us taking decisions here in the Legislature — or the 

Yukon government even — that aren’t done in partnership 

with the municipality. In this case, I consider them the lead.  

I do have the list in front of me. After I realized that the 

Member for Copperbelt South was going to go into details on 

the list, I did pull it back up so that I had the same list in front 

of me. My colleague, the deputy minister, and I were just 

discussing that we’re probably going to talk about the York 

Street lift station. 

I will have to provide a more detailed response at some 

point for the members opposite regarding how this is 

proceeding. All I will say at this point is that there are some 

complexities to the underground of an engineering nature. We 

need to try to make sure that we get it right because when you 

invest in underground infrastructure, you hate to go back — 

well, you hate to go back on any infrastructure piece, but 

especially when you have to dig up the ground again — 

because it is expensive. When you get it wrong, it can lead to 
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other problems and further costs. I am sure that someday we 

will have conversations about the waste-water treatment plant 

here in this Legislature, and everybody in this Legislature will 

be well aware of the challenges of infrastructure in our 

northern communities — our communities that are built on 

permafrost. That is the challenge and without getting into 

details in the Legislature, I will endeavour to get a more 

detailed response from the member opposite regarding these 

two pieces of infrastructure. 

Mr. Kent: I have a quick question I forgot to ask in my 

previous one with respect to those two projects that were 

cancelled. Were they cancelled after the bids were submitted 

or were they cancelled prior to the tender being closed? 

Again, that is the York Street lift station replacement and the 

Front Street and Turner Street infrastructure upgrades. We are 

curious to know if the contractors’ prices are out there or if 

they are not. If their prices are out there, will the tenders have 

to be substantially changed before you can go back out, 

subject to procurement laws and best practices? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: In response to the specific 

question — the bids were received, but no contract was 

awarded in either case. Currently, we are going back and 

doing a re-scoping exercise on the work itself. 

Mr. Kent: Looking at the open tenders for Community 

Services and the tender forecast for Community Services, I do 

see the York Street lift station on here. It looks like it is 

estimated to be tendered December 11 and close in early 

February of next year.  

This may have been updated. I think I printed these off 

today, but I don’t see the Front Street and Turner Street 

upgrades on here. Obviously you will have to re-scope those 

projects because I am assuming that, since they were 

cancelled after the bids were received, the prices are out there 

for the various contractors who were interested in these 

projects. If the minister has even a rough idea of when we can 

expect the other project that was cancelled to be retendered, 

that would be great. 

Since he has the list in front of him, the other question 

that I would have for him — as I mentioned when I received 

this, a number of these were closed, some were awarded, and 

some were award-pending. Are all of these projects underway 

this year? Again, if the minister needs to get back to me on 

this — if there are some that were postponed for whatever 

reason to the next construction season — that would be 

helpful for us to get a sense of which ones are on schedule to 

be completed when they were originally intended to be 

completed and which ones have been postponed. I know there 

are a variety of reasons for postponements and those types of 

things, so I don’t need the specific reasons, but if the minister 

can flag either today or by way of return for me, that would be 

helpful. 

So again, which ones are postponed and when can we 

expect the other cancelled project to be retendered? As I 

mentioned, on the tender forecast — the York Street lift 

station looks like it is coming out here in early December for 

advertising. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I think maybe the easiest way to 

respond is just to update the list and just try to get the 

department to resend. I’m happy to do that. I do note, though, 

that I think it was originally sent in September and we’re now 

in November, so it does add to the work of the department, but 

I’m happy to do it as it is posed as a question. 

Regarding the York Street lift station — it was re-scoped, 

so even though the title of the project is the same, it is now the 

newly scoped project, which is now out for tender. The other 

project is still in the scoping phase. It’s difficult for me to give 

a timeline at this point, but what I will do is try to get that list 

updated and share it back across for the member. I think that, 

rather than picking one out or another one out, we’ll just get 

them all and give them a sense of where things are at. 

Mr. Kent: I have a couple of questions about projects 

that aren’t on this list that the minister provided to me. One is 

the Burwash Landing water treatment plant — if the minister 

has any updates for us on that. Again, I know that this was a 

project that closed under the previous government and wasn’t 

awarded for a variety of reasons, but we had expected that to 

come back out for tender, so if the minister can give us a bit of 

an update on where that project is at? 

We also heard from some Yukoners who live in the 

community of Pelly Crossing about, I think, the Mica Creek 

bridge, and my understanding is that it goes to the cemetery 

and that it’s in need of some upgrades. If that’s a Highways 

and Public Works responsibility, we are happy to revisit it 

during that departmental debate. But if it is a Community 

Services responsibility, it would be great to get a sense if there 

are some planned upgrades to that Mica Creek bridge. We 

certainly don’t want the community cut off from the cemetery. 

Again, I’m not that familiar with this particular piece of 

infrastructure, but it was identified to us by a person living in 

Pelly Crossing. 

So those are two questions: one on Burwash water 

treatment plant status; and the second, if the minister has any 

information on the Mica Creek bridge — otherwise we can 

take it up with the Minister of Highways and Public Works. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Let me start with the Mica Creek 

bridge. Department officials have let me know that — and I’ll 

acknowledge that it’s Highways and Public Works; it wasn’t 

Community Services. I will confirm by checking with my 

colleague, but, as I understand it, the department was able to 

get this solved in very short order. I think it was a couple of 

weeks. I think it’s one of those instances when we were able 

to address the problem directly, but I will confirm that with 

the Minister of Highways and Public Works once there’s a 

moment. 

With respect to the water treatment plant, or the water 

treatment facility, at the Kluane First Nation — the Minister 

of Education and I were recently in Burwash for a meeting 

with — the chief wasn’t there, but the deputy chief and 

council and officials were there. We did discuss this project. 

I want to just take a minute, though, to say that we were 

there on October 20, 2017. In my first meeting with chief and 

council in Burwash, they had mentioned that there was this 

long-standing letter about a school, a request for a school. So 
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the Minister of Education and her team had tried to track 

down that letter through the archives and they found it. It was 

exactly that day, 100 years ago. We were in Burwash handing 

them a letter from October 20, 1917, and I believe it was the 

great-great grandfather of Chief Dickson who penned that 

letter requesting a school. All of us had goosebumps that day. 

I’ll leave it for another time, and when Education comes up, 

maybe the member opposite can ask some questions. I’m sure 

the minister will have a great story to tell. 

We are in conversation with the Kluane First Nation 

about the water treatment facility. We are talking with them 

about a local value.  

For example, I know that the Highways and Public Works 

minister has been looking to do — rather than purely cost-

driven contracts — value-driven contracts. I know that he has 

done some initial work with that and I think he may have 

some announcements shortly on that front, but through the 

Yukon Forum and working with all the First Nations, we had 

begun that type of conversation. The Kluane First Nation is in 

dialogue with us at this point in time so we recognize that the 

project has been on the books for some time and we would 

like to see it get moving — but, of course, we want to do that 

in a way that the community supports. It’s in active 

negotiation now and, as soon as that’s resolved, it will begin 

to move forward. I don’t have anything more to report at this 

point in time, but it’s not a file that’s languishing. We’re 

working on it in partnership with the Kluane First Nation.  

Mr. Kent: In preparing for departmental debate, I did 

download from the Community Services website the 2015-20 

Yukon infrastructure plan. I’m just curious as to if the 

minister can let us know — I mean, I know this was done in 

July 2015, but can the minister let us know if this is current or 

if there have been any changes made to this plan? Obviously it 

outlines projects by community. There are municipalities as 

well as First Nations identified in here for the projects that 

they would like to see accomplished. Is this current? If not, 

will the department and the minister be updating this Yukon 

infrastructure plan? This is what we had on the books for 

2015-20, but I’m curious if there have been any changes made 

to the plan since it was initially authored. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: This is an excellent question and 

my basic answer is that — and I’m not in any way being 

flippant — a lot has changed. It is sort of a dynamic list.  

What I will say is that, at the highest level, things that 

have changed are that we now have the — I’m sorry, I always 

get new acronyms. Just give me one second. 

The investing in Canada infrastructure plan or ICIP — I 

apologize, the federal government seems to revel in changing 

its acronyms often for us and just making it tough for any 

community to track where the funding is coming from. 

Anyway, those are the dollars that we announced, together 

with the Government of Canada this past summer, so it was 

over the next 10 years an additional $600 million, which is 

allocated for Yukon — sorry, I think it is $594 million. I 

would have to get the number to be sure. Of that, 25 percent 

will be Yukon’s portion and 75 percent will come from the 

federal government. 

On the horizon — as that comes out — it shows where 

Canada wants to invest some dollars, for example in green 

infrastructure, and for example in culture and recreation. 

When you know that is coming, our communities then adjust 

some things because they have a sense that there is something 

on the horizon that will deal with some of our issues.  

My Cabinet colleagues, the Infrastructure Development 

branch of the department and I have been going out and 

talking to communities. What we have been saying to them is 

that Canada wants us to have this list for the small 

communities fund in by March 31 of next year. So we have 

been asking them to look at the list and confirm with us if 

their priorities have changed or not. We are continually 

recompiling that list. At some point, we will get to a logical 

place. At that point, we will share the list. In the past, here in 

the Legislature, the members opposite asked for the list of the 

clean water and waste-water fund, which I supplied. I want to 

be a little bit more careful with the small communities fund — 

not to say I won’t share it; I will, but we must always take it as 

a work-in-progress until we get to the that end date. We have 

some communities that have said, “Here is our 10-year list. 

You can take it to the bank.” For example, the Village of 

Teslin and the Teslin Tlingit Council have really done some 

great work at pulling together a list and they are very 

articulate about what their next priorities are and what they 

would like to see from their priorities on the small 

communities fund. 

Other communities — for example, my own community 

of Marsh Lake has asked that the department come in and pull 

together the various groups within the community to sit down 

and lead them in a conversation about what they would 

establish as priorities. It is in various stages of development 

but, in all cases, what we are doing is working to try to ensure 

that it is the community that has the lead in identifying what 

their priorities are. Again, the catch phrase that I used earlier 

is “local solutions for local problems”. I will look for a logical 

place in which to share it with the member opposite as long as 

it is understood that it has something on it which says “draft” 

and “work-in-progress” because I don’t want any community 

to feel that once it is shared out it means they no longer have 

an opportunity to have a conversation with us. 

Mr. Kent: The acronym that the minister shared from 

the Government of Canada — I am assuming that has to do 

with this July 6, 2017 news release — $600 million over 10 

years. I won’t read it out here, but there is a breakdown of 

what this money will be targeted for. Again, I guess, the 

sooner we have an opportunity to see the changes to the Yukon 

Infrastructure Plan, that would be great, of course, 

understanding that you don’t want to create any confusion 

among the municipalities or First Nations that are applying for 

these funds. We will look forward to seeing the first 

instalment identified in the next territorial budget, as funding 

according to this news release will be available starting March 

31, 2018, and again, it will be disbursed over 10 years.  

I just had a quick process question for the minister. I 

apologize; I’m not sure what kind of information he does 

receive back from First Nations, municipalities and 
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unincorporated communities when it comes to the federal gas 

tax disbursements. Is there a requirement for the governments 

and the unincorporated communities that receive this funding 

to report back to the Yukon government or do they report 

back directly to the Government of Canada with respect to 

what these dollars were spent on from the gas tax? Again, I 

have the backgrounder from this year, I think it is, on the 

disbursements to the different communities and First Nations. 

I don’t expect the minister to have this information with him 

but, at some point, if there is a requirement for them to report 

back on what these expenditures are for, it would be helpful 

for us in the Legislature to know where the gas tax dollars — 

what projects they were attached to for the various entities 

here that get funded.  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The gas tax fund is a trust fund 

that is different from the small communities fund, which is a 

project-based fund that began and we’re in the middle of now 

and have another, I think, seven or eight years left — 

depending, I suppose, because there is still dialogue with the 

federal government.  

The investing in Canada infrastructure plan, which 

nominally will start in March of next year — but there is still 

a lot of work to be done before we get there — will be a 10-

year and project-based fund.  

With respect to the gas tax fund, the agreement sits with 

us. It’s an agreement between Canada and the Yukon 

government and so we are the ones who have the requirement 

to report. There is an annual report and I’m happy to get the 

last report and share it. I’m happy to share the report in the 

future — so as we do an annual report, I’m happy to share it 

with the members opposite and it will always state what has 

happened in the past year. It includes outcomes.  

The communities — whether a municipality or a First 

Nation or whether it is us as a government dealing with an 

unincorporated community, we require that there is some 

reporting back to us so that all rolls up for our funding 

agreement and responsibility to report back to the federal 

government. That work is independently audited and is also 

part of the requirement. I’m happy to share that with the 

members opposite. 

Mr. Kent: My final question on the capital side of 

things has to do with the tendering of seasonally dependent 

contracts. As I look through this list that the minister provided 

me, there is quite a date range from April to — I think August 

here is the latest. Given the government’s commitment that all 

seasonally dependent contracts will be tendered prior to 

March 31, is that something that the minister can confirm for 

us here today? So all seasonally dependent contracts for the 

next fiscal year, the 2018-19 fiscal year — if I ask for a 

similar list next year and this advertised date, will all those be 

on or before March 31 of next year? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I just spoke briefly with the 

Minister of Highways and Public Works and it still is our 

intention to have all large seasonally tendered contracts 

available by March 31 and that work is ongoing. I can confirm 

that is our intention.  

Mr. Kent: I guess the minister inserted the word 

“large” into his response there, so what we would be looking 

for is all seasonally dependent contracts regardless of size, 

obviously, to be tendered prior to April 1 just to meet the 

government’s commitment to the contracting community. 

I’m going to turn my attention to some sport-specific 

questions now for the Minister of Community Services. 

Obviously sports are one of his responsibilities.  

The first question I have is with respect to a June 14 news 

release entitled: “The Government of Yukon and City of 

Whitehorse sign 2020 Arctic Winter Games MOU". 

I looked online today and I couldn’t find a copy of this 

memorandum of understanding between the city and the 

Yukon government. Is he able to provide us with one? It 

doesn’t have to be today, at this moment, but we would be 

interested in seeing this MOU — or direct us to where we 

could find it on the CS website. I guess the question that I 

have for the minister is: How much is the Yukon government 

committed to providing by way of funding to hosting the 2020 

Arctic Winter Games here in the City of Whitehorse? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: What I will do for the member 

opposite is I will check in with the City of Whitehorse just to 

make sure that they don’t have any concerns. I don’t have any 

concerns with sharing the MOU, but, of course, in a 

partnership I would like to check with partners before sharing. 

I don’t anticipate there would be any concerns, so I will do my 

best to try to follow up and get the MOU out and share it. 

We’re excited about the Arctic Winter Games in 2020. 

It’s going to be 50 years since the Arctic Winter Games came 

in and so we’re excited about it. We worked hard with the 

City of Whitehorse to develop this partnership for hosting and 

I’m hopeful that we get other communities involved as well, 

and so is the City of Whitehorse by the way. 

In this year’s budget, we have provided some start-up 

costs — $50,000 is what has gone out this year. There will 

also be some ways in which we’re supporting from a capacity 

perspective to just ensure that things are moving well. 

Currently in the out-year budgets, 2018-19 has allocated 

$800,000. In 2019-20, there is currently $665,000 in the 

provisional budgets. So I will just add a caveat that we haven’t 

passed the budgets yet. Also, there is still dialogue to be had 

with the City of Whitehorse about how to make this a 

successful and sustainable games, but that is what we have 

allocated in the out-year budgets right now. 

Mr. Kent: So $50,000 this year and $800,000 next year 

and $665,000 the following year — okay, that is helpful. I 

guess we would be interested in getting a sense — are those 

dollars being allocated to the host society or do they flow 

through the City of Whitehorse? Is it a contribution agreement 

to the city for them to manage the games? This is just out of 

curiosity, but again, I thank the minister. 

We are also looking forward to seeing the Arctic Winter 

Games here in 2020 and, perhaps at some point in the future, 

hosting some sort of a summer event — whether it’s the 

Western Canada Summer Games, which I think is something 

that we could host here in the Yukon.  
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That brings me to my next question about the Yukon 

Outdoor Sports Complex Association — having a competition 

facility is key to hosting some of those bigger track and field 

or summer game events. This summer, YOSCA — I’ll use 

that acronym — indicated that it would still like an outdoor 

sports complex and that it would prefer to build it in Whistle 

Bend. The minister stated, I believe in local media, that he 

believes this would be a good type of facility and that he has 

had preliminary conversations with the Mayor of Whitehorse 

about it. He also said that he and the mayor would explore this 

topic a bit further the next time they chatted. 

Could the minister confirm if the government has plans to 

move forward with this project? If so, are they looking at the 

Whistle Bend location for consideration to build it? Has there 

been any formal or informal dialogue with the city on this 

topic?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Just backing up for a second on 

the Arctic Winter Games — I thought I was about to hear that 

the opposition was looking to sponsor, so I was excited. Let 

me just say that sponsorship is welcome. That would be great. 

I want to say — well, all opposition members, of course, and 

all members of the Legislature. Yes, it will go the host society.  

The member talked about YOSCA — I want to correct 

the record somewhat here. First of all, I have sat down with 

the Yukon Outdoor Sports Complex Association and had 

conversations with them about what they desire in terms of 

sports infrastructure. I did have a very brief conversation with 

the mayor about having had that conversation — that is all. 

There was no dialogue back and forth. Rather than following 

up on that path, what I did was look for an opportunity where 

we could see some development. It didn’t appear to me that 

the Yukon Outdoor Sports Complex folks were really about 

location. That was not their issue. It was about facilities.  

The City of Whitehorse had previously expressed its 

concerns that the choice of location was premature in that — 

and this was when I was on city council and when we as a 

council declined the zoning changes. That was because the 

location was not adjacent to a school. It was anticipated that 

someday there would be a school there, but at that point — 

and now — there is no school there. It turns out that I turned 

to my colleague, the Minister of Education, and I said, “Look, 

we have this field at F.H. Collins.” But it is not really a field 

because somehow, there was a powerline in the way, and so 

the decision was made to sort of squish the track and keep it at 

400 metres, but you don’t get a field in the middle of it. At the 

same time, you put in a cinder track, which is not really great, 

as we all know. What I have been working on with the 

Department of Education is exploring the possibility of 

putting in a full, rubberized track and a full-sized field at F.H. 

Collins. I have had some preliminary discussions with the City 

of Whitehorse.  

One of the opportunities, as the Minister of Community 

Services, is that you always want to check with your 

municipality or First Nation or the community to understand 

whether that project is supported or not. So I did have some 

conversations with them along the lines of: Is this a concern? 

Would this be okay? We have not had any formal discussions 

with them, so I would refer to it as informal. I think they were 

positive in nature and it has led the Minister of Education and 

me to do some analysis. I know that shortly we will be 

reaching out to the sports groups to get their input on potential 

designs. I am hopeful that we will see this start to move 

forward within the next budget cycle. 

I will acknowledge the member opposite’s question — if 

we do get a full-sized track and a field, it will open up some 

opportunities for sports and possibly sports tourism. So I have 

also begun some preliminary conversations with the Minister 

of Tourism and Culture and the Minister of Economic 

Development to discuss what those opportunities might look 

like.  

Mr. Kent: So just to be clear, with respect to the 

rubberized track development and the field development, was 

the minister talking about the outdoor sports complex or was 

he talking about the existing infrastructure at F.H. Collins? 

Sorry; there was a bit of a blending there of issues, so I just 

wanted to be clear with the minister as to which project he 

was talking about. He was talking about powerlines having to 

be moved and a rubberized track being put in place. If the 

minister could clarify that for me, it would be helpful.  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

the opportunity to clarify. I am referring to a full-sized 

rubberized track, including, in the centre of it, an artificial 

field at F.H Collins. 

That’s the opportunity. We see that the field and the track 

need work; we already knew we had to invest in that. It’s just 

a smart economic move to use that location and to invest the 

additional dollars in order to get the types of facilities that 

have been requested by the sports communities out in the 

territory. So that’s what we’re referring to. 

Mr. Kent: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and I 

thank the minister for that. 

There were capital dollars in this year’s Education budget 

for the redevelopment of the F.H. Collins field, I thought, that 

are going unspent this year, along with, obviously, the 

$8 million for the francophone school. Perhaps I’ll follow up 

with the Minister of Education on this as well, but it was my 

understanding that this money wasn’t being spent because of 

the delays and the contamination on-site. But the minister said 

that they haven’t talked to some of the sporting organizations 

yet — that will be some of the sport governing bodies. So I’m 

a little bit concerned that this planning wasn’t done and 

monies allocated in this year’s budget again will be lapsed, 

my understanding is, to next year, without talking to the 

sporting organizations about what exactly was going to be put 

there. I’ll have to go back and check Hansard, but I’m pretty 

sure that the Minister of Education said the delays in that 

project were a result of the cleanup of the contamination at 

F.H Collins. 

So I am looking for some clarification either from the 

Minister of Community Services, or perhaps the Minister of 

Education, on what the actual reason was that the project 

didn’t go ahead this year. Is it because they’re consulting with 

sport governing bodies and redefining the scope of that project 

or is it because — and again, as the Minister of Education said 
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— there was contamination on the site where this project was 

supposed to be built? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: To be clear — and just 

confirming with the Minister of Education and the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works — the delays were due to the 

contamination; that’s what caused the delay. When the delay 

was apparent, I approached the minister with suggestions to 

take advantage of the opportunity to enhance what had been 

originally anticipated. I engaged in discussions with ATCO to 

talk about potential costs of shifting transmission lines and to 

use the dollars that were intended for the redevelopment of 

that field complex as a reinvestment. 

The great thing is — and I happened to sit on city council 

when these projects came forward — that I have already been 

given proposals from, for example, the Yukon Outdoor Sports 

Complex Association, regarding what they would like in 

terms of a field, and what they would like in terms of a track. 

They had asked for fields and for several things. I’m not 

suggesting that we intend to build out to the original design 

that they had proposed which, in some ways, was developed 

around the Whistle Bend site.  

These will be proposals that will be developed around the 

F.H. Collins site, noting that we have other Education 

infrastructure that is intended to be going in there at the south 

end of the field. Then there’s the French language school, 

which will be coming. In sort of the scoping terms, it’s pretty 

easy to see what those big puzzle pieces are. In terms of 

details, that’s where we will start to have those conversations 

with the sports communities. We anticipate them happening 

shortly. The departments have been working collaboratively 

together on this project. One of our next steps is to speak with 

those sports communities, so I’m hopeful that they will take 

this dialogue today as a positive thing and I look forward to 

having those conversations with them.  

But to be clear, the delays were due to the remediation 

work that was required.  

Mr. Kent: I’m not sure if this was the minister’s 

responsibility or not, prior to the development of this year’s 

budget, but I would have thought that outreach to the sport 

governing bodies — in particular, Athletics Yukon or the 

Yukon Soccer Association — would have been done prior to 

the — I think it was $2 million or $2.5 million put in the 

budget for redevelopment of the field and the track at F.H. 

Collins. I’m a little bit concerned that there wasn’t any 

outreach to those sport governing bodies prior to that by the 

minister. But again, we can also follow up with the Minister 

of Education during that departmental debate when it comes 

forward.  

Moving on, away from sports — I did have some sports 

school questions, but I think those are probably better posed to 

the Minister of Education when we get into that particular 

budget.  

I do have some questions about the Designated Materials 

Regulation and the consultation process. I thank the minister 

for listening to the concerns of industry — those in the tire 

business, those in the trucking business, those who sell 

electronics in the territory, and the organizations that represent 

them as well. My understanding is that he has extended the 

consultation on the Designated Materials Regulation and has 

extended, I believe, the implementation date. If he could 

confirm the new dates for us when he’s on his feet — just for 

the sake of Hansard — that would be helpful.  

But I did want to ask a few questions as well on behalf of 

some of the industry folks whom we’ve heard from. We have 

heard concerns about how this will be implemented with 

retailers and wholesalers not located inside the territory. 

Online shopping has increasingly become a tool that many 

Yukoners use to purchase items from all over the world, so 

we’re interested in — how does the government plan to 

impose the surcharge on companies outside of the territory? 

So can the minister again answer that question and then give 

us an idea, for the record, on what the new dates are for the 

closing of consultation on this and the implementation? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will get to the DMR responses in 

a moment. First, let me back up to the sport governing bodies.  

I would have to go back and count, but my thinking is 

that I have met with dozens of these sports bodies, and the 

department — the Sport and Recreation branch of Community 

Services — meets with them all the time. It’s not that there is 

some lack of conversation.  

I will also say that there was money allocated in the 

budget originally to remediate the track. I don’t know whether 

that would have covered it — the $2.5 million — because 

when you dig down, sometimes you find issues that go a little 

deeper than you think.  

I will say that we, through conversations, identified an 

opportunity. We began to develop it as a potential plan. I hope 

that the sport governing bodies — those that deal with soccer, 

those that deal with track, and those that deal with other field-

type uses — will see this as a great opportunity.  

I’m looking forward to the conversation and I’m looking 

forward to their input. There are no decisions that have been 

taken, just this notion that we can get a great facility adjacent 

to two high schools on top of a facility that has been very 

underutilized. I think this is a great news story, and I 

appreciate that it pops out here. We would have gone shortly 

out to the sports bodies, and then we would have gone out and 

made it more of a public thing, but the nature of the 

Legislature is that I will do my best to respond to questions 

that are posed from members opposite, especially in debate on 

a supplementary budget. 

On the contrary — I just don’t want to leave this as “this 

was not a consultation” thing. I’m sorry — that’s not what I 

believe this to be at all. We have had ongoing dialogue with 

those groups, and I’m aware of their interests and I look 

forward to getting their input on making this the best possible 

facility that it can be, within the constraints of the landscape 

that we have there, and we will do what I will call “full site 

planning” to ensure that. 

We still have to deal with the remediation issues from the 

soil contamination that was there. We’re not there yet. That’s 

what you have to get through first. I think they’re at the 

testing phase now. 
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I will let more questions be asked of the Minister of 

Environment, Minister of Education or Minister of Highways 

and Public Works, and then we will move forward. I’m 

hoping that everybody will see this as a good news story. 

With respect to the Designated Materials Regulation — 

the acronym is often DMR — yes, we did extend the dates of 

consultation to February 1, and when we did that, it was for 

both tires and electronics. Having pushed that consultation 

date out, we’re not yet setting a date for when we anticipate 

regulations.  

We do want to move to the stewardship model. It is the 

right way to go overall. This has been how we are heading 

nationally, and the Canadian Council of Ministers of the 

Environment has worked to try to move us all there. We are 

getting there a little late, but we are getting there. We do want 

to work with industry to try to make this as good as possible. I 

will identify that, in the media, there was a report quoting the 

Leader of the Official Opposition saying that large tires would 

go from $5 to $50. That is not exactly a full picture, and I 

think that it is important that the tire industry and the trucking 

industry do get a real sense of what we are talking about, so I 

will take a minute to emphasize this point.  

Currently, if your tire is over 24 inches — I am referring 

to the rim diameter — it would be $80 to put that tire into the 

Whitehorse landfill. If someone took that tire and drove it out 

of town and put it into one of our community landfills, then it 

would be $80 to the taxpayer, and extra to truck it back to the 

Whitehorse landfill to put it in there, which is really 

frustrating to me. That is exactly why we want to go to this 

Designated Materials Regulation. The whole point is that, 

rather than paying after the fact, you move the cost up front so 

that you can ensure that there is a better role at stewardship 

and at ensuring that things will be recycled. 

The member opposite asked questions about how we will 

deal with online retail, and this is a really excellent question. 

It is one that we want to try to address.  

Because of how the national framework is set up, it is 

different for electronics than it is for tires generally. For 

electronics, there is an umbrella organization that deals with 

introducing prices up front and so that online — for any of the 

retailers in Canada who sell online or if you are any of the 

larger retailers who sell in the United States, so, as far as I 

understand it, sort of the mom-and-pop shops. All of those are 

captured, and the surcharge that would be charged if you or I 

walked into a store here to buy a TV, a phone or a computer 

— the same surcharge would be applied to that similar 

product if you were to shop online. That is important because 

we want to create a level playing field so that we don’t have 

those holes in the marketplace. 

For tires, it is a slightly different system. The system is 

that you need to be registered to sell in the Yukon. In order to 

register to sell in the Yukon, then we ensure that you have that 

surcharge put on there.  

Again, that is work that the Department of Environment 

is doing to ensure that, from an online perspective, it is a level 

playing field — just slightly different approaches to the two 

challenges. The overall goal is to ensure that wherever the 

consumer is purchasing, whether that is online or here, that 

there will be the same surcharge applied. It does not cover if 

someone chooses to drive Outside and purchase, which is a 

challenge that we face now. It is not different. It will continue 

to be a challenge for us because, in that case, what is 

happening is that the consumers will burden our marketplace 

in dealing with recycling. But we will do an education 

campaign to ensure it. 

By the way, one other point that I will try to make 

regarding this is to say that for our retail market here — for 

the retailers — there is going to be an option for them about 

whether they get the wholesaler to apply the price so that 

when they purchase their products it is already put on there. 

We think this will be desirable for our smaller retail outlets so 

that they don’t have to deal with it. They just tell the 

wholesalers to apply the price and they just pass that on to the 

consumer here. Or — and often this will be the case for our 

larger retailers — they can institute the changes at their tills 

and deal with it there and report back to us. It is very 

important that we get this information out to our retailers and 

work with them to help them achieve this.  

We want the marketplace to flow smoothly. We don’t 

want to introduce too many hiccups and we’re trying to work 

with the retail marketplace to ensure that the way in which the 

Designated Materials Regulation, if and when they come in, 

are done in a way that does not burden our retailers. 

I think, Mr. Chair, that when it comes to electronics — 

and maybe less so with tires — but one of the things that I 

have heard from industry when I have talked with them is that 

they understand that this is the right thing to do and they want 

to work with us to get there. There are some details to be 

sorted out. I won’t say that about everyone in the retail 

industry. There certainly are a range of views and maybe we’ll 

get there if we reconvene and we get to questions. For 

example, I know that the Official Opposition House Leader 

mentioned that he was going to pose some questions about the 

Association of Yukon Communities and resolutions. There 

was a resolution this year that, not only do we get on with the 

Designated Materials Regulation, but we get on with 

whatever the next phase is for other designated materials that 

we should deal with.  

I’ll leave it there. Noting the time, I move that the Chair 

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: I will now call the House to order. 
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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. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ 

Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and Safety 

Act (2017), and directed me to report the bill without 

amendment.  

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill 

No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, 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.  

 

 

 

The following legislative returns were tabled 

November 14, 2017: 

34-2-79 

Response to oral question from Ms. Van Bibber re: 

education advisory committee (McPhee) 

 

34-2-80 

Response to oral question from Ms. Van Bibber re: 

education assistants allocation (McPhee) 

 

34-2-81 

Response to oral question from Ms. Van Bibber re: 

school curriculum (McPhee) 

 

34-2-82 

Response to oral question from Mr. Kent re: school 

replacement (McPhee) 
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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Wednesday, November 15, 2017 — 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.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In remembrance of Don Frizzell 

Ms. Van Bibber: I am pleased to rise on behalf of the 

House to pay tribute to a long-time Yukoner, Don Frizzell. 

Don was born October 1, 1939 in Grand Prairie, Alberta and 

was the oldest of two sons. He grew up in Dawson Creek 

where he met and married Muriel Monk.  

Don had always loved trucks and trucking — so what else 

to do but, along with a friend, buy a trucking company in 

Vernon, BC? During his time in Vernon, he got his pilot’s 

licence and his love of machinery was turned to the buying 

and selling of planes. Don eventually sold his share of the 

business and moved to Williams Lake, BC and got involved 

with logging trucks and hauling big machinery. Awhile later, 

he took a position as terminal manager of the freight division 

of White Pass & Yukon Route in Whitehorse, Yukon. This 

was 1980. He later transferred to Dawson City as fuel plant 

manager, as well as worked at a family placer mine near 

Mount Nansen. Don made deals with a handshake and was 

quick to offer his help in any way he could. In 1986, they 

moved to Whitehorse where he and a partner took over the 

Esso bulk station, later to be known as Frizzell Petroleum.  

Then on to something completely different — the 

Frizzells bought and operated Willow Printers. During this 

time, he was also contracted to open the Mackenzie Petroleum 

Agency in Whitehorse. As one can see, Don had a wide range 

of knowledge and interest in all he took on during his work 

career. He was also a board member of the Workers’ 

Compensation Health and Safety Board for several years, a 

member of the Yukon Order of Pioneers and also a strong 

member of the Masonic Lodge. He had joined the Masons as a 

young man in Vernon, BC, and had received his 50-year jewel 

and certificate. 

Many people would never know that Don was a 

philanthropist. He gave quietly, often anonymously, and 

always generously. His wife of 57 years, Muriel, his three 

daughters Cindy, Sandra and Lorelee, and his grandchildren 

are left with many stories about their ventures through the 

years. 

A Masonic funeral was held on July 6, 2017, and those 

who knew Don Frizzell will continue to speak of him and his 

contribution to our communities. His ready smile will be 

missed. 

Please help me welcome a few guests today: Muriel 

Frizzell; Lorelee Frizzell; Cindy Wolsynuk; Jeff, Matt and 

Chase Wolsynuk; Sandra and Ralph Wohlfarth; 

Ulrike Wohlfarth-Levins; old family friends Tom and 

Mary Mickey; along with many members of the Masonic 

family and the Eastern Star family. 

Applause 

In recognition of National Addictions Awareness 
Week 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Mr. Speaker, I rise in the House today 

to recognize National Addictions Awareness Week, which 

runs from November 12 to 18 this year. This time is set aside 

each year to highlight issues and solutions to help address 

alcohol and other drug-related harm. Locally, it provides an 

opportunity for Yukoners to learn more about prevention, to 

talk about treatment and recovery, and to bring forward 

solutions for change.  

I think we have all become much more aware of the 

seriousness of addictions with the arrival of fentanyl in the 

Yukon. Our territory is not exempt from the death sentence 

that this drug can give if used outside of a medical setting. It is 

important that we pay more attention than we have in the past.  

Since September, Alcohol and Drug Services has 

employed a new opioid overdose prevention coordinator. The 

role of this part-time position is to provide training on how to 

use the take-home naloxone kit, liaise with the current 

distribution sites, distribute prevention materials and respond 

to questions from the public. We now have over 30 

distribution sites for the take-home naloxone kit. Also, many 

public establishments have a kit on-site, including 14 schools 

across the Yukon.  

The Yukon government has been actively engaged on the 

opioid issue since 2016 when fentanyl first became a concern 

in the territory. Health and Social Services supported the 

establishment of four working groups whose focus is on harm 

reduction, public awareness, surveillance, and health and 

social services reform. We have worked closely and will 

continue to cultivate strong partnerships with a broadening 

array of departments and organizations. We link with our 

national partners on this very important matter.  

Health and Social Services, the office of the chief medical 

officer of health and partners are committed to continuing to 

improve rural addictions services and after-care. Along with 

supports to the Referred Care Clinic as a centre of expertise 

for opioid and addictions care, this will help to increase access 

to opioid substitution therapy and related social supports. We 

are moving toward integrating mental health services, child 

and adolescent therapeutic services, and alcohol and drug 

services to increase access to services for our Yukon residents. 

This will ensure that individuals receive timely and 

appropriate supports for their needs.  

We are exploring opportunities to make navigating 

addictions treatment easier for clients, including cross-

departmental work through the Department of Justice, Health 

and Social Services, and the Department of Education. We are 

also exploring on-the-land initiatives, examining how we can 
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provide innovative outcome-based, culturally based models of 

care. We continue to work with the Department of Education 

and our inter-agency, interdisciplinary working groups to 

identify substance use prevention strategies for both adults 

and youth.  

Finally, this week is an opportunity to thank all those 

dedicated individuals and organizations who support 

Yukoners trying to deal with addictions in our communities. 

It’s hard, long work from all perspectives but is very 

essential and important. 

 

Ms. McLeod: I rise today on behalf of the Official 

Opposition to recognize National Addictions Awareness 

Week. This is a week where, as a nation, we highlight the 

issues and possible solutions around the harmful effects of 

addictions. We all know people who suffer from addictions 

and the harmful effects that come as result.  

It has been said that addictions are a symptom of a deeper 

problem and I am pleased that we are looking to provide 

enhanced mental health and wellness services. We can do 

more. Removing the stigma around mental health issues is a 

good path forward and I have seen improvements in this 

regard over time. Words matter and I commend all those 

working to encourage treatment and recovery from addictions 

and, of course, we’re in full support of those people who are 

working to overcome their addictions. 

We applaud the Yukon Public Service Commission and 

other agencies that work toward providing effective programs 

and services. Today, I would like to thank Tara Callaghan and 

Duane Esler from Alcohol and Drug Services in Watson Lake, 

who put together a week of activities to showcase alternatives 

and community support in the Town of Watson Lake.  

Further, we thank the countless volunteers for their 

compassion and support for those suffering from addictions, 

including recovering addicts who put themselves out there and 

share their own experiences to help others toward the path to 

recovery. 

 

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus 

in recognition of National Addictions Awareness Week. Like 

my colleagues, I was looking at websites and articles talking 

about National Addictions Awareness Week, but I realized 

that although I do indeed believe that words matter, including 

removing the stigma around substance use, there are other 

words that reflect what is happening across Canada and in 

Yukon today. One word in particular would be crisis.  

It has been said that the opioid epidemic is the single 

biggest health crisis faced by Canadians since AIDS in the 

1980s. Just like AIDS activists before them, who stepped up 

to distribute condoms and clean needles when governments 

were in denial about the growing epidemic, the effort and 

harm reduction today has again largely fallen to volunteers 

and front-line harm reduction workers working for NGOs.  

It’s estimated that 2,458 people lost their lives to opioid 

overdoses in 2016 — estimated, because those are only the 

known numbers and they don’t include losses in Quebec. 

British Columbia is facing a frightening increase in 

overdoses this year and it’s believed that, before the end of 

2017, 1,400 people will die of overdoses in that province 

alone. To think that we’re immune here in Yukon would be a 

mistake. This year alone there have been five confirmed 

opioid overdoses, with the understanding that this number is 

actually much higher. These lost lives represent mothers and 

fathers, aunts and uncles, brothers and sisters, sons and 

daughters. These lives had meaning, they had purpose and 

they knew love. 

Mr. Speaker, the second crisis is maybe less visible, and 

that’s the cost to the front-line workers and volunteers — that 

of trauma, burnout and loss. I grew up with Zoe Dodd and I 

looked up to her as a teenager. Now, as an adult, I’m in awe of 

the work she does. Zoe and her colleagues opened a safe 

injection site in Toronto’s Moss Park in August of this year. 

Its three tents are set up every afternoon, no matter the 

weather, and open every day between 4:00 p.m. and 10:00 

p.m. The effort in Moss Park has been led by 130 or so 

volunteers, and among them are people who use drugs, 

injection drug experts and 48 medical volunteers, which 

includes nurses, nurse practitioners and doctors. They have 

not only given their time, but they’ve raised money for the 

cause because this endeavour is currently being run solely on 

donations. I have been given an opportunity to see this crisis 

through the eyes of someone I know, love and respect. She 

has not only shared the heartache of loss — and there have 

been so many losses, Mr. Speaker — but she shares the 

successes. 

On November 12, her post was so poignant — 90 days, 

93 overdoses reversed. This week, I think of Zoe and her 

colleagues across the country who are working so hard to keep 

people safe.  

Closer to home, I think about the paramedics and the 

outreach van workers, those at Blood Ties Four Directions, 

Many Rivers, the Salvation Army and the staff at Alcohol and 

Drug Services. Mr. Speaker, I could go on about what is 

missing and what needs to be done but frankly, I think the 

time for action is here today. No more talk, no more strategies, 

no more words — it’s time for action.  

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I would like to ask all my colleagues 

to join me in welcoming to the Legislative Assembly today 

from Ta’an Kwäch’än’s Da Daghay Development 

Corporation, Mr. Ben Asquith.  

Applause  

 

Mr. Hassard: I would also like to ask members to join 

me in welcoming Ben’s cousin who is here with him today, 

Mr. Chris Whyment.  

Applause 

 

Mr. Gallina: I just want to take a moment to recognize 

Gerard Tremblay, who is a constituent. It’s encouraging to see 
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Gerard join us back in the gallery here today and take an 

interest in the business of this House. Gerard is being 

supported by an interpreter, Amanda Smith, who provides 

services to the deaf community.  

Applause  

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors?  

Are there returns or documents for tabling?  

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling the 

interim report for the National Inquiry into Missing and 

Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls, which we spoke 

about last week in a ministerial statement.  

I also have for tabling the Yukon Geographical Place 

Names Board 2016-17 annual report.  

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I have a legislative return for tabling. 

On November 14, the Member for Takhini-Kopper King gave 

notice of Motion No. 203 regarding the federal disability tax 

credit. I have a formal response.  

 

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. Istchenko: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion:  

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to:  

(1) continue to recognize the significance of the 

Porcupine caribou by lobbying the United States government 

and members of congress for protection of ANWR;  

(2) continue to recognize the significance of the Shakwak 

funding by lobbying the United States government and 

members of congress for the reinstatement of these funds; and 

(3) continue to recognize that these two issues are of 

equal importance and the same time and effort should be put 

into addressing both concerns.  

 

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion:  

THAT this House urges the Yukon Hospital Corporation 

to uphold their patients’ rights and responsibilities document 

by ensuring that patient and/or caregiver consent is given 

when transferring a patient to a community hospital due to bed 

shortage.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?  

Is there a statement by a minister? 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Yukon Financial Advisory Panel final report 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Earlier today, the Yukon Financial 

Advisory Panel released its final report. It contains a host of 

options that the Yukon government can consider to return its 

finances to a sustainable position. I want to thank the panel for 

their work over the last few months and also the over 800 

Yukoners who participated. Thank you for being heard. 

Next week, several members of the panel will appear as 

witnesses in this Chamber. This is an opportunity for the 

members of this House to ask the panel members questions 

directly. As a territory, we are facing financial challenges. 

Growth in spending has outpaced growth rates for revenues 

over the past 10 years — not debatable, this is a fact. As a 

result, the financial position of the territory has deteriorated. 

Now the financial report says — and I quote: “Early action is 

important…” It goes on to say: “The options open to the 

government are more numerous and the size of the fiscal 

actions are smaller the sooner concrete steps are taken.”  

Do nothing was looked at as an option, but it is not 

prudent. Sitting on our hands and hoping for the best is not an 

option. The financial challenges are real and they must be 

addressed. Yukoners agree: “Do nothing” was not a preferred 

choice among those who participated in the public 

engagement. We have said from the beginning that we want to 

hear from Yukoners on the options that were put forward by 

the panel itself before weighing in as a government. Yukoners 

have said no to a sales tax. There will be no sales tax — no 

HST. There will be no layoffs of Government of Yukon 

employees. There will be no changes to the placer royalties 

either. This was a campaign commitment and we are not 

going to raise the royalties on placer miners. That said, 

Mr. Speaker, there are initiatives that can be undertaken to 

ensure that mining delivers more benefits to Yukoners.  

At the Yukon Forum, we are already talking about 

changes to the resource royalty sharing arrangement under 

chapter 23 of the Umbrella Final Agreement. Improvements 

to the impact benefit agreements are another way that we are 

working to bring value to local people and to communities. By 

the same token, the options presented are not a list to be 

checked off. Moving on just some of these options will get us 

back to where we were. The task before us is deciding which 

ones and when. As we move forward, we intend to work with 

members of this House — of the Legislative Assembly — 

with the public and with the public service and a variety of 

stakeholders.  

While we ruled out a couple of options immediately, we 

are also taking actions on other steps. The panel highlighted 

the decision our government made this spring to reduce the 

corporate income tax rates from 15 percent to 12 percent as a 

positive initiative to improve our financial bottom line. We are 

confident about the ability of our public service to respond 

with initiatives and innovative ideas for improvement and to 

focus on outcomes — not just activities — to meet the needs 

of Yukoners.  

We are particularly interested in suggestions related to 

working more closely with municipalities and with First 
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Nation governments; the same applies to options that speak to 

more involvement with First Nation governments in 

infrastructure development. The suggestion of a 

comprehensive review of the health care sector is one that we 

have talked about internally for some time, and it has been 

highlighted by the panel as well. This is an initiative that we 

will explore with our health care providers. 

I want to again thank all Yukoners for their participations 

in this process with the panel. Thank you to the panel for your 

work as well and thank you to Yukoners. 

 

Mr. Cathers: In rising to respond to this as the Official 

Opposition Finance critic, I would like to first of all note and 

draw everyone’s attention to the fact that the report by the 

panel has confirmed what the Yukon Party Official 

Opposition has been saying for months — government doesn’t 

need to raise taxes or cut services to balance its books. It can 

balance the budget simply by restraining the rate of growth, 

and I would direct media and others to page 92 of the report. 

When government talks about raising taxes and fees, what 

the Premier doesn’t seem to appreciate or care about is that it 

worries people. Small businesses become more cautious about 

investing and people become more conservative with their 

own finances. The Premier’s statements on this, in fact, have 

raised more questions than they have answered. 

The Premier launched this panel with much fanfare and 

has been fond of saying that it will look at and fully consider 

the options. However, as we have noted and as media have 

noticed, there has been a lot of mixed messaging by the 

government, including the Premier contradicting himself by 

putting options on the table, saying they were off the table, 

putting them back on the table, and then ruling them out 

finally today. The Premier has been hiding behind the panel 

on some days and contradicting himself on others.  

Seeing that he was willing to roll out options like 

increasing placer royalties, I remind you that, two weeks ago, 

we brought forward a motion asking the government to 

comfort Yukoners by ruling out a sales tax. At the time, the 

government refused to support the motion and amended it to 

say they would fully consider all the options available, when 

clearly they knew at that point that they were not going to 

implement a sales tax. 

Today they finally ruled it out, as we have been asking 

for months, but the government’s changing position causes 

uncertainty throughout the territory and within the business 

community. If people start to see that the government’s 

position on a sales tax or any other policy changes — 

depending on who they are talking to or what day you ask — 

it creates uncertainty and discourages the private sector from 

investing, and that, Mr. Speaker, hurts economic growth. 

The government has now finally ruled out public sector 

layoffs but, reading the report and hearing the Premier’s 

comments, it appears that he is about to launch renewal round 

two. It also raises the question — if the government has 

already made up its mind that it would never consider certain 

options, why did they waste time and money of Yukon 

taxpayers in having the panel research, look into and write 

about those options? If the government was not willing to 

consider certain options like increasing placer royalties, why 

didn’t they just act transparently and rule those options out in 

the terms of reference for the panel. Why spend taxpayers’ 

money and waste the panel’s time looking at options that the 

government knew it was not willing to consider? 

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, I think this comes down to 

weak leadership and a lack of planning on the part of the 

Premier. Yukoners elected him and expected him and his 

government to be accountable for the government’s financial 

planning. They did not expect the Premier to hide behind a 

panel until one year into the government’s mandate. We hope 

that, with the release of today’s report, we will see a turning of 

the page by the Premier. He spent most of the last year putting 

decisions off, pointing fingers, and hiding behind the panel 

since earlier this year. It is time for him to take ownership of 

the budget and future deficits and tell Yukoners what he is 

planning to do. 

He also owes the public answers on the details of the 

government’s plan. Having just received this 136-page report 

late this morning, we will be commenting in greater detail 

later, but a few glaring options that jump out and create 

immediate questions and concerns among Yukoners are 

whether the government plans to eliminate the fuel tax 

exemption for Yukon businesses, which would be a 

$4-million hit to their costs, whether they plan to increase 

property taxes for rural Yukoners, whether they plan to 

increase continuing care fees, and whether the options the 

report has laid out around the privatization of health care and 

public/private partnerships are elements that the government 

is prepared to consider. 

Again, in conclusion, I would just note that we are 

pleased that the panel has recognized in their final report that 

— as we have been saying for months — government does 

not need to make cuts to balance the budget. They simply 

need to restrain the rate of future growth. 

 

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the New 

Democratic Party caucus, I extend my thanks to the Financial 

Advisory Panel members who provided opposition members 

with a brief overview of the report late this morning. We look 

forward to a more in-depth conversation next week in this 

House. The Yukon citizens who participated in this review 

need also to be acknowledged. To date, they have only had an 

opportunity to offer their views. The actions taken by this 

government in response to the options set out by the panel will 

allow them to assess whether or not they have been heard by 

this government. 

While we have only a had brief time to review the report, 

a few things stand out. The first is an observation as 

confirmation of how low taxes of all kinds are in Yukon. For 

instance, Alberta has the lowest taxes among Canadian 

provinces by a significant margin. If Yukon was to adopt the 

Alberta levels, the government’s annual revenues would 

increase by $40 million. Or, if we were to mimic our 

neighbours — the Northwest Territories tax system — we 

would generate $30 million more annually. This shows how 
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ill-advised this government was in its pursuit of giving large 

corporations a 20-percent tax cut in the last budget. We’re not 

talking about cuts to the small-business tax rate, but rather the 

reduced taxes on corporate profits of over a half-million 

dollars. These kinds of corporate giveaways have been shown 

to have very little positive impact on employment and they 

deprive the government of revenue needed to pay for essential 

services, like health care and education.  

This reduction in revenue is also making Yukon more 

dependent on the federal government. The Financial Advisory 

Panel shows that our own-source revenues — the part of 

government spending generated in Yukon — has been 

decreasing since 2013. It dropped from 21 percent in 2013 to 

15.7 percent in 2016. The corporate tax cuts that this 

government implemented in its last budget will only increase 

Yukon dependence on federal transfers. That’s not the right 

direction for Yukon. 

On health care spending, the report points to some 

solutions, such as privately operated surgical facilities, that we 

believe are not in the best interest of Yukoners. Private health 

care has been shown time and again to have higher costs to the 

public, and the treatments that would be taken on by private 

clinics are those that are less costly and allow for a profit 

margin, leaving the public system with costlier, more complex 

procedures. What the report does show is that per capita 

spending on physicians and capital costs are higher in Yukon 

than in most jurisdictions. With a renewed focus on 

alternatives to institutional care, these can get back in line 

with other jurisdictions.  

The Yukon NDP has consistently advocated for better 

home care services so that Yukon can fulfill our commitment 

to aging in place. It is also a smart financial move; enhanced 

home care is a key component of getting our health care costs 

under control. 

Mr. Speaker, there are many ideas contained in the 136 

pages of the Financial Advisory Panel report. Some will be 

more controversial than others. We look forward to 

thoroughly reviewing the report and we look forward to 

engaging in detailed, principled dialogue with the government 

on how best to move forward on some of the ideas generated 

by the panel. 

As we engage in the coming debate, I hope we can 

maintain our focus on what is best for all Yukoners, keeping 

in mind that what we desire for ourselves, we wish for all. 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, 

and thank you to the Leader of the Third Party for her 

comments, and to the Member for Lake Laberge as well.  

What we see is a researched approach from the NDP, as 

far as moving forward and tackling some real issues here that 

are options. I look forward to the debate here on November 21 

because there are some options on the table that we have had 

problems with as well. Again, this isn’t an exercise in 

absolutes.  

This is a process of determining action and giving 

Yukoners faith that the government will be moving forward 

on best outcomes with the least disruptions to programs and 

services. To make the right financial decisions and financial 

corrections right now is a very sensitive point, Mr. Speaker — 

it is — and we need the representation of every single member 

of this Legislative Assembly to be working proactively on all 

of the recommendations and all of the options that have been 

considered by the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel. 

For months, the Yukon Party has suggested that an HST 

is coming. We’ve heard it for months and we anticipate more 

of this style of opposition from the Yukon Party. We heard it 

again today. I guess they need a villain — the HST is off the 

table so they’re picking another villain from there. 

We urge them to work with us on these recommendations 

and on these options moving forward, because there are a lot 

of great suggestions in there. There are also a lot of things that 

on this side of the House that we’re very concerned about. We 

would love to work, whether it’s in a select committee or in 

some kind of way forward, with all members of this 

Legislative Assembly to look at proactively turning the page.  

That’s our approach, Mr. Speaker. I’m really excited 

about the next few weeks and months moving forward with 

the report from the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel. For the 

record, again — no HST; for the record as well, we really 

want to hear from the panel. We have questions, and I’m sure 

that members opposite have some questions as well, but I do 

want to thank Yukoners — the over 800 Yukoners — who 

have spent their time helping the panel move forward so we 

can get ourselves back on a financial footing that’s solid. 

 

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. McLeod: This morning, representatives from the 

Hospital Corporation were on CBC and told Yukoners that 

Whitehorse General Hospital is at 105-percent capacity right 

now. They went on to say that this problem has become more 

severe over the past year. In fact, the chief of medical staff’s 

annual report said the hospital is at full capacity 60 percent of 

the time. This is compared to 21 percent just last year. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a crisis and we’ve been asking the 

minister for days what she is doing to help alleviate the 

problem, but all we get are platitudes.  

Will the minister stop giving us vague talking points and 

actually give us a detailed plan to alleviate the bed shortage? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would be happy to respond to that, 

and I want to refer back to the ministerial statement. It talks 

about fiscal responsibility, fiscal management, and what we 

are doing to address the bed shortages. What are we doing for 

continuing care? They want specific answers on how many 

beds we’re going to free up this year, what we are going to do 

about expanded health care, and what we are going to do 

about getting the necessary supports in our communities? 

I stated yesterday — and I’ll state again — that we 

increased home care by more than $750,000 last year and we 

will continue to do that this year. The question about the need 

for continuing care beds is one we all agree on — we all agree 

there’s a need. We hear it from the hospital; we hear it from 
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the opposition; you’re hearing it from me; we hear it from our 

communities.  

The Official Opposition yesterday went through a short 

list of all the new beds the former government created. On the 

eve of the election, they assigned 10 beds to the Thomson 

Centre — a $5-million bill for that project. We also have the 

Whistle Bend continuing care facility.  

What are we spending on the new continuing care beds 

this year? $68 million, Mr. Speaker — a new facility that the 

previous government didn’t get off the ground until 2012 — 

and putting some financial perspectives around that 

implementation.  

Ms. McLeod: I did not receive an answer.  

The Hospital Corporation said that 40 percent of their 

patients should be in a different type of health care facility. 

The Hospital Corporation said this weekend that the solution 

to the shortage is more continuing care beds and the expansion 

of home care.  

This morning, the Hospital Corporation said that Whistle 

Bend place — and I quote: “… couldn’t come soon enough.” 

We’ve asked the government for days what their plan is to 

alleviate pressures at the hospital and how many new 

continuing care beds they are creating. So far, we have 

received zero details and it’s clear the government has no 

plan.  

Despite this, the Liberals are going to pass a motion today 

to prevent the expansion of Whistle Bend place without 

having to plan to address demand for continuing care beds. 

That’s their prerogative. But if you’re going to cancel an old 

plan, then you better have a new one to replace it.  

Mr. Speaker, will the government stop playing games in 

the middle of a hospital bed shortage and come up with a 

plan?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m going to maybe just make a 

statement. Perhaps the member opposite is not aware that this 

plan was put forward and put on the table in 2012 by the now-

opposition without a budget attached to it — 150 beds, 

$150 million plus an expanded O&M expense that we have 

not accounted for. So we are taking the due diligence as 

advised by the Financial Advisory Panel. We are working 

with our partners.  

The question around the hospital — last month, the CEO 

of the hospital appeared in this House and, yes, he did raise 

the pressures. We are working with the hospital. We are 

working with an expanded care approach and we are working 

with our community partners as well, Mr. Speaker. We 

continue to work collaboratively with the Hospital 

Corporation and to look at the limited resources we have in 

the budget. We are not going to spend money that we do not 

have to create new positions, new beds, and new facilities, 

because the resources are not there. We will look at the 

Whistle Bend continuing care facility. In the future, it has 

always been there to expand. What we’ve said is that we are 

not going to build a 300-bed facility at this point in time 

because the budget does not allow for it.  

Ms. McLeod: I would have appreciated a plan or at 

least a commitment to create one.  

Mr. Speaker, when Whistle Bend place opens up to 120 

beds in late 2018, we can expect a huge demand for these 

beds. How many beds does the minister anticipate will be 

filled right away?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, I want to remind the 

members opposite that we heard in the Legislative Assembly a 

few years ago that the Yukon Party was going to be opening 

up a 300-bed facility in Whitehorse — a 300-bed facility in 

Whitehorse. The numbers to justify that included all of 

Yukon. That is not a plan, Mr. Speaker. That is not the plan 

that we’re moving forward on, and so we’re moving on a new 

plan. That is 150 beds here in Yukon, here in Whitehorse. 

That facility, as the member opposite clearly knows, is 

designed to expand if those Whitehorse numbers need that. 

We do have a pressure that the other government did not 

deal with. It is the other 150 that came from the rural 

communities and, on this side of the House, we believe in the 

collaborative method. On this side of the House, we believe in 

aging in place. We want our communities to have their elders 

in their communities. So we are not going to put a 300-bed 

facility in Whitehorse. We are going to work with what we 

have, which is the 150 beds, and I think the minister 

responsible is doing a great job doing that. We are going to 

work with this expanded concept of what it means to age in 

our communities, and we are working on that.  

I guess the question that we keep getting asked by the 

Member for Watson Lake is: How many beds? I guess I 

would ask her as well: In 14 years of Yukon Party 

government, how many continuing care beds? We are 

working on that on this side of the House and, as those 

numbers come in, we, of course, will allow them to be 

available to the public. 

Question re: Ross River infrastructure 

Mr. Hassard: On Thursday, the Minister responsible 

for Yukon Housing Corporation told this House that the 

duplexes that the federal government was funding in Ross 

River had their construction put on hold. The minister stated 

that there were challenges with the contractor from 

Vancouver. She also stated — and I quote: “The failures result 

in communities suffering as a result of that misappropriation.” 

I am curious if the minister provide us with a bit more detail 

on the misappropriation that she is referring to. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Yukon Housing Corporation is 

working with the Ross River Dena Council. As pressured 

previously with the same questions: What are we doing for 

Ross River? How are we supporting Ross River? What about 

capacity in Ross River? What about additional resources for 

Ross River? We are doing a significant amount of work with 

the Ross River Dena Council. In fact, just a few days ago, we 

met with the chief and his advisors here in our offices to look 

at and address some of the pressures that the Ross River Dena 

Council has encountered. Part of that are challenges around 

some new builds in their community. What we have advised 

and what we have committed to doing is to work with them to 

address them.  
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If the member opposite wants specific details on a project 

that the Ross River Dena Council has contracted out to the 

private sector, they can go to the Ross River Dena Council 

and get that specific information. I can commit today that the 

Housing Corporation and this government will continue to 

work with the Ross River Dena Council to present with them 

the best options forward for the community for sustainability 

and advancing the interests of the community. The social 

well-being of the community is essential and important to this 

side of the House. 

Mr. Hassard: Mr. Speaker, this question is based on 

words that came from this minister’s mouth here last 

Thursday. She also told us that Yukon Housing Corporation 

had had various meetings with this contractor. She said that 

she had staff at every meeting with the Ross River Dena 

Council, its contractors and the Government of Canada.  

Could this minister tell us when she first became aware of 

this misappropriation that she refers to? Considering that she 

has indicated that her officials have been involved in this 

project and have met with contractors, can she explain what 

she is doing to follow up with this issue? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I will reiterate that I have 

continuously met with the Ross River Dena Council. My staff, 

the Yukon Housing Corporation staff and Health and Social 

Services staff are at the table with the Ross River Dena 

Council. We are not there as negotiators. We are not there to 

speak for the Ross River Dena Council.  

We’re there to help to provide advice and guidance to 

them and to assist in their decision-making. The Ross River 

Dena Council will advance their projects with the guidance of 

the team that has been assigned to them. We are working with 

them diligently. We are working with them on all of the 

projects in the community. They have run into some 

challenges and we are there with them. We do not control 

what happens.  

That project is funded by the federal government, as the 

member opposite would know, seeing as he has been to the 

community. He is the rep for the Ross River Dena Council 

and the Ross River community. He should be well aware that 

the federal government is responsible for these projects. We 

are there with the community.  

My observation is that — and the notes and feedback 

received — they are very pleased with that participation, 

which they have not seen historically, nor have they seen in 

the past. They have been left out, they have not been 

supported, and I am happy to say that I will continue to be 

there to support them. 

Mr. Hassard: It is very interesting to hear the minister 

say all of these things now because, on Thursday last week, 

she said — and I’ll quote again: “The Yukon Housing 

Corporation provided some intervention with the Ross River 

Dena Council in collaboration to look at what we can do to 

bring that project back on line.” 

Mr. Speaker, could the minister please clarify: Is the 

Yukon Housing Corporation taking over responsibility for the 

construction of these duplexes? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: No, we’re not responsible and we 

won’t take responsibility. We will be there to guide the Ross 

River Dena Council and their staff and will help to build 

capacity in the community. 

Question re: Tax policies 

Ms. Hanson: The Financial Advisory Panel report is 

out. It shows that Yukon taxes are among the lowest in the 

country and that our own-source revenues have been rapidly 

declining by as much as 25 percent over the last three years. 

This means that our dependence on the federal government 

transfers is greater today than it was just a few years ago, yet 

the Premier used his ministerial statement to reiterate that he 

believes reducing tax on corporate profits by 20 percent in his 

last budget was the right decision. 

Mr. Speaker, we’re not talking about taxes on small 

businesses; we’re talking about taxes on corporate profits of 

over $500,000. 

Why does the Premier believe that cutting taxes on 

corporate profits — over $500,000 — is the right decision 

when the territory’s own-source revenues are already down? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I do appreciate the question from the 

member opposite. The NDP has been clear that they are not 

happy with us right-sizing the corporate and small-business 

taxes. Our intention is to make sure that we’re competitive, 

with other markets that are within our jurisdiction, around our 

jurisdiction. That’s what we have done by taking this small-

business tax down a percentage and by taking the corporate 

tax down from 15 to 12 percent. 

The answer is simple, and that is: with more corporations, 

more income tax, more economic development. That’s what it 

comes down to.  

If we take a look at one specific piece in isolation, as the 

member opposite is doing, that is one thing. But if we take a 

look at a complete system where we take a look at all of the 

other recommendations, I agree, the Financial Advisory Panel 

agreed and most economists agree that, by making sure that 

your corporate and small-business taxes are being 

competitive, that’s the right thing to do for the economy. 

Ms. Hanson: The idea that corporate tax cuts are a 

benefit is hotly debated among economists. What is not 

debatable is that it does decrease government revenues. 

Speaking of government revenues, the report contains a few 

innovative solutions that might be worth considering. It 

mentions that some Yukoners suggested a sugar tax, or a pop 

tax, that would help address the high health care costs 

associated with unhealthy foods and help promote healthy 

living. 

The report also points out that most jurisdictions have a 

hotel tax that could help finance municipalities and the 

tourism sector; or a payroll tax for out-of-territory workers, 

similar to what exists in the Northwest Territories, which 

would generate more benefits from the mining industry, 

especially those companies that fly in workers from outside 

the territory. 
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Mr. Speaker, the Premier has already indicated which 

ones he won’t consider. Will the government implement any 

of these creative solutions? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I am very appreciative that the Leader 

of the Third Party has come prepared to have conversations 

based upon the 100-page report. Clearly the opposition has 

done its homework, and kudos to them for bringing forth the 

representations of their base. 

We are going to be looking at all these options. We had to 

come out in front and say the ones that are off the table. The 

reason we did that was we’re going to have the Yukon 

Financial Advisory Panel sit here and appear as witnesses, and 

we want the conversation to be based upon what’s left — and 

there’s a lot left. There are a lot of recommendations there. 

The member opposite has hit on a few that we, as a caucus, 

have been sitting around having lots of conversations about. A 

hotel tax — that’s a highly disputable — you’re going to see a 

lot of people who are against that; you’re going to see a lot of 

people who are for that and the same with the payroll tax. 

These are conversations about which I would love to know 

what the opposition thinks. 

We have already spoken about how we’re going to work 

with the opposition to get the opinion of the House. As you 

know, Mr. Speaker, a lot of these decisions would invoke the 

Taxpayer Protection Act, so that would be a referendum 

among Yukoners. If that was the direction we were going to 

in, it would have to be a conversation we would have with the 

full support of the Legislative Assembly in some kind of 

capacity. I’m willing to talk with the leaders of the two 

opposition parties on some of these more-scrutiny issues, as I 

like to call them. 

Ms. Hanson: Thank you to the Premier for his remarks 

on that. When it comes to the carbon tax, the Financial 

Advisory Panel also points to a few options following its 

consultation with Yukoners. The panel said that business and 

municipal leaders have made it clear that they would like to 

see some of the revenue from a carbon tax used to provide 

grants for energy-efficiency measures and funding for climate 

change adaptation. 

This could be done in conjunction with offering rebates to 

low- and middle-income Yukoners to offset the cost increase 

they face. Mr. Speaker, will this government listen to Yukon 

businesses and municipal leaders and use a portion of the 

carbon tax revenue to actually do something about climate 

change, while providing rebates to low- and middle-income 

Yukoners? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I appreciate the opportunity to speak 

about carbon-pricing mechanisms. We believe that putting a 

price on carbon pollution is an important element — one 

element of the Pan-Canadian Framework on Clean Growth 

and Climate Change. We believe it’s an important initiative. 

We support a nationwide price on carbon emissions because it 

is the most cost-efficient way to reduce emissions and to drive 

innovation forward to a low-carbon economy. That’s what it is 

doing — carbon pricing being one action item of many to 

address the complex challenges of climate change that we, as 

Yukoners, see on a daily basis. 

We are working with the Government of Canada on joint 

studies to assess the implications of carbon pricing on our 

unique territory and to develop potential solutions prior to 

committing to carbon pricing in Yukon.  

We made a commitment, Mr. Speaker. We made a 

commitment to Yukoners to make this revenue neutral, to 

return all funds back to Yukoners and Yukon businesses, and 

we intend on keeping that promise. 

Again, when we take a look at carbon pricing as a 

mechanism — that’s just one piece of a bigger picture. I have 

some very learned ministers who could speak in volumes 

about this topic, about what we are doing with a whole-of-

government approach with all of our departments, whether it’s 

Community Services or Environment, or through the 

Executive Council Office, about how we are going to make 

sure that we reduce our emissions as a section of Canada, to 

make sure we are on the right side of history with this issue. 

Question re: Forest fire management 

Mr. Hassard: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have some 

questions regarding wildland fire management, third-party 

contracts and contracts with First Nation development 

corporations. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m curious as to if the Minister of 

Community Services could explain whether or not the 

government is looking at contracting services such as wildland 

fire management to outside firms. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I guess I’ll need a little bit of 

clarification, Mr. Speaker. If by “outside firms” what we mean 

is working with our communities and working with, in 

particular, our First Nation development corporations, who are 

able to address the capacity questions that we have in our 

communities — certainly we are working in partnership with 

those development corporations. I’ll just wait for the 

supplementary to try to find out from the Leader of the 

Official Opposition if I have understood his question correctly 

or not. I’m happy to continue responding to this question. 

Mr. Hassard: It is my understanding that the 

government has made commitments on this file in the past, 

but was unfortunately unable to meet its timelines. I am 

curious if there are any timelines for when decisions will be 

made on this file, and what is the government’s plan with 

contracting out these services? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

the question and I am trying to track down exactly what he is 

after. 

What I will say is that, just ahead of this wildfire season, 

we did sit down with the First Nation development 

corporations and talked to them about possibilities. We 

increased the number of crews that we had this year that we 

contracted out. We increased support for an additional trainee 

across some of the crews — or we made that offer. We talked 

about the importance — we luckily were able to hire all of the 

trainees that came through First Nation boot camp and we 

talked about the need to do more, so we set up meetings that 

would follow this past wildfire season. Those meetings are 
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now underway, I hope they will be fruitful and I look forward 

to them as we head toward the next budget cycle. 

Mr. Hassard: We are happy to hear that the minister or 

the government is having those meetings. I would just like to 

get confirmation from the minister — if he could give us any 

updates regarding those meetings that have taken place or if, 

when those meetings are completed, we could get an update 

for this House on that. 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I think it is very interesting to look at 

the history of wildland fire management, relationships with 

First Nation development corporations and also with the 

Government of Yukon.  

I had a great opportunity over the years to actually — 

before Da Daghay, it actually was 12028 Yukon Inc. and I had 

an opportunity to run the development corporation and expand 

it and work with First Nation individuals. I really understood 

how we need to support Community Services. This year, 

Economic Development, for the first time in the history of this 

government, funded through the department to the tune of 

about $50,000 to train all of these individuals. I worked hand 

in hand with Da Daghay and Mr. Asquith — who is here with 

us today — to ensure that we have that capacity. I really 

appreciate the work by the minister and his team, who then 

provided opportunities for every one of those individuals. So 

probably it was a monumental movement forward.  

I know that the negotiations that I was part of previously 

— led by Mr. Harper with the Selkirk First Nation — were 

certainly not as fruitful as what we’ve seen in the last 12 

months. I look forward to continuing to work with you, 

minister, as we continue to expand the opportunities and 

understand the great conduit of growth that we can see 

through chapter 22. 

Question re: Housing programs 

Mr. Istchenko: Under this government’s watch, the 

social and seniors housing wait-list has doubled. We’ve talked 

about this numerous times. We’ve asked for them to present a 

concrete plan, but we haven’t received one. It is an issue for 

Yukoners.  

Will the minister tell us today how many seniors and 

social housing units her government intends to build, start 

construction on or tender by the end of this fiscal year? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Pretty well the same lines of 

questioning from the Member for Watson Lake — how many 

houses, how many units, how many beds? We are, as I 

indicated, taking a proactive approach. We are working with 

our partners looking at our communities and the Premier hit 

home on the realities of this government and that we are not 

building a 300-bed facility in Whitehorse. We are looking at 

our aging-in-place model and we’re working with our 

communities.  

Mr. Istchenko: I will go back to the topic regarding 

social and seniors housing wait-lists. The minister has stated 

through a legislative return that the highest amount for social 

housing is in Whitehorse, followed by Dawson City and 

Watson Lake. The minister also told this House on Thursday 

that the current wait-list in Dawson is 10 people. I’m 

wondering if the minister can tell us how many housing units 

her government is going to build in Dawson City and Watson 

Lake this year. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I can say that during the time that the 

Yukon Party was in power in Dawson City, they rejected an 

option to expand the McDonald Lodge facility to make it even 

larger. We built a new facility, but we didn’t expand it to 

provide more beds.  

What we are going to do is work with the Klondike 

Development Organization and other organizations in our 

community to address the needs in the communities. I have 

highlighted the pressures and, yes, there are a lot of pressures 

in Whitehorse. Why is that? It is because we bring our 

community members to Whitehorse and I know that for a fact 

because I have members from my community in the 

continuing care facilities. Our preference, and their 

preference, is to stay and remain in their communities.  

The Member for Kluane has noted previously also: “What 

are you going to do about the St. Elias Residence and the 

seniors complex in Champagne and Aishihik traditional 

territory?” We will work with the Champagne and Aishihik 

First Nations and work with the community. I have committed 

to going there to meet with them and we will continue to do 

that engagement and dialogue to identify where the needs and 

the priorities are. 

Mr. Istchenko: Would the minister agree to provide us 

with the housing wait-list broken down by community please? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The wait-list — I have provided that 

information previously, and so I am just going to conclude by 

stating that the members opposite would well know that there 

were quite a lot of projects cancelled historically. The 

Member for Lake Laberge would know this very well — that 

75 home care beds, extended care beds, were cancelled 

through Yukon Housing Corporation. Because that decision 

was made, it added pressure. So what did they do? Well, not a 

lot. They didn’t do a lot. The Official Opposition went 

through a list yesterday, so they are asking me to provide that 

same list. You know what the lists are so I won’t reiterate that 

list, but I will say here today that we are working, and we will 

continue to work, with an expanded home care initiative. 

Aging in place is important. We will work with our 

communities on a community-based model with each and 

every one of the communities.  

Question re: Dawson City Airport 

Mr. Istchenko: I have some airport questions for the 

minister. In the Spring Sitting, we asked a number of 

questions and received mixed messaging on the paving on the 

Dawson City Airport runway. At the gold show in Dawson 

City, the Premier even went so far as to wear a T-shirt that 

indicated that the runway would be paved. The Minister of 

Highways and Public Works is getting a reputation for being 

offside with his colleagues and, in particular, the Premier.  

Can the minister confirm that the runway will be paved 

and that the tender will be issued by March 31, 2018? 
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Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It seems like we are already in the 

summer reruns. Yes, I can confirm that we are going to pave 

the Dawson runway. 

Mr. Istchenko: So the runway will be paved. I also 

asked when.  

We are of the understanding that Transport Canada still 

needs to approve the approach slope for jet service. As the 

minister has confirmed that this project will happen, can he 

provide us with a written copy of the authorization from 

Transport Canada? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for 

recognizing how complicated this project can in fact be.  

We are currently working with Transport Canada to make 

sure that we have covered all of our bases with respect to the 

airport paving. I know that previous governments have just 

said that they are going to pave the runway and didn’t actually 

go through the process of actually trying to figure out how it 

was going to be done and how to roll it out. There is a lot 

work involved there, Mr. Speaker. We are working through 

that process right now. It has been a very long and involved 

process. I never imagined 18 months ago that I would know as 

much about airports as I do today. It has been an immersion in 

the subject matter. I have found it very rewarding, personally. 

I thank the member opposite for the question, and I will take it 

under advisement. 

 

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. 157 

Clerk: Motion No. 157, 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 

engage with Yukoners about ways to increase winter tourism 

and diversify the industry. 

 

Mr. Adel: This government recognizes that we need to 

diversify our economy in a sustainable manner so that more 

good jobs can be created for Yukoners. We also recognize that 

economic diversification cannot be achieved without targeted 

investment and vision.  

The government is committed to supporting a strong and 

growing tourism sector — a sector that balances economic 

endeavours with environmental stewardship, a sector that 

includes growing participation from Yukon First Nations, and 

a sector that has the potential to operate at a higher capacity in 

every season of the year. 

Yukon is a winter wonderland. There are so many 

opportunities for Yukoners and visitors alike to get out, 

explore and be active. With more winter months than any 

other season, winter tourism presents an incredible 

opportunity to increase tourism throughout the territory 

through deliberate seasonal diversification. That’s why we are 

hosting a summit on winter tourism on December 8. This is an 

opportunity for real collaboration. We want to hear from 

Yukoners — all Yukoners — about what is working and how 

we can build on that. The feedback will help to define 

opportunities and investments for sustained winter tourism 

growth and feed into the multi-year, goal-oriented strategy to 

sustainably grow tourism in the Yukon in the winter and all 

months. 

The success of a tourism development strategy depends 

on our ability to work together with all our partners. That’s 

why stakeholder engagement like the winter tourism summit 

is shaping the new strategies and paths forward. In fact, the 

summit will pilot the engagement modules that will be used in 

the new year to inform the new strategy. Participants will get 

out, try them out and also provide feedback to make them 

better. This is so important because, at the end of the day, this 

will help to develop a new tourism development strategy for 

all Yukoners. 

I am pleased to have had the opportunity to table this 

motion and look forward to debate with my colleagues in this 

House on growing and diversifying the industry that is so 

important to so many Yukoners. 

 

Ms. Van Bibber: It gives me great pleasure to rise 

today to speak to Motion No. 157, brought forward by the 

Member for Copperbelt North. As a year-round destination, 

there is still much to be done in Yukon, especially in winter 

tourism. Aurora viewing is a good start, but we do need 

further exploration into good quality winter tourism programs. 

During my years promoting Yukon and tourism 

endeavours, I had the pleasure of travelling outside the 

territory to not only speak about Yukon but about my own 

business experiences. It was very interesting and consumed 

most of my winter season, as we were a summer business, 

open from April to September.  

As a national aboriginal board member for the Canadian 

Tourism Commission — and I was also vice-chair at the same 

time for the Aboriginal Tourism Association of Canada board 

— it gave me the opportunity to help with Yukon, front and 

centre.  

However, it was the Northwest Territories government 

that sponsored me to travel to Sweden and Finland as part of a 

circumpolar tourism group. One year’s trip was in October 

and the next was in November. The timing of these trips 

opened my eyes to the possibilities and the opportunities of 

winter tourism.  

I provided a presentation on the one day on aboriginal 

business and how our organization managed. I was very 

pleased to see many Sami who were there and part of the 

conversation. The next morning, I was asked to speak 

impromptu on what it is like to be a First Nation, or an Indian, 

in Canada. I was surprised, but I was also honoured to educate 

a whole group of people during this conference.  



November 15, 2017 HANSARD 1647 

 

We also went dog-sledding. We had saunas. We walked, 

we explored the areas during our breaks, and we did team-

building exercises outside in the snow. I learned a lot during 

these conferences about many tourism opportunities that we 

could have here in Yukon and about the potential for northern 

business ventures. I also learned that Santa Claus was alive 

and well, and he lives in Rovaniemi, Finland. They have built 

an entire industry around him, his elves and the workshops, 

and he is open 365 days of the year.  

Following the conference, I asked some delegates if they 

would visit Yukon and see what we had and they said, “Why? 

We have everything you have. We have the white nights. We 

have the dark nights. We have northern lights, dog-

sledding…” — and the list goes on. 

So we’re not looking for tourists there. Sweden and 

Finland have taken great advantage of those wonderful aspects 

and natural beauty of their north and have developed a 

thriving winter tourism industry that attracts visitors from 

around the world and I see that potential for Yukon. 

As the department is advertising our winter season under 

things to do in our Yukon winter, I see a lot of sports events. I 

appreciate and know all the hard work these particular sports 

events do and bring to our communities. We have had world-

class skiing, curling and, of course, we hosted the Canada 

Winter Games in 2007. All of these events have brought focus 

to the north, especially with the Winter Games, as it was a 

pan-north effort, but this section is definitely for a certain 

group and there are certainly many more things that could be 

included on what to do in a Yukon winter. 

Our festivals and carnivals also bring the communities 

together and bring in visitors, particularly during Yukon 

Sourdough Rendezvous held in February. One event that we 

host that is truly international is the snow sculpting 

competition. The sculpting work done by these artists, 

whether they are local or international, is extraordinary and a 

delight to view for families and those looking for activities 

during the winter carnival and our Yukon winter. 

I believe that the Department of Tourism and Culture 

must encourage ways to generate more international interest 

during our tourism campaigns. The winter commercials are 

great and they look so inviting, but we must remember we are 

a winter country and a winter territory. If someone is paying 

money to come, there must be availability, consistency and 

good value for money. Comfort, good food and drink always 

add to a holiday as well. 

So on that note, we support any efforts made to encourage 

and make Yukon the place to visit during the winter months. I 

fully support winter tourism. 

 

Speaker: I have two notifications about introduction of 

visitors outside of time provided for in the Order Paper. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Mr. Cathers: I would just like to welcome to the 

gallery and ask members to join me in welcoming a 

constituent of mine. Her title at the Yukon Convention Bureau 

escapes me — Alida Munro — and as well, Allyn Walton, 

who I believe is with the Tourism Industry Association of 

Yukon. I apologize for not introducing the other person, 

whose name escapes me at the moment. 

As well, in keeping with the recent trend of introducing 

people who were just here, I would like to welcome Peter 

Turner, also a constituent and president of the Yukon 

Chamber of Commerce, who I believe is here for this debate, 

but has momentarily stepped out. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I had asked to introduce them at the 

end of my presentation, but I will do so now.  

I invited the members here today to come and be part of 

our debate on winter tourism, so I’m happy to see guests come 

into the gallery today — Alida Munro — thank you for 

coming, Sherry Blake and Allyn Walton. I know that they 

have already been introduced, but thank you so much for 

coming. We also have Kelly Fraser from the Wilderness 

Tourism Association. Thank you so much for coming. 

Applause 

 

Ms. Hanson: On behalf of the New Democratic Party 

caucus, I rise to speak to the motion that this House urges the 

Government of Yukon to engage with Yukoners about ways 

to increase winter tourism and diversify the industry. 

I think the intent of this motion is laudable. Of course the 

New Democratic Party supports any and all initiatives to 

broaden our tourism sector, to deepen the impact of it on our 

economy and winter tourism, of course, is one that has 

incredible potential for growth.  

I would suggest to the member opposite with respect that 

it’s more than just engaging with Yukoners. What we need to 

do at this stage of the game is actually work to develop a 

broad and renewed strategic focus on tourism as a key driver 

of our economy. For too long it has been sort of to the side 

and an add-on when people talk about tourism. It’s a nice 

thing, but nothing with a real focus to it and there have been a 

number of consequences to that.  

On one hand, repeatedly in this Legislative Assembly, 

we’re told that tourism contributes a relatively small portion 

to our overall economy. My point of view, and the point of 

view of the New Democratic Party over the number of years, 

is: Why restrict it? Why restrict it to what it is now? That 

seems to be this vision of just keeping it there and therefore 

there is no argument made to invest or to increase Yukon 

government investments or partnerships with other sectors to 

grow this sector.  

One of the reasons why you keep hearing me push hard 

for economic data — for looking at what the multiplier effect 

of every single tourism dollar is, not just in the summer 

months, but in the winter months — is so that we can make 

the case for serious investment in this potentially high-growth 

area because they don’t make Yukons anymore. There is no 

more wilderness — we hold some of the last vestiges of 

wilderness in the world. We have something that nobody else 

has and in the winter that clarion quiet is something that 

nobody else has. It’s amazing — the number of people who 



1648 HANSARD November 15, 2017 

 

comment about winter quiet in Yukon because the majority of 

the world live in very noisy places. 

We believe that we need to do more than just engage. We 

actually have to take a strategic approach. We need to broaden 

that engagement to include experts — with those who do 

provide diverse opportunities to tourists across the Yukon and 

engage with tourism operators of all shapes and sizes because 

there is no one-size-fits-all tourism anything in the Yukon.  

That’s one of the reasons I talk about the multiplier effect 

of the dollar. When a tourist comes to the Yukon — whether 

they’re coming here to go mushing or they’re coming here to 

participate in paddling down the river in the summertime or 

they’re coming here for aurora viewing, their tourism dollar 

touches many spots in this territory, and we need to know 

about that so we can know about how to grow them, so we can 

know about what their experience is. It’s more than simply 

knowing how many people landed at the airport and how 

many people came in through our various points of entry into 

this territory. We would hope that when the Yukon 

government is talking about it and when the member who put 

forward the motion is talking about increasing tourism and 

diversifying the industry by increasing winter tourism, that 

will include pulling together a comprehensive list of all 

operators of all tourism sectors. 

What I’m saying here, quite frankly, is that we, as 

legislators and as the government, need to recognize that 

tourism is an industry. As I said earlier, we talk like it’s sort of 

a nice thing, but it doesn’t really have any hard facts, any hard 

numbers or any hard business decisions. If you ask a tourism 

operator, they’ll tell you that it’s a business and they need to 

have data. They make hard decisions every day in order to 

make their businesses viable. 

There’s a tendency to think that only mining is the real 

industry in this territory. I’m constantly reminded of a TEDx 

talk a few years ago here in Whitehorse by a Dr. Norman 

Fraser from Scotland who was in the tech world. He spoke 

about the Yukon because he has been here many times. He 

said that one of the things that struck him was that — without 

diminishing the contribution of mining to this territory, 

imagine what else exists and what else you could grow here? 

When I heard him talking about that, it’s basically saying to us 

to quit being constrained by what you know. This is where 

tourism and winter tourism hold such great potential. 

It is good to see, as the member putting forward the 

motion indicated, another information-gathering exercise, but 

it needs to move beyond that. We know that despite the ups 

and downs in the world economy and despite the ups and 

downs in commodity prices, the tourism industry — 

particularly in an iconic place like the Yukon — has the 

potential to continue to see a steady rise, to be inoculated 

against the ups and downs or booms and busts. We need to 

know how and where to make those strategic investments to 

ensure to inoculate them to the extent that we can against the 

worst aspects of that. 

As I said when I talked about the multiplier effect, we 

need to look at all factors when we talk about potential 

revenue from tourism and winter tourism in particular, from 

airfares to hotels to vehicle rentals to the smaller costs that 

tourism operators carry, including advertising, groceries, fuel. 

Mr. Speaker, in preparation for the discussion this 

afternoon, I spoke to an operator, and they identified to me 

that year-round — but particularly in the winter — there are 

concerns, and some of these concerns are long-standing. 

We provide certain industries in this territory access to 

infrastructure dollars, but do we provide a commensurate level 

to the tourism sector — simple basic things such as road 

maintenance so that tourism operators can access their 

business locations or where they do business? People want to 

experience tourism in the Yukon. They don’t all want to stay 

in downtown Whitehorse. There are costs associated with that, 

and those costs are commonly called “infrastructure costs”. 

We have no problem talking about putting $250 million into 

roads to resources, but try to get a road plowed. 

Mr. Speaker, there are questions about what associated 

supports can be provided to helping tourism operators 

augment the insurance rates. Some of those insurance rates for 

tourism operators are enormous because there are risk-

mitigation factors that have to be taken into consideration. 

There are so many winter tourism opportunities, and we 

were just talking about some of them this morning in our 

caucus — things that are opening up. When the road to 

Tuktoyaktuk was being proposed, it was proposed as a road to 

resources. Well, for the foreseeable future, those resources are 

going to stay where they are, but it is an amazing opportunity 

for winter tourism because I think that most of us would agree 

that driving the Dempster Highway — despite the wind 

storms — on those days when it’s not so windy — it’s 

probably a more level playing field, or a more even road, in 

the wintertime. We already know that there are extreme sport 

events that occur on portions of the Dempster Highway. Here 

is an opportunity to expand on adventure seekers within the 

Yukon portion of that road to Tuktoyaktuk, and we can work 

to entice visitors to Yukon in the winter so that they can fulfill 

that sea to sea to sea, because we’re finally there as of today. 

Again, the issue of road maintenance — and this a big 

road — as we’ve heard from industry — not the tourism 

industry but certainly other industries over the years — that 

the maintenance of the Dempster Highway is a big question, 

and it’s a big impediment at times.  

We have so many opportunities to grow our winter 

tourism opportunities. We know that some of them take 

cooperation and collaboration among levels of government. 

There has been significant work done over the last couple of 

years in particular by the Yukon Astronomical Society, which 

has been trying to work and encourage both the Yukon 

government — and its light pollution of the territorial 

government buildings — as well as the City of Whitehorse to 

find ways to reduce the light pollution so that we can increase 

night sky tourism. That night sky tourism, again, is an iconic 

feature of a place like the Yukon. There are very few places 

where that night sky comes alive like it does here. We’ve seen 

it out in the Veldt in southern Africa but it’s not quite the 

same as here — or in the desert in Australia.  
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Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Porter Creek North 

spoke about some of the winter activities that have become 

traditions over the last 50 or so years — Rendezvous, the 

Yukon Quest, and hopefully the return of Frostbite. We have 

these new opportunities in terms of winter — combining 

winter tourism with sports federations, and seeing the growth 

of shoulder-season training here. We have the great success of 

the Montana Mountain biking trails in Carcross, but now we 

see the growth of snow-biking. Here’s another winter tourism 

opportunity. For some people, like my colleague from 

Takhini-Kopper King, that’s a passion. It’s not a passion of 

mine, but it’s a passion of many, so we need to find those 

ways of reaching out and identifying those opportunities to 

grow this segment of our tourism sector. Then we need to fit 

that together. 

It is a puzzle, and all the pieces of that puzzle need to fit 

together to form a coherent and comprehensive tourism 

strategy. Winter tourism is not on its own. In some years, we 

don’t get much of a winter, so let’s make sure we have the 

balance for the shoulders. 

Mr. Speaker, what I’m saying is that we do support the 

notion of increasing our winter tourism opportunities, that we 

need to have a strategic approach to that and that we need to 

be able to work together with all sectors of the tourism 

industry to make sure we can build a robust case for the needs 

to continue to have good, solid partnerships. Part of that 

partnership is investment by the Yukon government in winter 

tourism activities in the Yukon. 

We’re happy to support it. 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I’m pleased to rise to speak to 

Motion No. 157, and I would like to thank the Member for 

Copperbelt North for raising the important topic. I jumped at 

the opportunity to bring it to the House today.  

The Government of Yukon is committed to supporting a 

strong and growing tourism sector because we all benefit from 

the industry, as this industry succeeds. Before I get into the 

specific motion, I would like to talk about Yukon tourism 

today and our plan to take it to the next level. 

We have had a chance to look at the visitor survey data 

collected from January to June 2017. I’m pleased to report 

that the majority of the key indicators show continued growth. 

Here are some of the trends that we saw during the first six 

months of the year: air arrivals between January and June 

were up by five percent, so that’s 3,800 people more 

compared to the same period last year, and up 17 percent 

compared to the five-year average. Retail sales between 

January and June were up five percent — that’s $15.9 million 

up, compared to the same period in 2016, and up 13 percent 

compared to a five-year average. 

Rates of occupancy in tourist accommodations between 

January and June were up 2.3 percent compared to the same 

period last year. International border crossings between 

January and June were up one percent compared to the same 

period last year, and up five percent compared to the five-year 

average. International overnight visitation between January 

and June went down by one percent compared to the same 

period last year, but was up 21 percent compared to the five-

year average.  

We know from previous data that approximately 

four percent of Yukon’s GDP — gross domestic product — is 

attributed to tourism — the second-highest in Canada. Yukon 

businesses generate approximately $250 million in revenue 

from tourism each year. 

Tourism means more to Yukoners’ economy than it does 

to the majority of other Canadian provinces and territories, but 

we know tourism means more than the bottom line. What does 

all of this mean to Yukoners? It means that 3,000 Yukoners 

are employed by the industry at an average hourly rate of 

$21.73. These jobs are helping to support individuals and 

families across the territory. In fact, 11.3 percent of Yukon 

jobs are in the tourism industry. That is the third-highest 

proportion in the country. 

For our local businesses, more visitors mean more 

revenues. This helps operators to pay their bills, hire more 

staff and grow their business. When we add everything 

together, it is clear that tourism supports the vibrant 

communities throughout the territory.  

Yukon’s unique cultures and communities also benefit 

from tourism. We are proud to celebrate the cultures that 

make Yukon so special. Our rich and diverse cultural heritage 

is important to residents and visitors alike. When tourism and 

culture come together, visitors are able to enjoy meaningful, 

authentic and respectful experiences. Tourism represents an 

opportunity to break down barriers and build understanding 

between visitors and locals. This is an area that can help 

around reconciliation in our territory and throughout the 

country.  

I am impressed by the passion that the cultural and 

tourism sectors have for sharing Yukon with the rest of the 

world. I am excited by the potential that tourism offers Yukon 

First Nations to share their identity, culture and language 

through ancient stories, authentic products and meaningful 

connections to the land. As minister responsible, it is my 

honour to champion both tourism and culture because we need 

to continue working together.  

As our tourism industry grows and more people come to 

visit our incredible territory, we will work together to ensure 

that growth is sustainable. While the industry and tourism 

visitation grow, our environment will be protected and 

Yukon’s unique culture, identity and values will be preserved 

and will thrive. We also recognize that partnerships are critical 

to our collective success and help to ensure the industry is 

strong and prepared for growth. We are proud of the 

relationships we have with our partners, and we are committed 

to continuing to work to strengthen and build upon them. By 

working together, we can achieve our goal for growing 

tourism in the Yukon.  

The time is right to take tourism to the next level, to 

explore what is possible and decide together how we move 

forward. That is why this government is working with our 

partners to develop a multi-year, goal-oriented strategy to 

sustainably grow tourism in the Yukon. We are providing 

opportunities for alignment and real collaboration because it 
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all starts with our First Nation governments, our communities, 

our industry, stakeholders and operators.  

After all, this is Yukon’s strategy — not the Yukon 

government’s strategy. 

At the end of July, we hosted a roundtable as a first step 

toward creating a Yukon tourism development strategy. The 

turnout was strong. In fact, 49 individuals representing 11 

organizations, the lead of the municipalities, seven First 

Nation governments, three First Nation development 

corporations and five Yukon government departments 

participated. This reflects the diversity and wide range of 

tourism and cultural organizations from across the territory 

who want to work together to grow tourism. It also shows the 

passion and the importance of the sector to many Yukoners. 

Participants shared their stories, perspectives and experiences 

on a wide range of topics. 

One of the key recommendations we heard was to 

establish a steering committee to help guide the initiative and 

provide advice on the development of the strategy. This was a 

great idea and I’m pleased to say that we are moving forward 

with that recommendation. The steering committee will be 

made up of representatives from a number of organizations 

and will meet at least five times between now and June 2018 

to help keep the project on track and moving forward. The 

committee will provide valuable input to shape the new 

strategy that will help us fully realize the potential as a 

competitive travel destination. 

On December 8, we are hosting a summit on winter 

tourism. Yukon is a winter wonderland for residents and 

visitors alike and, with the long winters and impressive 

infrastructure, it presents a unique opportunity to increase 

tourism in the territory. In the tourism sector, winter begins in 

October and ends in April. Last winter we saw that both air 

arrivals and international border crossings were up 

eight percent compared to the previous winter and 16 percent 

compared to the five-year average. Retail sales were up 

four percent compared to the previous winter and 12 percent 

compared to the five-year average. Overnight visitation was 

up eight percent compared to the previous winter and 

20 percent compared to the five-year average. 

We know winter tourism is a significant opportunity for 

continued growth. That is why we want to bring people 

together for this summit. We want to hear directly from 

people on the ground about what is working and how we can 

build on that, but we also want to hear about the challenges 

and the trends that are emerging related to winter tourism so 

that we can be ready — so that year over year, quarter after 

quarter, we are working together toward sustainable growth in 

winter tourism. 

The summit will help define opportunities for sustained 

winter tourism growth. This action will not only fulfill a key 

mandate letter commitment, but will also feed into the Yukon 

tourism development strategy. The success of the tourism 

development strategy is rooted in our ability to achieve 

alignment and collaboration — this is key. That is why 

stakeholder engagement, including the roundtable and the 

winter tourism summit, is shaping the new strategy’s path 

forward. 

During the summit, participants will have the opportunity 

to pilot the engagement modules that will inform the new 

strategy. This will give participants a first look at our next 

phase of the engagement on the strategy, which will begin in 

the new year. We are committed to engaging First Nation 

governments, communities, tourism industry organizations, 

businesses, municipal governments, First Nation development 

corporations, business organizations, non-governmental 

organizations, other Yukon departments, and the public on 

this new strategy. 

My goal, as minister, is to see that everyone will be able 

to see themselves in this new vision going forward. It is 

important that we hear directly from Yukoners because this is 

your strategy.  

Now, on a one-government approach, government does 

have a role to play in supporting the industry because tourism 

is complex and it involves and affects a number of different 

departments. I always say that as the Minister of Tourism and 

Culture, you have to have a lot of friends around that table. So 

that is what I’m counting on with my colleagues. From 

territorial parks and campgrounds to airport and highway 

infrastructure, from training, education and arts, heritage and 

tourism to economic development and research, from 

licensing requirements to immigration programs, government 

departments need to work together to support the growth in 

this sector.  

We were pleased that several departments joined the 

roundtable in July, including Economic Development, Energy, 

Mines and Resources, Highways and Public Works, 

Community Services and Environment — but we also need to 

work with a number of non-governmental organizations, and 

this requires strong relationships between all levels of 

government and these organizations. By working together, we 

can build a modern, competitive tourism sector that will 

provide a sound economic future for all Yukoners.  

There are a number of departmental initiatives underway 

to strengthen the diversity in the tourism industry. Travel 

Yukon is how we welcome and introduce the world to our 

home.  

The Travel Yukon website was in need of redesign to 

make it more engaging for visitors and easier for operators to 

use. We also wanted to tell the Yukon story in a way that 

better aligns with what user research has recommended. We 

embarked on an exciting mission to redesign the Travel 

Yukon website and recently launched the result of our work. 

The new customer-centric website will engage potential 

visitors with a compelling storytelling environment that will 

guide them from the first moment of inspiration to considering 

Yukon as a vacation to booking their trip. The new site is 

visually stunning and represents a wide range of stories and 

themes with a new style, tone, look and feel that will capture 

the interest of potential visitors. Technological advancements 

will also help us track key performance indicators and 

improvements in customer relationship marketing will allow 



November 15, 2017 HANSARD 1651 

 

users to create profiles, which will help us get to know them 

better.  

Based on the information, we will be able to enhance the 

website in order to continuously improve the user experience. 

We will also be able to send customers targeted information. 

This means we will be able to push the right content to the 

right people at the right time. The redesigned website will 

support our marketing efforts to increase awareness and the 

likelihood of visiting the territory, and features a flexible 

architecture that enables us to adjust the site to meet future 

requirements arising out of the implementation of the tourism 

development strategy.  

The site better supports the Yukon tourism industry and 

that is great news for visitors, operators and stakeholders. That 

is why this is important. A strong growing tourism sector 

creates meaningful work for Yukoners. One of the reasons 

that we are committed to engaging with Yukoners about 

growing and diversifying the tourism industry is because the 

tourism industry workers are at the front lines. They hear 

directly from customers about what they want and are leading 

the way forward, creating and developing exciting new 

products and experiences for visitors. 

One example is the Aurora 360 flight. When the Yukon 

Astronomical Society learned of a product for consumers to 

view the northern lights from the air, they wanted to bring the 

concept to the Yukon. They approached the Department of 

Tourism and Culture and Air North, Yukon’s airline, and 

together we have formed a partnership to offer the first-ever 

Canadian aurora-watching flight. 

Limited to just 78 passengers, the Aurora 360 flight will 

depart from Whitehorse on either November 24 or 25, 

depending on the aurora forecast. Viewers will see this one-

of-a-kind experience with spectacular, unmatched views of 

high-altitude aurora at 36,000 feet. There are still a few tickets 

remaining, I’m informed, and I would encourage anyone to go 

to Air North’s website for more information. 

This is an exciting time for tourism in the Yukon. We 

have great potential as a travel destination to attract more 

visitors, provide more revenues to local businesses and instill 

even greater pride in Yukoners. It’s by working together that 

we are going to get there. The territory is filled with so many 

opportunities, innovation and absolutely hard-working people 

who are bound by passion for sharing our extraordinary gifts 

with the rest of the world, who take pride in the outstanding 

natural beauty of our land, who protect and promote our rich 

cultural heritage, our history and diverse forms of artistic 

expression. The time has come to take it to the next level. 

Together, we are embarking on a made-in-Yukon plan that 

will take us there. 

I was just at a conference last week in Calgary and got to 

listen to a number of speakers. One of them was Senator 

Murray Sinclair. He said: “If you take away one thing and you 

remember one thing from this conference, or what I say today, 

think about this: think outside the box, but inside the circle.” 

That was one of my big take-aways from that conference.  

I believe that’s what we’re doing here in the Yukon right 

now in developing this strategy. It is something that has never 

been done before — by bringing all partners together, all 

stakeholders together, to build a common vision that we can 

all see ourselves in and that we will work together to achieve. 

I again thank the member for bringing this motion 

forward and for the comments that have been made by other 

members of this House. I take your comments seriously. We 

will absolutely be working toward building those into our 

strategy and welcome the input from any member of this 

House to be part of building the strategy. Again, you are all 

Yukoners and you need to see yourself in this vision as well, 

as we go forward. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity to speak to 

Motion No. 157. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I’m almost sure I am more excited to 

speak to this motion than the Minister of Tourism and Culture. 

My previous business was in tourism. I want to thank the 

Member for Copperbelt North for bringing forward this 

motion. I put motions on the floor just about every session or 

legislative Sitting about tourism, and we’ve debated motions. 

For me, I’m in agreement with all the speakers here today. It’s 

time to move forward. I think a lot of work has been done.  

 When I decided to get into business — I was having a 

hard time working for the Department of Highways and 

Public Works so I decided to start my own business, and I was 

going to start a snowmobile tour business. I phoned up my 

buddy who was a really successful business owner and I said: 

“I’m starting a snowmobile tour business.” He said: “You 

should probably come and work for me in the summer so you 

can make some money so you can pursue your snowmobile 

business.” Well, that’s what I did. I was a fish guide for many 

years and I did a lot of work in the summertime, but it 

afforded me the opportunity to develop my winter business. 

My winter business must have been successful because, if you 

go to the airport today, the snowmobile videos on the screen 

are still from my business. I would encourage the Minister of 

Tourism and Culture to update the videos. That was a long 

time ago. 

What I want to talk a little bit about there today is winter 

tourism and economic diversity, a strategic approach — and 

the minister spoke a little bit about the steering committee 

setup. The minister, in her final comments, said “all 

stakeholders together”. I’m going to disagree little bit because, 

when I first got elected, one of my priorities on the doorstep 

was to increase tourism, work with Parks Canada and work 

with all of our partners. I had been elected for about 15 

minutes, and mayor and council had dissolved. Our mayor had 

quit and our CEO left. It was challenging for a couple of years 

to get things back in order. Things did get back in order, and 

now we have a mayor and council. We didn’t have a chamber 

of commerce. I was the last president of the chamber of 

commerce in 2006. It was a monumental task. 

I started working basically at the ground level. Today, we 

have a very active chamber of commerce. We have our mayor 

and council. We’re working together and we have been 

working together for a while. Next week, once I find two 

more documents for the ministers for the House, I will be 
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tabling quite a few reports and quite a few documents. 

They’re all related to tourism and opportunities and access 

that stem from the 100-and-some-odd page document that the 

Village of Haines Junction did in 1988 with the then MLA for 

Kluane, Bill Brewster. I will table all of those, and I am going 

to read from a document — the Kluane destination 

development forum that Tourism held in 2014. By way of 

background, I’m just going to read about a few of the 

stakeholders who were there and then I am going to highlight 

a few of the businesses that have grown since then.  

We had the First Nations there; their development 

corporations were there. We had every business in the area — 

there were 30 businesses there. It looks like we had 15 

government employees from the different departments — 

from Community Services, Economic Development, and 

Tourism and Culture to Highways and Public Works. We had 

Brent Liddle, who is Kluane Ecotours, and he’s probably the 

first guy in the Kluane area — I remember as a kid — doing 

tours in Kluane National Park. Parks Canada representatives 

were there — some great stuff. We had the local artists and 

artists in residence were there. We had the glacier flight tour 

companies there. We had James Allen there, and James was 

just starting his business and the minister was just at a 

conference with him.  

I remember James asking me questions about how I made 

a go of it, and I gave him some ideas and some contacts. To 

see how his business has grown since 2014 is incredible.  

In the Village of Haines Junction, everybody was 

engaged in this. They wanted something to move forward, and 

the local chamber of commerce — just about all of the 

business community was there. Sally Robinson from the 

Alaska Highway Heritage Society was there. Another key one 

who was there was Teena Dickson from Dickson Outfitters, 

but she had just started Who What Where Tours and was 

doing the odd trip to Kluane. I think she goes every day now. 

It is incredible how things have grown. We had Ying Li from 

Arctic Colour Tours, who is originally, I believe, from China. 

She was looking at the northern lights opportunities.  

One of the things that the department had done in the day 

— and the ministers were there, and I am looking forward to 

the steering committee that was set up — I would just hope 

that, for next steps, we move forward. I want to quote a little 

bit from the development forum. We had a guest speaker 

whose name is Cheryl Chapman. She was the owner of 

Aboriginal Affects Consulting, and she is a sustainable 

community and tourism development consultant from 

Williams Lake, BC. She was also a training and development 

manager with Aboriginal Tourism BC. I know that lots of 

people in the past had gotten hold of her, and she was a wealth 

of information. Some of the key messages, when she put her 

presentation forward, for a strong tourism industry were that: 

you need products and product development; you need the 

market and market development; you need people and people 

development; and you need partnerships. Communities 

achieve tourism success when they have that. Her presentation 

was incredible. She had a good understanding of how the 

tourism industry works and how it is changing: a solid vision, 

strong leadership and clear understanding of roles; effective 

partnerships, and dollars and cents financing; the ability to 

provide visitors with what they want — unique experiences, 

quality products — and support from residents, and local 

governments and businesses. You need that support from the 

residents if you are going to develop product. Planning makes 

a difference. She said that you need to determine the viability 

and strategic focus — tourism is not for every community. It 

is for our community, and that is what we have. Kluane has 

been built on that. 

Planning gives the community control — carrying 

capacity, the kind of visitors, the locations, the impacts — and 

it will identify and capitalize on opportunities. It matches the 

products and experiences in our community with markets, and 

it addresses the obstacles to overcome.  

Some of the things that she had just highlighted when she 

was speaking were that you have to embrace differences of 

opinion and build trust in your working groups, and recognize 

that everyone is trying to achieve the same goal — winter 

tourism — but may have different mandates or opinions on 

how to get there. Not everybody is a snowmobiler; some like 

skiing — but still, the main goal. Don’t be afraid to invite new 

people — and this is why I was so happy for Cheryl to speak 

because she was new to our community. She said things that 

we all wanted to hear. She said that partnerships take time. 

We need to utilize existing organizations and consider 

complementary mandates. She spoke a little bit about 

Aboriginal Tourism BC — some of the workshops and 

manuals and how we could get hold of them. Then she said 

that community champions are necessary and needed to be 

supported. Community champions are the catalyst behind 

forward movement — someone like me who keeps pushing 

that mandate. It gets people interested in the industry and in 

business. 

Then, one of the key points that the Leader of the Third 

Party brought up is access to funding. It is necessary, and not 

all proposals will be successful, but don’t give up. Use your 

resources and contacts and find someone to assist you with 

writing proposals.  

Then she highlighted again — and it is kind of a theme 

when you go to anything — that not everybody is in favour of 

tourism. Not all community members will want to have 

tourists in their backyard. So consider ways to deliver an 

experience that doesn’t infringe on residents. We have so 

much land and lots of space — I don’t think that is a tough 

challenge. 

Then we had keynote speakers from the development 

corporations — the First Nations spoke, Parks Canada spoke, 

Tourism Yukon spoke, and the Tourism Industry Association 

of Yukon spoke — lots of people got out. Then the 

community tourism session that was facilitated by Cheryl — 

she took the lead in the group through a discussion exercise 

and asked the following questions — like I said, I will be 

tabling all of these documents so that the members opposite 

and the members on this side can read through them and find 

synergies — whether it is in Dawson or Watson Lake or in 

Mayo-Tatchun — but I think they are all the same. In this, she 
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said, “What are the next steps needed to move tourism 

forward in the Kluane area?” Businesses and the village need 

to participate in and become members of a chamber of 

commerce in order to connect business, develop partnerships, 

communicate better, have a collective voice, support capacity 

building, and identify community champions. 

Well, the good news today is that we have a very active 

chamber of commerce. That was a success that came from 

that. Product development is required to deliver experiences to 

tourists, and other agencies want to play a role. Government 

needs to work with community in order to move forward. The 

Tourism Industry Association will attend meetings, if 

community invites them — always gets them there. 

Wilderness tourism — Parks Canada will help with 

training and building capacity in individuals to provide 

services to visitors. Parks Canada has changed so much in the 

past little while. I will speak a little more about that toward 

the end. 

Tourism Yukon will make available their programs and 

offer capacity development and training support for economic 

growth. There are a lot of programs that Tourism has — and a 

lot of opportunities — and they were there. 

The Kluane corporation and Champagne and Aishihik 

First Nations can support development through their 

development corporations. The Kluane National Park 

Management Board will engage with the chamber to help 

them with access and regulations. 

Some of the other comments that came were to involve 

Yukon College and to create an inventory of all the operators 

and businesses by activity type. People talked a lot about 

developing a resort village, and that is sort of what we are. 

You come into a small area and the only place to stay is in that 

small area — there are some outpost cabins here and there. 

There was also: opening an Outward Bound school, holding 

more events and conventions, and branding the region as; 

“Yukon, Canada’s playground”. I always like to say, “Kluane, 

extra larger than life” — just one step above the Tourism 

Yukon slogan — which is an awesome slogan, by the way. 

There was also creating an artist-in-residence program — and 

we have that now — and developing more infrastructure to 

support overnight stays, private campgrounds — that is just an 

example — and being more proactive in promoting events 

through online resources and actually building something new 

— a trail to promote a partnership. Well, on November 29, all 

of the community members are getting together to talk about 

trails — awesome — and we have the maps done and we’re 

moving forward.  

In the next steps moving forward, what kind of support do 

we need? That was another question. We need to find funding 

— find and support community champions, educate, inform 

and involve the community on tourism development, map and 

video trails as trail resources to inform the public — we spoke 

about that. 

A lot of things are being done. A community is built on 

volunteers. It is a lot different from what you see in downtown 

Whitehorse, but in our communities are volunteers. What can 

an individual do to move tourism forward? Even if not a 

tourism operator, the local Ranger patrol, and local 

snowmobilers go out and just pack trails so the kids have a 

place to ride or the tourists who come have a place to go. 

As we move forward, I’m just hoping that when the 

steering committee — I was at a Chamber meeting this week 

— I believe it was on Monday — with the chamber of 

commerce, and there are some representatives who are going 

to sit on that steering committee. I would encourage them — 

and I am going to send all of these documents to them — to 

have a quick review so that we don’t just hear all of this again 

as we move forward, and hear what is in those documents, but 

don’t move forward. I am encouraged that they asked me to be 

a keynote speaker when they do this and I would love to talk 

about tourism and opportunities. 

As we move forward, I sure hope that we do take those 

next steps and new innovative ideas — what the communities 

want. A good example would be — when this was happening, 

my friend who I grew up with, Shane Oakley — his wife 

became Dr. Oakley, Yukon Vet, which is a very popular show 

on Discovery. I was emailing back and forth with the guy who 

helped me get started in my business, and he just got bookings 

to come for the summer, because he watched Dr. Oakley, 

Yukon Vet. The thing that always perplexed me when I was 

the Minister of Environment was wildlife viewing. I didn’t 

realize before I was elected that wildlife viewing is in the 

Depart of Environment, but it’s also in the Department of 

Tourism and Culture. Are the departments connected and 

contacting? One of the mandates for me was connecting and 

contacting. Opportunities from basically free advertising on a 

TV show — one of the anchor tenants for National 

Geographic — are opportunities as a government that we can 

work with. 

The Leader of the Third Party brought up dollars and 

cents. She mentioned the Montana Mountain riding and I 

remember telling them: “There’s $500,000. It’s in the 

Department of Energy, Mines and Resources. It’s for resource 

roads.” Now it has changed — the dollars change. There’s a 

rural roads upgrade program, but there’s a resource roads 

program. Well they applied for that. Is mountain biking a 

mine? No, it’s not. It’s a different industry. It’s a tourism-

related industry, but they applied through that, and I 

encouraged operators in my neck of the woods that there’s a 

fund that they can apply for. It was normally undersubscribed 

for many a year. 

What came out of a lot of these — and the conversation I 

had with the local chamber of commerce when it came to 

promoting winter tourism — was access. These documents — 

you’ll see the need, or the wish, for access to Kluane National 

Park. Before I was elected, I was on the Kluane National Park 

Management Board, and we facilitated the Parks 2010 

management plan. One of the things that came out of the 

Parks management plan was a kind of yurt-style cabin in the 

national park that people could rent. That’s coming to fruition 

this year. We all know how government works. It doesn’t 

happen overnight and things take time. 

Another thing that came out of that was there was zero 

access for boats — motorized access — from the Dezadeash 
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River bridge to the Lowell Glacier. That opportunity is there 

now. Parks Canada listened to the community and now you 

can actually fly into certain locations and then fly back out. 

Before, you could only fly in or fly out. We are Kluane 

National Park; we’re a World Heritage Site in the Kluane 

area. 

The tourism operators and the business communities 

always talk about access and land. Since land claims were 

settled, now the First Nations have their sections of land. I 

know there’s some great work going on with Champagne and 

Aishihik First Nations and the Kluane First Nation right now. 

I’m looking forward to some of the opportunities that come 

out of that. They being co-managers of a national park in the 

Kluane area for the development — and the motion talks 

about economic diversity and winter tourism, so that’s exactly 

it. We have eight months of winter or something like that. We 

talk about some people who say last year we had 11 months of 

winter and one month of summer, but we deal with what we 

get. 

The parks management plan is up again for review. I 

encourage the local chamber of commerce and the business 

community to — this is exactly what you need to be engaged 

with this plan. I’m pretty sure the board — I don’t know; 

maybe it’s just because I left volunteering in the community. 

The board had fallen apart too, but I believe it’s up and 

running again — Kluane National Park Management Board. 

They have members again and they’re going to be reviewing 

that plan. 

I think this is an opportunity, as we move forward, with 

everything we do for the Yukon Territory as a whole. I just 

like speaking on behalf of the business community in my 

riding. The business community in my riding, the local 

chamber of commerce, I remember the conversation they had 

was: “Can somebody from Burwash be a member of the 

Chamber of Commerce?” Right away, everybody said that 

anybody who wants to be a member of the chamber of 

commerce — let them. The more numbers, the better — so we 

have businesses from Beaver Creek, Long Ago Peoples Place 

— which is another great successful First Nation business. I 

can only see him growing his business. 

As we move forward, I think we all need to be engaged. 

What I commit to today is just to keep pushing and working 

for the tourism industry. My door is always open and my 

phone is always on too. I have some experience in the 

industry. I think my experience started when I was a young 

child, running the only grocery store in Haines Junction and 

being in business.  

I look forward to this motion being passed today. I was 

encouraged by the words from all members who spoke. I 

thought I had run out of time too, but that’s all I have, so 

thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 

Mr. Hutton: I welcome the opportunity to rise and 

speak to Motion No. 157. I would like to thank the Member 

for Copperbelt North for bringing the motion forward. I would 

like to thank all the members opposite for their passionate and 

eloquent remarks in support of tourism. It’s encouraging that 

the support is coming from all sides of this House today. 

The Yukon has a lot to offer visitors and locals alike, and 

it’s important to consider how we can work together to 

increase opportunities for people to see and learn about all the 

great things this territory has to offer. It’s also important to 

consider how we can expand tourism opportunities beyond a 

traditional summer rush and into the off-seasons, especially 

winter. As mentioned by the Member for Kluane, I’ve heard it 

said that we don’t have spring, summer, fall and winter; we 

have eight months of winter and four months of tough 

sledding. 

We know that winter offers many unique experiences that 

are culturally enriching and that speak to the special 

connection that Yukoners have with our natural environment.  

We need to look at how we can attract people to these 

experiences in a way that generates economic opportunities 

for locals, including in our many diverse communities. Yukon 

features incredible natural history and wildlife viewing 

opportunities. Diverse cultures — 14 different First Nations 

out there, each one of them with their own unique and distinct 

culture, traditions and practices that would be wonderful to 

share with the rest of the world out there, not to mention the 

historic sites and some of the unique businesses that have been 

created by our First Nation partners. 

One of the most important steps, I feel, toward 

developing winter tourism is to increase awareness of these 

opportunities, sites and businesses. Tourism-oriented 

directional signage and interpretive signage within the 

highway corridor plays an important role in helping travellers 

locate businesses and sites of interest. Yukon communities 

and rural businesses often want their signs strategically 

positioned along the main highway corridors to attract 

visitors, but we need to improve our signage so that it is more 

effective and informative for visitors travelling through our 

territory.  

While multiple stakeholders — both within and outside 

government — have interest in highway signage, highway 

signage placement is the responsibility of Highways and 

Public Works. They have an established sign application and 

permitting process. The Department of Tourism and Culture 

serves as an advocate to ensure businesses know the process 

and to help explain the industry signage needs.  

The department has also agreed to help identify signs for 

Yukon businesses that no longer operate so that they can be 

removed. This is especially important for those seasonal 

businesses that are closed in winter, which isn’t always 

reflected in the accompanying signage. Our government 

departments are working together to support the signage needs 

of business and communities across the territory in a way that 

helps visitors stay informed and access what they are looking 

for. Over the past year, the Department of Tourism and 

Culture has worked with officials from the Tagish Advisory 

Council on options to improve Tagish community signage 

along the Alaska Highway and the south Klondike Highway. 

Last summer, directional signage was installed along the 
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Alaska Highway for the Da Kų Cultural Centre and visitor 

centre in Haines Junction.  

The department continues to work with Parks Canada and 

the Department of Highways and Public Works on the 

installation of new Parks Canada signs along the north Alaska 

Highway bordering Kluane National Park and Reserve. In 

addition to tourism-oriented directional signage managed by 

Highways and Public Works, the Department of Tourism and 

Culture is responsible for interpretive signage throughout the 

territory. Tourism and Culture’s historic sites coordinates the 

scenic drives program, which interprets Yukon’s history, 

culture and geography through point-of-interest signage along 

highway routes, rivers and historic trails. Currently there is 

wayside signage at over 100 locations.  

The department works closely with the Department of 

Environment on site development and signage planning to 

ensure environmental and wildlife viewing messages are 

integrated with the historical and cultural messages on 

interpretive signage developed by the Government of Yukon.  

By working together, government can ensure its signage 

engages visitors and locals alike. Viewing wildlife is a popular 

activity for Canadians and reflects the value Yukoners place 

on our natural environment. In winter, you have animal tracks 

that are stories that can be shared with our visitors, contrary to 

the fleeting glimpses that they may get of something as it 

dashes off the highway in the summer.  

There is much more opportunity to educate and enrich 

people in the winter.  

Yukon’s wildlife and ecosystems are recognized and 

valued, and this supports efforts to maintain Yukon’s 

biodiversity. That’s why it’s so important to consider resource 

management decisions from a one-government approach. The 

Yukon government established a Wildlife Viewing Technical 

Committee in 2007. Their goal was to update the 1990 

Strategic Plan for Wildlife Viewing in the Yukon. One of the 

driving forces behind the update came from chapter 16 of the 

Umbrella Final Agreement, which requires Yukoners to 

consider the non-consumptive uses of our wildlife when 

making management decisions regarding our resources.  

The current strategic plan builds on earlier efforts and 

reflects the short-term and long-term interests of all 

departments. It also holds the potential for new partnerships 

between governments, organizations and communities. The 

strategy is intended to encourage Yukoners to consider 

developing wildlife viewing and the nature appreciation 

program for visitors, school groups and others and to 

collaborate with the Yukon government while doing so. The 

committee works on highway interpretive signage and trail 

interpretation initiatives throughout the territory. These 

interpretive signs highlight Yukon’s natural history, and 

wildlife viewing opportunities are geared toward the travelling 

public — many of whom are tourists.  

The committee is made up of representatives from the 

departments of Environment, Energy, Mines and Resources, 

and Tourism and Culture — another example of a one-

government approach. The Department of Environment’s 

mandate regarding wildlife viewing and nature appreciation 

programs primarily focuses on local residents. It is 

recognized, however, that tourists to Yukon have a strong 

interest in wildlife viewing and nature appreciation and, when 

in Yukon, they do benefit from participating in Environment 

Yukon’s programs.  

The Department of Tourism and Culture, which 

participates on the steering committee, ensures that tourists’ 

interests are taken into consideration while new and exciting 

tourism opportunities continue to grow. Today, the 

departments work closer together than ever to ensure that our 

natural environment remains protected.  

As we look toward winter tourism, there are plenty of 

ways to expand nature appreciation opportunities. One 

example that has already been mentioned by several members 

is aurora viewings, which are very popular and a huge 

economic benefit to the Northwest Territories and Nunavut. 

We have beautiful displays of the aurora borealis here in the 

Yukon as well, and we should work on expanding 

opportunities for visitors to see them. One other advantage we 

have is our wilderness out here. We don’t have the light 

pollution that so many other places have, so you do have the 

opportunity to view the northern lights in an almost 

completely dark environment.  

There are also unique photo opportunities that occur in 

the winter. When our sun hangs low on the horizon, even the 

smallest members of our communities can cast long shadows.  

I also know from speaking with my constituents in Pelly 

Crossing, Carmacks and Mayo that there are plenty of 

opportunities for winter tourism partnerships with First 

Nations. Yukon First Nations have winter cultural practices 

and traditions that they want to share with Yukoners as well as 

visitors to the territory. I believe many tourists would love the 

chance to visit traplines and fishing camps in the winter to see 

how these traditional practices continue today. 

There are many opportunities like this that we need to 

explore and would have many benefits for our communities. 

It’s important that we have discussions about these 

opportunities with First Nations, with communities, with local 

businesses and with Yukoners. 

I’m very pleased that officials from the Department of 

Tourism and Culture will be travelling to the communities to 

engage with Yukoners on winter tourism opportunities. My 

constituents will be happy to know that they will have an 

opportunity in January and February to engage with officials 

to discuss their ideas for winter tourism and explore possible 

partnership opportunities that will help boost the economy 

throughout the year and increase off-season revenue. 

Expanding winter tourism will create economic 

opportunities in our communities while offering people a 

closer look at the diverse cultural traditions of Yukoners. I’m 

excited to see the outcome from public engagements and the 

creation of a Yukon tourism development strategy.  

I totally agree with the Leader of the Third Party that the 

Yukon is a unique, one-of-a-kind great wilderness area that no 

other country has. We need to educate people across the world 

about this wonderful land and what it has to offer.  
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When I was a young man, too many years ago, my father 

told me to buy land because they weren’t making any more 

but they were making people every day. I would offer that 

same advice to my son and grandson today. If you get a 

chance to buy a piece of this Yukon, absolutely do so. 

I obviously am in support of this motion, Mr. Speaker. 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I welcome the opportunity to speak to 

Motion No. 157 today. I thank the Member for Copperbelt 

North for bringing this forward. I appreciate the opportunity to 

speak to this motion. 

The Minister of Tourism and Culture and I have been 

working closely on files and, under my role as Minister of 

Economic Development, I feel a huge responsibility in the 

work that’s going to come forward to increase our sector as 

we look to diversify. 

I’m pleased to rise in support of the motion by the MLA 

for Copperbelt North. By engaging with Yukoners, we can 

harness their ideas, ingenuity and energy to achieve the goal 

of growing tourism. By working together as one government, 

we can better deliver services to the tourism industry and to 

our visitors during every season of the year.  

By developing a goal-oriented strategy for Yukon, we can 

see real progress and increase the benefits to tourism for 

Yukon citizens. Partnerships are critical to ensure the tourism 

industry is strong and prepared for growth. We are proud of 

the strong partnerships that we have with our industry, and 

we’re always working to build and improve them further.  

Government has a role to play in supporting the industry, 

because tourism is complex and involves and affects a number 

of different departments. From territorial parks and 

campgrounds to airport and highway infrastructure, from 

training and education and arts, heritage and tourism to 

economic development and research, from regulations and 

licensing requirements to land development, government 

departments need to work together to support growth in the 

sector. 

The Yukon government has experience working together 

on cross-government initiatives, but it is no longer just enough 

to bring different departments to the table once a project is 

identified. That is why we are committed to a one-government 

approach. 

For tourism, this means bringing people together as early 

as possible to help determine projects and priorities that 

support the needs of stakeholders. This ensures that 

government is working as one entity to support initiatives and 

policies to involve all parties earlier in the planning stage to 

actually help identify projects. 

We were pleased that, in addition to the Department of 

Tourism and Culture, several other departments joined the 

tourism roundtable meeting in July, including Economic 

Development, Energy, Mines and Resources, Highways and 

Public Works, Community Services, and Environment. As the 

Yukon tourism development strategy moves forward, a 

working group of deputy ministers is forming to provide a 

one-government response to problem-solving issues — 

challenges and opportunities that will arise throughout the 

engagement phase. 

An example of an issue we have already heard about — 

especially in relation to growing winter tourism — is the 

availability and condition of outhouses. While outhouses are 

often the topic of jokes, they are actually a key part of tourism 

infrastructure in the territory. Certainly we have heard that. As 

the investments into Carcross have grown, which was touched 

upon with Montana Mountain, as well as in the Southern 

Lakes district, these are some of the key pieces of 

infrastructure that my colleagues continue to press on, 

ensuring that the appropriate funds and planning are put in 

place to ensure that we see new development in that sector. 

Four Yukon government departments — Tourism and 

Culture, Environment, Community Services, Highways and 

Public Works — share responsibility for this type of 

infrastructure. Stakeholders cannot be expected to know the 

internal workings of government in order to find the correct 

department or branch to address these issues. That is why a 

one-government approach solution is key. When my 

colleagues and I go to Carcross to meet with members of the 

community, with business owners or with the First Nation or 

the development corporation, certainly that is part of it — 

ensuring that information that flows to one minister is shared 

and that we continually keep in contact — sort of the cross-

pollination of strategy that you need in order to be effective to 

grow this industry. 

I am pleased to report that my Deputy Minister of 

Economic Development and the Deputy Minister of Tourism 

and Culture meet regularly to discuss issues of common 

concern to facilitate a one-government approach between 

these departments. 

Land use planning is another key element when we think 

about our long-term strategy for tourism. The government is 

committed to growing Yukon’s economy while protecting and 

promoting our rich cultural heritage. Land use planning 

touches many different departments, and that is why it is so 

important to consider any decisions from a one-government 

approach. Intergovernmental working groups support this 

approach in a number of different areas, including regional 

land use plans and local area plans. 

The Department of Tourism and Culture provides advice 

to these groups about potential tourism, heritage and cultural 

values found within the planning areas and potential 

mitigation strategies. This ensures that all land use planning 

discussions take tourism and heritage into account. 

The Department of Tourism and Culture participates in 

YESAA processes by reviewing project proposals and 

providing input to assessors on both tourism and heritage 

matters in Yukon. This role is to provide information to the 

YESAB assessor regarding potential impacts and mitigation 

on tourism and heritage matters. Staff review YESAA 

applications and non-YESAA applications — such as Yukon 

land applications, agricultural land applications and land use 

permit applications — and make comments from a tourism 

and heritage management perspective.  
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Staff also review various park management plans and 

other types of plans, such as wildlife management plans and 

habitat protection area management plans. All of this is done 

from a tourism, cultural and heritage perspective. Visitors are 

drawn to our beautiful wilderness landscapes, wildlife viewing 

and incredible archeological and historic sites. The celebration 

of our heritage is an important element being considered as 

part of the creation of the new tourism development strategy 

for Yukon. 

Through the years, there have been a number of 

archeological and historic sites that have been influential in 

the land use planning process and have also had tourism 

benefits. Historic sites provide for the preservation, 

management, development and interpretation of our historic 

sites, trails and heritage rivers for the enjoyment of these sites 

for visitors and Yukoners. 

Projects such as Fort Selkirk, Fortymile, Canyon City and 

the Yukon ice patches have been factored into local planning 

initiatives and, at the same time, generate tourism 

opportunities. By working together, we can grow our 

economy and support more jobs in the territory while ensuring 

our heritage and cultural resources are protected for years to 

come. 

We work collaboratively with governments, industry, 

communities and all of our partners to develop a stronger 

economy, healthier communities and people and instill 

environmental stewardship. Of critical importance is the need 

to work in partnership with First Nation governments and 

First Nation development corporations. At last week’s 

International Aboriginal Tourism Conference in Calgary, 

hosted by the Indigenous Tourism Association of Canada, the 

keynote speaker, Senator Murray Sinclair, spoke about the 

importance of tourism to the indigenous people of Canada, 

saying that by telling our stories to others, we are telling them 

to ourselves, to our young people, and that our unique stories 

need to be part of what tourism is about. 

By working together, we can build a modern, competitive 

tourism sector that will provide a pathway to reconciliation, a 

celebration and preservation of First Nation identity and a 

sound economic future for all Yukoners. 

I would like to pass on a couple of comments and 

thoughts concerning some of the activities that have been 

undertaken throughout the last number of months. I would like 

to commend my colleague, the Minister of Tourism and 

Culture, on the strategic approach that is being undertaken for 

the tourism sector and the input that has come from 

stakeholders through that process. It was very refreshing to 

see the level of activity and the number of people — not just 

the stakeholders from Whitehorse, but from across Yukon. 

What was interesting was that members of my Department of 

Economic Development and I had just returned from the 

PNWER conference in Portland, Oregon, and we had our 

visitors here from PNWER just last week.  

Of the two take-aways, one would be — the Government 

of the Northwest Territories was in attendance in Portland. At 

the time, Premier Bob McLeod came to do an opening, and 

then we also had an opportunity to share some words. What I 

took away was the very focused approach that the Northwest 

Territories government has taken toward enhancing their 

winter tourism product and having an opportunity to work 

with my colleagues and share information with my colleague, 

Mr. Wally Schumann, who is in charge of economic 

development. We discussed that. They’re very active in it. The 

whole conversation that the Premier of the Northwest 

Territories shared was about his childhood in the Northwest 

Territories and what it means — sort of a First Nation 

approach and story to the northern lights. 

It was a room full of very influential CEOs, university 

presidents — about 1,500 people in attendance. That was what 

they wanted to key in. What it has shown is that for the last 10 

years, the Northwest Territories government has committed to 

travelling to Asia and continuing, year after year, to work on 

their strategy, and now they’re seeing the effects of it. It has 

turned into a very robust winter tourism market. 

We have lots of work to do and that’s why our minister is 

pulling together a plan so that we can harness all these great 

pieces that need to coalesce to move forward. The Member for 

Kluane touched upon it. There have been a lot of great mini-

conferences and discussions and dialogue, but what is our plan 

to move this forward? 

Just a couple of things I’ll share — commitments that we 

have made through the Department of Economic 

Development — right now, through the North Yukon REDI 

program, which is focused on the north, and in the Mayo-

Tatchun area, we’re funding a tourism strategy, which is being 

led by the community, but hopefully will also focus on the 

winter tourism market. In Dawson City, we continue to look at 

how we can look at the shoulder season — which is key and 

something I think about a lot — and so do my colleagues — 

how do we enhance that shoulder season by providing more 

activities and events and conferences, not just in Whitehorse 

but also in communities like Dawson? They’re working on 

that. 

To touch on PNWER, that’s something we spoke about 

last week. Part of the reason in the ministerial statement is that 

we’re excited. We’re bringing 100 to 150 people from 

northwestern North America to the Yukon during the shoulder 

season. That’s where we want to focus. We have phenomenal 

numbers in the Yukon when you look at occupancy rates in 

hotels. We had the opportunity to work with the larger player 

in the Yukon and focus on those numbers quite a bit in the 

private sector — we have good numbers. In the shoulder 

season, that’s where we have that opportunity. 

I will share with the people who are here representing the 

tourism sector that part of what I’m focusing on in my role is 

to go out and actively and aggressively speak with the private 

sector about building more hotel space. We need more hotel 

space. We need to ensure that we grow but, if we’re going to 

grow, we need places for people to stay. That’s what we’re 

starting to hear, that the private sector is starting to see that 

opportunity, not just in the summer, but in the winter, and 

we’re quite excited about some of the things that we think 

we’ll see in the short term in the private sector, which will add 
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to the overall impact that tourism will make, both summer and 

winter. 

I also share that we are funding and supporting a Kluane-

centric strategy and conversation. I will be reaching out to the 

Member for Kluane to talk about how we look at that corridor, 

taking into consideration some of those new players that have 

really expanded, and they’re doing quite well. How do we 

have them align with an overall strategy, and that’s right from 

Mendenhall — really, in the member’s backyard — right from 

Mendenhall all the way up to Beaver Creek — aligning and 

certainly just trying to ensure that there’s more activity. 

I had a great conversation with the owners of Talbot Arm 

just this weekend, and that’s it: How do we ensure that those 

30-plus rooms are filled? How can we have more events in 

small communities like Destruction Bay, where you can bring 

a group of people in, which makes an enormous impact on 

their businesses in the shoulder season? 

We’re very excited; the Department of Economic 

Development is waiting for the overall strategy. We’re going 

to continue to move the dial on some of these smaller projects. 

We really think that this is the place that we can see our 

economy grow. We are excited, of course, with other areas of 

the economy, but certainly this one is somewhere that we 

think probably has the area to grow, and we align that both 

with what we are seeing in agriculture. We are pretty excited 

about that as well. 

We are going to continue to strategically use our funding 

and work with our partners on these aspects, and then try to 

align our financial resources inside the department — to push 

that way. The Member for Kluane touched on one particular 

asset, and that’s owned by the former Chief of Champagne 

and Aishihik First Nations, James Allen, and certainly one 

thing we’ve seen is — part of what we had the opportunity to 

do was — the First Nation government was extremely 

innovative in that it put together its own resource fund, and 

that resource fund was broken up into 10 segments that could 

be deployed at certain times to either enhance the amount of 

capacity that was being hired or to ensure that some of those 

business could carry on. Looking at some of those, there were 

good lessons from some of the innovative development 

corporations and First Nations. 

I think I will leave it at that. Thank you, Deputy Speaker, 

for giving me the opportunity to speak this. I thank the 

Member for Copperbelt North for bringing this forward. I am 

really excited to work on this sector. It seems like we all can 

align and agree on this one, so those are always fun ones to 

work on. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I would like to thank the Member 

for Copperbelt North for bringing this motion forward and I 

would also like to thank all the members of the Legislature 

who have stood up today and spoken in support of this 

motion. It is nice to see where we align. Of course I respect 

when we have diverse views and we don’t, but it is good to 

note when we share a vision. 

Increasing winter tourism and diversifying will bring 

significant benefits to Yukon communities. The Department 

of Tourism and Culture works closely with other departments 

and I’ve worked closely with the minister — and the 

Department of Community Services — to support 

communities across the territory. I know I’ve travelled with 

her to many of our communities to discuss this initiative. 

My work as Minister of Community Services is to 

support vibrant, sustainable, resilient communities. Winter 

tourism adds to the diversity of economic opportunities for 

our communities. 

The Carcross Commons development is a wonderful 

example of how working together can make a real difference. 

The commons is drawing tourists and visitors to Carcross, 

creating business and employment opportunities for local 

residents and adding to Yukon’s inventory of tourism 

products.  

I was in Carcross just this morning with the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works, as he and Khà Shâde Héni 

Chief Carvill made an announcement about infrastructure 

there for the Nares bridge, and afterwards, we sat down with 

Chief Carvill to talk to him, his council and some of his staff 

about issues in Carcross. The first one that he raised was about 

the numbers of visitors who are coming into Carcross. He 

pointed out — and I have heard this as well from the minister 

— that the Carcross visitor centre now surpasses Whitehorse 

in the number of visitors that it gets in the year. It has the most 

visitors in a year.  

It is a great model, and I know the Minister of Tourism 

and Culture has looked at how this might be expanded out to 

other communities. I have heard her have conversations in 

Watson Lake, in particular, about that as an opportunity.  

I just will note as well some of the pressures that come, 

and I will talk about them. I was sort of chuckling when I 

heard the Minister of Economic Development talk about 

outhouses. I will talk about that very issue in a moment here. 

This development in beautiful Mount Lorne-Southern 

Lakes has been an inspiration to other small Yukon 

communities and demonstrates how tourism can be a driver of 

community and economic development with benefits, 

opportunities and challenges far beyond the tourism industry 

itself. Yukon government departments are working together 

with the Carcross/Tagish First Nation and Carcross Tagish 

Management Corporation to ensure that government services 

are keeping up with the growth that Carcross has been 

experiencing.  

This summer, for example, officials from the departments 

of Tourism and Culture, Community Services, Highways and 

Public Works, and Economic Development travelled to 

Carcross to meet with business owners, residents and our 

government partners to assess concerns and needs. A number 

of issues were identified and I am pleased that we are working 

to ensure that they get addressed.  

Here are some examples. The cross-cutting team is 

working to ensure that the frequency of garbage pick-up and 

removal around the visitor information centre and the parking 

lot will be increased. This is to address concerns about litter 

and cleanliness. It has just happened that, with all the pressure 

of people visiting, there aren’t enough places for people to put 
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their garbage and we have to figure out how to get that service 

sorted out. 

The SS Tutshi memorial structure has been identified as 

needing maintenance and repairs, and the Department of 

Tourism and Culture is considering next steps to get work 

done in the spring of 2018.  

Signage on the Carcross pavilion building has been 

improved to better communicate to visitors that washrooms 

are located there. The Department of Community Services is 

installing additional and larger signs. I got an amazing note 

from one of the businesses in Carcross. They wrote to me and 

gave me sort of a video note expressing their concern about 

the washrooms. We know that this is a good news problem to 

have, in the sense that tourism is increasing. We need to 

address that challenge so that we make sure that our visitors 

are well taken care of and that our residents of Carcross are 

well taken care of, as well as the citizens of the 

Carcross/Tagish First Nation. 

This interdepartmental coordination and support for our 

community will be ongoing and is a great example of our one-

government approach. The Department of Community 

Services has initiated a community development team, which 

will include representation from Tourism and Culture. We 

will work to improve coordination of delivery of Yukon 

services in Carcross and we will work in all communities.  

The Department of Tourism and Culture will continue to 

monitor the needs of Carcross Commons tourism businesses 

and will work closely with other departments to ensure 

concerns are addressed. This is truly a great approach, and I’m 

happy to see it in action. It’s helping to create a positive 

change for the community and a strong path forward.  

The Government of Yukon supports many projects that 

provide long-term, sustainable economic and social benefits to 

Yukon communities through the community development 

fund. These projects include a wide range of initiatives from 

infrastructure developments to the support of community 

events and more. They often involve priorities related to 

growing the tourism and cultural sectors. Tourism and culture 

are important economic drivers for the territory, as many have 

spoken about today, Mr. Deputy Speaker.  

Attracting more visitors means providing more revenue to 

local businesses and more jobs to communities, but we must 

also ensure that such projects have long-term viability for our 

communities and that they provide the opportunity for 

meaningful community engagement.  

Recent projects supported through the community 

development fund include structural upgrades to the Mayo 

Legion hall. The hall is a historic site and a prominent 

landmark on Mayo’s waterfront. I talked to a historian 

working with the Na Cho Nyäk Dun First Nation and we 

discussed this very project. The long-term goal of this 

restoration project is to develop a community programming 

facility offering cultural programs and contributing to the 

expansion of the tourism sector in the region.  

Upgrades to the Binet House museum in Mayo — the 

fund will cover upgrades to the interior of the museum and 

annex. Additionally, a new exhibit was created last year with 

funding support from the Department of Tourism and Culture.  

Hosting of the Gizeh Shriners ceremonial event by the 

High Noon Association — this event was held on May 25 to 

28, 2017 and attracted 178 delegates, many of whom extended 

their stays to visit other parts of the territory. The Yukon 

Convention Bureau estimates the economic impact for this 

event to be over $316,000. Such events support the endeavour 

to market Yukon as a destination with the national meeting 

incentive conferences and events sector.  

Support for the traditional watercraft of Canada’s north 

project tour — as part of this project, the Yukon First Nations 

Cultural and Tourism Association brought together elder 

visitors, youth, indigenous master boat-builders and 

apprentices from across the north to construct four traditional 

watercraft vessels. I think many of us from the Legislature 

went down to the Yukon River to watch the launch of that.  

Mr. Speaker, I’m going to give a few other examples — 

not necessarily from the community development fund, but 

just examples of how we can and are expanding tourism into 

the winter and shoulder seasons and diversifying our 

economy.  

As I rode on my winter bike here this morning, I went 

past a bus in front of one of our hotels and it was being loaded 

with a bunch of young skiers and snowboarders and they were 

heading to Mount Sima. We have a program where Mount 

Sima is opening early, and they are bringing in athletes to 

train from across the country because we have the ability to 

provide snow and the right terrain for these athletes to do 

early— and sometimes late — season training. It is just a great 

opportunity for the shoulder season.  

It brings me to the point — I have been in wonderful 

conversations with the Minister of Tourism and Culture, 

talking about sport tourism and the opportunities in the 

territory. Yesterday, I had the opportunity to stand up in the 

Legislature and talk about an initiative that we’re working 

toward to build a full-sized rubberized track and artificial turf 

here in Whitehorse. I know that this suddenly opens up the 

opportunity to host, one day, the seniors’ games, the Canada 

55+ Games. I would love to host them here because I know 

those folks — when they come here, they stay in our hotels 

and they spend a lot of money. The Yukon has a reputation, 

Mr. Speaker, of being really the team with the greatest spirit 

— the mighty Yukon seniors. It’s terrific. 

I will also note — just a shout-out to a Yukon 

entrepreneur who has started the kick-sled revolution. I have 

mentioned it here in the Legislature before, but it is another 

great winter sporting opportunity. Within my own community 

of Marsh Lake, we had an opportunity nearly two years ago to 

host what I think was the first fat bike race, and I would just 

like to put a shout-out for all those people who came out 

because it was really warm that day and the trails weren’t 

hard-packed enough for them and they slogged around the 

trails of Marsh Lake.  

In just listening to the Minister of Tourism and Culture 

talk about cultural tourism and the opportunities that it 

presents for us here in the Yukon — it’s not just about winter, 
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of course, but it is about how visitors want to engage with the 

local scene, the local food, the local history, the local 

relevance, and definitely the local culture. I think there is this 

wonderful opportunity. 

I think several members have spoken today about the 

treasures that we have here in the Yukon that we can share, 

and there are many more. Done well, projects such as these 

can contribute to tourism as a sustainable industry, protecting 

and preserving Yukon’s heritage, providing jobs to 

communities and creating opportunities to share our cultures. 

The Department of Tourism and Culture supports projects that 

have the potential to diversify and grow our economy. It’s an 

exciting time for tourism here in Yukon, Mr. Speaker. 

Development of a multi-year, goal-oriented strategy for 

growing tourism in Yukon that aligns government, industry 

and stakeholder priorities so we can collectively make better 

investment decisions that sustainably balance tourism growth, 

environmental stewardship, and the socio-economic benefits 

the industry provides — all will lead to strengthening and 

diversifying our economy. 

I am looking forward to next month’s summit that the 

minister referenced in her remarks today. We have great 

potential as a travel destination to attract more visitors, 

provide more revenue to local businesses and instill even 

greater pride in Yukoners. It’s by working together that we 

will get there. Again, I commend all members of the 

Legislature for their support to the Member for Copperbelt 

North’s motion. 

The territory is filled with entrepreneurial, innovative, 

hard-working people who are bound by passion for sharing 

our extraordinary gifts with the rest of the world. They take 

pride in the outstanding natural beauty of our land. They 

protect and promote our rich cultural heritage, our history and 

the diverse forms of our artistic expression. 

The time has come to take it to the next level. Together, 

we are embarking on a made-in-Yukon plan that will take us 

there. 

 

Speaker: If the member now speaks, he will close 

debate.  

Does any other member wish to be heard on this motion? 

 

Mr. Adel: I thank my colleagues and members opposite 

for all their constructive comments today. It’s an exciting time 

in the Yukon. It certainly is someplace we have to go forward 

with. When we first moved here, my oldest daughter’s first, 

what she called “real”, job was with TIAY. It was through her 

that I saw what a vibrant sector of our economy Yukon 

tourism had available for us. It’s there; all we have to do is 

expand on it. 

Some of the other things — the member opposite from 

the Third Party was talking about hard facts. How do we 

engage? I’m just going to wrap up here today a little bit by 

talking about some of the tools that the Minister of Tourism 

and Culture and her department have put together to make this 

happen. 

The tourism sector is an important contributor to Yukon’s 

economy and needs reliable and current data to plan and 

deliver our visitor services. Our visitor exit surveys provide 

important in-depth information from the people who choose 

the Yukon as their travel destination. Economic data — this is 

what we need for investment. We make fact-based 

investments in this government, in our approach to doing 

things, and we’re starting to get this information here. It’s not 

new; we have been doing these surveys since 1992. Our exit 

survey questionnaire is modelled after Statistics Canada’s 

international travel survey, which provides a full range of 

statistics on international travellers. 

A new up-to-date survey is needed approximately every 

five years. That’s where we get our hard numbers. The 

2017-18 visitor exit survey, which has just recently been 

launched, will give us an estimate of the number of visitors, 

help us better understand visitor behaviour and the 

characteristics of visitors and their trips, and provide an 

estimate of visitor spending. From there, we have a metric 

where we can see where we can do better. 

Current and reliable data helps government and industry 

plan, develop and make informed marketing and investment 

decisions to compete successfully in the international and 

domestic markets. The valuable visitor information is used by 

territorial, First Nation and municipal governments, regional 

and economic development bodies, as well as providers of 

tourism services and experiences. The department uses the 

information to develop and deliver marketing industry 

services and visitor services programming.  

As well as other communities, First Nation governments, 

organizations and tourism business owners use it for 

marketing, product development and research decisions. 

Given the importance of the survey to the department and the 

industry, it is necessary to take a one-government approach to 

its delivery. This survey will run from November 2017 to 

October 2018. A year-long period of data collection enables 

us to develop a picture of visitor characteristics throughout all 

of the seasons. The summer is the Yukon’s busiest season for 

now. We have seen tourism growth in the winter and shoulder 

seasons. It will help identify the places where we can grow 

this sector of our economy. I am sure the minister’s team is 

looking at that and working very hard on it. 

The survey will help us to better understand and support 

this new growth. Between now and the spring of 2018, 

surveys will be conducted at the Whitehorse airport and at 

hotels and motels in Beaver Creek, Dawson Creek, 

Whitehorse and Watson Lake. The survey at the hotels will 

capture information from visitors travelling by road during the 

winter months. From spring to early fall, surveys will be 

conducted at the Whitehorse and Dawson City airports and at 

highway pullouts on outbound — exit-bound — highways 

throughout the territory. These include routes close to Watson 

Lake, Carcross, Haines Junction, Beaver Creek and Dawson 

City. 

The Yukon Bureau of Statistics worked closely with the 

Department of Highways and Public Works to ensure their 

interviewers could connect with visitors in airports and on 
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roads. Interviewers will intercept a sample of people who are 

leaving the Yukon by air and road and will conduct face-to-

face interviews as they depart the Yukon. This one-

government approach provides the interviewers access to 

critical exit points and enables them to connect with as many 

visitors as possible. The Yukon Bureau of Statistics plans to 

collect data from 8,600 visitors during the 12-month period of 

data collection. The Bureau of Statistics provided valuable 

insight into how to structure and frame the survey to get the 

best information possible from our visitors. Questions asked 

will provide information about where the visitors come from, 

how they arrived here, what they do while they are here and 

how much they spent while they were in the territory. 

The Yukon Bureau of Statistics is using a random 

sampling method to ensure that the data can be used to 

generalize more broadly about visitors’ travel behaviour in the 

territory. It will take a few months for the bureau to analyze 

the results following the end of the data collection. We 

estimate that the results of the survey will be made available 

in early 2019, and a detailed report will be published later in 

the year. The results will be published online in summary 

reports and presented at numerous conferences, meetings and 

community discussions. The department also runs custom 

analysis of survey results for clients, media and other 

government colleagues. This valuable service to stakeholders 

would not be possible without our one-government approach 

to the visitor exit survey. 

This is an exciting time for tourism. The minister and her 

team are developing a strategic plan which will help us move 

forward into the future to make us even stronger and better at 

what we do. We have a great potential as a travel destination 

to attract more visitors, provide more revenues to local 

businesses and instill even greater pride in Yukoners. It is by 

working together that we will get there.  

We will get there. The territory is filled with 

entrepreneurial, innovative and hard-working people who are 

bound by passion for sharing our extraordinary gifts with the 

rest of the world. We take pride in the outstanding natural 

beauty of our land. We protect our rich cultural heritage, our 

history and our diverse forms of artistic expression. The 

upcoming summit on December 8 will showcase our strengths 

and will help us to improve our product as we show it to the 

world. 

The time has come to take it to the next level. Together, 

we are embarking on a made-in-Yukon plan that will take us 

there. 

 

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question? 

Motion No. 157 agreed to 

Motion No. 32 — adjourned debate 

Clerk: Motion No. 32, standing in the name of 

Mr. Adel; adjourned debate. 

Speaker: For the record, Mr. Adel, Minister of Health 

and Social Services, Member for Watson Lake, and Member 

for Takhini-Kopper King have participated in this debate so 

far. 

Is there any further debate on this motion? 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: A year ago this past summer — I 

will refer to him as “our surgeon”, Dr. David Storey, wrote an 

open letter, entitled “Whitehorse General Hospital is in crisis”. 

In this letter, Dr. Storey shared his heartache and frustration. 

The crisis was that our acute care hospital was being used to 

provide continuing care beds. The hospital wasn’t designed to 

provide continuing care — of course, it can deliver that care, 

but that’s not what it was designed for, and it’s an expensive 

way to provide continuing care — and surgeries were being 

postponed. Access to acute care was under pressure, and 

Yukon’s health care was being compromised overall. 

The issue had been building to a crisis for years, so how 

did we not see it coming? My sense is that elected officials did 

see it coming but left it unaddressed until it became a crisis. It 

is critical that we not do that again, and I will talk today about 

how we plan for the future but, for a moment, let me talk 

about the Whistle Bend continuing care facility. 

This facility is an important and critical part of the 

solution that we now seek. We need continuing care beds for 

people who need more care and are unable to stay in their 

homes. The vision for this facility is that it will be a vibrant 

community, one that offers the specialized care that many 

people need. I would like to thank the Yukon Party for taking 

the decision to build continuing care beds. 

The basic issue was that the hospital beds were being 

taken by Yukoners who needed continuing care. So we did see 

it coming; we just didn’t respond in time. While I thank the 

Yukon Party for deciding to build the continuing care beds, I 

will say that it should have happened earlier and maybe, as a 

result, they completely missed the consultation and public 

engagement piece. For myself, when I was a city councillor, 

we had meetings pulled to us to talk to us about consultation 

regarding the choice of location, the size and the distribution 

around the territory when the zoning issue came before us. We 

did try to redirect citizens to talk to the Yukon government, 

but they expressed to us concern that there was no 

consultation.  

It’s good that we are getting the 150 beds at the Whistle 

Bend continuing care facility. Over the past year, while the 

Hospital Corporation was waiting for the Whistle Bend 

continuing care facility to be built and opened, the hospital 

also took a decision to try to address the concern or the 

pressure on the acute care needs of the hospital. We’ve had 

many discussions about that here in the Legislature, and I 

thank the Minister of Health and Social Services for standing 

to respond to those questions. Over the weekend, the Hospital 

Corporation issued a letter, and it’s titled, “Open letter to all 

Yukoners: Ensuring a hospital bed or service is available 

when you need it”.  

Earlier today during Question Period, the Member for 

Watson Lake referenced this letter, I believe. I’ll quote from it 

somewhat here. One of the things that the letter states — and 

again I quote: “We must use all hospital system beds and 

resources to full potential.” Basically, the choice or the 

direction that the Hospital Corporation has taken regarding the 
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pressure on surgeries and acute care is to try to utilize all of 

the beds across the territory, including all three hospitals, to 

alleviate the pressure. We are all working toward getting the 

Whistle Bend continuing care facility online, but we recognize 

that there still is some time before that happens and so the 

hospital has taken that decision. I think, again, it’s in response 

to the overall crisis of the pressure of continuing care patients 

utilizing a resource that was designed for acute care.  

Again I’ll quote from the letter, Mr. Speaker: “The 

solution to this particular issue is not more hospital beds, but 

rather more health care options, both in terms of facilities and 

community supports that meet the needs of Yukoners.” I’ll try 

to reference that as I discuss aging in place. Overall, we are 

still playing catch-up to match the need with the facilities 

available. We know that we already need to be planning for 

the next stage, and that is what I think the members opposite 

— the members of the Official Opposition — have been 

posing questions about, and that is what I think the whole 

purpose of aging in place is all about — it’s planning for the 

next phase. While we need to get the 150 continuing care beds 

at Whistle Bend online as soon as possible because they are 

overdue, we also need to be thinking about the future. 

The first beds that we will possibly build if there are new 

beds that we are building are the Whistle Bend continuing 

care beds. That’s the 150 beds. I think what we should be 

talking about is: What are the next steps beyond that? 

Planning for the future takes time. Planning, design, 

engineering, program development — all of these things take 

time — years, in fact. We need to make sure that we’re not 

caught behind again with families struggling to find 

appropriate care for their aging loved ones.  

Before I talk about that planning and what it means for 

communities, let me discuss how the demographics in the 

Yukon are changing. According to the Yukon Bureau of 

Statistics, Tagish is the oldest community in the Yukon. I have 

to look it up, Mr. Speaker, but it’s my belief that the average 

age of residents in Tagish is 10 years older than the average 

age in other communities — 10 years. While we don’t have 

specific numbers, it’s likely that Mount Lorne and Marsh 

Lake also join Tagish as some of the oldest Yukon 

communities — not oldest as in the age of the community 

itself, but rather the age of our citizens within those 

communities. So in my riding of beautiful Mount Lorne-

Southern Lakes, this is a relevant and important issue. As I 

spoke with Southern Lakes folks, it was their highest priority 

issue. I appreciate the opportunity to stand and speak to this 

motion.  

I also have some personal experience with this topic. A 

few years ago, my wife and I asked my mother-in-law about 

her preference as she ages — if I give her age here, she would 

kill me. She loves her home in downtown Whitehorse and she 

told us that she wants to age in place. We have been making 

some modifications to her home — railings beside the steps, 

improvements to her bathroom — so that she can continue to 

live in her home, hopefully for years to come. It’s an 

important issue, and I bet that, for all of us here in this 

Legislature, this issue would be important for us personally 

and one we all look forward to working on with Yukon 

government and everyone else here in this Legislature.  

The demographics are clear in the Yukon. We’re getting 

older — in all of our communities, not just in Whitehorse. As 

we age in all of our communities, we need to be thinking 

about what sort of services we should be providing — where 

and how. 

Yukon used to be a younger and more transient place, 

with young people moving to the Yukon for a few years and 

then moving away as they got older. Now, people move to the 

Yukon, love it and stay. Many even bring their parents here to 

join them. As our demographics shift, we have to adjust to 

deal with this new reality.  

As others have stated in this House, it is expected that 

30 percent of our population will be over 55 by 2030. I’m sure 

that’s more in my riding. It’s a reality that is to be celebrated. 

I’m not complaining. Multi-generational families, elders 

living in our communities — these are goals we want to 

achieve in every single community here in Yukon. As a 

government, we want to support this shift and encourage and 

enable people to age the way they want to age.  

I will say that earlier today, Mr. Speaker, I was concerned 

when I heard the Minister of Health and Social Services stand 

to speak to this issue and she said, quite rightly, that we need 

to work with our communities — and I heard laughter from 

across the floor. I think that’s inappropriate. All communities 

matter and solutions shouldn’t be focused on Whitehorse, 

surely. While we need to, of course, include Whitehorse, we 

need to work with all of our communities.  

One of our government’s key strategic pillars is to build 

thriving Yukon communities, recognizing local needs, local 

interests and local solutions. Aging in place is a huge part of 

that goal. Let me talk about planning for the next phase.  

The Yukon Liberal government believes that the next 

phase has to be in the context of communities — all Yukon 

communities. It can’t just mean putting people in Whitehorse. 

That takes people further away from their loved ones, further 

away from their families and support systems, all of which 

help them stay active, positive and healthy as long as possible. 

It’s not saying there won’t be many people who do come to 

Whitehorse, but we need to look at solutions across the whole 

of the territory in all Yukon communities. 

I’m going to quote from my colleague the Minister of 

Health and Social Services when she spoke about aging in 

place, that we would take a broader view of health that 

“encompasses healthy lifestyles, housing, transportation, 

community connections and age-friendly planning.” 

What I think we need to do is to see health and wellness 

as a spectrum. At one end of the spectrum is acute care. As 

you move down that spectrum, you have continuing care, then 

we would move to things like home care but, beyond that, we 

also need to move all the way to things like active living. I 

referenced earlier in the previous motion, talking about the 

seniors games and ElderActive. I think this is incredibly 

important. The more we can help our citizens to stay thriving, 

the longer they stay in their homes. This is a smart move. 

We’ve heard from the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel, 
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which has pointed out that the cost of health care is going up 

and we need to look at it. If we do our planning right and we 

move that spectrum down, the more we move toward wellness 

and away from acute care, the less we will have to spend 

toward acute care and the more money we will save overall. 

It’s a win-win. Wellness is part of a larger picture of care that 

incorporates a broad range of programs and activities.  

Let me talk for a moment about home care. Home care 

allows people to stay in their homes for longer and still 

receive the services and care they require. It is not quite all the 

way to the wellness end or the active living end of the 

spectrum, but it is much further away from acute care, 

although it should be done in coordination with acute care. As 

I have noted, home care is cheaper than moving people into a 

live-in continuing care facility. 

This year, this government committed an additional 

$770,000 to home care. That’s more than a 10-percent 

increase to home care funding, so they can do more of the 

excellent work they do. I would like to do a shout-out to the 

home care folks. Home care allows people to stay in their 

homes as long as possible and home care also alleviates 

pressures on the Hospital Corporation. The Hospital 

Corporation and home care staff have an excellent working 

relationship and support each other to achieve an excellent 

standard of care. It is not done in isolation. 

I took a look to try to see how much of that money is 

going into our communities. Roughly one-quarter of those 

dollars goes straight into the communities. Of course some of 

home care’s spend is centralized service that goes to all 

residents — so it is for all Yukoners, but very specifically, 

more than one-quarter is going into our communities.  

Another important aspect of community-based wellness is 

recreation centres in communities that have seniors 

programming. These programs bring our elders together to 

participate in activities they enjoy with their communities, 

which helps seniors stay well longer. In communities people 

support each other and this promotes wellness, independence 

and a higher quality of life. We need to support our 

communities as they aim to support each other. 

Let me talk for a moment as we enter into this planning 

phase for aging in place about how we will engage and 

consult with Yukoners. I have spoken personally with the 

Minister of Health and Social Services, and I know she has a 

plan to travel to all communities and to engage with Yukoners 

— to talk to them — about how we can build this spectrum of 

care. I think this is an incredibly important piece of the 

process, and done right — done early like this — ahead of the 

next phase, so that if Whistle Bend continuing care facility 

comes online over the next several years, by the time its full 

build-out is in place, we will have that strategy ready for aging 

in place. I know how dedicated the Minister of Health and 

Social Services is to this issue, and I know how much time she 

focuses on it.  

Mr. Speaker, we will go out and we will engage with 

Yukoners. We will talk about aging in place. It is a spectrum 

of options. As much as possible, we will try to move that 

spectrum toward the side of wellness that will include home 

care. I know that within my own department that EMS is 

working to be supportive of home care and to provide more 

supports. How can we help Yukoners to stay healthy in their 

homes as long as possible? We will contemplate more beds. 

That is in the fullness of this aging-in-place strategy that will 

be considered, I am certain, and we will consider where those 

beds should be placed around the territory so that they provide 

aging in place as much as possible. I don’t expect that it will 

end up being every single community, but I do expect that it 

will take a whole-of-territory look and consider all of the 

communities. 

I will just conclude, Mr. Speaker, that it is important that 

we get more continuing care beds. I think that is critical. That 

is why the Whistle Bend continuing care facility is part of this 

motion. I thank the Member for Copperbelt North for bringing 

it forward. This notion that we will develop those 150 beds — 

we know it is needed. It has been needed for a long time. 

My wife works with the hospital and I have known for 

many years — she has expressed to me directly that this has 

been a long-standing, ongoing concern. I am glad that we are 

now getting those 150 beds. I wish that we had done more 

consultation around it — or that the Yukon government had 

done more consultation around it. I wish that there would have 

been more financial planning around it and that those numbers 

would have been in our out-year budget, so that we weren’t 

faced with having to introduce those. 

I state that it is incredibly important that we get them for 

the very reason that there is the crisis with our acute care 

facilities right now. The best solutions going beyond that will 

be to work with our communities and to talk about a full 

spectrum, to ensure that we talk with health professionals, 

stakeholders and find solutions that offer alternatives and 

ways to transition between wellness, home care, continuing 

care and acute care. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I look forward to providing an 

aging-in-place strategy, which will allow seniors to age in 

place to the greatest extent possible. 

 

Ms. Van Bibber: I rise today to speak to Motion 

No. 32 brought forward by the Member for Copperbelt North. 

This motion is very broad and covers many aspects of the 

aging and care of Yukoners to create solutions, to promote 

aging in place and the full spectrum of care, keep to only 150 

beds at Whistle Bend — solutions that offer alternatives and 

transitions between home care and full-time care — and 

providing community-based services that allow seniors to age 

in place. This is a huge task. We all know the stats that 

Canadians and, in turn, Yukoners, are aging. I know the 

expense and extent to which we need professional caregivers 

will rise as our population becomes older and we’ll need the 

use of medical services and care, and continuing care in a 

facility. 

This is not a fun part of our lives for anyone — for the 

patient, the family or the medical community. We’re all trying 

to find the solution that fits one particular case and it can be 

confusing. I had a quick immersion into the world of 

continuing care with someone in our family — from the 
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diagnosis to the long-term acute care, non-acute stay in 

hospital, to a bed finally becoming available at Copper Ridge 

Place. It was stressful and it was all-consuming and everybody 

had a doctor’s opinion, but during that four-month period, we 

were met with compassion, kindness and we worked together 

to find solutions as quickly as was possible. It was a daunting 

time and it was frustrating as well, but it is necessary as some 

patients cannot live at home any longer due to dementia, 

Alzheimer’s or a chronic illness. 

Aging in place is a wonderful concept and this is what 

was going on with this elderly couple as they appeared at face 

value to be all right. Little did our family know that one 

partner was trying their best to cope with and accommodate 

the other’s failing health without telling anyone and without 

asking for help.  

When we did find out, it was difficult to hear and 

understand once that help was asked for, but it was out of love 

that one wanted their partner home and to provide the care 

they thought they could give. It had become untenable, and it 

was realized that it was too difficult to continue, even with 

support like light housekeeping, meals provided by the family 

and a good community program. Only when the cry for help 

came did we realize that it wasn’t sustainable.  

In another case, another relative of mine received home 

care and remained at home as long as possible. She wanted to 

age in place. A home care worker came in to do light cleaning, 

grocery shopping and prepare light meals, but the home care 

workers were continually changing, and each time the patient 

needed daily care, she had to reintroduce her worker to her 

specific needs and show them where things were located. It 

was a strain and it was stressful not having a regular home 

care worker whom she could get to know and be comfortable 

with so that she could spend her time trying to be well. 

Fortunately, she was in a position to hire her own care, 

but many cannot do that and are at the whim of changes and 

upheaval. I don’t believe every one of us will end up in 

continuing care; however, for those who do need extra or 

specialized care due to certain illnesses, it should be as 

available as possible. 

I also don’t believe we can foresee the future, but we 

know that those initial 150 beds in the works are definitely 

needed, as was stated, due to our aging population. As such, 

let’s not close the door on future needs. To pass a motion 

stating to keep the beds in the development only at 150 is 

short-sighted. Perhaps there might be a need for a wing that 

can add an additional 30 or 40 more beds. 

Respite care is another vital part of the aging-in-scene 

scenario. I just spoke with a constituent who had taken her 

husband to Copper Ridge Place for a respite placement for 

two weeks. The caregivers need help as well. It can be 

overwhelming. Dealing with erratic behaviour, staying up 

throughout the night, aiding in personal hygiene, facing 

aggression or frustration, as well as working to establish a 

routine through trial and error are just a few occurrences that 

can take their daily toll on members and caregivers — family 

members. 

It can be a challenge for caregivers to recognize that they 

can’t do it any longer. They feel like they are losing their 

loved ones. They do want them at home as long as possible, as 

a caregiver remembers the way it used to be. I know from 

experience they’ll even want to take them home, which is not 

possible. It can also be unsettling for them to experience from 

the outside how their partner or family member is being taken 

care of in a care unit. There is learning for all parties.  

As I said, it’s an honourable concept to age in place, but 

each individual case, depending on the health issues, cognitive 

health issues and support systems, is so different.  

Even if all the steps are taken to age well in place — 

safety features added, meals provided, medicine delivered, 

oxygen provided, light housekeeping, grocery shopping, 

personal care, and the list goes on — one can see that it takes 

many hands to make sure someone is safe in their home. 

Constant care and scrutiny is needed to ensure that one person 

is all right at home where there might not be anybody else in 

that home. This type of care is not without cost either. 

Another constituent of mine wanted to add some care to 

the elderly. She is retiring soon and has worked many, many 

years in the medical field. The knowledge is that, if you can 

keep people moving, they stay healthier and are more apt to be 

able to function better. Her goal of walking with people to 

ensure they are safe and steady, as well as getting the benefits 

from moving, is wonderful. It’s such a simple concept. But the 

cost of service is not included in any program, and she is 

finding it difficult to get referrals and make it work, so we are 

continually looking for ideas for her. 

The Minister of Health and Social Services yesterday 

mentioned, in one of her answers, a holistic method to provide 

funds to a new innovative idea so that aging in place can 

work. In the good old days, we used to care and house 

extended families as best we knew how with what we had. 

Now that everyone leads such hectic lives and cannot or will 

not devote time to senior or geriatric care, we’re in a new 

realm of aging in place. 

The seniors themselves sometimes don’t even want to 

burden the families — in most cases, this is true. I rest easy 

knowing that the Yukon is a wonderful place to age and that 

those who are in need get the best care and comfort as 

anywhere in Canada. There are always different models and 

different ideas that will have to be addressed and, as time 

moves along, I hope Yukon will be ready, but I will not be 

supporting the motion as it reads.  

 

Ms. Hanson: I had not intended to speak to this motion, 

mostly because I thought it was a fairly self-evident motion 

and it wasn’t much more than providing a base for speaking 

points, which we’ve heard lots of this afternoon. I have to say, 

though, in response to the Minister for Community Services, 

that I rise because what he said scared the bejesus out of me.  

If this government is thinking, planning and projecting 

that it will need a new 150-bed care facility at any time in the 

future, that is a complete and abject failure of our health care 

system.  
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One of the things that are missing from this conversation 

is historical context, and the minister did speak — you can 

look at the Blues — about: We will plan for that next phase. 

We will have that next phase when we need that next phase.  

Mr. Speaker, I sat in this Legislative Assembly and heard 

first about 300 beds and then I heard that, no, that was not 

acceptable because there had been no consultation. Then we 

started raising questions about evidence, about information, 

about best practices elsewhere in terms of caring for people on 

the whole continuum of who may need continuing care, one of 

the big things that we found is that — first of all, let’s just step 

back. This is a territorial population of about 38,000 people.  

We are spending more money — both in our acute care 

facilities and our currently planned institutional care — per 

capita than just about anybody else anywhere. When you start 

looking at the optimal size for a care facility, Mr. Speaker, the 

optimal size and location become really important parts of this 

conversation.  

The previous government wasn’t that interested in having 

that conversation, but I can tell you that citizens were. I can 

tell you that I attended more meetings over the last three or 

four years of people who brought in experts who the 

government didn’t want to hear — people who had done 

studies and had done practical application of what it means to 

provide quality care on the continuum for people as we age. 

We are all going to do it — hopefully.  

The optimal size was — first of all, integrating it into 

existing facilities or community centres, not isolating it; 

secondly, ensuring that it was no more than 110 beds. So 

we’re already more — because once you get that big, 

Mr. Speaker, what do you have? Look at the hallways. Look 

at the design. This is not a home. It doesn’t matter if we call 

them pods or units or whatever — this is an institution.  

I heard the minister speak about the aging population, and 

I’m so tired of these hoary myths. We’re not talking about a 

grey tsunami. Other health economists have talked about it 

more as a grey glacier. When you look at Statistics Canada — 

and I have in front of me an age pyramid of the population of 

Canada in 1961, 2011 and 2061. So if we’re planning to spend 

hundreds of millions of dollars, based on projections of what 

today — we know the baby-boomers. They’re going to boom 

out and boom back, and then it goes back in. The curve goes 

in.  

When we make major capital expenditures, we are 

making them for a very long time. There are significant 

implications to paying out huge amounts of money for a 

facility that will be a white elephant. To suggest that you want 

to build more for a population, none of the projections for 

growth in this territory would support that.  

There are other things that, when we keep talking about 

how the aging population is driving up the costs of health care 

across the country, are also contrary to what health economists 

have provided as evidence. You can look at the work of 

Robert Evans. You can look at the work of other economists 

at UBC — the costs and the drivers for those costs on a per 

capita basis are not the aging of the population, but the factors 

that can be controlled by health care providers and policy-

makers. This is where it comes down to political will — the 

increased diagnostic tests and higher consumption of ever-

more costly drugs and the increased use of specialists. 

Many people who work in the area of health care — and 

particularly health care as we look at it for seniors — say that 

what we have allowed to happen is this specialized delivery 

system — drugs, doctors and diagnostics. Those are the cost 

drivers. You can look at any piece of research across this 

country and you are going to find the same thing. There was 

huge resistance in the previous government — where it came 

from I was never sure — to broaden the scope of non-

physician health professionals. But it is changing, 

Mr. Speaker, across this country. The issue of broadening the 

scope of non-physician health professionals, whether that is 

pharmacists — and we have had some conversations in this 

Legislative Assembly about that already — nurse practitioners 

— dragged kicking and screaming as the last jurisdiction in 

Canada. We are still not breaking down the barriers to develop 

community-based clinics where you see nurse practitioners as 

your primary health professional. They can deliver many of 

the services that we currently go to physicians for more 

effectively and more cost-effectively, and we can do this at a 

cost that is lower than what we are paying on the many fee 

scales that we have for our GPs and our specialists in this 

territory — the GPs in particular. 

There is a real challenge, and it is not going to go away, 

but it is certainly not going to be achieved by buying into the 

current crisis that we are in. You know what? We make really 

bad decisions. It is a phrase called “shock doctrine”. You 

create a crisis and then you say that the only way out of it is to 

spend more money on this solution. Well, I think that the 

government has to make sure that we don’t buy into the shock 

doctrine. Yes, there is a mess right now, but there are 

alternatives.  

One of the alternatives is to push back and say, “Is it 

necessary to tear down old buildings?” Macaulay Lodge — 

some people like it. Well, fine. Find the people who are 

comfortable in Macaulay Lodge and allow them to stay there 

as part of their continuum of care. But the assumption built 

into the planning for Whistle Bend that you must 

automatically tear down these old facilities — my goodness, 

when we looked at the plan that was provided not to the 

Legislative Assembly, but it was on the website for a 

nanosecond — that initially had the 300 beds — it included 

tearing down Macaulay Lodge and then tearing down 

Thomson Centre — really? You just have to shake your head 

about who is making these proposals. That was in there, and 

we still have a copy of it, thank God. It did disappear. 

The call for taking a more strategic approach didn’t 

originate with this government. The YMA, I mean — 

goodness, gracious, last year — the Canadian Nurses 

Association and the Canadian Medical Association were all 

part of the Council of the Federation when they met here. 

They were all lobbying the federal-provincial-territorial 

leaders to get together to develop a common seniors strategy. 

That was echoed again in November when the Yukon Medical 

Association met, and they talked about again — and I’m 
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quoting here: “… starting with a comprehensive needs 

assessment for the full range of seniors' housing and care.” 

And there was: “… a need for a longer-term vision and a plan 

for seniors continuum of care, from quasi-independent to 

supportive living, to supportive homecare to hospital care…” 

and that those “… levels are matched to the individuals’ 

needs.” 

He said — this is Dr. Hanley speaking at that YMA 

meeting in November — that it will need and require re-

thinking some of our health care practices in a medical system 

concentrated on intervention and cure, because there is no 

ultimate cure for old age. So then we have to decide, in 

collaboration with the person, what interventions are 

reasonable, and are all expensive diagnostics reasonable or 

necessary at all times? But assumptions are made when there 

isn’t that conversation, Mr. Speaker.  

This morning, one of the comments that were made in 

response to a question I asked of the Yukon Financial 

Advisory Panel. This question was with respect to the 

continuum of care issues because there are a number of 

recommendations around health care in here. We talked about 

what the cost price points are. We said roughly $5,000 a day 

for an acute care bed, roughly $1,000 — which I think it is a 

bit more than that here — for the long-term care bed, and he 

said a fully functioning and fully served home care — like 

when you’re offering 24 hours a day — $500. Now that is 

high compared to what is across the country, but think about it 

Mr. Speaker. Why would we be going for acute care more 

when we can’t have acute care? Well, it’s not acute care in 

either of the two hospitals because they really are long-term 

care — or keeping somebody in their home with better 

coordination. 

So Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to end with — Members of 

the Legislative Assembly — at least the Leader of the Official 

Opposition, the Premier and the Minister of Health and Social 

Services got a letter today from Seniors’ Action Yukon. I can 

tell you, Mr. Speaker, that over the last few years, I have been 

very impressed with the thoughtful and detailed research that 

this group of citizens has been doing to think through the 

whole range of issues that affect people as we age in place.  

The letter indicated to the minister that Seniors’ Action 

Yukon is a group of older adults who are concerned about 

issues related to health care, housing, social services and other 

issues impacting their lives. They go on to talk about their 

response to some of the issues raised in this Legislative 

Assembly and in the letter from the Hospital Corporation. 

They have similar questions to what my colleague had raised 

— questions about the situation at the hospital, but they also 

raised some issues that I think need to be factored in and 

should be part of any discussion as we move forward and 

think about the issues that are subject to this motion. 

Their first point, Mr. Speaker, in response to the Whistle 

Bend proposal as first put out — and then as it ultimately 

rolled out — because no seniors groups were consulted, no 

physicians groups were consulted, no nurses groups were 

consulted, nobody was consulted — so the seniors, when they 

caught wind of this, said: “Well, then we should start doing 

our own research,” and started talking to people across the 

country. Indeed, because these are all well-educated folks — 

you don’t just lose your IQ because you get to be 65 — these 

folks were reaching out to Europe and North America and 

other places, getting best practices. I can tell you that they had 

fascinating workshops and webinars. 

Their first thing is increasing home care services and 

other support services to help maintain people staying at 

home, with added support services to the family, speaking to 

the point made by the Member for Copperbelt North. There 

are some good people, no doubt, working in home care and all 

the spectrum of services associated with it, but until they have 

the support and the continuity of planning so that the services 

are provided with a continuity — human beings are not 

widgets, so to have different people coming every day doesn’t 

work in a human context. That’s a senior management 

challenge; that’s a ministerial challenge to ensure that home 

care is transformed in this territory. 

They echo a commitment that was made in 2006, 

Mr. Speaker. In 2006, when my predecessor was diagnosed 

with leukemia, the then-Premier visited him in Vancouver in 

the hospital, and Todd said to him, “When are you going to 

make some palliative care beds in the Thomson Centre?” and 

he said, “I’m making that commitment to you.” Then he came 

back and announced the election, and we still don’t have the 

palliative care beds in the hospital. 

I would question, Mr. Speaker — and we have questioned 

this Legislative Assembly — the idea of locating palliative 

care on the other side of town when your pharmacy is right 

here. You need immediacy. When your medication needs to 

be changed right now, that palliative care physician needs to 

be able to change it now, not wait for two hours or three 

hours. So convert some of the administrative or program 

offices in the hospital or Thomson Centre to accommodate 

beds, and palliative is one of them. 

They also raised the question that we have been asking — 

and I think it’s useful — is utilize the space above the new 

emergency wing or the old emergency wing for additional 

beds as an immediate solution, so if there’s a crisis, deal with 

the immediate crisis, but don’t project that crisis out. Deal 

with it so that you don’t have a crisis down the way. 

To echo what the minister has been saying — they say 

explore alternative approaches with family and community 

members to provide care in rural communities. Explore the 

training of local home care workers or personal support 

workers by Yukon College in rural communities. We won’t 

keep people in the communities unless they have trained 

support. Speaking to what the Member for Porter Creek North 

said — families can’t do it all anymore. We’re expecting both 

family members to work. 

The statistics, Mr. Speaker — and I’m not going to go 

into them right now, but I have in the past and I have recently 

— in terms of who’s caring for people are huge. Much of that 

is not reported in terms of the minimal tax relief that’s there 

for people. 

Develop a nursing program at Yukon College — it’s great 

that we have an LPN program. That’s not a nursing program. 
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We’re talking about creating a huge demand for nurses. The 

minister will no doubt outline in short order — or at least 

when we do the spring budget, she’ll be identifying the 

number of nursing positions that will be required to staff that 

facility. It’s costly. When and if we look at the cost of having 

nurses coming to work in the Yukon communities on contract, 

the travel cost, the contract cost — why aren’t we training our 

own? 

A novel approach is perhaps the notion of developing a 

comprehensive plan for the Yukon with all these services 

under one regional plan to coordinate long-term planning 

between the Yukon Hospital Corporation, home care, long-

term care and palliative end-of-life care. The Hospital 

Corporation acknowledged that there have been caps in 

discharge planning. That’s an understatement. There’s lots of 

room for improvement. 

I think that we need to be cautious in projecting the 

reality of the current crisis into the future. In any crisis 

situation, you deal with it; you get on with it, but you also 

keep your eye on the long-term objective. The long-term 

objective is not to be having people institutionalized; it’s not 

to have people having to stay in acute care facilities. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I won’t take too much time from 

this House but, first of all, I appreciate all the comments that 

have been made so far. It’s important for me to just take a few 

minutes to make reference to the Leader of the Third Party, 

because I’m concerned that she has misunderstood some 

things or something that the Minister of Community Services 

said. I know this because we have talked about this as a 

Cabinet; we have talked about this as a caucus. I hope that I 

can reassure the member of the Third Party that everything 

she has said here in the House today is something we agree 

with. We’re not talking about a phased-in anything with 

respect to Whistle Bend, and any discussion of phases was not 

in reference to that at all. 

The continuum of care of is, of course, critical in 

consideration of solving these kinds of issues. Community 

care and care in communities — there is no one solution to 

any challenge. There is a web of options that will help us 

resolve these issues. These are big conversations — 

conversations that you’ve heard the Premier say that we hope 

to have with everybody who is in this House, with Yukoners 

and with everyone who is interested in this issue. It is a huge 

issue. 

Continuing care needs to include home care, it needs to 

include aging in place with supports and it probably needs to 

include new models of living — things we haven’t thought 

about yet; things that have been tried in other places and other 

jurisdictions across the world and are great solutions to 

challenges that we face.  

There is simply not a huge resistance here on this side of 

the House, as the Member for Whitehorse Centre has noted. In 

our point of view — in this Liberal government’s point of 

view — we need to figure out what it is that Yukon citizens 

need and want for their aging and then figure out how to 

achieve those goals. Those are pretty simple, like simple 

sentences, but they are enormous issues that will need all of 

our energies. Everyone is in this House to try to solve them in 

order to make the lives of Yukoners better and more fulfilling, 

so that they can age the way they want to. 

The last thing I will say is that you will not see huge 

resistance here from alternative medical practitioners, 

alternative medical caregivers and licensed practical nurses. 

Other options that have been noted, Mr. Speaker, are all part 

of this conversation, so I thank you for the opportunity. 

 

Mr. Cathers: In speaking to this motion, I just want to 

note, first of all, that most of the motion is not something that 

we disagree with. However, as my colleagues, including the 

Member for Porter Creek North, have noted we will not be 

supporting it because of the specific commitment to keeping 

Whistle Bend place to 150 beds. I want to clarify that I’m not 

saying to the government that they should necessarily add the 

150-bed potential expansion to it that had been contemplated. 

What I am saying is that for a government that prides itself — 

allegedly — on evidence-based decision-making, it’s 

important to do the work to identify what the options are.  

If the government is contemplating providing for another 

150 beds, as seemed to be indicated by at least one of the 

speakers from the government during debate on this motion, if 

they’re planning on building for a similar number but locating 

those in communities, then the question that really has to be 

looked at or should be looked at before a decision is made is 

what is the comparative cost of those alternatives. If 

continuing care facilities are being built in individual 

communities, such as we heard the Minister of Health and 

Social Services claim before having to retract her comments 

that they just built a continuing care facility in Carmacks — if 

there are continuing care facilities built in Yukon 

communities, the elements that have to be looked at include 

the total cost and the ability to hire staff and to keep them in 

rural communities for those facilities.  

There have been past examples such as one under the 

NDP with the correctional facility in Teslin where government 

has with the best of intentions opened up new facilities in 

rural communities and then had difficulties operating and 

staffing those facilities. That entire picture needs to be looked 

at, rather than leaping before you look on the basis of what we 

all know was an entirely, purely political commitment made 

by the Liberal government to cap the Whistle Bend facility at 

150 beds. The basis by which they reached that — if I may be 

so bold as to suggest — seems to us to have been more about 

disagreeing with the government of the day than coming up 

with an alternative vision. I want to emphasize that I do 

support the idea of looking at where supports can be increased 

in rural communities, but government should not be, at this 

stage, ruling out the option of expanding Whistle Bend by up 

to 150 beds if that turns out to be the most feasible option 

down the road. 

I just want to also note that there has been a lot of debate 

recently about continuing care. I know that it is difficult for 

staff at the Hospital Corporation as well as undoubtedly the 

board and people who are not directly employed — who work 
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there — including doctors as well as other employees like 

nurses, technicians for things such as the MRI and CT 

scanner, as well as pharmacists and lab technicians and home 

care attendants and anyone whom I am missing.  

I just want to thank them and thank as well the staff of the 

Continuing Care branch of the Department of Health and 

Social Services for the work that they do each and every day 

in providing compassionate health care services in continuing 

care facilities to Yukon citizens. I want to relay to them as 

well my personal confidence in the good work that they do. I 

would also like to acknowledge, as we have previously, the 

fact that for the board and staff of the Hospital Corporation as 

well as their contractors, the fact that they finished completing 

a new ambulance station on time and slightly underbudget and 

now have finished substantial completion on the Whitehorse 

hospital expansion — one of the largest capital projects in 

recent history in the Yukon — and done so on time and on 

budget. It is a not insignificant accomplishment. While they 

are dealing with the pressures at the hospital in terms of 

occupancy of beds, that is doubly notable.  

Again, as I have stated in the past, I am concerned that 

the Premier and the Minister of Health and Social Services 

and the government collectively do not seem to be taking the 

hospital situation seriously enough. It is important to note for 

anyone listening and those reading Hansard later that the bed 

pressures at the hospital have gotten substantially worse. I will 

certainly not disagree that the Whistle Bend facility, in 

retrospect, should have been started earlier than it was, but as 

members can understand, of course, every government 

looking at it — and there was a bit of a changeover in 

government between the Cabinet under former Premier Fentie 

to the Cabinet under former Premier Pasloski; there was a 

significant changeover in terms of the caucus of the day. In 

those times, everyone looking at the cost of Whistle Bend was 

trying to ensure that they were coming up with the most 

financially responsible alternatives for Yukoners. 

It is important to note that now the problem with the bed 

pressure at Whitehorse General Hospital has become 

substantially worse in recent times and since this government 

has taken office. According to the hospital’s documents, 

which the government finally relented and released after six 

months of being asked for them, the hospital, as of the year 

ending in March 2014, was at or over capacity 4.2 percent of 

the time at Whitehorse General Hospital. We have now seen, 

according to the chief of medical staff’s report, that it’s 

60 percent of the time this year. That is triple compared to a 

year ago. 

One of the ministers — the Minister of Community 

Services, I believe it was — made reference to the previous 

government acting to open more beds at the Thomson Centre 

and Birch Lodge and the cost of those facilities. We agree that 

those costs were added during the 2016-17 fiscal year because 

we heard very clearly and listened to physicians, including my 

constituent, Dr. Storey, who the Minister of Community 

Services referenced as well as other members of the Yukon 

physician community and other health care professionals — 

he told us that government needed to do more before Whistle 

Bend was opened. We listened to that by acting to open Birch 

Lodge and add more beds at the Thomson Centre. Those 

temporary actions, while I firmly believe they were the right 

decision to make at the time, are not enough to address the 

bed pressure at the hospital prior to the opening of the Whistle 

Bend facility, which is why my colleague, the Member for 

Watson Lake, as our critic for Health and Social Services, 

stood in this House repeatedly, day after day, asking the 

Minister of Health and Social Services to tell us what her plan 

is for alleviating bed pressure and for opening up continuing 

care beds. 

Unfortunately, we have seen — as has been a pattern with 

this government — a reliance on platitudes, such as talking 

about aging in place, without actually telling us the details of 

the plan. I would like to commend the Minister of Community 

Services for the fact that he gave us an answer that my 

colleague, the Member for Watson Lake, had asked on more 

than one occasion — the details of how much of the 

government’s budget on home care is spent in communities 

outside Whitehorse. The Minister of Community Services was 

forthcoming with the information that we have been trying for 

days to get from his counterpart, who is responsible for that 

area. I do appreciate that information. I would also like to give 

the Minister of Community Services and his department credit 

for the work that is being done by Emergency Medical 

Services through their pilot project in providing additional 

services that support seniors in their homes. 

As I mentioned before, we would appreciate more details 

on exactly what is occurring in that pilot project, but I would 

like to commend the minister and his department for taking a 

step in this area. It is something that we were exploring prior 

to the end of the last mandate. That is because steps that have 

been taken recently in other Canadian jurisdictions to have 

staff of EMS paramedics, during a time when they’re not 

occupied by emergency calls, checking in on seniors and 

assisting with medications and that type of thing which, where 

implemented well, has been shown to have a demonstrable 

effect on improving the health care outcomes. 

I would appreciate more details on that but, as a general 

note, I would just commend the minister and his department 

for taking a step in that area and encourage them, if it turns 

out that there needs to be refinement of that model, to refine 

the model rather than abandoning it. The success of this model 

in other jurisdictions has really changed health care outcomes 

for the better and is a very positive step here in Yukon. 

I would also like to note that when there’s talk of aging in 

place and facilities in communities — again, I want to 

emphasize the fact that I certainly support looking at the idea 

of improving health care facilities in communities outside of 

Whitehorse, but again, the very key factors that have to be 

considered are the capital costs, the O&M costs, the needs of 

the community, and the ability to actually maintain and 

manage and staff that facility. Last but not least — especially 

with higher levels of care — it needs to be taken into account 

that if there’s a need for someone to be closer to the more 

advanced facilities of Whitehorse General Hospital for 

emergency care, those facilities simply don’t exist in most 
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rural communities, so the fragility of the patient and the 

ability to provide lifesaving interventions with access to the 

full surgical team at Whitehorse General Hospital is also a 

factor that needs to be considered and costed out. 

It’s easy for government to speak in terms of platitudes, 

and we have been critical of the current government for giving 

us a lot of platitudes, but not much action, and quite frankly 

we will continue to be critical until it changes and we see 

action in areas. But where we do see steps, such as the one I 

referenced from the Minister of Community Services in EMS, 

we will commend them for good decisions and good actions 

when those occur. 

It’s important to note, as has been made reference to by 

several speakers, I believe, and certainly in recent days within 

this House, that according to hospital information, about 

40 percent of the people who are providing the current bed 

pressure are what they refer to as ALC or alternative level 

care patients. Keeping the people from providing that pressure 

at the hospital is two-fold: one is with some of the patients — 

improving enhancements in the area of home care could 

potentially keep them from ending up needing the acute care 

services — and then having continuing care beds for those 

who need the more advanced level care on an ongoing basis is 

a more cost-effective option and it frees up those acute care 

beds. 

The hospital has been struggling with bed pressures. I 

appreciate the clarification and the accountability that the 

corporation has demonstrated to Yukoners through measures 

including the letter it issued on the weekend explaining why 

some patients had been relocated to hospitals other than 

Whitehorse. While I certainly sympathize greatly with the 

families in those situations, it is important to recognize for the 

staff and physicians and other health care professionals at 

Whitehorse General Hospital that they are dealing with a 

difficult problem when the bed pressure occurs and they’re 

forced to make decisions that consider the needs of multiple 

Yukoners who are calling on their services. While I would 

acknowledge, as they have, that things are not always done 

perfectly, generally speaking they do an excellent job. 

I think it’s worth noting two things with regard to the 

Hospital Corporation’s annual general meeting that they held 

earlier this fall. The first thing I’ll note is that they didn’t have 

anyone who attended to complain about services they received 

at Whitehorse General Hospital. They may have received 

complaints through other venues, but it’s notable that there’s 

not a crowd of Yukoners expressing concern with how the 

hospital operated things. 

I would also note that showing, in my opinion, the lack of 

importance that this government has placed on the needs of 

the Hospital Corporation, the Minister of Health and Social 

Services was not there, no member of Cabinet attended, and 

there was not a single Liberal MLA or staff member in 

attendance at the hospital AGM. 

We have heard from officials of the Hospital Corporation 

and the chair. They have talked about some of the cost 

increases, including that the president and CEO noted that the 

cost of chemotherapy has roughly doubled over the past three 

years. We have seen and heard about increases in the 

pressures at medical imaging and the lab. The fact that the 

hospital’s current funding agreement in staffing is based on a 

75-percent occupancy model, while they’re currently 

operating at an average of 96 percent — those are areas that 

demand increased O&M funding.  

As I have said before — but unfortunately, I’m forced to 

say it again — the government did not heed our cries seriously 

enough on this issue. We told them in the spring that we were 

concerned that they had not provided the hospital with enough 

funding, based on our understanding of the hospital’s cost 

pressures prior to leaving office. Unfortunately, the 

government chose to treat this as a political issue rather than 

recognizing that the reason we made those comments was our 

sincere concern about whether government was meeting the 

health care needs of Yukoners. 

I’m not going to spend much time talking about the 

government’s Financial Advisory Panel report today. We’ll 

get into that in greater detail later, but, because of comments 

made by other members, I just want to point out that one of 

the things that are very concerning in the report is the talk 

where it makes reference in the report to reallocating health 

spending to social spending as having a positive indicator on 

health and wellness. I want to note and emphasize to the 

government with as much emphasis as I can possibly place 

and muster to these words that they need to understand that 

you can’t simply cut acute care spending and reallocate that 

spending to other areas without having dire consequences for 

Yukoners. 

We agree that, yes, investments in improved fitness, 

improved nutrition and other steps that improve diagnostics — 

all of the things that, through reducing obesity, reducing the 

incidence of people developing diabetes, through early 

interventions that diagnose problems at an earlier stage so 

earlier action is possible at an ultimately lower cost to the 

system — all of those steps are areas that can be taken, but 

those preventive measures need to be taken first before you 

can cut the funding for the acute side of things. 

In the current situation, I do have to take issue with the 

leader of the NDP’s comments on this. There is a need to 

respond to the hospital bed crisis, and that includes more 

O&M funding to address their current needs. Whether that 

funding can be reduced at a later date, or the rate of growth 

decreased if there are more continuing care beds opened up 

and fewer people needing acute care — that’s something that 

would have to be evaluated. It’s important to recognize that 

the need for hospital funding is now. 

I also need to note that the Minister of Community 

Services made reference to — in responding to criticism that 

has come from this side of the floor about the lack of a plan by 

government for responding to the bed pressure at the hospital, 

the minister seemed to suggest that the Minister of Health and 

Social Services’ plan was to travel to all communities. Well, 

that is laudable to travel to all communities to hear from them 

and talk to them, but there is still a need for action.  

Unfortunately, one of the things that this current 

government does not seem to realize is that, along with people 
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calling you “minister” when you take office, it is not all 

sunshine and roses and people telling you how glad they are to 

meet you. In government, if you don’t take action when action 

is needed, it has real-world consequences for Yukoners. You 

do not have the luxury of spending an entire mandate coming 

up with a plan to do something.  

The government has wasted the first year of their mandate 

with little action on a number of critical files, including on 

health care. I will again emphasize — and I fear that once 

again it will fall on deaf ears, but I am going to say it again: 

The government needs to increase the O&M funding for the 

Yukon Hospital Corporation to meet the current pressures. 

They need to take that request seriously, and they should 

provide that money now to meet the needs of Yukon citizens.  

We will identify on another day areas where the 

government could save money that they are not using as 

efficiently as they could be and still be within a balanced 

budget, but the government needs to make health care a 

priority and treat it seriously by investing in Yukon Hospital 

Corporation’s current O&M and capital needs because, as 

noted in their own budget, they have identified the fact that 

their current capital allotment is not enough for some of the 

important capital projects that they wish to undertake. I think 

that any Yukoner looking at those documents that are now 

public would see that the hospital has not made unreasonable 

requests. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I will conclude my remarks. 

 

Speaker: If the member now speaks, he will close 

debate.  

Does any other member wish to be heard on this motion? 

 

Mr. Adel: I thank my colleagues who spoke to Motion 

No. 32, on aging in place. As I mentioned in my opening 

remarks, this is a broad issue that means something different 

to all of us. It affects all Yukoners directly and indirectly, and 

the impassioned points raised by the Leader of the Third Party 

do not fall on deaf ears on this side of the House. There are 

some great ideas there.  

To my colleague from Lake Laberge, I would like to say 

something here — and this is a direct quote out of the motion: 

“keeping the Whistle Bend continuing care development at 

150 beds;” — semicolon, Mr. Speaker, not a period. It is not 

an option that is completely out of line if it is proven the need 

is there — semicolon.  

I have heard from my constituents and other people 

talking on the street that there is a gap in housing for seniors 

trying to age in place. We were talking all day today about 

acute care and going completely to continuing care. Pre-

institutionalizing our aging population is not an answer. It’s an 

expensive stop-gap. We need to have a serious conversation 

and have a serious plan for moving forward for helping people 

to age in place that is cost-effective and doesn’t use up all our 

resources.  

Forty-five years ago, when I was in my first year of 

university, a sociology professor said to me, “By the time 

you’re in your senior years, people are going to want a private 

room, a private bathroom, 24-hour care, medical and 

everything provided by their governments.” He just turned to 

the class at that point and said, “That is unsustainable. We 

have to be better than that. We’re small enough and nimble 

enough and we have enough people in this room with some 

great ideas that we can make it work without pre-

institutionalizing our people.” 

Our people need places where they have the ability to be 

independent without the burden of looking after a single-

family home — places that include hospitality service, 

personal care services for adults, places where First Nation 

investments and private partnerships can provide supported 

living in our Yukon communities. Our communities matter. 

We hope to incorporate this in the type of service provision in 

the overall delivery of supports for people wishing to age in 

place.  

I go back to the 150 beds again and the semicolon. We do 

not use this as just a solution for where we need to put our 

people. We have to be better than that. Our government has 

adopted a people-centred approach to wellness that helps 

Yukoners thrive. Caring for our aging population is central to 

this approach. These services are required to help the fastest-

growing segment of our population in the territory. Over the 

last decade, the number of Yukoners between the ages of 60 

and 74 has grown by 88 percent. I’m one of them. 

The Yukon government has planned for the expansion of 

beds to a level that we feel will serve the needs of our aging 

population going forward. However, we know from speaking 

with constituents across the territory the expansion of 

institutional beds is only one way to address the growing 

population of Yukoners.  

Managing the expectations for the delivery of services to 

all Yukoners is at the forefront of our planning, as we 

establish services through agreements that support aging in 

place for individuals and families. That means respite. That 

means home care. That means palliative care. I have been 

through this whole process with my own family. My wife 

works in the field. We hear about it all the time. It’s 

something we have to be very cognizant of. 

Aging well and being healthy in one’s own community is 

one of the main directions. As my colleague for Community 

Services said, it’s part of the spectrum we encourage. We’re 

living longer; we need to be more active. We need to take a 

little ownership of this continuing care spectrum, the main 

direction that our current government is committed to moving 

forward with. This incentive encompasses a broad spectrum of 

government departments, including health, housing, 

highways, public works and community services, to name a 

few.  

I appreciate the Member for Watson Lake raising 

concerns about how the current government is planning to 

achieve our objective to facilitate a better model for aging in 

place. This motion was introduced on October 4.  

I quote from Hansard — the Member for Watson Lake: 

“Tell us how this government is going to enhance home care, 

spend the additional money for home care, allow for better 

transitioning to continuing care, and why their view of 
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building a suite of continuing care facilities can be best for 

Yukon, given their assertion that the Yukon’s financial 

resources are strained.” 

We’re not building a suite — I’ll say that again: We are 

not building a suite of continuing care facilities. We are 

looking for solutions in the community, based on working 

with the groups we have, working with the medical 

community, moving forward. It’s a more collaborative 

approach. It’s a one-government approach, working within the 

departments. 

It would seem unfortunate — and I quote again the 

Member for Watson Lake from Hansard on October 4 that we 

cannot support this motion. To be hung up on a semi-colon 

and a period, based on when we need to move forward to put 

Yukoners first, our aging population and their care as one of 

our big priorities, then I think that’s being short-sighted, and I 

encourage the members to think hard about not supporting this 

motion. It is broad, but we have to start; we have to move 

forward. Let’s get the wheel turning. 

Since that time, the Minister of Health and Social 

Services has answered questions from the members opposite, 

which I will quote from Hansard from November 7, 2017. 

This quote goes on for a little bit. 

“The questions that have been asked with respect to 

continuing care, aging in place, collaborative care models, 

health care models — we have done some really good work 

over the course of the year building a foundation for this 

government and building our relationships with the First 

Nations. 

“Expanded scope of care, rural care… there are 

heightened pressures in our communities in rural Yukon. 

“The question was asked of what we were going to do in 

the Yukon. Clearly we are looking at our partnerships. We are 

looking at working with the Hospital Corporation. We are 

working with Health and Social Services. We are working 

with non-profit organizations. We care about what is 

happening in Yukon. We care about Yukon people and we 

care about our patients. We are taking the necessary supports 

and the necessary cues from our partners. We are working 

toward addressing the long-term needs of Yukoners. 

“With respect to what we are going to do on identifying 

numbers of beds and addressing the pressures, through 

Committee of the Whole we heard from the Hospital 

Corporation that there are pressures.… this is a long-term 

pressure on the hospital and on health services and we are 

working to resolve that.” 

Over the last number of weeks, the Minister of Health and 

Social Services has announced an additional $771,000 for 

enhanced home care services in the Yukon, in our 

communities and in Whitehorse. Through the provision of 

home care services throughout the Yukon, we are looking at 

enabling Yukoners to remain in their homes. A point from the 

Leader of the Third Party — more cost-effective, they’re 

happier, the families are happier. 

We are looking to enabling Yukoners to remain there 

while providing supports to be healthy and vibrant in their 

own communities. Our home care program and our dedicated 

support is about trying to balance a budget, balancing a health 

budget, an infrastructure budget and providing O&M services 

and supports to the communities. 

Planning for the impact of the rapidly growing 

demographic of our aging population on Yukon’s present and 

future resources will require some initiative. It will require 

some ingenuity. It will require some sober thought. It will not 

be easy, but this is why we are asking communities what they 

feel they need because their priorities will help the 

government develop a comprehensive delivery of services that 

serve Yukon citizens in all communities. 

We recognize that it is important to state for the record 

that our whole-government approach will ensure that this 

important work is done with Yukoners and various 

stakeholders in mind, ensuring that theirs are the voices that 

are heard most loudly. It’s imperative that we incorporate 

ideas from Yukoners in the planning and delivery of services 

that will allow our aging population to age in place with the 

security, comfort, and support of their families and 

communities.  

I have appreciated hearing from my colleagues in the 

House about the impacts and challenges surrounding the 

Yukon’s aging population and collaborating to look for 

solutions to those challenges in order that we can ensure that 

Yukoners of all ages continue to thrive. 

Mr. Speaker, I will end with a quote from my colleague 

from Takhini-Kopper King from Hansard on October 4: “If 

we want to talk about the best way to spend our health care 

money, let’s talk about making it accessible for where people 

live.” 

 I encourage all members of this House to support Motion 

No. 32 and look at the bigger picture. 

 

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: Disagree. 

Mr. Kent: Disagree. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Disagree. 

Mr. Cathers: Disagree. 

Ms. McLeod: Disagree. 
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Mr. Istchenko: Disagree. 

Ms. Hanson: Agree. 

Ms. White: Agree. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 12 yea, six nay. 

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried. 

Motion No. 32 agreed to 

 

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 5:17 p.m. 

 

 

 

The following legislative return was tabled 

November 15, 2017: 

34-2-83 

Response to Notice of Motion No. 203 re: federal 

disability tax credit 

 
The following document was filed November 15, 2017: 

34-2-29 

Yukon Geographical Place Names Board 2016-2017 

Annual Report (Dendys) 
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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

 Whitehorse, Yukon  

Thursday, November 16, 2017 — 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 which has been made to the Order Paper. Motion 

No. 203, standing in the name of the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King, has been removed from the Order Paper as the 

action requested in the motion has been taken.  

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order 

Paper.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of Sacred Heart Cathedral soup 
kitchen 

Mr. Gallina: On behalf of the Yukon Liberal 

government, I rise today to pay tribute to the Sacred Heart 

soup kitchen and the hundreds of volunteers who have served 

our community through many years.  

The soup kitchen was started in 1992 by Rose Byrnes, 

who saw a need to provide a weekend meal to those in need as 

the Salvation Army of the day was not able to provide meals 

on the weekend. Currently, the soup kitchen volunteer 

coordinator is Mr. Phil Gibson.  

Mr. Speaker, we heard last week that the soup kitchen 

will be closing their doors after more than 25 years of 

operating in Whitehorse. This is an amazing accomplishment. 

The soup kitchen was run entirely by groups of volunteers 

from every part of our community and served a hot meal 

every Saturday and Sunday at the church hall. Some groups 

were from schools, some from churches, and some from local 

clubs or organizations, all with the sole goal of helping our 

fellow citizens. I know there are those here today who have 

volunteered over the years and our own Minister of Justice 

and Education and her family will be looking for new 

volunteer opportunities after more than five years of cooking 

for the soup kitchen.  

This program and its volunteers filled a true need here in 

Whitehorse by serving nutritious meals every weekend to our 

most vulnerable citizens.  

By rough count, over 125,000 nutritious meals have been 

planned, cooked and served by the soup kitchen to many 

Yukoners and currently, volunteers are serving around 160 

meals every weekend. This is a worthy accomplishment, and I 

encourage those who have been involved with the service to 

take a moment and reflect on this significant contribution to 

the community. Soup kitchen volunteers should feel proud of 

how they have helped those less fortunate than themselves and 

made the lives of others a little more comforting.  

The camaraderie of the Sacred Heart Cathedral soup 

kitchen will be missed by many, and I would like to thank 

who have generously donated their time, culinary skills, 

warmth and friendship to such a great program over the years. 

I know volunteers are planning to come together at least one 

more time for a potluck at the CYO hall on November 24.  

There is good news in that those in need of a nutritious 

meal on weekends to come will be well-served by the 

Salvation Army Centre of Hope, which will thankfully be 

providing the weekend meal service going forward. I hope the 

many volunteers who helped at the Sacred Heart soup kitchen 

will consider sharing their skills at this new location to 

provide this much-needed service to our community here in 

Whitehorse. It is truly a volunteer experience where you 

receive more than you give. 

I see a number of Yukoners here today who have come to 

hear this tribute, and I will take some time during the 

introductions to recognize them. 

Applause 

 

Ms. Hanson: I am honoured today to rise on behalf of 

the New Democratic Party and the Official Opposition to pay 

tribute to the volunteers of the weekend soup kitchen that 

closed its doors this past Sunday. I want to note that this 

tribute was actually prepared by Jan Stick, a former member 

of this Assembly and a long-time volunteer at the soup 

kitchen. It was through Jan that my colleagues and I became 

the fifth-Sunday-of-every-month volunteers.  

Indeed, we are joined today by a number of volunteers in 

the gallery who have been part of a larger community that has, 

over the last 25 years, provided a hot, nutritious meal every 

Saturday and Sunday at the CYO Hall. As the Member for 

Porter Creek Centre said, what started as a small group of 

volunteers led by social worker Rose Byrnes, a parishioner 

from Sacred Heart Cathedral, soon spread out to include other 

churches, school social justice clubs, service clubs and a wide 

range of diverse community members. These groups and 

individuals saw a need and simply wanted to make sure that 

people had access to a warm meal, a warm welcome and a 

safe place to break bread on Saturdays and Sundays. 

In the beginning, 14 or 15 guests would show up. In the 

last few years, it was not unusual to serve over 100 bowls of 

soup on any given Saturday or Sunday — families with 

children, seniors and elders, teenagers and even travellers — 

all were welcomed. Some volunteers showed up to cook, 

serve meals and clean up, while others volunteered to cook 

and provide soups or stews, or baked goods from their home 

kitchens. Hunters shared their harvests of moose or caribou. A 

service club provided takeaway bags of juice, a granola bar 

and a snack. 

It is no exaggeration, Mr. Speaker, to say that hundreds 

upon hundreds of volunteers — our fellow community 

members of all ages — have participated in this important 

community effort over the last 25-plus years. This is a true 
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example of looking out for our neighbours, our brothers and 

our sisters.  

I would again extend our heartfelt thanks to all those who 

made a contribution to this weekend’s soup kitchen.  

In recognition of Restorative Justice Week 

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

Liberal government and the Third Party to pay tribute to 

Restorative Justice Week, which will be held from November 

19 to 26. This annual recognition celebration was started in 

1996 by the Correctional Service of Canada and has since 

expanded globally.  

Restorative Justice Week offers us the opportunity to 

reflect on alternative methods to address the detrimental 

effects of crime. This year’s Restorative Justice Week is 

themed “Inspiring innovation”. This theme reminds us that, by 

working together, we can approach conflict and crime as an 

opportunity for individuals and our community to grow by 

addressing the needs of people impacted by crime and 

conflict.  

The Yukon has always been, and remains, a leader in 

restorative justice. Innovative approaches empower us to bring 

together the community, victims and offenders to find 

solutions. Restorative justice processes are based on the 

recognition that offenders not only harm their victims, but also 

themselves and our communities. It is an approach that 

focuses on repairing and healing the harm caused by crime. It 

is grounded in the values of respect, inclusion, healing, 

honesty, compassion and restoration. It promotes community 

accountability and responsibility and responds to the needs of 

victims, offenders, families and First Nation communities.  

As a government, we are proud to be working on 

developing solutions that are based on a restorative 

philosophy. To mention just a few, the Yukon has led the way 

in circle-sentence practices, the peacemakers program in 

Carcross/Tagish First Nation, community justice projects of 

various kinds in eight communities, and the Yukon will play 

an integral role in the Canadian deputy ministers task force to 

address overrepresentation of indigenous peoples through 

restorative justice practices and initiatives. 

I sincerely thank all the Yukoners who are involved in 

restorative and community justice for their past, present and 

continued hard work and dedication in seeking positive 

outcomes and making our communities better and safer. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the members of community justice 

committees, community justice coordinators, government and 

First Nation officials, families, elders, youth and all other 

individuals who support and innovate every day in restorative 

justice. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I’m pleased to rise today on behalf of the 

Official Opposition in paying tribute to Restorative Justice 

Week. I would just like to take a moment to acknowledge the 

work of the many Yukoners in the gallery and across the 

territory who have played a part in a number of the innovative 

steps that have been taken by the Yukon in responding to 

crime through innovative approaches, such as restorative 

justice and circle sentencing. The Community Wellness Court 

is also one that should be acknowledged as an area where the 

Yukon is truly leading the country and attracting international 

attention for the success of that initiative of reducing the rate 

of reoffending and getting offenders to accept responsibility 

for their actions. 

I would just like to thank all the staff in the Department 

of Justice and other involved departments, as well as First 

Nation governments, for their work, and acknowledge the 

work that each of them does each and every day in this 

important area, and congratulate them for their success. 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Mr. Gallina: I just wanted to take a moment and 

recognize some of the visitors who we have in the gallery here 

today who have come out to hear the tribute on the Sacred 

Heart soup kitchen. From the Catholic Church, Bishop Vila, 

Father Szwagrzyk, Mary Anne Harach, with Rosebuds 

Michelle Massie, Jay Massie, Annette King, Tracey Bilsky, 

Marie Cairns, Grainne Workman, and Lareina Twardochleb. 

I wanted to recognize Katie Shewfelt, a constituent — hi, 

Katie. Michael Dougherty, Myke McPhee, Michele Shaw and 

Jan Stick are also with us here today. I wanted to recognize 

her. Thank you and welcome. 

Applause  

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors?  

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 

engage with the health care community regarding a 

comprehensive review of the health care sector.  

 

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion:  

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to use 

the protection area provisions provided in the Territorial 

Lands (Yukon) Act to protect and manage sensitive areas 

identified over the last five years from off-road vehicle use 

before the spring of 2018.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?  

Is there a statement by a minister? 

This then brings us to Question Period.  
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QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Student support services  

Mr. Hassard: Mr. Speaker, a week ago, we asked 

several questions of the Minister of Education regarding 

Student Support Services and the minister was not able to 

provide an answer at that time. The minister did commit to 

look into them and get back to this House so I’m hoping 

maybe she can provide an answer today.  

Specifically, we asked the minister how long it takes for a 

student to receive an assessment after they are referred. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m hoping that the minister can tell us: What is 

the service standard for the department to respond to a 

referral? Does she feel that the department is meeting this 

service standard?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I was asked this question last week. 

I have been working diligently on the answer with the 

department. I have a draft legislative return which at this point 

I am not satisfied gives enough information so I’m asking for 

more. I do have a copy of the Student Support Services parent 

handbook which I intend to table next week but I’m happy to 

give the copy I have and the other copies I can get this 

afternoon if that’s of interest to the Leader of the Official 

Opposition and to the Member for Porter Creek North — 

because they were originally her questions.  

I have not forgotten the questions asked at all. I 

completely support the programs at Student Support Services 

because they are truly about responding to the needs of 

individual students through a team approach, both at the 

school and at the department. I am pleased to say that the 

information I have gathered so far and that I will be presenting 

in response to the question — tabling a return — do in fact 

indicate that they have very high standards.  

I will answer the specific question with the specific 

information when I have it, but I assure you that I am working 

on that and will respond as soon as I can. 

Mr. Hassard: We obviously look forward to that 

information.  

Student Support Services provides essential services that 

are important to families and to our children, and we have 

heard of instances of families waiting a long time for their 

child to receive these supports. Last week when we asked, the 

minister didn’t have the information, so I’m wondering if 

today the minister could tell us what the current backlog is for 

referrals waiting for follow-up from Student Support Services. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, no, I can’t, because it 

forms part of the question that was asked last week of my 

department and of me. I have been provided with some 

numbers, but I’m trying to get a breakdown so that the 

specific question of whether or not there’s a backlog and what 

that might be and why that might be the case can be properly 

answered. 

Mr. Hassard: In the spring, the minister said that the 

Student Support Services division was to be reviewed in the 

fall to ensure that they were adequately resourced. Last week, 

the minister said this review is still ongoing. I appreciate her 

letting us know that, but would she be able to provide us with 

a timeline for when this review will be completed? Will the 

results of that review be made public? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question from the 

Leader of the Official Opposition. I will reach out after this 

session to determine exactly the question, because I’m not 

completely clear on how to answer.  

With respect to any review or assessment of how Student 

Support Services is working, whether it is meeting the needs 

of students the way we expect, and of families the way we 

expect, is an ongoing process, Mr. Speaker. It’s something 

that we will — let me say it this way: no aspect of any 

department, particularly Education, is stagnant. It must 

respond to the needs of families and students; it must be able 

to be nimble enough to change its ways, if necessary. I’m not 

saying that is the case in Student Support Services. What I’m 

saying is that I’m asking a lot of questions in the department 

about whether or not we’re delivering the services that 

students and families deserve here in the territory, and those 

answers will not be coming in five minutes or in 10 minutes. 

 I will speak to the Leader of the Official Opposition so 

that I can provide information and answer the question that 

he’s asking. 

Question re: Immunizations for out-of-territory 
students  

Ms. McLeod: Preventive measures against the flu are 

an important part of our health system. To encourage 

Yukoners to get the flu shot, the government covers the cost. 

Unfortunately, there’s one group of Yukoners that falls 

through the cracks and they are unable to get their flu shot 

covered. 

I have a constituent whose daughter is attending school in 

British Columbia. British Columbia will not cover the flu shot 

for her because they say it’s a Yukon responsibility. Yukon 

told her that she has to fly back home if she wants to get her 

flu shot covered. The sad thing is that, instead of supporting 

someone who wants to get the flu shot, it looks like 

government is just looking for something else to do. 

Mr. Speaker, will the minister commit to having flu shots 

covered for Yukon students attending school outside of the 

territory? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Clearly, we care about our students. 

We care about the health and well-being of our citizens. I have 

stated before that we will ensure we provide the best services 

possible in the Yukon. Unfortunately, at this point in time, I 

can’t respond specifically to the question or the request 

because it’s a one-off request.  

If the member opposite would provide that in writing, we 

can certainly respond formally and have the department 

review and manage that one particular case. That would be 

really helpful and then we’ll have an opportunity — the 

Leader of the Official Opposition is motioning that perhaps 

we should get it in writing. We can then manage this case and 

provide that back in a formal response.  

Maybe we can help the student. I hope we can, but there 

are many students across Canada — not just in British 

Columbia — so we will look at it. 
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Ms. McLeod: I wrote to the Minister of Health and 

Social Services on October 20 raising this issue, and I have 

yet to receive a reply. I think this is an urgent and important 

issue. In principle, I believe the system should be encouraging 

Yukoners to get immunized against the flu. Reducing the 

incidence of flu in the territory will actually reduce stress and 

financial pressures on our health system as a whole. 

Yukoners in the territory have this essential service 

covered. Asking students to fly home or wait until they are 

back for Christmas unfortunately misses the point. Every day 

into the flu season that you wait until you get your flu shot, 

the greater chance you have of becoming sick. Maybe the 

situation affecting my constituent is an isolated incident, but I 

have not heard back from the minister for over a month on this 

topic. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I will go back in my files and have the 

department respond to the October 20 letter. I am not sure that 

I have seen it. There are many e-mails that come in every day 

and they are case-managed appropriately and if there is an 

imminent need and requirement, then the department 

prioritizes and responds, so I will ensure that a formal 

response is sent back to the member opposite. 

Question re: Dawson City mining roads 

Ms. Hanson: Nearly 25 years after the Umbrella Final 

Agreement was signed, Yukon has only a single completed 

land use plan. The Klondike land use plan is on hold until the 

Peel court case is settled; yet this government, through its 

Energy, Mines and Resources department, recently submitted 

an application to YESAB for a rather vague plan to use placer 

mining tailings for road construction. The plan covers a large 

swath of the goldfields and spans a period of 50 years. 

Mr. Speaker, why is the government making plans to 

effectively allow re-mining of placer tailings for gravel for the 

next 50 years before land use plans are completed for the 

Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in Final Agreement? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: My understanding is that the gravel 

project in question is tied to the Gateway project and we are 

going to be quarrying gravel for that project going forward. 

At the moment, we have had discussions with the 

Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in on this quarry issue. There is really no 

work anticipated until we actually get agreements in place 

with the First Nations to proceed with the Gateway project. 

There are a lot of steps to go before we actually start work on 

that large capital project — a lot work of with First Nations. 

That work is ongoing, but we do not have signed agreements 

in place yet. So, in terms of this gravel quarry project, there is 

a lot of work to do before we actually get to quarrying the 

tailings. 

Ms. Hanson: Faint comfort there, because what it does 

do is reinforce that this government’s ad hoc approach to land 

use issues is contrary to the goals of the land use planning 

process — goals agreed to by First Nations and the Yukon 

government.  

The same ad hoc approach seems to have been taken 

when it comes to wetlands. Last year, the government rejected 

a recommendation from YESAB and the Yukon Water Board 

to avoid placer mining in the Indian River wetlands until a 

wetlands policy was in place. An agreement has been reached 

with Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in to address the specific proposal at 

hand, but Yukon remains one of the only jurisdictions in 

Canada without any wetlands policy, despite repeated efforts 

by Yukon’s public service to advise Yukon ministers of the 

need for one.  

When will this government take immediate action to 

mitigate land use conflicts by developing a territory-wide 

wetlands policy? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would like to thank the Leader of the 

Third Party for the first and second questions. Certainly, when 

it comes to the activities of Highways and Public Works — 

my colleague spoke to the use of the resource and the 

aggregate, but in this particular case, I do not believe that the 

use of that aggregate is really going to take off track the land 

use planning process in the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in area. 

Of course, our government is currently waiting to see the 

results of the case right now concerning the Peel. We have 

made a commitment to the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in First Nation 

that we would undertake the land planning process upon 

completion of the Peel process, and we are certainly 

committed to that and any other early works we can do, 

whether it is data collection and others that we have 

committed to them to work on — just to answer that first 

question.  

The second piece concerning wetlands — yes, wetlands 

have been a challenge, absolutely — certainly working with 

my colleague to come up an appropriate strategy moving 

forward. We inherited a policy on which the First Nation had 

not been consulted, but it was sort of being moved forward. 

That led to some challenges. What we have done is we have 

committed — we have had a series of working groups and are 

also bringing in the Klondike Placer Miners’ Association and 

working with First Nations and the Department of 

Environment — 

Speaker: Order, please.  

The member’s time has elapsed. 

Ms. Hanson: The question had to do with a territory-

wide approach to wetlands policy. It seems that this 

government appears satisfied to continue with the Yukon 

Party’s legacy of relying on outdated federal legislation rather 

than working with First Nation governments and all 

stakeholders to fulfill commitments like land use planning or 

putting in place modern resource management laws. For 

example, last week, a judge told the Yukon government that 

the maximum fine it can issue for land use violations is 10 

times lower than what it has used in its own practice — $500 

instead of $5,000 that it tried to charge. 

A specific matter at hand was a 17-kilometre trail built 

without any authorization or consultation. In a case like this, 

$5,000 is just the cost of doing business, and $500 is a joke. 

What steps has this government taken to rectify the situation 

and ensure that land use fines actually deter people from 

ignoring the law? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: With respect to the line of 

questioning, I think that the Leader of the Third Party has 
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touched on multiple topics that are very important and that 

should be discussed, but there are really three separate lines of 

questioning. 

I think land planning is something that we should discuss 

and we should discuss that specifically. I am willing and open 

to do that. 

Secondly, wetlands is a big enough issue that also we 

could go and —  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Maybe just if you could give me a 

second and not interrupt. 

I would say that the third question had to do with the road 

build. What we’re doing in that case is we are reviewing the 

decision — at that point, working with my colleague from 

Justice. Certainly there were some surprises there as we saw 

some of the decisions — as we looked at the fine rates and the 

traditional process that was in place or what we had seen 

previously on the $5,000 fine versus the $500 fine. We’re still 

reviewing how the interpretation was taken into place on the 

forestry act — certainly the newest act that has been produced 

by this government and how that was applied — so reviewing 

those things. There is certainly some concern about the 

outcome, but I look forward to sharing more in the Legislative 

Assembly on that topic as the questions come up and as we 

see more information. 

Question re: Minimum wage 

Ms. White: For the last year, this government has 

repeated that Yukon is in a tough financial situation because 

its revenues have not kept pace with expenses for years. Well, 

some Yukoners can relate.  

Minimum wage workers have been struggling to make 

ends meet for years. At $11.32 per hour, with an average rent 

of over $1,100 in Whitehorse, many minimum wage workers 

spend over half their salary just to keep a roof over their 

heads. Yukon’s minimum wage is trailing behind the 

Northwest Territories, Nunavut, Alberta, Ontario, Quebec, 

and now BC’s minimum wage. 

Will the minister commit to initiating a review of 

Yukon’s minimum wage before the next Sitting of this 

Legislative Assembly? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

her question on minimum wage. Here in the Yukon, our 

minimum wage has a clause tied to it. There is an inflationary 

component to it and, each April, we increase the minimum 

wage if inflation goes up. I think there is only one other 

jurisdiction in Canada that has that, so that’s a great thing.  

The second point is that, based on questions that arose 

here in the Legislature in the previous session, I committed to 

doing some work with the Bureau of Statistics regarding the 

minimum wage and how it compares across the north. I did 

provide a legislative return, I believe, and I certainly sent the 

information across to the members opposite.  

What we found was that the Yukon’s minimum wage, 

when you look at the cost of living — a market-basket 

measure — here compared to the NWT — we’re basically on 

par and we believe we’re ahead of Nunavut. While I 

appreciate that minimum wage is important and it is important 

for citizens that they have the ability to pay for rent, I don’t 

believe that our minimum wage presents poorly against the 

other territories. 

Ms. White: The minister has just responded essentially 

that, while our minimum wage is a poverty wage, so is that of 

the Northwest Territories, so we’re not going to do anything 

about it right now. We’re currently in seventh place and an 

automatic review won’t happen until we slip further down into 

eighth place. 

Yukon’s living wage for a family of four with both 

parents working is $18.26 an hour, and no matter how you cut 

it, $11.32 an hour is a poverty wage. It’s just not possible to 

make ends meet. Alberta and Ontario will have a 

$15 minimum wage within a year. Mr. Speaker, why doesn’t 

the minister compare Yukon’s cost of living to these 

provinces? For a government that claims it wants to address 

poverty, you would think that at the very least they would 

ensure that people working full-time don’t fall below the 

poverty line. 

I have a basic question for the minister: Does he agree 

that someone working full-time earning $11.32 an hour in 

Yukon is likely to live in poverty? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will do my best to answer the 

question, but I really want to differentiate between a living 

wage and a minimum wage. A minimum wage is an entry-

level wage. It doesn’t mean that’s going to be enough money. 

If you’re a single parent working at the minimum wage, I 

agree that’s not enough to get by. But that doesn’t mean it is 

the wage that everybody earns. 

There are questions we should look at to address the 

ability for people to live here in the territory. I appreciate the 

second report that just came out last month — or the month 

before — by the Yukon Anti-Poverty Coalition. I read through 

the recommendations and the things they proposed. While I 

know they would support an increase to minimum wage, what 

I saw as their number one issue was affordable housing. That 

is one of the things we’re working on here. I respect that this 

is a great suggestion. 

I’ll answer more on minimum wage in the supplementary. 

Ms. White: Poverty is poverty is poverty is poverty. 

The Yukon Anti-Poverty Coalition is also suggesting a 

minimum wage to earn in a year. 

Yukon’s minimum wage is a poverty wage and it’s just 

not possible to make ends meet. Either the minister knows it 

and chooses not to act, or the minister is completely 

disconnected from the reality of Yukon’s working poor. I’m 

not sure which is worse. 

Minimum-wage workers work hard day in and day out, 

often combining two or even three jobs just to keep up. 

They’re living paycheque to paycheque and many of them 

have to use the food bank to feed their families. If the car 

breaks down or if they get sick they can’t turn to their savings, 

because there is no such thing as savings when you earn 

$11.32 an hour. 

How can the minister accept this situation? Why is the 

minister refusing to review the Yukon’s minimum wage when 
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literally every neighbouring province or territory has a higher 

minimum wage than ours? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I did agree to go and do the work 

to try to compare against other jurisdictions. If the member 

opposite feels that work wasn’t adequate, I’ll reach out and try 

to see specifically what she would like in terms of a 

comparator to other provinces. I’m happy to try to get that 

work done — that’s fine — but I stood up in my first response 

to the first question posed and pointed out that our minimum 

wage is not literally lower than the one in our neighbouring 

territory for the Northwest Territories. It is above or better 

when we look at the cost of living, which is the whole point 

she is raising about people living in poverty. 

Let me stress again that all workers work hard. We want 

to address poverty. We believe that it is a serious concern. I 

am happy that we have a minimum wage that is tied to 

increases for cost of living. There are mechanisms whereby if 

we drop into the half, or lower, of minimum wage across 

Canada, we will initiate a formal review. In the meantime, I 

will continue to do these informal reviews to try to see what 

we can do to address it and continue to follow up with groups 

with the Yukon Anti-Poverty Coalition regarding their 

suggestions around how we deal with the issue of poverty in 

our territory. 

 Question re: Capital project expenditures  

Mr. Cathers: I have some questions for the Minister of 

Justice about the status and cost of capital projects that she is 

responsible for. Construction of the new Faro RCMP 

detachment was put on hold after the federal government 

refused to cover a $120,000 increase to the project cost and 

told the Yukon government they would pull all funding for the 

project if we awarded the contract. This set the project back, 

but construction was still a priority for the previous 

government and we were working with the federal 

government to see the new detachment built. The Liberal 

government has been in power for over a year, but we have 

seen very little action by the Minister of Justice on this file. 

Can the minister please update this House? What is the 

status of the new Faro RCMP detachment project and when 

will we see it built? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I don’t actually accept the premise 

that the question is based on or the details submitted by the 

member opposite, but I am happy to answer that we are 

exploring options and that conversations about changing have 

been made with respect to the territorial policing agreement, 

with respect to the requirement for capital builds that are in 

that agreement, which was signed in 2012, and we are 

working extensively with not only the local RCMP, but 

through them with the federal organization to make sure that 

we can meet the obligations that are in that policing 

agreement. 

Mr. Cathers: Unfortunately, the minister didn’t answer 

the question. 

The next question about the capital projects that I’m 

going to ask about is related to the renovations caused by the 

government’s decision to add a third Supreme Court Judge. In 

the spring, when I asked the minister about it, she was 

dismissive and told me that the cost was insignificant. When 

we informed her that the department had previously told us it 

would cost taxpayers $500,000 a year to add a third judge, she 

dismissed it and claimed we were wrong. According to the 

tender management system, the current cost estimates for this 

capital project of adding a third judge are around $250,000. 

This is on top of the $350,000, roughly, for the judge’s salary, 

staffing costs the minister has refused to disclose, and 

undisclosed costs for furniture and equipment. 

Can the minister please tell us what the total cost to 

taxpayers will be of adding the Supreme Court Judge, 

including salary costs and the capital costs, as well as when 

this capital project will take place? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, I don’t accept all of the 

facts that were the preamble to that question. As a result, I will 

try to answer some of it. 

There has been no work undertaken with respect to any 

capital changes that might need to be made, at this point, 

should a third Supreme Court Judge be appointed. To be clear, 

Mr. Speaker, that is not a decision of this government. It is a 

decision of the federal government as to whether or not they 

will support and appoint a third Supreme Court Judge here in 

the Yukon Territory and, as a result, the federal government 

pays the salary for that Supreme Court Judge — in fact for all 

of our Supreme Court Judges.  

In the event that happens, there will be the necessity for, 

of course, some furniture and for some space — quite likely, 

where the other Supreme Court Judges are on the court side of 

the law centre — but at this point, no expenditures have been 

made other than some discussions and potential planning.  

Mr. Cathers: I have some bad news for the minister: 

Her refusal to accept the facts doesn’t change the fact that the 

facts are the facts.  

The minister did not answer the question and she 

misstated herself in suggesting that the decision to add a third 

judge was only from the federal government. It required this 

government to agree to change legislation, which the minister 

herself tabled.  

We’ll try again with another simple question about capital 

costs: Can the minister explain why adding a third judge — 

one of the most expensive options open to government — was 

more important to them than meeting our health care needs by 

adequately funding the Yukon Hospital Corporation and, 

instead, flat-lining for the hospital this fiscal year when it’s 

coping with unprecedented bed pressure caused by a shortage 

of continuing care beds? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m not exactly sure if that is a 

related question to anything that has been said already. I will, 

I suppose, attempt to provide an answer, which will likely not 

be satisfactory.  

I didn’t misstate myself. Clearly the amendments that I 

brought to this House to the Supreme Court Act for the 

purposes of potentially permitting a third Supreme Court 

Judge in the future are self-evident and they are on the record. 

As a result of that, the decision now is, if there is going to be a 

third Supreme Court Judge, that will be the decision of the 
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federal government. It’s not being lobbied here; it is 

facilitated, of course, by our government because, in all of the 

context that’s available to us, it was the appropriate thing to 

do to provide for the future. The member opposite is fully 

aware that this is the case. 

With respect to the health implications of the question, 

I’m not the appropriate person to answer those questions, nor 

should I. I will, however, focus on the fact that no 

expenditures have yet been made with respect to the potential 

for a third Supreme Court Judge here in the territory. If and 

when that decision is made, we will respond. 

 

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. 8: Act to Amend the Workers’ Compensation 
Act and the Occupational Health and Safety Act 
(2017) — Third Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 8, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Ms. Dendys. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I move that Bill No. 8, entitled Act 

to Amend the Workers’ Compensation Act and the 

Occupational Health and Safety Act (2017), be now read a 

third time and do pass. 

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister responsible 

for the Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board that 

Bill No. 8, entitled Act to Amend the Workers’ Compensation 

Act and the Occupational Health and Safety Act (2017), be 

now read a third time and do pass. 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: People; that is what we are talking 

about today, Mr. Speaker. In fact, we are celebrating the 

people of the Yukon. While it is true that Bill No. 8 is about 

more specific matters, it comes down to one thing: people.  

This government is committed to putting people first. 

Workers, employers, firefighters, paramedics, police officers, 

Yukoners — no matter what the label is, these are people. 

They are people of this land, people in our community, people 

who live and work among us. Our Yukon society is a beautiful 

button blanket, where the buttons are people from all cultures, 

all religions, all races, all genders, sewn together with the 

threads of peace, compassion, harmony and equality. 

Each button is every bit as important as another. Each one 

must be cared for, nurtured, protected and supported. Each 

one is an essential part of the rich pattern that forms our 

Yukon. That’s why people are what this government puts first. 

That’s precisely what Bill No. 8 does; it puts people first. 

Debate around this bill was lively, respectful and passionate. 

There is no doubt that every member who spoke to it felt 

deeply about it. I would like to summarize what we heard.  

Members of the Official Opposition believe that the scope 

of PTSD presumption coverage should be broadened to cover 

more types of workers and so did the Third Party. Members of 

the Third Party also wished the scope of the PTSD 

presumption to be expanded to cover all Yukon workers.  

This government listened to the wisdom and the insight 

shared by the members opposite. We considered everything 

we heard very carefully. In the end, however, we believe in 

our original commitment to Yukoners. We believe that 

limiting the PTSD presumption to emergency response 

workers defined as “firefighters, paramedics and police 

officers” is the most responsible course of action. It is what 

Yukoners expected of us as stewards of the workers’ 

compensation system in the Yukon. 

This bill speaks to one of the most fundamental rights of 

people who live and work in Yukon — their well-being. It 

focuses on enabling these people — my fellow Yukoners — 

to live happy, healthy lives. It signals that the well-being of 

these people goes beyond their physical health and safety. It is 

about the whole person. It is about being emotionally, 

mentally and spiritually healthy and safe.  

The PTSD presumption is a clear public 

acknowledgement of the important role emergency response 

workers play in our community. It sends a message to them 

that we understand the unique and personally taxing demands 

of their jobs and the serious impact that their work can have 

on their mental health. It recognizes that they are the people 

who race into the situations that most of us flee from. They 

are the brave few among us who willingly expose themselves 

to trauma almost every day. In fact, experiencing trauma is in 

their job description. Any time they are on the job, they may 

be required to face horrors most of us can easily avoid. In 

other words, they are the people most at risk of developing 

PTSD. This presumption supports and honours the invaluable 

role emergency response workers play in our society.  

Bill No. 8 is about more than PTSD presumption, 

however; it is the careful weighing of the interest of the both 

the workers and employers. It upholds the spirit of the historic 

national compromise that unites these two groups in a system 

of injury prevention and workplace health. Any time we deal 

with workers’ compensation systems, we must be sensitive to 

that balance. We cannot risk upsetting the time-honoured 

equilibrium of the system by favouring one too heavily over 

the other. Yes, I am referring to cost. With all due respect, I 

know the Leader of the Third Party would prefer to avoid 

measuring the financial impact of PTSD in the context of Bill 

No. 8, but the harsh reality is that we cannot discuss a PTSD 

presumption without addressing the question of costs and who 

will pay them. 

The fact is that PTSD presumption is a new concept in 

Canada. No one is yet fully aware of what its long-term 

financial impact might be on the workers’ compensation 

claims system. That is one reason why this government 

committed to limiting the presumptive coverage to 

occupational groups that fall within the government rate 

group.  

PTSD is, at its very essence, a human concern. Bill No. 8 

ensures support for these workers most likely to suffer from it. 

However, it would not be responsible for us to expose other 

employers to financial unknowns of PTSD presumption. As 



1680 HANSARD November 16, 2017 

 

the Premier said, this is a first step. It’s a first step that we can 

all feel good about. We’re not ruling out expansion. We’re 

simply saying that now, before we have a fulsome 

understanding of both the human and financial costs of PTSD 

presumption, is not the time.  

All of that said, Bill No. 8 must be considered in the light 

of one simple fact that has been true for some time and will 

continue to be true ever after this passage: You are covered. 

All workers covered by the Yukon Workers’ Compensation 

Health and Safety Board are eligible for benefits, including 

treatment if they suffer a professionally diagnosed 

psychological injury, such as PTSD, at work. Bill No. 8 does 

not take coverage away from anyone.  

It improves on access to treatment and benefits for those 

among us likely to suffer PTSD. What’s more, PTSD 

presumption is a giant leap forward in terms of destigmatizing 

psychological injury, both in the workplace and at home. It’s a 

message we’re broadcasting loud and clear to all workers: If 

you suffer PTSD, it’s okay to come forward and seek help. In 

fact, we want you to do that. 

Through the passionate debate around Bill No. 8, I have 

come to recognize something — it’s not only this government 

that puts people first. The truth is the entire House puts people 

first. I know this for certain because there is one thing about 

our debate that particularly resonated with me — there is one 

aspect of it that I think really proves how valuable we all 

believe Bill No. 8 to be. Very little debate occurred around the 

second half of it. This is the part that will see us establish new 

regulations aimed at preventing workplace psychological 

injury.  

It’s clear we all support this. We all see the value in it. 

Agreement among the members warms my heart for sure and I 

think members on this side of the House. It makes my spirit 

soar to know that my colleagues here in the House feel as 

strongly as I do about protecting the mental health and safety 

of Yukoners in their workplaces. That’s why as soon as the 

amendments to the Occupational Health and Safety Act 

become law this government will ask the Yukon Workers’ 

Compensation Health and Safety Board to consult with 

Yukoners on the development of these regulations.  

We cannot lose any more time risking the mental health 

of all Yukoners and all people in all workplaces. We need 

those regulations in place now to ensure that there is holistic 

support for people in Yukon workplaces and protection for 

their physical, emotional, spiritual and mental health. PTSD, 

harassment, bullying, abuse — these things have no place in 

Yukon. They are not the threads we want to use when we sew 

our new buttons on to our blanket. 

The Premier and I have both said that this is just a start 

and every good story that begins deserves a middle and an 

end. You might wonder what comes next. During Committee 

of the Whole debate, I committed to a full review of the 

Workers’ Compensation Act and the Occupational Health and 

Safety Act within my current mandate. I reiterate that 

commitment now to this House and to all Yukoners. I’m 

working to have both of these acts formally placed on the 

legislative agenda. This will lead to a period of public 

engagement. The engagement will inform our approach to the 

potential modernization of the Workers’ Compensation Act 

and the Occupational Health and Safety Act. 

I know how fortunate I am to be the minister responsible 

for the system that upholds workers’ health and safety at the 

dawn of this new century. In fact, I’m a little humbled by it — 

but I am also very encouraged. I see a rare opportunity before 

me, so in the spirit of putting people first with an eye on 

enriching the pattern of our button blanket, I’m ready to ask 

my colleagues here in the House, the professionals at the 

Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board, 

Yukon employers and Yukon workers to help me seize this 

opportunity and undertake this important legislative review.  

On that note of support, Mr. Speaker, it would be remiss 

of me if I did not recognize the support I received for Bill 

No. 8. First, I want to extend my gratitude to my colleagues 

on both sides of this House for their insight, wisdom and 

compassion. Second, my sincere thanks to the legislative 

drafters and the Department of Justice who drafted this bill. 

Really though, I can’t say enough about the tireless efforts 

that the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety 

Board of Directors and, for sure, all of their staff members 

gave to me during this process. I wish to express my most 

sincere thanks to everyone for their dedication, support and 

assistance. I’m proud and fortunate to have been involved in a 

process that had such strong support from so many different 

agencies and parts of government.  

It has been a learning and growing experience for me, as 

this is my first bill that I’ve led through this Legislative 

Assembly. I am confident that the result is a set of legislative 

amendments that this government can be proud of. These 

changes to the Workers’ Compensation Act and the 

Occupational Health and Safety Act will benefit both the 

workers and employers and employer communities in the 

Yukon. They will have a positive impact on the mental health 

of all Yukoners. Our accomplishment is a good example of 

how this government puts people first, Mr. Speaker. People 

first — that will continue to be the spirit of this government’s 

efforts. I thank you, Mr. Mr. Speaker.  

I would like to acknowledge some members, if that’s 

okay to do so. I hope I get everyone; I know lots of you came 

in at the last minute. I would like to acknowledge: 

Jim Regimbal, the Dawson City fire chief and president of the 

Association of Yukon Fire Chiefs; Tyrone Larkin, Association 

of Yukon Fire Chiefs; Devin Bailey with EMS; Chris Cleland, 

captain of the Dawson fire department; Morley MacKay, a 

platoon chief for the Whitehorse Fire Department; Gina 

Nagano; Bob Atkinson, Association of Yukon Fire Chiefs; 

Jorgen Ponsioen, captain of the Whitehorse Fire Department; 

Jason Kelly, Whitehorse Fire Department; Alex Vautour, 

Whitehorse Fire Department; Donnovan Misener, for the 

Whitehorse Fire Department; and Dale Van Damme, 

Whitehorse Fire Department dispatcher. 

Thank you so much for coming here today — and my 

staff members, Kirk Dieckmann and Andrew Robulack — 

thank you so much for being here today. 

Applause 
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Ms. McLeod: I’m quite pleased to stand at third 

reading to discuss Bill No. 8. The Official Opposition will be 

supporting this bill. 

Part 1 of this bill largely is going to apply to 

governments. Having said that, I hope that when the drafting 

of the standards and requirements, which will apply to all 

business — it’s fair to say that we have some lingering 

concerns about how that’s going to apply to business and who 

is going to have to pay for whatever it is that comes as a result 

of those standards and requirements. 

It’s my hope that, when it comes time to engage business 

into a discussion on what these standards encompass, there 

will be a robust engagement with business. I hope that it’s not 

using a SurveyMonkey. I think that has been proven to not 

reach as many people as we would like. On something as 

important as this, I think all business needs to have a voice. 

With that, I look forward to the passage of this bill. 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors outside of the time 

provided for in the Order Paper. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Just one other person I thought I 

would like to acknowledge — someone from the Community 

Services staff — Cameron Sinclair, who is the head of 

Whitehorse operations for EMS — if we could welcome him 

as well. 

Applause 

 

Ms. Hanson: From the outset, it has been clear that the 

New Democratic Party has supported presumptive legislation 

for first responders. It is with a mixture of joy and 

disappointment that we support this legislation.  

Three or more years ago — more years ago than that — I 

had visits in my office with Michael Swainson, and later in 

Dawson with Mr. Regimbal. We became absolutely convinced 

of the imperative, notwithstanding, as the minister has pointed 

out, the provisions in the Workers’ Compensation Act that 

talks about policies that may address psychological injuries 

such as PTSD, but the incredible impediments that were 

placed in front of people, and then working with people in 

other fields — in corrections and others — who have had to 

run the gamut. I am overjoyed that this is happening and that 

we finally recognize this distinct group of workers who do so 

much for our territory. 

We tried to find a compromise to work with this 

government, which talks about hearing. Maybe they hear, but 

they are not listening — they are not listening with their heart. 

When we suggested, Mr. Speaker, that we find a flexible 

way that would allow us — without having to do a 

comprehensive legislation review — to perhaps follow the 

lead of the Nova Scotia Liberal government, where they too 

had come up with the first responders’ approach and then, 

after their public consultation, where they too heard from the 

public and from other workers’ groups that there were other 

groups that might be considered. So they expanded it — not to 

all workers — and we said that we understand that not all 

workers — that may be going too far at this stage — but we 

said: “Make some flexibility here. Make it so that you can 

change the designation or change the recognition of what 

professions, what workplaces, might be covered under the 

presumption clause for PTSD.” We suggested that it be done 

by regulation.  

I guess I had hoped that the government, when it talks 

about being willing to work across the floor, would be willing 

to actually make those kinds of changes. That is my 

disappointment — that the use of the language is there, but the 

actual carrying it through is kind of difficult. 

As the minister alluded to, we were and we remain very, 

very concerned if issues or decisions around how we approach 

matters like PTSD are driven by some unknown, unquantified 

actuarial calculation, because that is an absolute breach of the 

covenant that is contained in the 100-year-old workers’ 

compensation legislation. That is not the agreement we made 

with our fellow citizens — with workers in our territory. 

We are very, very happy to support coverage for first 

responders, and I know that they would join me in what I had 

said in closing when we were talking the other day — that, at 

the core, is the sentiment that what we desire for ourselves, we 

wish for all, and nobody who has ever had to experience a 

psychological injury or has had to work with somebody who 

has, would ever wish for less. 

So Mr. Speaker, we look forward to the passage of this 

legislation. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I have spoken to this several times, so I 

am not going to spend a lot of time this afternoon repeating 

previous remarks. 

I just want to thank everyone who joined us here today, 

who is affected by the legislation, or potentially could be, for 

not only their attendance here today, but for their efforts in 

supporting this legislation providing presumptive coverage to 

those with PTSD. I would like to note, as well, that while I 

believe — as I have indicated on several occasions in the 

House — the scope of this legislation should be broadened to 

extend this to other front-line responders, this is a good step, 

and I do welcome this action by the government in changing 

this legislation. 

I would also like to specifically thank Yukoners who have 

contacted me and shared their very personal stories about the 

effects of post-traumatic stress disorder in their lives. That 

includes people who will be covered as a result of this 

legislation and others who will still not be covered once this 

legislation is changed.  

I do, again, just want to sincerely encourage the 

government to take an additional step to broaden the scope of 

this legislation, and I do again want to reiterate the importance 

of taking additional steps to improve the supports that are 

there for our emergency responders and other front-line staff 

and volunteers. I think it is very important to recognize that 

we should be doing more to prevent post-traumatic stress 

disorder from actually happening and that in some areas, 

including — notably — paramedics. I know this is an area 
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where, for many of them, the cumulative stress, rather than a 

single incident, can be the ultimate source of post-traumatic 

stress disorder. So doing more in terms of critical incident 

stress management — as well as other matters that have come 

forward to me from Yukoners who have contacted me, 

including people who have said that, in addition to the more 

clinical counselling elements, it is important to take some 

steps such as providing more peer supports. Doing things like 

group activities where people can — outside of a strictly work 

environment — do things as simple as — in one case, one 

person suggested that simply arranging activities like a group 

walk and doing things together would help create a closer 

bond between the front-line responders working together and 

would help them support each other as they are dealing with 

difficulties. 

Again, I just want to note as well that, while I understand 

the challenges within the scheduling area, when it comes to 

Yukon EMS, in particular, I do want to note one of the things 

that I have heard from several sources that is an additional 

source of stress in their life is the current practice around 

scheduling auxiliary on-call employees. I would just sincerely 

encourage those staff listening to recognize that providing 

more predictability, stability and appropriate downtime 

between shifts can help reduce this area of additional stress 

that can fall on to some of our front-line first responders.  

I just want to conclude my remarks by thanking the 

government again for taking this step and urge everyone to 

recognize that there is still more to be done and that ultimately 

we should be doing what we can within the system to prevent 

people from ever getting to the stage where they have PTSD 

and need to rely on this legislation. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on third reading of 

Bill No. 8? 

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. 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. 

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. 8 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 8 has passed this 

House. 

GOVERNMENT MOTIONS 

Motion No. 200 

Clerk: Motion No. 200, standing in the name of the 

Hon. Mr. Silver.  

Speaker: It is moved by the Hon. Premier: 

THAT from 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. on Tuesday, 

November 21, 2017, Norman McIntyre — one moment 

please.  

Speaker’s statement 

Speaker: Minister of Health and Social Services — if 

you could resume your seat please.  

Just a reminder to the House that, when the Chair is 

speaking, all members are to be in their seats and paying 

attention. 

I will start again. 

 

It is moved by the Hon. Premier:  

THAT from 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. on Tuesday, 

November 21, 2017, Norman McIntyre, the Chair of the 

Yukon Financial Advisory Panel, and Ron Kneebone and 

Grace Southwick, members of the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel, appear as witnesses before Committee of the Whole to 

discuss matters relating to the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel final report.  

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I am not going to speak at length at 

all. Having the members of the Financial Advisory Panel as 

witnesses in this House provides the opportunity to ask 

questions of the panel for members of all sides. We are 

welcoming the opportunity, and the report that the panel has 

provided is substantial — 136 pages with more than 30 

options — and we are looking forward to the questions posed 

by the opposition. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I am going to be very brief in speaking to 

this in the interest of moving on to budget debate.  

I would just express the concern — as we have in 

discussions at the Standing Committee on Rules, Elections 

and Privileges — that if government is going to start 

increasing the number of witnesses who come before the 

House, we believe that an additional sitting day should be 

added. 

We have appreciated the opportunity to meet with the 

members of the Financial Advisory Panel outside of this 

House on a couple of occasions and understand the 

government’s reason for bringing them in here and don’t 

object to the choice to bring them into the Assembly, but we 

do just provide our general view that if government is going to 
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start bringing more witnesses in, it takes away from the time 

that members of the Official Opposition and the Third Party 

have to hold the government accountable and to debate the 

budget. I think that the government should be bringing 

forward a motion to extend the Sitting to compensate for the 

time that is being lost as a result of bringing in witnesses, but I 

am not going to spend a lot of time debating the point. 

We will be supporting the motion and look forward to 

asking more detailed questions of the panel when they appear 

in the Assembly. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I think that boat sailed. Mr. Speaker, we 

do agree with the idea of having the members of the panel be 

present here in the Assembly next week. We also look 

forward to the offered briefing in the morning of the same 

day. I would ask that House Leaders discuss an equitable 

approach to ensuring that all members do in fact have an 

opportunity to address the panel, because tradition has had it 

that when we have had the witnesses, the government 

members generally seem to be silent. That is not an equitable 

balance. It is two-thirds — one-third in terms of time for the 

Official Opposition and Third Party. I do think it’s important 

that all elected members have an opportunity to speak as an 

elected member, not as a partisan whatever. Because of the 

nature of this report, I would hope that House Leaders will 

find an approach that will work for that limited period of time 

that they will be in this Chamber. 

 

Speaker: If the honourable member now speaks, he 

will close debate. Does any other member wish to be heard on 

the debate of this motion? 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, 

and thanks for the comments from my colleagues across the 

way. 

I will speak directly to the Third Party’s comments. I 

have talked to my House Leader about the concept of equity 

for questions. We would love to be able to ask questions on 

this side as well. We fear having too much time from us 

doesn’t give the opposition enough time, but I do agree. In my 

five years of sitting in the Third Party seat, sometimes when 

the witnesses do appear, not enough time is dedicated to the 

Third Party. 

I would endeavour to get the three House Leaders 

together and have a conversation about the proceedings of that 

day. If we can find something equitable, I’m open to 

suggestions — absolutely. We’ve had that conversation over 

here; we would like to ask questions. Our private members 

and Cabinet ministers all have questions as well, as this is an 

independent panel. 

Again, if it indulges the members of this House, I will get 

the House Leaders together to discuss what seems to be fair 

for all three parties. With that being said, thank you very 

much, Mr. Speaker, for your indulgence. 

Motion No. 200 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. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is Vote 55, Department 

of Highways and Public Works, in Bill No. 203, entitled 

Second Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

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. 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Vote 55, 

Department of Highways and Public Works, in Bill No. 203, 

entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

Is there any general debate? 

 

Department of Highways and Public Works  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I would like to welcome my 

Assistant Deputy Minister of Highways and Public Works, 

Mr. Allan Nixon, who is going to be helping me this 

afternoon. 

I’m pleased to speak to the supplementary budget for the 

Department of Highways and Public Works for the 2017-18 

fiscal year. The request is simple and concise. It is for only 

one initiative — the recently announced Yukon Resource 

Gateway project. On September 2, 2017, Prime Minister 

Justin Trudeau announced that the Government of Canada is 

committed to contributing more than $247 million to this 

historic and promising initiative. The Yukon Resource 

Gateway project proposed upgrades to approximately 650 

kilometres of existing roads in two key areas of high mineral 

potential and mining activity — Dawson and the Nahanni 

Range. This money will flow over an eight-year span. 

It is important to note, Mr. Chair — to make perfectly 

clear — the federal government has agreed in principle to the 

project. A funding agreement has not been signed. The 

agreement in principle demonstrates Canada’s commitment to 

the project. Securing an agreement in principle was an 

important step in advancing this major project, but there is 

still much work to do. 
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The next step for the Yukon government is to negotiate 

project agreements with the affected First Nations whose 

traditional territories are within the boundaries of the 

components of the proposed project. Let me be clear: A 

funding agreement with Canada is contingent upon Yukon 

government securing support and signing project agreements 

with the five affected First Nations. While the negotiation of 

project agreements is underway, we will also have work to do 

behind the scenes so that the project can move ahead once all 

agreements are signed. 

To be ready for future construction seasons, additional 

funding is required to complete the design, assessment and 

permitting for the initial construction projects, which brings 

me to the details of this request. Highways and Public Works 

requests $565,000 to complete the design, environmental 

assessments and permitting of preliminary construction 

projects. 

Investment in access road infrastructure is vital to the 

future success of mineral exploration and development 

projects and, ultimately, for Yukon economic growth. The 

Yukon government will contribute up to $112 million, and 

industry will contribute up to $108 million once a final 

funding agreement is signed. This project will have a major 

impact on our Yukon economy. 

In summary, the total supplementary budget for 

Highways and Public Works is $565,000. This department 

will continue the good work of keeping our Yukon roads, 

bridges, airports and buildings open and safe year-round and 

will continue to work on realizing the Yukon Resource 

Gateway project. 

Mr. Hassard: I would just like to begin by thanking 

Mr. Nixon for being here today, helping the minister provide 

us with some outstanding answers. 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Mr. Hassard: He is retiring on December 1? Boy oh 

boy, that changes how the afternoon is going to go — just 

kidding. 

Mr. Chair, the first question I have for the minister is 

regarding the Nares River bridge. I am curious if the minister 

could explain to the House how this new system — I guess we 

will call it — progressed, and if he could explain the process 

to the Legislature on how this tender came about — please 

and thank you. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. This is really a first for the Yukon. This is the very 

first time we’ve used such a process for a bridge construction 

project in the territory. It has been a very illuminating for me, 

and it required a lot of work on the part of the department, the 

Carcross/Tagish First Nation and this government to actually 

come up with this deal. 

The first step was getting a request for qualification — 

getting a qualified bidder in place. They had to show more 

than experience and make some understanding about the 

northern environment. Once we had that list of qualified 

companies, we went to a request for proposals. We assigned 

points for First Nation participation and built up local capacity 

in participation. This is the very first time that this has ever 

been used on such a bridge project in the territory.  

The Carcross/Tagish First Nation was involved in the 

whole process, observing and making sure that the process did 

involve the First Nation and did work in their interest. 

Yesterday, Chief Carvill and I met in Carcross with my 

colleague, the MLA for beautiful Mount Lorne-Southern 

Lakes. It was actually a really great meeting. The chief and I 

had a great conversation about the project. He’s very excited. 

He expressed to me that he’s very excited that this is going 

ahead and is anxious to see it progress. 

Mr. Hassard: I was hoping for a little more explicit 

information from the minister. Maybe we will start with how 

the points process worked. How many points were there? How 

did the First Nation component play in comparison to the 

price?  

I noticed the minister said that, in the RFQ, there were 

points given for northern experience. I’m curious as to why 

that wouldn’t be Yukon’s experience. I believe that, in the 

past, it has been based on Yukon experience. If the minister 

could maybe tell us if that’s a change — and why that change 

would have taken place. 

I will leave it at that see where we go.  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: When we put this tender out, we 

wanted to make sure that the Yukon experience would count 

as part of the northern experience rating. We wanted to cast 

the net as wide as possible to make sure that we had the 

widest participation in this project as we possibly could. We 

actually had recognition of work in the NWT and the northern 

provinces as well. We also wanted to make sure that they had 

worked with small communities and had that experience as 

well. Once we did that, we cast the net as wide as we possibly 

could on those northern experience points and then we went to 

a request for proposal. 

When the bid actually came in, it was actually 78-percent 

price driven and 22 percent on the other factors, which 

included the project team — their experience and what they 

brought to the table — First Nation participation and their 

schedule, in terms of how quickly they could deliver the 

project. 

Mr. Hassard: I appreciate that information. A couple 

of questions regarding the Gateway project stuff that the 

minister was talking about in his opening remarks — I’m 

curious — could the minister provide us with some 

information on how much money the Yukon government will 

be putting into the Gateway project office that we have heard 

the Premier speak of? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The office expense is estimated to 

be about $600,000 a year. Next year, we’re looking at 

ramping up that office. We expect to spend probably about 

$300,000 on that office next year. 

Mr. Hassard: Could the minister tell us if there will be 

any new hires in regard to this project? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for his 

question. As he well knows, in light of the Financial Advisory 

Panel’s recent report, this government is not as flush as it once 

was. We’re going to be looking at our departments and trying 
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to make sure they are run as efficiently as possible. We’re 

going to have to take a look at making sure we live within our 

means and not grow government too much. Those decisions 

haven’t been made yet, but I will be asking the department to 

look at their resources to see how we can do this in the most 

efficient way possible. 

Mr. Hassard: My next question to the minister would 

be — he used a number of $600,000, but I don’t believe that 

$600,000 is in the supplementary. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It’s not in the supplementary — the 

member opposite is absolutely correct. There’s no money in 

this supplementary because the money is not going to flow 

until next year. This is something we’re going to be 

discussing; this is an estimate for the next budget year, not this 

budget year. 

Mr. Hassard: I think we’ll have to check the Blues, 

because there seems to be some confusion on who said what 

and who used what numbers. 

Still with the Gateway project — I’m curious if the 

minister can tell us if the government anticipates that all the 

permits will be in place by the end of the fiscal year. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We can’t predict how the 

environment assessments are going to go on these projects, 

but we’re working on the preliminary work that is needed to 

be done. I’m assured the projects we’re looking at doing in the 

next year are nothing out of the ordinary for the department.  

We are doing the planning we need to do on a number of 

different projects. The money in the budget for this 

supplementary budget includes work on the Carmacks bypass 

and the Nordenskiold River bridge, which includes 

environmental permitting, hydrology studies, YESAA water 

licence applications, engineering and design for roadwork — 

these are on projects that are just very preliminary work and 

we hope to have some of that preliminary work done this year. 

Mr. Hassard: Maybe it would be easier if we could ask 

the minister if he could commit to providing the House with a 

schedule of how the work is anticipated to be flowing over the 

next couple of years. Maybe he could give us some indication 

if that is an option or not. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: That seems like an efficient use of 

the House’s time. I would be happy to do that. 

Mr. Hassard: I appreciate that from the minister.  

I am curious if the minister can tell us which departments 

will be leading this project. I mean, obviously, there is more 

than just Highways and Public Works involved in this project. 

Will Energy, Mines and Resources or Highways and Public 

Works be the lead? Also, could he tell us which department is 

negotiating with the First Nations in regard to this project as 

well? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Well, there are three departments 

working on this project together. They include Energy, Mines 

and Resources, the Aboriginal Relations branch, and 

Highways and Public Works. The lead on the negotiations 

with First Nations is Energy, Mines and Resources, and we 

are participating in that process. We are actually the lead in 

discussions with Industry Canada and will be taking the lead 

on design, procurement and management on the specific 

projects. 

Mr. Hassard: I am curious as to if the minister can 

give us any insight into whether the Gateway project will 

move forward even in the hopefully unforeseen circumstance 

that these major mine projects that we see — or potential 

mines — do not move ahead or if we see them not getting 

their permits in place. Will the Gateway project continue to 

move ahead anyway, or will the permitting of those mines 

play any part in how the government moves forward with this 

project? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It’s a good question from the 

member opposite. The answer is that we’ve 

compartmentalized this project so that not all components of 

this massive undertaking are dependent upon mining company 

involvement. That said, places like the goldfields — work on 

the goldfield roads doesn’t need to have the gold corporation 

involved, because the Carcross bypass isn’t dependent upon 

necessarily Casino.  

However, there are components of these roads that are 

industry-dependent and do involve the corporations. The 

corporations have an investment of — as I believe I said 

earlier — $108 million from the actual corporations. That is 

their contribution. If those projects do not go ahead, those 

sections of this project will not go ahead.  

It is also important to recognize that none of this project 

will go ahead without First Nation sign-off in their traditional 

territory. The entire project is also subject to YESAA 

screening and everything else. There are a lot of components 

to this thing but there are some smaller places that don’t 

require industry involvement. 

Mr. Hassard: I’m also curious as to if the minister 

could let us know if there are any negotiations taking place 

with affected placer miners in any of these areas that may be 

affected by this Gateway project, because I think anybody 

who has been on a placer mine — you can show up one week 

and the road is here, and come back the next week and the 

road is in a much different place than it was the previous 

week.  

I’m curious as to what kind of talks have taken place with 

the affected placer miners in regard to — if this road is here 

and it needs to stay here, how that may affect them. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. We have had preliminary discussions through the 

KPMA on the concepts of the project and we’re currently in 

the process of assembling what we’re calling a road users’ 

group. That is in the very preliminary stages of development. 

That group will contain industry representatives and that type 

of thing to actually work together to talk about these projects 

and where it might go. 

We are, of course, committed to working with our 

industry partners on this project. We have been working very 

closely on the KPMA on goldfield projects through our 

resource roads project, which we increased to $900,000 over 

the next three years, so we have been working with them on 

that. That, of course, is in the same vicinity, so we do have 
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those relationships and we’ll be pulling on them as we go 

forward with this Gateway project. 

Mr. Hassard: I appreciate that from the minister as 

well. I found my other page to my bridge question, so I am 

going to go back to contracts on bridges for a few minutes. 

I’m curious if the minister gave us the scenario on how 

the RFQ and RFP process took place. Is it possible to have the 

minister tell us what other projects he foresees being done in 

this way? Is this going to be the norm for contracts or is there 

a size threshold or something in place for doing tenders this 

way? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m glad the member opposite 

found his page. I actually just found mine as well, so we’ve 

sorted those out. The short answer is yes. This is a template 

for projects going forward. This is a new way of doing 

business. This is a new way of involving First Nations and 

small communities in projects. We expect it to be used as a 

template for other projects like Teslin’s Nisutlin bridge, which 

the member opposite will know about.  

As for setting a threshold, we are working right now — I 

have been working very hard — on the procurement file and 

on trying to change the way the government buys goods and 

services. This is the very first tangible step in that process. We 

have learned lessons through this process and we’re going to 

learn more as we go along, but we have awarded this contract. 

I’m very happy to have done that. 

The short answer, as I said at the very beginning, is yes, 

we are going to use this as a template going forward on 

community projects and large bridge projects in the territory. 

Mr. Hassard: The minister said “large bridge projects” 

and “community projects”. I’m wondering if we could get an 

understanding of what he means by community projects. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This is a discussion about 

Highways and Public Works, so we are going to consider 

using this type of procurement method on bridges and roads. 

Within the department, as part of our one-government 

approach, we’re looking at how we roll procurement practices 

out throughout the whole government. 

I know my colleague, the Member for Community 

Services, has a lot of projects he’s building, as well, and we’re 

working together as one to find ways of using successful 

procurement methods in the other departments. I’m sure we 

will have those discussions as one government on how to do 

that effectively over the next year and beyond. 

Mr. Hassard: I don’t think that clarified anything. It 

might actually have muddied the waters a little more. Are we 

not talking about community projects, and we’re now talking 

about road projects? Say we have a piece of road being rebuilt 

on the Campbell Highway between Watson Lake and Ross 

River — would this type of tendering process take place? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The goal, through our procurement 

process, is to make sure that local communities benefit from 

work happening in their region — if it was a First Nation, 

within their traditional territory, and if it is a community, 

within their sphere of influence, whatever that may be.  

With the Nares River contract, we worked with the First 

Nation in their traditional territory. It is a piece of public 

infrastructure and we changed the way that the tendering 

system rolled out to make sure that local benefits flowed to 

the local First Nation. That made sense in this project, and it 

will make sense in future projects.  

Where this government can provide those local benefits 

to the community and the First Nation, and do it through a 

procurement practice, we are going to do that — where it 

makes sense, we are going to do that. For clarity, that is what 

we are going to do. That is the goal of this government — it 

has been the stated goal. It is in my mandate letter. It is the 

way that we are working through the procurement process. 

That is the goal — to make sure that locals, local communities 

and the Yukon as a whole benefit from the money the 

government spends as much as possible within the constraints 

of the free trade agreements that we have sign on to that we 

are bound by. 

Mr. Hassard: I guess I need one more bit of 

clarification. If I understand correctly what the minister is 

saying, I hear it as: The government will decide when and 

where this new tendering process will take place. There is no 

threshold on price. It is not something — if the project is 

anticipated to be over $10 million or it is not based on being 

within X kilometres of a community, it is just strictly 

whenever the government decides to use this new process, 

they will decide. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: At the moment, the Department of 

Highways and Public Works and the good folks in 

procurement are working very hard in establishing guidelines 

and processes that will help determine where these 

procurement processes will work best. That work is ongoing.  

I think we have committed to having the 

recommendations of the Procurement Advisory Panel, which 

the members opposite commissioned — have those processes 

in place by the end of 2018. We have been very clear that we 

are working toward that. This is one of those components. 

This is one project that we have started this project on, and it 

has gone very well. We are going to start looking at what we 

have learned from this thing and then look at how we can 

apply to other processes to make them better so that our 

territory — our local communities, our First Nations and our 

territory as a whole — benefits from the money that this 

government is spending on building roads and, perhaps, sewer 

and water projects, bridges and all sorts of infrastructure. That 

is the commitment. That is the timeline — it is the end of 

2018. I wish I had more precise information for him this 

afternoon, but this is an evolving process.  

Procurement has been an issue that the government has 

been struggling with for many years, and we dove into this 

whole process and we’re straightening it out. We’re working 

very hard to do that, and we will have more to say on the 

procurement processes, what plans we have, what thresholds 

we have and how we are going to forward with buying goods 

and services from this government in the coming months. I 

know this will be something that the member opposite will be 

asking about in those coming months. 

Mr. Hassard: I guess I’m a little surprised and maybe a 

little concerned that we have heard the minister talk about 
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how this government is improving the procurement system, 

and it appears that their definition of improving the 

procurement system is changing the way that tenders are done 

without having any guidelines in place. He has just told us that 

the guidelines will be in place by the end of 2018. Well, why 

would you change the way the tendering process is done 

without having any guidelines?  

I’m not going to dispute that there are issues with the 

tendering process. However, I would like to hope that you 

would have the guidelines in place before you started doing 

things in a new way. If I am misunderstanding something, 

maybe the minister could explain it to me. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am going to go back to the Nares 

River contract and where we were at. We were at a 

procurement process that was looking at trying to get a bridge 

going. They had been trying to get this bridge going for quite 

a while and didn`t have a deal with the Carcross/Tagish First 

Nation. When I took office, we looked at trying to bring the 

First Nation into the project — how to make sure that it works 

so we have some local benefits to that community. 

We looked at what the existing system was. It is normally 

price-driven, and that didn’t work for the First Nation. They 

didn’t want something that was totally about the bottom line. 

They wanted to have some local benefits. This is something 

that this government wanted to do. So we looked at: How can 

we do that? How can we start to develop a system that works 

for the community? That’s what we did.  

We sat down and we had meetings. Departmental staff 

met with the Carcross/Tagish First Nation government. They 

then went through the request for proposals and request for 

qualifications system that I described earlier to try to build out 

and to try to get people who had northern experience, and who 

could work with First Nations and could demonstrate that they 

would do that. So this is the process we used. Through that 

process, we tendered the project and, in the end, got a bid that 

was competitive and we actually got some First Nation 

involvement in the process and buy-in.  

That was a successful tender process. Now we have the 

tender awarded and we are going to wait and see how it rolls 

out going forward. We’re going to evaluate it as it goes to 

make sure to see how it works — how this whole new process 

that had not been done before actually plays out in real time.  

We’ll learn lessons through that process and we’re going 

to look at what we learned, as we had to do through the 

procurement process, and we’re going to see what worked and 

what didn’t, and how did we get here, and then we’re going to 

refine that process so it works better on the next project, and 

the one after that. Those are the marching orders that I have 

given the department — to get something that works and then 

start to refine it so it improves over time. This was one first 

step — a very tentative, a very beginning step in this whole 

process — and I’m very happy with where we landed at this 

early time, and we’re going to see what happens in the future. 

As far as the guidelines, this is now forming some of the 

guidelines. This is how we’re starting to roll out the new 

procurement process and learn from our mistakes — and learn 

from our successes, in this case — and we’ll try to apply that 

and make sure it goes forward to other projects in a well-

considered and thoughtful manner. 

Mr. Hassard: I guess I’ll kind of move away from that 

a little bit, but not entirely.  

I’m curious if the minister could let us know what 

projects he anticipates seeing this new procurement process — 

what upcoming jobs does he see that this new process will 

follow, or, I guess, what jobs will fall under this new 

tendering process? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I actually referenced this earlier 

today, and I will say it again. The Nisutlin River bridge is 

probably the next big bridge project where we’re going to be 

looking at using this model going forward. We’re starting 

discussions with the First Nation right now on ways forward. 

That’s at the very beginning stages, but those discussions with 

the Teslin Tlingit Council are just starting, I would say — 

probably at the very preliminary stages. This project is going 

to be the template for that next project going forward. 

Mr. Hassard: The Nisutlin Bay bridge, not the Nisutlin 

River bridge, because it’s actually about nine miles from the 

Nisutlin River, but anyway — we’ll get to that one in a few — 

once we get done with the Nares, then we’ll go there. 

I’m wondering if the minister could provide us with the 

details of the YACA. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: There are employment and 

contracting opportunities. The tender documents included the 

requirement to submit a First Nation participation plan 

intended to address employment and training for the 

Carcross/Tagish citizens and Carcross/Tagish firms. Yukon 

government considered the participation plan in evaluating 

bids and awarding the project contract. Tender documents also 

included provisions that required the successful contractor to 

implement its participation plan. There were employment and 

training opportunities, a junior project inspector position 

training opportunity, a capacity development and quarry 

development geotechnical investigations, training 

opportunities for GIS system training and sole-source 

opportunities as well. 

There was a financial contribution not to exceed $200,000 

for the Carcross/Tagish First Nation to be applied toward one 

or more of the following Carcross/Tagish First Nation 

projects. This included: prepping for a Carcross/Tagish First 

Nation gravel pit; installation of a fibre optic cable; and 

general improvement to the Carcross/Tagish First Nation 

government buildings. 

Mr. Hassard: I’m curious if the minister could provide 

the House with a list of subs on that job as well. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I don’t have that information at my 

fingertips, but I will talk to the contractor and get back to him 

with that information. 

Mr. Hassard: I would appreciate that. 

Nisutlin Bay bridge is nine miles from the Nisutlin River. 

Even when you’re coming down the Nisutlin River in a canoe, 

you can hear vehicles going across the bridge as the previous 

Deputy Minister of Highways and Public Works explained to 

me when he was very tired of paddling. 
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The minister mentioned how meetings were beginning to 

take place regarding the Nisutlin bridge and, he said, with the 

First Nations. I know that for at least the last year and a half 

that we were in government, discussions had been taking 

place with the entire community, not just with the First 

Nation. So it was a year and a half and now this government 

has been in power for a year, so I’m curious if the minister 

could give us some updates on where those discussions are, 

when the last set of meetings took place, and I guess just 

generally an update on those discussions, please. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The short answer is that 

departmental officials met with the Teslin Tlingit Council in 

early November. At that time, as the member opposite knows 

very well, I have no doubt, the Teslin Tlingit Council worked 

with the Village of Teslin fairly closely and, at that meeting, it 

was recognized that the village had to be involved in future 

discussions. The department is working to provide some 

documents and a way forward, so we’re working on a process 

that will involve both the village and the Teslin Tlingit 

Council, going forward. I think this is very important for this 

project, and I think the template we have pulled together and 

used at Nares is important to this whole process. 

As the member knows, the last time this bridge project 

was brought forward, it did not proceed. It ended badly and 

we want to try to avoid that. There are a lot of issues with that 

— possibly the tendering — and we want to make sure that 

this goes smoother. 

We’re working on that. We know the importance of 

working with the First Nation and with the community and the 

Village of Teslin to get the bridge replaced right next to the 

community. Hopefully, it will be a quieter structure — that’s 

one of the things we’ll strive for. 

Mr. Hassard: I appreciate that and I’m happy to hear 

that they’re working with the entire community in Teslin on 

that project. 

The Whitehorse corridor — we understand the 

government is looking at a five-year budgeting process. I’m 

curious, in regard to the Alaska Highway Whitehorse corridor, 

if the safety priorities have been set yet. Can Yukoners 

provide their safety concerns for consideration? If they can, 

how do they do that and what would be the deadline, if they 

were so able? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. I was actually at the Hillcrest Community 

Association meeting last night discussing the highway 

corridor with residents of that association and that community. 

They brought forward a number of their thoughts, issues, 

hopes and dreams for the highway corridor that runs right 

outside their subdivision.  

The members opposite have done a highway study. It has 

very detailed statistics and those statistics are continually 

being added to on a yearly basis. The traffic accident counts 

and everything else are compiled by the RCMP and will be 

part of this process. Residents, as they did last night with me 

at the community association meeting, can bring their 

concerns to me at any time, and I will certainly note them and 

pass them on to the department. The members opposite have 

been giving me caseworks to deal with on safety concerns that 

they have identified. My colleagues have done so as well. 

That is all going to be part of this whole process.  

There will be consultation. I have committed to that with 

the communities. I think it is essential to have community 

engagement on what exactly this highway corridor means to 

the city residents and the wider community of the territory. It 

certainly is of utmost importance to residents who live 

alongside it, but it is also important to the people of Pelly 

Crossing, Dawson, Mayo, Carmacks, and up and down the 

highway. This is a corridor that mining companies use. 

Alaskan businesses use it to bring goods and services up, right 

through Whitehorse. It is a major gateway to the territory. 

With all due respect to the Member for Watson Lake — of 

course it is a conduit, I guess, not a gateway. 

We have a plan. We are starting next year with the north 

Klondike Highway intersection proposal that we are going to 

be bringing forward to start to do some work on that 

intersection. As we know, this last year a fuel truck tipped 

over at that intersection spilling a lot of material on to the soil. 

That intersection is one that we are going to be starting on, if 

it makes it through our budgeting process in 2018 as a 

proposal. After that, we are looking at Robert Service Way. 

The proposal will be for 2019 and, after that, we are going to 

be assessing. There is going to be a lot of talk. We are going 

to have to have some conversations with the people of 

Whitehorse. I have met with — as I said, last night — the 

members of the Hillcrest Community Association. I have done 

it several times. I have met with the Valleyview Community 

Association and corresponded with them as well. I have 

spoken to other community members up in Logan, 

Mountainview and the Granger area — and in Takhini, where 

there was a public meeting. The city held a public meeting 

there, and I attended that meeting with the Member for 

Takhini-Kopper King. That’s where I have heard a lot of the 

community concerns and thoughts about what this corridor 

means to them and where they want it to go.  

There is a lot of discussion that has happened and there 

will be a lot more discussion. As we get closer inside the City 

of Whitehorse, we will start to engage citizens abutting that 

highway on the areas that really do matter to them but, of 

course, there will be a formal process for that, but residents in 

this community have already started talking about this 

highway and I’m taking all that information in as we speak. 

Mr. Hassard: I guess I’m maybe a little bit confused 

again here. I had asked the minister how Yukoners could 

provide their safety concerns for consideration, and if there 

was a deadline for them to do that. Then the minister 

proceeded to talk about meetings and consultation that needed 

to take place, and then he started to talk about the plan that 

was already in place.  

I guess my question is: Is the plan in place so there will 

be no more consultation and no possibility for input from 

Yukoners to give input on anything, I guess, including safety 

concerns?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: There is far too much confusion 

here. Let me try to alleviate the member opposite’s concerns.  
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There is no deadline on safety. There really isn’t. I 

encourage the members opposite, when they hear about 

something that does concern them in terms of safety, to please 

bring it to my attention and I will pass those concerns on to 

the department. They do an excellent job logging those 

concerns and actually planning for them for the future. There 

is no deadline on safety concerns. 

There was a plan. Their plan was a $200-million plan to 

twin the highway through Whitehorse, and that plan is no 

longer in effect, but there is a lot of information that was 

gathered in the formulation of that proposal, which is no 

longer being executed upon. We’re using that information in 

the member opposite’s proposal, one that did not, in my 

opinion, have overwhelming support in the community, so 

we’ve dropped that plan. That plan is no longer in effect.  

But there are a number of intersections in that corridor 

that need attention. Using the information that the members 

opposite gathered, we are now addressing those on a needs 

basis as we have the money and the staff to deal with safety 

concerns.  

We are prioritizing the projects around safety and 

allocating the money to deal with those projects on a year-by-

year basis. As those projects come up, we will be consulting 

with the communities and they will have an opportunity — we 

have a new engagement website. I think it cost us $1,000, to 

answer one of the member opposite’s questions. I was told 

today that the new engagement website we have cost $1,000, 

so that is now in place and that will be one avenue where the 

public can go — a one-window approach — to find out what 

engagement processes we are having and how they can get 

involved. That will simplify matters for the public. We’re 

quite happy to offer that service to the Yukon public and we 

think it will help facilitate their engagement on projects such 

as this as they come forward. 

As I told the member opposite, there is a budget process 

in place. We don’t know what projects are going to get 

approved through that budget process. Once the budgeting has 

been approved, we will have a project and we will then go to 

the public for their thoughts and engage them on what they 

think about what we’re planning. 

Mr. Hassard: I guess maybe I will just ask if the 

minister would be amenable to tabling the plan at some point 

in the near future, Mr. Chair. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am sure the members opposite 

have seen the former plan; it is the one that they pulled 

together. I am more than happy to give them a copy of that 

plan that they put together, but that is not our plan. Our plan is 

project-based. It’s based on the safety concerns.  

I have outlined our immediate — our first project will be 

the north Klondike Highway. The second project we’re 

looking at is Robert Service and beyond that, we’re going to 

start looking at other projects within the corridor area that are 

of high-safety traffic concerns. Some of them I have named: 

Two-Mile Hill is one — that area is one that we are looking at 

— but that is several years down the road. For the immediate 

future, we are looking at north Klondike and then Robert 

Service. 

Mr. Hassard: So I’m assuming if you’re talking about 

those two projects, is that a one-year plan, a two-year plan or a 

five-year plan? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: For the member opposite, he asked 

what the plan is. We have two specific projects coming over 

the next two years. The five-year plan, the long-term capital 

plan, has not yet been finalized. It’s in the works, but I’m 

endeavouring to answer the member opposite’s question, 

which is what we are planning in the near future. I’ve given 

him two projects. The five-year capital plan is something 

we’ve committed to and we’re working on that. When we 

have one together, we will certainly bring it before the public 

and the members of this House to have a look at it. That hasn’t 

been completed or announced yet and I’m not going to do it 

this afternoon. 

Mr. Hassard: I guess we’ll move along here a little. A 

simple question: Can the minister provide us with an update 

on whether the signage will be back in place out in the 

Carcross Cut-off area? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Yes, the signage will be put back. 

Mr. Hassard: The question was if he could give us an 

update on when the signage would be put back in place. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m working on getting a date for 

the member opposite right now. 

Mr. Hassard: Rural roads — I’m curious if the 

minister could provide us with an update of what the budget 

was this year for rural roads and how much of the budget has 

been used. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The rural road upgrade program 

was $200,000 this year. It has been totally spent. There is also 

the resource access road program, the one for resource roads, 

and that’s $500,000 a year, and it too has been spent this year. 

Mr. Hassard: I have some questions regarding street 

lights in the Watson Lake district. I know the MLA for 

Watson Lake has discussed this with the minister. She has 

asked about having street lights along the Campbell Highway 

from Watson Lake to the Two and One-Half Mile subdivision.  

I know she was told that the department found there was 

no need for lighting in that section. However, the engineering 

department would re-evaluate including pedestrian counts. I 

know that the minister did commit to getting back to the MLA 

for Watson Lake last February so I’m wondering if we can get 

an update on how the counts went and if there are any updates 

in regard to whether the street lights may be put in place. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We don’t have the precise numbers 

of that update at our fingertips this afternoon, but I will get 

that information to the member opposite — the Leader of the 

Official Opposition — and the Member for Watson Lake.  

Mr. Hassard: I’m curious if, in saying that, does the 

minister agree that the count has taken place and that he just 

hasn’t provided those numbers yet — or has the work actually 

been completed? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It is my understanding that the work 

was undertaken but no final report has been provided yet. We 

are going to look into that. I have asked that we look into that 

and find that information. We will get back to the members 

opposite.  
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Mr. Hassard: Just a question following up on that — 

I’m just curious if the minister feels that doing a pedestrian 

count in winter — I would think that there are going to be less 

people walking in winter when it’s 40 below than when it’s a 

little warmer. Does he feel that this is a sufficient way or a 

practical device for determining whether or not this section of 

highway should have street lighting on it, or does he feel that 

the concerns from the citizens in that area may have a little 

more weight to it than a count? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: There is a warrant system — Yukon 

warrant system — that is applied to street lighting. The 

Watson Lake stretch was first assessed a few years ago and 

did not meet those warrants. I have been told by officials that 

those warrants are being reassessed — no pun intended — in 

light of Yukon circumstances — the special circumstances 

found in the territory. That said, I think the member opposite 

was alluding to our winter counts — a good method of doing 

it. But, of course, the winter is when the lights are most 

needed. In the summertime, it is light outside and generally 

lights aren’t that needed. I think using it when lights are the 

most necessary is probably an accurate method of assessing 

the street light issue in Watson Lake. 

Mr. Hassard: I understand where you are coming from 

on that. We will leave that one for now. 

I have a question regarding the tender for purchase of 

motor graders. The tender was closed and the tender 

management system says that there were no successful 

bidders, so it is being retendered. Has there been any 

substantial change in the tender from the original one? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I can reassure the member that there 

are no significant changes in the specs. There were just no 

compliant bids for that tender. 

Mr. Hassard: On the forecast section of the tender 

management system, there is a proposed tender for the new 

Supreme Court Judge’s office scheduled to be tendered 

tomorrow with a starting date of December 19 and completion 

date of March 20, 2018. I’m curious if the minister can 

confirm with this House if this is on schedule as planned. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am going to beg the indulgence of 

the member opposite. We will have to get back to him with 

more information on this one. 

Chair: Would members like to take a brief recess?  

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes.  

 

Recess  

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is Vote 55, Department 

of Highways and Public Works, in Bill No. 203, entitled 

Second Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

 

Mr. Hassard: The next question I had was regarding 

the Aishihik Road. There were a couple of bridges being 

replaced this year. There have been a few jobs on that road 

over the last few years. Traditionally, they have gone out to 

tender and they have been on the tender management system. 

This year, it appears that the money was given directly to 

the Champagne and Aishihik First Nations, which then gave 

the work to a construction company that’s part of their 

development corporation. Actually, I think they ended up 

hiring someone to do the actual bridge work because they had 

no bridge experience. 

I’m curious as to if the minister could provide us with 

some information as to why this job was undertaken this way, 

and we’ll go from there. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Aishihik bridges — the bridges that 

were replaced were on an unmaintained section of the 

Aishihik Road. Discussion has been ongoing with the 

Champagne and Aishihik First Nations for a long time now — 

a few years, anyway — on how to deal with these bridges. 

This year we reached an arrangement with the Champagne 

and Aishihik First Nations to get the job done, to replace these 

bridges. We had a transfer payment agreement with the First 

Nation. They hired a contractor to do the work. The contractor 

hired a bridge engineer. We inspected the bridges and made 

sure they were up to snuff. They did pass the inspection, and 

the bridges are now in place and available for use on that 

unmaintained stretch of road. 

Mr. Hassard: Would the minister be able to provide us 

with a dollar amount for that transfer? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I actually can, Mr. Chair. The total 

the cost to the Yukon government for the bridges and 

installation was $358,000 and $80,000 to install the bridges, 

and the total investment was $438,000. 

Mr. Hassard: Would the minister be able to inform this 

House if that was within the budget that was forecasted by the 

department before the work proceeded? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I have been informed that it was 

within the budget. 

Mr. Hassard: I’m curious — does the minister foresee 

this type of non-tendering, I guess we’ll call it, in the future on 

any projects? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This was a unique situation, I have 

to say. We had an unmaintained stretch of road that was used 

a lot by a local First Nation. So we had years of effort trying 

to get this job done, and we managed to reach an agreement 

with the First Nation that was acceptable to both sides and we 

got the bridges installed. It is a unique situation, so it’s hard to 

say if we would ever use it again but, if the conditions were 

right, we might use a similar approach in the future. 

Mr. Hassard: It is my understanding that the Highways 

and Public Works sign shop is currently purchasing some 

more equipment. 

If I am to understand correctly, this equipment will allow 

them to do bigger jobs and bigger signs. I’m curious — once 

the sign shop purchases this equipment, will they then be 

doing these larger jobs in-house? Will the local sign 

manufacturers or companies that have traditionally bid on this 

work for the government — will there no longer be any 

tenders for them to bid on? 



November 16, 2017 HANSARD 1691 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We are replacing equipment at the 

sign shop — equipment that already exists but is broken. We 

don’t expect this will change the work the sign shop does in 

any reasonable way. 

Mr. Hassard: I’m happy to hear that because I have a 

question about the Queen’s Printer then. We have heard 

through the grapevine that the Queen’s Printer has 

successfully given prices to at least one consumer — I guess 

we will call them — and has actually done a job for that 

consumer. I’m curious if Queen’s Printer — are they now in 

business? Will they be bidding on private sector jobs? Will 

they be competing with local companies that are in the 

printing industry here in the Yukon? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: If I could beg the member’s 

indulgence, I will get more information for him. It is not our 

understanding that the Queen’s Printer is now competing 

against private sector companies, but I do need more 

information, so I will endeavour to get that for the member 

opposite. 

Mr. Hassard: Let’s go to the Public Airports Act for a 

few minutes.  

I’m curious as to if the minister could tell us if the draft 

regulations on the Public Airports Act are available for 

consultation yet. If it is in fact out for consultation, how long 

the consultation period will be? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question on an issue that is near and dear to my heart and I 

really love. 

The member opposite knows that the Public Airports Act 

is still before the House. The forensic analysis the members 

opposite have given this piece of legislation still isn’t done.  

It is still before this House, and once it passes — if it 

passes — then we will be able to tell whether or not we can do 

the regulations. But it would not make sense to go with draft 

regulations before we actually have an act. So once that act 

passes this House and makes it through the heavy scrutiny of 

the members opposite, then I would be more than happy to 

start on the regulatory process, but at this point, I cannot do 

so. 

Mr. Hassard: We asked during the Public Airports Act 

debate if the minister would consider pausing the work on the 

system review — the 2040 plan. We asked if he would 

consider pausing that until after the regulations were consulted 

on and he said he would consider it. I am just curious if he has 

considered it and if he has determined whether he will follow 

that course of action yet or not. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The 2040 plan has come up in 

discussions with the aviation industry over the last eight 

months. It has come up in my conversations with stakeholders 

at the airport. I would say to the member opposite that nothing 

has changed. It is still under consideration — about the 

process going forward. The 2040 plan is not finalized, but I 

will say that this is a planning document.  

I think it is important to note that this document is a way 

to lay out a vision for the airport going forward — a way that 

lays out what land is available. I know that is an issue to many 

aviation companies at the Whitehorse International Airport. 

They want access to land, and we want that land to be made 

available in a consistent, transparent and thoughtful manner. 

For years now, the airport has been governed with no 

rules, and that has led to some issues. We had to start planning 

our international airport and the scarce land and other scarce 

land up at that site — the 2040 document is one piece of that 

puzzle. It’s an important piece. 

I can’t give the member opposite a definitive answer right 

now. I’m looking into this and seeing how we can balance the 

needs for a land use plan, which is something that is important 

and the Leader of the Third Party referenced it today in regard 

to land use planning. We feel it’s important too, so we need to 

consider that — rather than a willy-nilly, one-off approach — 

with the need to get land out to the industry that is clamouring 

for it in order to expand and to do their operations. 

There’s a lot at play here, Mr. Chair. I’m delving into this 

subject to see how we can meet the needs of industry and plan 

and execute on the airport in a reasonable and thoughtful 

manner. 

Mr. Hassard: I have spoken with one industry rep who 

was curious about having the airstrip moved or the location 

changed near Eagle Plains. I’m curious as to if that’s 

something that the minister has heard about and — if he has or 

hasn’t, I guess — if he would consider including it in the 

system review for consultation. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for 

that. I have actually spoken to an individual myself about this 

project. I will tell the member opposite that it’s not in our 

sights at the moment to do this, but I have heard the case made 

on this plan and some of the benefits and some of the issues. 

Airports are not cheap; they are expensive pieces of 

infrastructure and require a lot of planning. 

In the act that’s currently before the House, there is a 

mandatory airport advisory committee, and we would hope 

that such a committee, were the legislation to pass this House, 

would actually be able to provide some information to us 

about such things as establishing a new airport at Eagle Plains, 

or any number of things. That is one of the benefits this act 

will bring to the territory and to this government and future 

governments. 

The system review, though, is finished. It has wrapped up 

and it is separate. It is a different beast than the 2040 

document that the member referenced earlier. So just a point 

of clarity on that — they are two separate processes. One has 

wrapped up and the other one has not. 

Mr. Hassard: Just a couple more things on airports — 

the minister has spoken about not closing any airports, so I am 

just curious. Can we get on record that the minister has 

confirmed or will confirm that none of the airports, airstrips or 

aerodromes will be closed in the Yukon? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Yes, I can confirm that. There are 

no plans to close any airstrips in the territory. 

Mr. Hassard: I appreciate that from the minister. The 

Mayo Airport — we have heard talk of Air North and Alkan 

Air both talking about the possibility of scheduled flights into 

Mayo. I’m curious if the minister could inform this House if 

the airport is up to standard and ready for the possibility of 
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increased use and also if the government would be 

considering doing any upgrades and expansion to the waiting 

area in the Mayo Airport? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m sure members opposite will 

know that the Yukon government did obtain a two-year 

exemption to allow a test of the Mayo Airport a few years 

ago. That exemption expired with no use, so we have been 

approached by Air North for — no pun intended — another 

pilot project. The last one didn’t go. They approached us again 

and said they would like us to allow them to do this scheduled 

flight into Mayo. We’re prepared to look at that and to work 

with Air North on a pilot project that would require us to get 

another exemption, and we have started discussions with 

Transport Canada to do that. That’s where we are. 

As far as improving the Mayo Airport and aerodrome, the 

test would actually then ascertain — we won’t do any work 

until we actually see what the results of a pilot project, if one 

were to be executed, would actually show us about whether 

it’s viable or anything else. That would be part of the process. 

Certifying an airport for scheduled service requires a 

whole new level of Transport Canada oversight, so we would 

have to look at the total package before we did that as 

Transport Canada brings in a whole new set of rules when you 

actually have scheduled flights going into an airport. That 

would have to be part of this whole pilot project assessment. 

Mr. Hassard: It’s my understanding that the pilot 

project would be with Air North flying in there. However, if 

Alkan — which, I believe, has partnered up with the 

development corporation of NND — started flying a 

scheduled service in and out of Mayo, why would upgrades to 

the waiting area only rely on what Air North was doing? 

Would it not seem that, if Alkan was doing regularly 

scheduled flights into Mayo, it might indicate or maybe 

precipitate the government to do some upgrades to the holding 

area or the waiting area? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The exemption — should we 

actually seek and obtain one — would apply to any carrier 

flying scheduled services into the Mayo Airport. We have 

been dealing with Air North because Air North has 

approached us with a request to help them do scheduled 

service into Mayo.  

Alkan Air — to this point, we have not had any formal 

requests from that air carrier to do scheduled flights. If they 

want to do that, they should approach us. We would be more 

than happy to hear what their plans are. 

Mr. Hassard: I appreciate that from the minister.  

A question regarding towing — I understand that 

recently, a memo has been circulated by one of the MLA for 

Copperbelt South’s constituents. This memo has highlighted 

concerns regarding the impact of government policy on the 

future of a competitive and reliable towing industry here in the 

Yukon. Understanding that many departments have shown 

support in regard to this memo, I am curious if there are any 

plans to actively pursue options to improve the current 

situation? If so, would the minister be able to shed some light 

on that situation for the House today? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We have met with the business 

person in question. I had a really great conversation with her 

in my office. I have been working with the member opposite 

on his constituent’s case. For me, it is troubling. There are 

some really substantial issues there and I am working very 

closely with the Minister of Justice and the Minister for 

Economic Development on this file. We are trying to come up 

with a solution for the issues that the company — that 

business person — has brought to our attention. It is an active 

file and something that my colleagues and I want to solve. 

Mr. Hassard: In regard to seasonally dependent 

contracts that are to be tendered by March 31, 2018, there 

doesn’t appear to be very much in the works for vertical 

infrastructure for the next building season. We have not seen 

many design projects in the budget for this year either. Can 

the minister tell us, outside of the projects done through 

Community Services, how many buildings will be shovel-

ready for next year? Will the tenders for those projects be in 

place by March 31? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We have not announced our 

seasonably dependent contracts for 2018. We have committed 

to getting that list for the contractors by March 31, 2018, and 

we fully intend to have a list of seasonally dependent contracts 

assembled before March 31, 2018. 

Mr. Hassard: The other part of that question was about 

the design. I am assuming that they are not announcing 

projects for next year, obviously, but there must be some 

buildings being designed so that they have projects to 

announce for the next construction season. Could the minister 

give us an update on what there are for projected designs? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for his 

interest and his diligence on this matter. I have been informed 

by the department that we’re working on the designs and 

when March 31, 2018 comes around, there will be much more 

clarity about what projects are coming forward. 

Mr. Hassard: I guess we’re not going to get an answer 

on that one. 

We’ve seen that the Government of Canada will be 

providing funding for community space in the new 

francophone high school. I’m wondering if the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works could possibly provide us with a 

copy of the functional plan for the new proposed school. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m going to take that question 

under advisement. I’ll endeavour to look into it and see if the 

government releases functional plans. We’re not entirely sure 

how accurate they will be in the end. I’ll look into it and, if I 

can and if it’s something that we have — I’m a big fan of 

getting information for the members opposite and for the 

public, so I’ll look into that and if I can release it, I will. 

Mr. Hassard: I’m curious as to if the minister could 

give us any updates on if there are other land options being 

discussed, given the uncertainty around the proposed site. If 

so, has soil testing been done on any of the land identified for 

the school? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I want to assure the members 

opposite that when this caucus learned of the environmental 

contamination at this site — I think I had a pit in the bottom of 
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my stomach. There’s no two ways about it. We had a project 

that was ongoing and we had made some decisions, and then 

to find this other hurdle we had to cross — it was deeply 

upsetting to me and my caucus colleagues. 

We are dealing with that environmental contamination. 

We have done the initial testing, but my understanding is that 

there’s a little bit more to do on that site, perhaps in 

December, to make sure the remediation has actually worked. 

That work is ongoing. As far as testing other sites, no, we 

have not yet done that. We are still hopeful that this site is 

going to be usable and will be suitable for this new school. 

We are hopeful, but we have not yet done any testing on other 

sites. 

Mr. Hassard: I’m curious if the minister could update 

us on when the criteria will be finished for the 10 $1-million-

per-year projects that can be directly awarded or tendered to 

only Yukon companies, as per the Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m very glad the member opposite 

has asked this question. We have been working very hard on 

this file for what seems like a long time now. It has only been 

a year, but we have been working on this file — what to do 

with this.  

We have done scans of the other jurisdictions to see how 

they handle their exemptions and we have found a vacuum of 

approaches. There are very few jurisdictions actually using 

these exemptions that are allowed under the Canadian Free 

Trade Agreement. They are not entitled to be used by every 

jurisdiction. I believe the number is eight in the country. They 

are allowed to use these 10 $1-million exemptions, and very 

few jurisdictions in the country have actually employed them. 

The rules that other jurisdictions have put into place to use 

them are really not there. In some ways we are a little bit 

ahead of the curve or at least in line with the other 

jurisdictions in starting to use these exemptions. 

So what they mean is that Yukon has specific tailored 

powers for increasing local employment, supporting small 

firms and developing our rural economy. We are still 

developing this process to identify and select projects that 

may be eligible to ensure that we’re choosing to spend 

strategically where we will have the greatest effect and 

maximize economic benefits for Yukoners. You have to 

understand that we want to make sure that when we actually 

do employ these contracts — and, as I have said, these aren’t 

used in other jurisdictions. In some ways, we are trailblazing 

here. We want to develop a process so that when we actually 

employ them, it’s done fairly and we get the maximum 

benefit. We don’t want to employ one of these exemptions on 

a $350,000 contract and then find one later on that might be 

better, so we have to find a way of maximizing the yield and 

making sure that all departments have access and that we 

employ them well. 

We will be working on specific details over the next few 

weeks and months to determine how eligible projects will be 

chosen so Yukon gets maximum value. We expect to have a 

working document on this sometime in the next few months 

that aligns with our five-year capital plan.  

The department staff have been working very hard on this 

file, doing a lot of legwork to find out how best to do it. I 

know these exemptions have not been used often in this 

jurisdiction — very rarely — and so we’re just looking at how 

to do it properly and efficiently. 

Mr. Hassard: I would think that the reason they 

haven’t been done before is because they didn’t actually come 

into effect until July 1 of this year. They couldn’t have been 

done before.  

Will the minister confirm for the House today that there 

won’t be any projects for this fiscal year then? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m going to ask the member 

opposite to please repeat the question. I missed it. I’m sorry 

about that. 

Mr. Hassard: Will there be no jobs under this 

exemption for this fiscal year? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I would say that, at this stage — we 

have about five months left, roughly, in the fiscal year, give or 

take. It’s fairly late in the season. The Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement came into effect in June so I think it is unlikely 

that we’ll use them but I have asked the department. We’re 

looking at what can be done but, more than likely, it will be 

for next fiscal year before we start to use these exemptions. 

Ms. Hanson: Just to follow up on that, I attended the 

chamber of commerce breakfast meeting the other day on the 

Canadian Free Trade Agreement. I think that it would be fair 

to say that many local businesses that attended that meeting 

were both pleased to see these 10 $1-million exemptions and 

would have every expectation that the Yukon government 

would be making every attempt to exercise that ability 

because of the time-limited nature of it. It seems to me that a 

government the size of Yukon should have the nimbleness — 

we heard that word being used by government members 

earlier today — to be able to actually take advantage of these 

exemptions. 

Perhaps I misheard the minister when he said that there 

won’t be any of these contracts of $1 million or less issued 

between now and the end of this fiscal year. Does that mean 

he won’t entertain any, or what? I just saw one go flying 

through today for a tender for $1 million for one month under 

the Public Service Commission, which I forwarded to the 

minister today. I was very curious about that. It seems to me 

that $1-million contracts do get tendered on a regular basis.  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the Leader of the Third 

Party for wading into this. I know that there is a lot of 

anticipation about these 10 $1-million contracts. They are a 

component of the trade agreement that just came into effect. 

As I’ve said, a number of jurisdictions in this country are 

starting to look at them. Very few — none, in fact, that we can 

find — have any really good rules or methods of disbursing 

this money in a fair and equitable way or in a reasonable way. 

We are looking at that. I have a department that is 

weighing its options and looking at this. If we can, I would 

love to get this money out the door and be able to do it, but I 

want to make sure it’s done properly and with some planning. 

The member opposite knows about land use planning and 

planning. Planning is important — not doing these things in a 
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way that creates inequities, such as you just give it to one 

company one year and then the rules actually come into play, 

and then a company applies next year and says: “Hey, why?” 

We’re going to do this in a thought-out, thoughtful manner. 

We’re going to do it methodically and make sure we have a 

system in place that’s fair to everybody, that the department 

and this government understands, and that’s transparent and 

open and well-thought-out. 

That’s how we’re going to do it. I have absolute 

confidence in the department to do that work. They’re doing it 

now. We’re one of the first jurisdictions in the country to do 

that work and, when it’s done, we’ll let this House know. 

Ms. Hanson: I had no intention of going there, but I 

can’t understand. The Government of Yukon mandated a 

negotiator — a negotiating team — people to represent the 

Government of Yukon. This government — not the past 

government, this government — gave that mandate, so surely 

to goodness you would expect that you would have a mandate 

that said we anticipate success. 

When we ask for this, if we ask for 10 exemptions of 

$1 million for two years, we anticipate being able to use it, 

because that’s the reason we’re asking for the exemption. 

Now to tell the House, how many months later, that we’re not 

going to use that mandate — what the heck did we send the 

negotiator — at great expense — to the table for? What was 

the purpose of this exemption, Mr. Chair?  

I don’t understand how the minister can say, having 

achieved this, that there was no purpose to asking for it. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: The Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement involved all jurisdictions in the country, and eight 

of them actually got these exemptions — eight of them did — 

including the Yukon, eight of them, with these exemptions. 

None of those jurisdictions have any concrete plans or criteria 

in place at this time. We’re all starting that work.  

It is great that we got it. It is great that these processes are 

in place, but on the procurement side, we don’t have any rules 

yet to disperse them. I am looking at ways of getting this 

money out the door as soon as possible, but I’m not going to 

do it in some sort of haphazard, here you go, Joey, here’s 

your million-dollar contract this year, without having a proper 

process and rules in place. 

That is the process that we are going to employ and, with 

any luck, that work will allow some disbursements this year. 

This is something that goes on every year. It is an annual 

program. We have $10 million next year as well. By that time 

we should have some rigour — some process — in place, 

which I know the member opposite can appreciate, which will 

allow us to distribute this money in a fair and equitable way 

that has some rigour to it. 

Ms. Hanson: I am not going to waste my time on this. 

It is clear that the minister does not understand the provisions 

of the agreement that was negotiated on behalf of this 

government. It is unfortunate that this is the truth. You have 

provisions right now. You already have procurement 

processes. You have an exception for how you can spend on a 

local manner that $1 million, 10 times over. Surely to 

goodness, you have a number of these contracts already at 

play — tenders that are out there that might help them and 

might expedite it.  

But I am not going to waste my time on this because we 

will come back to it, and I anticipate that this will be a very 

interesting conversation come the next budget year when there 

are still no procurement guidelines for this exemption and you 

have wasted a whole year — holy cow. Local businesses in 

this town will be just shaking their heads. I am sure that the 

chamber of commerce, which put on that breakfast the other 

morning, will be going: “Huh? Did the minister not take the 

briefing?” 

What I want to go back to was that at the outset of the 

conversation, the only amount that is in the supplementary 

budget is the amount for the Yukon Resource Gateway 

project. I want to ask the minister if he is familiar with chapter 

11 of the Umbrella Final Agreement — not of NAFTA 

because there could be that confusion too. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Yes, I have some familiarity with 

chapter 11. 

Ms. Hanson: So he is familiar with it being land use 

planning. I am wondering how the minister and this 

government jives proceeding with developing and doing the 

design work and, as he said at one point, that this Resource 

Gateway project — and outlined the hundreds of millions of 

dollars that will be contributed by the federal government, 

Yukon government and industry — that it will have a major 

impact on Yukon’s economy.  

I am wondering how he thinks that proceeding with this 

— and I understand the requirements for YESAA and all of 

that, but one of the things that the Yukon government has 

agreed to with Yukon First Nations is to complete land use 

plans. Chapter 11 says in 11.1.1.2 that land use plans are: “to 

minimize actual or potential land use conflicts both within 

Settlement Land and Non-Settlement Land…” Also, it goes 

on to say that the land use plans will “be linked to all other 

land and water planning and management processes 

established by Government and Yukon First Nations 

minimizing… any overlap or redundancy…”  

I am wondering: If you proceed in advance of land use 

plans before you know what is appropriate, before you know 

what values those lands hold for all stakeholders, all 

governments, all interests and maintaining the objectives of 

both the land use planning chapter, the water chapter and 

other chapters throughout this agreement, how do you do that 

and still maintain the integrity of the agreement and 

particularly chapter 11? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question on land use planning. Land use planning — you're 

not going to get an argument from me. I think land use 

planning is a very important process for the territory — 

absolutely.  

Unfortunately, as the member opposite knows, the whole 

process was derailed by the former government’s decision on 

the Peel watershed. That issue is before the courts, but they 

clearly didn’t follow chapter 11. That is why we are in court. 

That is why this whole thing has gone on and why we now 

have years of lost time on land use planning in this territory, 
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and it is held up until the Supreme Court rules on the Peel 

watershed decision. It is a heartache and this government is 

working very hard to restore the confidence and restore 

certainty to the territory so that businesses have some 

certainty — have some reassurance — that they can do work 

in the territory without facing lawsuits and all sorts of other 

impediments to business.  

We know that has hamstrung our economy in some ways 

over the last several years, because business lost confidence in 

their ability to actually do work in the territory in the wake of 

the Peel decision. We have worked very hard and continue to 

work hard on that file to make sure that we work very closely 

with our First Nation government partners in managing this 

territory’s resources. 

The land use planning issue in the Klondike and other 

places is going to be a massive task and there is no money and 

we have all sorts of things we have to deal with to get that 

process restarted in a responsible way. I know that this caucus 

is interested in that process and wants to make sure that we do 

proper planning. So, that is us on planning. We are waiting for 

the Peel watershed decision and, once that comes down 

clarifying the mistakes of the past, we will be able to move 

forward. 

I am really happy to see the member opposite advocating 

planning in advance of action. I think that is an important 

thing to do. It’s important in procurement. It’s important in 

land use planning as well, so that is what we are going to do. 

That is where I am coming from and I am happy to do that 

work. 

However, we are working with our First Nation partners 

on the Gateway project. We are working very closely with 

them. As a matter of fact, they have signing authorities, if you 

will. They have to believe that these projects are in their best 

interests before we proceed with them. They have a veto, they 

have a say over these projects and if they deem it in their 

interests, they will proceed, and if they say it is not in their 

interests, they will not. 

As far as the projects themselves go, these are existing 

roads. These are not new roads. These are existing roads that 

we’re working on. Once the First Nations sign off and say yes, 

these roads should get the upgrades that Ottawa and the 

Yukon government and the corporations are willing to invest 

in, then they’ll proceed if they pass YESAA and if the 

corporations are actually going ahead with their projects and 

all the other hurdles inherent in this project. 

The very first hurdle is making sure the First Nations sign 

on to that. Once they do, then they will proceed and then we’ll 

go through. With any luck, Mr. Chair, we will have land use 

plans starting in the near future. I know those are important 

for the territory, but we have to wait for the Peel watershed 

decision first. 

Ms. Hanson: I don’t take comfort in that answer and I 

will be looking in future discussions at risk management 

processes the government has taken with respect to this. I do 

not understand how the minister can suggest that the 

government is only working on existing roads, and then 

suggests that we’re spending in excess of a quarter-billion 

dollars to do so — makes no sense. 

Mr. Chair, simple questions now: How about light 

standards? The Chair represents the Mayo-Tatchun riding. 

The previous Member for Mayo-Tatchun asked the question 

for five years in a row: When will safe street lighting — light 

standards — be installed at Stewart Crossing? It’s a very 

simple question, but it is a matter of safety. Numerous letters 

have been filed in this Legislature.  

Can the minister just give assurances to the citizens of 

Mayo-Tatchun that this will happen — and when? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We discussed street lighting in this 

House earlier today. I’ve mentioned the warrants. We look, on 

an annual basis, at what areas we apply the criteria to triage 

the most pressing areas for street lighting in this territory. It 

goes through a budget process. The Cabinet will make a 

decision going forward as to where it fits in our budget 

priorities. 

We have a ferocious advocate for the constituency of 

Mayo-Tatchun in our caucus, and he often brings issues to my 

attention. I’m sure I will endeavour to talk with him about this 

issue in the near future. 

Ms. Hanson: How much does a light standard cost? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: It depends on where the light is 

being installed. On a street corner in Whitehorse, it is one 

cost, and on a street corner up in Mayo or Pelly Crossing, it’s 

a different cost — but ballpark, I have been informed by my 

official, it is somewhere about $50,000 a light. 

Ms. Hanson: What’s the signing authority of the 

deputy minister? What’s the signing authority of the minister? 

Does it really require Cabinet approval to get a $50,000 light 

standard? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m really not sure what the 

member opposite is suggesting. It is part of the budget process 

— $50,000 is $50,000, whether you have signing authority or 

not. It still has to be budgeted; it’s still part of the costs of this 

government.  

This government — we’ve made no bones about it. The 

Financial Advisory Panel has talked to us about the spending 

practices of the past — $1.50 out for every new dollar in. Yes, 

we’re watching our pennies. I’m not suggesting that the needs 

of these light standards are not — I don’t know where they sit 

in the queue. I will talk to my colleague about that. I will talk 

about it in our budget discussions coming up. But I’m shocked 

if the member opposite is saying that $50,000 here, $50,000 

there — you just sign it off. It doesn’t work that way; it has to 

be within a budget. The budget has to be approved and we 

have to think about how we’re spending the money in the 

territory.  

Everybody wants light standards, and this and that. What 

happens when you do that is you end up spending $1.50 for 

every new dollar you take in. This government isn’t doing 

that. We’re going to have some strong financial management. 

We’re going to put some rigor into this whole process and 

make sure that we get the most benefit for the dollars that 

we’re taking into this territory. That’s what we’ve promised to 

do and that’s what we’re going to do.  
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Ms. Hanson: That’s an unfortunate misunderstanding 

of the budgeting process, the envelopes and the flexibility that 

the minister has when he has the mandate and the various 

votes that he could be working within. I won’t go there. 

My colleague from the Official Opposition had raised 

questions about the highway corridor. I want to come back 

specifically to the issue that we did raise, and that he alluded 

to, with respect to the crossing adjacent to the airport.  

The minister mentioned that he had spoken with the 

Hillcrest Community Association. As he knows, prior to being 

a resident in downtown Whitehorse, I had been on the 

Hillcrest Community Association for many, many, many 

years and had been part of the community efforts to try to get 

safe crossings — even before the current improved trail 

systems around the airport and that.  

In addition to the Hillcrest Community Association 

pressing for it this morning, the Downtown Residents 

Association sent a letter to the Minister for Highways and 

Public Works reiterating their concerns about the current — 

and I’m quoting here — crossing at the end of the paved 

escarpment path by the airport entrance being poorly lit and 

confusing for drivers and pedestrians alike, as drivers turn left 

and right from either side of the highway. 

My question to the minister is — he has identified the 

corner going up to the corner of the Alaska Highway and 

north Klondike Highway. It is sort of on the books for 2018, 

and Robert Service Way for 2019. Does the minister not have 

any ability to plan for interim safety requirements to mitigate 

threats to pedestrians and cyclists? He talked about the fact 

that Valleyview and others — the Hillcrest area actually 

serves as a feeder for bicyclists and walkers coming down 

from Granger, including, at times, Copper Ridge, which seems 

strange to me, but people do take that because of the fire road 

that’s between Granger and Hillcrest Drive. Is there no 

flexibility within the minister’s thinking and/or budget to try 

to respond to the interim safety before the comprehensive plan 

for that stretch of the highway is completed? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for her 

remarks on this. We do have the flexibility, of course, to do 

that type of thing but, again, there’s money. It costs money. 

How many people cross at that section of the fire road? The 

member opposite says it’s strange that people use that fire 

road from Copper Ridge. Actually, I’m one of the strange 

people, because I use it on a regular basis when I’m biking 

into town and crossing the highway at that very site. I’m one 

of the few people who use it almost every day when I have 

time to bike to work — and I have done that for years. I’ve 

crossed the highway at 8:00 a.m. at high traffic at that stretch 

of road on a regular basis. 

I know personally what it’s like to cross the highway at 

that time in high traffic when cars are coming. Sometimes it 

takes a little bit of time. You have to be patient for that break 

in the traffic, but I do get across, and safely — so far, for six 

or seven years. 

The issue is that we don’t have really good pedestrian 

counts for that stretch. There are others, as well — Burns 

Road and other people talk about their kids crossing there. 

That’s fine, but we don’t have the evidence, the traffic counts, 

that say, yes, there are 500 kids who cross at that stretch.  

We just did the work down at south Klondike Highway, 

right at the Carcross Cut-off, and residents there were talking 

about putting an underpass in and other things. Again, the 

traffic counts — when we did that work — didn’t support the 

expense of doing that work. That is what you do when you do 

a proper planning exercise — you start to do those counts to 

actually ascertain what structures belong there. I could put an 

intersection in — $50,000-worth of lights or $100,000-worth 

of lights or three light standards and a crosswalk — you could 

probably be up to at least $75,000 and maybe $100,000 — 

and how many people are using it? 

But I do know that, when we do the work out at the north 

Klondike Highway, we’re going to do the analysis and we are 

going to talk to residents out there and people who use it, and 

they’ll say, this is how it is, and we will make those decisions 

with proper planning. I know that the member opposite is in 

favour of planning, and I am in favour of it too. I’m going to 

do that work. When people bring safety concerns to us, we 

evaluate and take them seriously and we will continue to do 

that.  

Yes — discretion — if we do have major safety concerns 

in an area, then we do have the discretion to act, but that 

action does come at a cost. We have to make sure we’re 

getting the best use of the money that this territory is given, so 

that takes some planning and some facts. Anecdotal evidence 

does not often lead to good decisions, so we want to make 

sure we make the best decisions based on the facts that we 

collect. I am fully in favour of that and planning properly and 

that is what this government is going to do. 

Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

Ms. Hanson: I take it then that the minister will ignore 

the years of requests from various community associations, 

ignore the potential and the opportunity to encourage people 

not using fossil fuel cars to get to work, not listen to or look at 

the opportunities to mitigate potential dangers and suggest that 

really, what it takes to get action, is to have an accident. What 

he said earlier was that the response on the north Klondike 

Highway — because it is not the first time they did some not 

very exciting or very effective work at that corner — just this 

last year. Now we are prepared to spend big bucks out there 

because there has been rollover of a vehicle. I don’t think that 

is what we want to be saying to citizens — that we look 

forward — as a way to encourage the multi-use of our trails 

and getting people to get into downtown Whitehorse without 

having to bring vehicles down here.  

Last spring, I raised some questions with respect to the 

airport. I am not going to ask a question about the airport act. I 

am going to ask the minister to explain why, when I asked 

him last year on May 30 and raised the questions and concerns 

that we have with respect — not my concerns, but concerns 

that have been expressed to us — about the sidewalks in front 

of the airport — from the parking lot to the terminal — 

cracking and heaving. The minister said that he discussed it 

with his colleagues in the budget and cracks are fixed as a 

measure of routine maintenance.  
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Well, Mr. Chair, the routine maintenance — the fixing — 

has been to paint the cracks. That does not help somebody in a 

wheelchair. It doesn’t help somebody who is mobility 

impaired. Can the minister please tell this House what actual 

mitigation will be done to repair that, to bring them up to 

standards? The Yukon has obligations under the UN 

Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and I 

think that, just like all other conventions, I would expect this 

government to take that seriously. 

Can the minister tell this House, beyond painting the 

cracks — where now you cannot see the cracks, because of 

the snow, or you can’t see the paint when the snow covers it, 

but you can certainly feel the bumps, and you could trip on 

them if you were mobility impaired.  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m more than happy to address this 

issue. The cracks at the airport sidewalk are a symptom of a 

problem. The cracks are happening for a reason. We can fill 

the cracks and they will just crack again. We are actually now 

looking at this and trying to ascertain why we are getting 

cracks in our sidewalk. That’s a relatively new construction, 

so we have employed some engineers to actually assess — 

you can treat a symptom or you can actually fix the problem 

— and we’re getting some engineering work to see why we’re 

getting the cracking, and then we will work to fix that 

problem.  

I understand the frustration, the dangers and some of the 

impediments that the cracks may pose to those who are 

mobility impaired.  

I certainly don’t want that to continue. We’re looking at 

that right now to try to fix the problem and not treat the 

symptom of the problem. That’s the short answer. 

Being that it’s 5:25 p.m., Mr. Chair, I move that you 

report progress. 

Chair: With the minister’s indulgence, I would like to 

allow one more question. 

Ms. Hanson: Highways and Public Works has the 

responsibility for the maintenance of government buildings. 

We’ve asked questions prior about some aspects of that. Can 

the minister tell this House, with respect to emergency 

lighting, what testing standards are required for the devices for 

emergency lights in all Yukon buildings — not just the 

schools? How often are they tested? He may wish to send this 

in a legislative return. How often are they tested and to what 

standards are they tested?  

If the minister could report on what qualifications the 

persons doing the testing have — and this is where it links 

back to the Auditor General’s report earlier this year. Does the 

department maintain records of tests being done on emergency 

lighting in all Yukon government buildings? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I will endeavour to get an answer 

back to the member opposite on those several questions that 

she posed to me this afternoon. 

Being that it is now 5:27 p.m., I move that the Chair 

report progress. 

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Mostyn 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. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18, 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. Monday. 

 

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 
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Speaker: I will now call the House to order. 

We will proceed at this time with prayers. 

 

Prayers 

In recognition of National Child Day 

Speaker: Welcome to all visitors in the gallery today. 

Today is National Child Day. This is a day that marks the 

anniversary of United Nations Convention on the Rights of the 

Child. The convention is a treaty that is important to children 

all over the world. It was approved by the General Assembly 

of the United Nations in 1989 and ratified by Canada in 1991.  

National Child Day is celebrated to recognize that 

children have unique fundamental human rights. The 

convention bears in mind that children need specific 

safeguards and care due to their level of physical and mental 

maturity. The convention asserts that children’s rights are 

human rights that have special considerations for the 

developmental needs of young people as well as the 

responsibilities of adults to provide support, care and dignity 

for children. 

The rights of children are clearly laid out in the 

convention, and National Child Day has been celebrated since 

1993 as an opportunity to educate all about those rights. 

As an independent office of this Legislative Assembly, 

guided by the Yukon Child and Youth Advocate Act, the Child 

and Youth Advocate was created to support children and 

youth in accessing their rights and having their voices heard 

within Yukon government programs and services. The Child 

and Youth Advocate Office is directed by the Child and Youth 

Advocate Act to — and I quote: “… take into account the 

provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of 

the Child…” in carrying out its functions and duties. The 

office therefore works with young people to help them learn 

about their rights while promoting these rights for all of 

Yukon’s children and youth. 

As part of this work, the Child and Youth Advocate has 

partnered with the Jays Care Foundation, and has been 

developing a youth-led project focusing on article 12 of the 

convention — the right to youth participation; article 30 — 

the right to culture; as well as article 31 — the right to play. 

Eleven- and 12-year-old indigenous youth advisors have 

developed this project and are working with the Jays Care 

Foundation and the Child and Youth Advocate Office to 

develop youth-led programs throughout the Yukon.  

The Child and Youth Advocate Office is also 

participating in a national day of broadcast, which is also 

being hosted on National Child Day. This project is a 

partnership with child and youth advocate offices across 

Canada and the National Campus and Community Radio 

Association through Ryerson University. The voices and 

stories of young people will be aired on non-profit community 

radio stations across Canada and on CHON FM in Yukon. 

They will also be featured in the Senate Chamber on 

November 22.  

Yukon children and youth participated in this project 

through volunteer interviews that focused on the United 

Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child and 

reconciliation. All interviews are being aired on CHON FM 

throughout today, including interviews with the 

Hon. Doug Phillips, Commissioner of Yukon; the 

Hon. Premier; Grand Chief of Council of Yukon First 

Nations, Peter Johnston; Bengie Clethero, the deputy child 

and youth advocate; as well as youth Billie Janine Richard. 

Today in the gallery, we have a number of people here to 

honour the National Day of the Child — and I apologize in 

advance, first of all, if I miss anyone and, secondly, if there 

are any mispronunciations. Today in the gallery we have 

Annette King, Yukon Child and Youth Advocate; 

Bengie Clethero, deputy child and youth advocate; and Annie 

Blake, administration and communication assistant for the 

Yukon Child and Youth Advocate Office. 

We also have the following youth advisors: 

Billie Janine Richard, who is a member of the Kwanlin Dün 

First Nation; Neveah Webb, a grade 8 student at Porter Creek 

Secondary School and a member of the Little Salmon 

Carmacks First Nation; Jennifer Tuton, a grade 8 student at 

Vanier Catholic Secondary School and a member of the 

Tahltan Nation; Molly Sam, a grade 7 student at Elijah Smith 

Elementary School and a member of the Kwanlin Dün First 

Nation; Madison McKenna, a grade 7 student at Jack Hulland 

Elementary School and a member of the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in 

First Nation; as well as Nigel Charlie, a grade 7 student at 

Elijah Smith Elementary School and a member of the Teslin 

Tlingit Council. 

As well, we also have three adult supporters: 

Glenna Tetlichi, education support worker for Vuntut 

Gwitchin Government; Cynthia James, community education 

support worker for the Kwanlin Dün First Nation at Elijah 

Smith Elementary School; and Lindy Dunlop, who is the 

mother of Jennifer Tuton. 

I would ask all members at this time to join me in 

welcoming these individuals and in honour of the National 

Day of the Child. 

Applause 

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order 

Paper. 

Tributes. 

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of National Housing Day 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I rise today to pay tribute to National 

Housing Day, on behalf of the Yukon Liberal caucus, which 

takes place this Wednesday, November 22. National Housing 

Day began almost 20 years ago. In 1998, the Big City 

Mayors’ Caucus of the Federation of Canadian Municipalities 

identified homelessness as a crisis in this country. Today, 

provinces and territories are working with the federal 
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government on a national housing strategy. Here in the 

Yukon, we are making sure that our communities voices are 

heard in the development of this strategy. We are working 

with our sister territories to ensure that particular challenges 

related to housing in northern Canada are reflected.  

Housing is more than roof over your head; housing is a 

cornerstone of sustainable and inclusive communities. It is 

key to a prosperous economy. 

Today, I want to pay tribute to the many people here in 

the Yukon who are working to respond to the challenges 

associated with housing. These partners come from all orders 

of government and many diverse non-governmental 

organizations. They are committed to working with us to 

address the housing needs of Yukoners all along the housing 

continuum, from emergency shelter to rental housing to home 

ownership. Working with these partners, we are building the 

housing action plan for Yukon. Through these partnerships, 

we are increasing the supply of safe, affordable housing along 

the housing continuum based on the most immediate housing 

needs in the community. 

Partnership with other agencies, governments, Yukon 

First Nations, non-governmental organizations and the private 

sector are fundamental to efforts to make sure that specific 

housing needs in communities are considered and met. On 

Wednesday, we are hosting another housing forum with our 

partners and stakeholders to discuss the national housing 

strategy, the Safe at Home plan, and local community 

projects. 

We look forward to commemorating National Housing 

Day. We look forward to continued partnerships that will lead 

to the development of affordable, sustainable and inclusive 

housing options, supporting a better quality of life for all 

Yukoners.  

I know there are many visitors here today in the gallery to 

celebrate National Housing Day. I will take the time during 

the introductions of visitors to introduce you all so I 

encourage you to please stay. Thank you.  

Applause  

 

Mr. Istchenko: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party 

Official Opposition to recognize November 22 as National 

Housing Day. There has been much work done to date and 

there is still much work to do to improve housing situations 

across the country. Homelessness remains a crisis in our 

country and we must continue to work at the territorial level to 

address the issue in our own backyard. I am proud to see all 

levels of government, First Nation organizations, and 

individuals working together with the common goal of 

providing affordable housing to those in need.  

A prime example of this collaboration was the grand 

opening of the Ta’an Kwäch’än affordable housing complex 

in Whistle Bend just a few weeks ago. Three beautiful 

housing complexes are underway — the first having opened 

this month. By early 2018, there will be 42 affordable housing 

units for Yukoners to call home. It’s a project for the 

Ta’an Kwäch’än Council, the Da Daghay Development 

Corporation and all of their partners to be proud of. More 

collaboration on more projects means more success fighting 

this national problem.  

I would like to commend all the groups working toward 

this ultimate goal of housing affordability. I look forward to 

seeing what the future brings in terms of working together on 

projects to provide safe, secure and affordable housing to all 

Yukoners.  

 

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, I rise today on behalf of the 

Yukon NDP caucus to acknowledge National Housing Day. 

National Housing Day came about in response to the dire 

situation that many Canadians found themselves in 1998. In 

response, the homelessness advocacy group, the Toronto 

Disaster Relief Committee, declared homelessness to be a 

national disaster, and a state of emergency declaration was 

released in October 1998. It was immediately endorsed by 

individuals, community agencies, faith groups, labour unions 

and various governmental entities. 

Mr. Speaker, I can look back at the tributes I have written 

and delivered on National Housing Day since 2011, and I am 

saddened to say that there continues to be increasing numbers 

of people both facing homelessness and those facing 

challenges to finding safe and affordable housing in our 

communities and across the country. Today in our country, 

3.3 million of us cannot access the housing we need at a cost 

that we can afford. An estimated 235,000 Canadians are 

experiencing homelessness each and every year. Of those, 

64,500 will be women fleeing violence who will end up in 

shelters. Homelessness should not be the consequence of a life 

without violence.  

Twenty percent of Canada’s homeless population is made 

up of young people. Thousands of them are on the streets each 

and every night. Apart from being an epic, long-term planning 

fail, what does it say about us as a society that we have made 

so many of our young people so disposable. 

What about housing as an act of reconciliation? 

Indigenous people make up four percent of the overall 

population from coast to coast to coast but, in some cities, 

indigenous people represent as much as 50 to 90 percent of 

the homeless population. It’s a homelessness epidemic. 

I would like to use numbers closer to home to reflect our 

own reality here, but until we collect data about homelessness 

in Yukon, this just is not possible. As an example, in Toronto, 

indigenous people make up 15 percent of the city’s homeless 

but only 0.5 percent of the total population. So how about we 

reconcile ourselves to changing that right away, Mr. Speaker? 

Nearly 30 years ago, the federal government walked away 

from the business of making sure that Canadians were housed. 

Only last year did they finally heed the call for a national 

housing strategy — something that experts and advocates 

have been calling for, for decades. Until that strategy is finally 

released sometime in 2018 or 2019, we are alone among the 

G20 countries in not having a national housing strategy. How 

is it possible that in a country as wealthy as Canada, 

governments are only just now deciding that we need to face 

housing and homelessness head-on?  
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The Yukon NDP believe that housing is a human right. 

We look forward to the day when homelessness is a thing of 

the past across Canada and right here in Yukon.  

In recognition of the Yukon Geoscience Trade Show 
and Forum 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Today, I rise to pay tribute to the 

Yukon Geoscience Trade Show and Forum on behalf of the 

Yukon Liberal government and the Third Party.  

The forum is celebrating its 45
th

 anniversary from 

November 18 to 21. This annual event, organized by the 

Yukon Chamber of Mines, provides an opportunity for 

geologists, miners, governments and Yukoners to get together 

to share information and make connections with others 

involved in the mineral industry. 

I would like to take this opportunity to commend Victoria 

Gold for its commitment and effort to make its Eagle Gold 

project a reality. This project sets a good example for others 

because the company worked closely with the First Nation of 

Na Cho Nyäk Dun. They both demonstrated great vision and 

cooperation in working together to develop this project. I look 

forward to an exciting and prosperous future for Victoria Gold 

and the First Nation of Na Cho Nyäk Dun — and for all 

Yukoners. I also look forward to the knowledge-sharing that 

will occur over the four days of the Geoscience Forum, 

because it will assist us in collectively moving the industry 

forward.  

On Sunday, the Yukon Geological Survey hosted a 

Yukon placer forum to share expertise that can help gold 

miners and make new discoveries, which was a fantastic event 

that I had an opportunity to attend.  

Industry experts also give presentations about 

technologies and processes that can be used to enhance placer 

mining. Mining and exploration companies frequently 

attribute their investment decisions and exploration successes 

to the information provided by government geologists. We 

hear that on the road all the time. The latest geological 

discoveries are showcased at the forum. Government 

geologists deliver talks and display posters detailing their 

research. 

Mr. Speaker, the Yukon Geological Survey also invites 

students from schools to tour the trade show and take part in 

many hands-on activities relating to mining and geology. The 

trade show floor has many exhibitors involved in Yukon’s 

mining industry and everyone is welcome to check it out. 

As well, people will be able to learn more about recent 

changes within the Department of Energy, Mines and 

Resources. The Compliance Monitoring and Inspection 

branch will have a booth on the trade show floor to explain 

their recent reorganization and answer any questions about 

their work with exploration companies and miners in the field. 

The branch’s new structure will expand the available services 

in communities and improve the delivery of services to clients 

in the field. As well, they will provide more opportunity to 

partner with First Nation resource and land staff. Supporting 

and contributing to the Geoscience Forum is just one of the 

ways the Government of Yukon demonstrates its support for 

the mineral sector. 

We support engaging with people and companies who 

live and do business in the territory. We believe that engaging 

in respectful relationships and working collaboratively with 

First Nations will increase certainty and opportunities for the 

miners operating within our jurisdiction. We also recognize 

the importance of infrastructure development to strengthen 

and grow Yukon communities and encourage economic 

success. 

In September, the federal government announced it has 

committed to contributing to the Yukon Resource Gateway 

project — an initiative to provide improved road access to 

areas with high mineral potential. We are now working with 

First Nations to develop agreements related to those 

components of the Gateway project that are within the 

respective traditional territories. 

In conclusion, I encourage Yukoners to drop in to the 

trade show at the Yukon Convention Centre between 

10:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. each day of the Geoscience Forum 

to talk with exhibitors and learn more about the mineral 

exploration and development industry in our territory. 

We will announce our many visitors here today and my 

colleague across the way will help me in that. We have lots of 

people and we will wait until introduction of visitors to 

undertake that. Thank you. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Kent: I rise on behalf of the Yukon Party Official 

Opposition to pay tribute to the 45
th

 annual Yukon Geoscience 

Forum. I would like to thank the minister for his tribute. Many 

of my colleagues and I have been taking in a number of the 

talks and events associated with the forum and we look 

forward to tonight’s awards banquet as well. 

Much of the modern success of the Yukon mining 

industry that the minister spoke about is owed to the 

geologists who were the pioneers in exploring and mapping 

our great country. I would like to take my time during the 

tribute to touch on some of the history of the Geological 

Survey of Canada. As it celebrates its 175
th

 anniversary in 

2017, the Geological Survey of Canada can lay claim to a 

unique role in the exploration and development of Canada. In 

1842 — 25 years before Confederation — it was founded by 

William E. Logan. Of course we have a very famous rock in 

Kluane National Park that bears his name. 

Mr. Logan began by assessing the mineral wealth of the 

Province of Canada and discovered an impressive range of 

mineral deposits. As Canada grew, the survey reported on all 

aspects of its natural resources. Travelling by horse, foot or 

canoe — often through uncharted wilderness — its early 

scientists mapped, described and recorded Canada’s geology. 

Indeed, they were the government’s official explorers. Their 

reports were influential. For example, they played a key role 

in recommending the route for the railways that linked Canada 

together as it expanded westward.  

The survey scientists collected rocks, minerals, fossils, 

flora, fauna, as well as photographs and artifacts of indigenous 
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peoples who they encountered in their wide-ranging travels. In 

1911, the Victoria Memorial Museum was built in Ottawa to 

house the survey and its collections. The specimens and 

artifacts collected by survey scientists are still part of the 

treasures held by many of our national museums.  

The early work of the survey laid the foundation for the 

development of Canada’s mineral and energy resources. On 

their website, there is a list of 175 objects that were selected 

from suggestions made by survey staff and alumni, including 

of course the Klondike Gold Rush and the naming of Dawson 

City after the survey’s third director, George Mercer Dawson. 

They provide a glimpse into the survey’s 175-year-long 

history and its outstanding contribution to the development of 

Canada. A big thank you to those who have contributed to 

Yukon’s and Canada’s geological database — whether it was 

those early geologists like Logan or Dawson or those 

geologists, prospectors and miners who are today standing on 

their shoulders — many of whom are taking in this year’s 

forum and hoping to realize their ultimate quest to open 

Yukon’s next mine.  

We hope all delegates at this year’s Yukon Geoscience 

Forum are coming off a successful 2017 season and we all 

wish them well for a successful 2018. Thank you.  

Applause  

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I will do my best. We have lots of 

visitors here today. I would like to welcome John McConnell 

from Victoria Gold, who I saw here today; Harlan Meade and 

Doug Ramsey from Copper North Mining Corporation; 

Vanessa Pickering and Graham Downs from ATAC are here 

with us today; Graeme Jennings and James Berry from 

Wellgreen are here as well; Clynton Nauman from Alexco is 

here as well today; Mark Aryanto and Katherine Aryanto are 

here today; as well as Henry Castillo from Agnico Eagle; and 

Will Fellars from the Klondike Placer Miners’ Association.  

Some of our staff members from Energy, Mines and 

Resources are here: Jennifer Russell; Stephen Mills, deputy 

minister; Stephen Mead; and John Fox — I still owe him 

lunch for the last time he came to visit me. John and Shawn 

Rudolph, I believe, are here today as well; Chris Donaldson 

from Casino — I think I saw him as well — and I think Peter 

Turner and Rick Karp as well from the Whitehorse and Yukon 

chambers of commerce. Dave Ramsay is here today as well, a 

former MLA in the Northwest Territories who covers some of 

the same portfolios. It has always been great to get some 

insight and some wisdom when we cross paths. I know I have 

probably missed a few people, but help me in welcoming 

them. Congratulations on the season that you just had. What 

an amazing year. Thank you.  

Applause  

 

Mr. Kent: I think the minister caught most of the folks 

in the gallery, but Brad Thrall from Alexco Resources is also 

with us; and Rob McIntyre, who wears many hats, including 

the BMC Minerals hat as well. So they have also joined us 

here today.  

Applause  

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to take this time to 

acknowledge the youth who are with us today. I just wanted to 

really, I guess, extend my appreciation for your presence, 

because it really means a lot to all of us that you are our 

future. Learning about this process is really important, so I 

want to just take that time — the Speaker had mentioned your 

names earlier, so I won’t go through that again — and I just 

want to acknowledge you.  

I wanted to also acknowledge my sister for her continued 

support. Her presence here — thank you for that.  

I want to take this time also — and I ask everyone to 

allow me to acknowledge the members who are here today to 

recognize National Housing Day. I will go through the list. If I 

misrepresent your name, please excuse me — Jillian Hardie; 

Hannah McDonald; Lars Hartling; Charlotte Hrenchuk; 

Mary Cameron; Brenda Lee Doyle; Mike Gau; Amanda Leas; 

Pamela Hine; Nelson Lepine; Carl Rumscheidt; 

Sophie Anderson; Steve Tapp; Clodie-Pascale Brasset-

Villeneuve — I apologize; I’m sure I misrepresented that 

name — Darby MacWilliam; Jen Collon; Julie Lackowicz; 

Natasha Rumsey; Ian Mackenzie; Kim Corothers; 

Dwayne MacDonald; Esther Armstrong; Jan Slipetz; 

Jack Bogaard; Hannah Zimmering; Charlotte Hrenchuk — 

Yukon Child and Youth Advocate Office — I welcome you 

all here as well.  

If I’ve missed anyone, please accept my apologies. Thank 

you.  

Applause 

 

Mr. Gallina: I would like members to help me in 

welcoming a few people in the gallery here today — a 

constituent, Conrad Tiedemann, lives in the flourishing riding 

of Porter Creek Centre; Stephen Mead, who Minister Pillai 

recognized earlier, is a long-time family friend, and our oldest 

daughters were born one day apart — I remember pacing in 

the halls of Whitehorse General Hospital with him, wide-eyed 

and running on adrenaline, getting food and drink in support 

of our wives, who were in full labour at the same time. 

Michael Tuton is an old friend and situations often see us on 

opposing teams, whether it’s hockey, baseball or the old flag 

football league. I see Michael is showing support for Canada’s 

baseball team. 

Welcome. Thank you.  

Applause 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I also just wanted to point out one 

other person who has gone unannounced up here — 

Dwayne McDonald, who worked for Kwanlin Dün health 

centre. Welcome, Dwayne.  

Applause 

 

Ms. White: I just wanted to re-highlight Mr. Jack 

Bogaard, who is in the Assembly, because it is through his 
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shared, lived experience of homelessness that there has been a 

community that has come behind to support. It’s the shared, 

lived experience and the bravery in actually telling us what it 

is like that have made such a big difference. So I just wanted 

to make sure that I put in that pitch there because, without 

your bravery and sharing those stories, it would be really easy 

to sweep some things under the rug. So thank you so much for 

being here.  

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

Returns and documents for tabling.  

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Speaker: The Chair has for tabling the Yukon Electoral 

District Boundaries Commission Interim Report, dated 

November 2017. The report is tabled pursuant to section 415 

of the Elections Act. 

Are there any further returns or documents for tabling? 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I have for tabling the Yukon 

Teachers Staff Relations Board annual report, which is tabled 

pursuant to section 103 of the Education Labour Relations 

Act. 

I also have for tabling the Yukon Public Service Labour 

Relations Board annual report, which is tabled pursuant to 

section 101 of the Public Service Labour Relations Act. 

I also have for tabling two legislative returns in response 

to questions from the Member for Lake Laberge and the 

Member for Porter Creek North regarding Aishihik bridges 

and line painting. 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Today, I have for tabling a letter to the 

Member for Watson Lake answering her question from 

November 16, 2017 regarding out-of-territory immunization 

for Yukon residents. 

 

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 urges the Government of Yukon to 

work with all levels of government to ensure a successful 

resumption of the Yukon land use planning process. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Minister of Highways and 

Public Works to ensure that the Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement exception that allows the Government of Yukon to 

reserve up to $10-million worth for local businesses is used to 

its full extent for the current fiscal year.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions? 

Is there a statement by a minister? 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Cannabis legislation framework 

Hon. Ms. McPhee:  This morning, the Minister of 

Health and Social Services and I released the Government of 

Yukon’s proposed framework for legalized cannabis in the 

Yukon. This framework will form the basis of new territorial 

legislation to regulate cannabis here in the territory.  

The proposed framework follows a public survey that our 

government conducted in August and September that solicited 

Yukoners’ views on the legalization of cannabis. With over 

3,000 respondents, the public survey on cannabis legislation 

had the highest response rate of any Government of Yukon 

survey to date. Yukoners have shown that they are interested 

in the legalization of cannabis and we appreciate them sharing 

their priorities and values with respect to cannabis.  

I would like to express our sincere thanks to all Yukoners, 

First Nation governments, municipalities and stakeholders for 

their participation in the public survey. Their participation has 

been instrumental in providing our government with the 

perspectives of Yukoners on this new initiative. Engagement 

results, along with policy, research and analysis, have allowed 

the Government of Yukon to begin the process of developing 

a new act to regulate cannabis in the territory.  

A Yukon act is being developed in the lead-up to federal 

legislation that is planned for July 2018. The Government of 

Yukon is working to ensure that our new act will reflect the 

values and priorities of Yukoners and Yukon communities. It 

will provide for legal, controlled access to cannabis that 

displaces illegal and criminal activity, and it will prioritize 

public health, safety and harm reduction with a focus on 

protecting youth from negative health effects.  

The document that our government released this morning 

outlines a proposed framework for cannabis legalization in the 

Yukon. It is important to emphasize that the proposed 

framework represents a starting point. The system is designed 

to be able to adapt as we learn more about the best approach 

for the Yukon and its people.  

Highlights from the proposed framework include: setting 

a minimum age of 19 for the possession, consumption and 

cultivation of cannabis; allowing the possession of 30 grams 

of cannabis by adults who are 19 years of age or older; 

allowing adults to grow up to four plants per household; 

providing a government-led distribution system in which the 

Government of Yukon would have the sole authority to 

import, warehouse, transport and otherwise distribute 

recreational cannabis within Yukon for commercial purposes; 

prohibiting the sale of cannabis in retail locations that sell 

alcohol; and providing for a hybrid retail model.  

Yukoners will have legal access to cannabis upon federal 

legalization next year. Our approach acknowledges the need 

for additional time to develop regulations including a 
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licensing system for private retail that will reflect Yukon’s 

interests and values. 

As we move forward to develop legislation, the 

Government of Yukon is seeking feedback on this proposed 

approach and the framework that was released today. 

Yukoners can review the framework by visiting our new 

public engagement website at engageyukon.ca, and comments 

can also be provided by e-mail to the following e-mail 

address: cannabis@gov.yk.ca. Those e-mails can be sent until 

December 20, 2017. 

 

Mr. Cathers: In rising today as Official Opposition 

Justice critic, I would like to begin by thanking everyone who 

did comment on this survey. I do think it’s important to note 

again that, with the government’s new survey format that 

allows people to comment an unlimited number of times, we 

really do not know how many people actually commented on 

this survey. 

Unfortunately, with the minister’s statement today, what 

we see here is the announcement of a framework that is very 

short on details and leaves a lot of unanswered questions. I 

think it’s important to walk through just a few of the many 

unanswered questions here today.  

We have still not seen details from the government about 

how they intend to tax or mark up these products in the 

Yukon. If the goal is to end the black market, will the tax be 

low enough to compete with prices on the black market, or 

will it simply make law enforcement’s job harder by making it 

harder to identify illegal marijuana versus legal marijuana? 

The government has not explained yet where its supply 

will come from. In saying that they will develop a 

government-led distribution system in which government has 

the sole authority to import, warehouse, transport and 

distribute recreational cannabis, the first question that comes 

to mind is: How? Unfortunately, we see very few details in the 

announcement here today. Has the government come up with 

a plan for where it will store it, how it will manage it and how 

it will distribute and transport it? What will the laws be 

around the consumption and enforcement of those laws? 

In the initial framework, the minister has indicated that it 

will be confined to private residences and property, but this 

raises other questions. For example, if you’re allowed to 

smoke marijuana in your home, are you allowed to do so with 

children present?  

The Minister of Health and Social Services says in the 

press release that the government is — and I quote: “… 

particularly concerned about cannabis use by young people. 

For that reason, we are proposing that Yukoners under the age 

of 19 will not be allowed to purchase or possess any 

cannabis.” 

So that does raise the question of what the government is 

planning to do to prevent people under the age of 19 from 

being exposed to second-hand smoke. It also raised questions 

about what steps government will take to regulate advertising 

of marijuana and whether government will undertake its own 

advertising campaigns to educate about the harms of young 

people smoking. 

There are also other outstanding questions about who will 

be enforcing this new legislation and its various aspects. Will 

it be municipalities? Will it be the RCMP? Or will it be the 

Government of Yukon by hiring potentially new inspection 

and enforcement officers? Who is going to do the buying? Is 

the government planning to hire new staff? Will the sale be 

through the Yukon Liquor Corporation or will a new Crown 

corporation potentially be established? How many more 

Yukon government employees will be required for the 

regulation and distribution of the sale of cannabis? Will the 

mandate of the Yukon Liquor Corporation or a new Crown 

corporation need to make money off of cannabis just to be 

self-sustaining or it will potentially even lose money, as we 

have heard may be the case in Alberta? 

Other jurisdictions have asked the federal government for 

more money to deal with enforcement and regulatory costs. 

Has this government? Has the government even estimated 

those costs? Another question is: Can a municipality or a 

community prohibit smoking? Can a First Nation 

government? Again, these are a few of the many unanswered 

questions for a major piece of legislation that is scheduled to 

be tabled in the spring and for a brand new regulatory system 

that is to be set up by July 1, which is only seven months 

away. 

Mr. Speaker, again, as my time grows short, I would note 

that I listed a number of these areas previously on October 18, 

but we see this as a case of rushed public policy and there are 

many important questions — including as it relates to 

impaired driving enforcement — that the government has yet 

to provide the answers that it should have. 

We look forward to a time when the government will be 

able to announce those important questions that they should 

have the answers to in announcing this program. 

 

Ms. Hanson: We welcome the minister’s statement 

today, which sets out the government’s framework for the 

legalization of cannabis. The Yukon New Democratic Party 

generally supports the government’s orientation; that is, where 

the government plays a central role in the distribution chain. 

However, there are a few areas that we would like to bring to 

the minister’s attention. 

While the control of cannabis will be overseen by the 

federal government, we want to encourage the minister and 

this government to pressure the federal government to adopt a 

robust quality control approach. We are all too familiar with 

the weaknesses of self-regulation with the tobacco industry 

and we must learn from this. 

I urge the Yukon government to advocate for strict 

quality controls by Health Canada so that pesticides, 

herbicides and other harmful chemicals don’t find their way 

into products that will be sold here in the Yukon.  

Another aspect we would draw the minister’s attention to 

is the impact of cannabis on young adults that her statement 

references. We do know that both the Canadian Medical 

Association and the Yukon Medical Association have raised 

concerns over the health impact of cannabis for people under 

the age of 25. While we understand that 19 years old is 

mailto:cannabis@gov.yk.ca
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practical and makes sense from a responsibility standpoint for 

legalization, we want to ensure that Yukon, along with our 

federal, provincial and territorial counterparts, puts in place 

measures to closely monitor the health impacts — particularly 

with respect to mental health issues that may 

disproportionately affect younger adults.  

As more detailed legislation and regulations are put in 

place, we want to caution this government about potential 

challenges down the road. The inherent contradiction of 

legalization of marijuana without decriminalization of the 

same will need to be faced squarely by this government along 

with our federal, provincial and territorial counterparts. It 

makes no sense that people will be left with criminal records 

for possession of a substance that is soon to be legal. The 

government plans to restrict recreational consumption of 

cannabis to privately owned residents. This raises many 

questions for landlords and tenants alike. The minister will 

need to strike the right balance between the rights of tenants 

and of landlords.  

People who use cannabis for medical reasons also need to 

be considered in this process. We would not want to see a 

situation where patients are not allowed to take medication 

they need because they live in a rental unit. As far as the 

eventual role that private distributors can play, we think the 

government is making a responsible choice by taking the time 

needed to develop appropriate regulations. We would 

certainly like to see local production and it makes sense that 

local producers would be able to distribute local products, but 

we would caution the minister to look at the shortcomings of 

Yukon’s off-sale system that has clearly shown its limits over 

the last few years and led to the proliferation of private liquor 

stores with little consideration for social responsibility.  

We thank the minister for her statement and we look 

forward to hearing more about this issue in the year to come.  

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I thank the members opposite for 

their thoughts on the proposed framework for legalized 

cannabis. I also appreciate the emphasis that it is a framework. 

All the questions that were asked are certainly questions that 

we’ve been asking ourselves and that the amazing team of 

people who are working on this issue have been asking 

themselves on a daily — if not daily and nightly — basis. 

They’re working very hard on these topics.  

I should mention, however, that it’s not correct that 

multiple responses were not taken into account, Mr. Speaker. 

In fact, it’s one of the first questions that the Minister of 

Health and Social Services and I asked ourselves when we 

saw that the response numbers were very high with respect to 

the survey. In fact, we are assured that those things can be 

taken into account and that individual responses in the over 

3,000 numbers were what happened here in the territory.  

We are very interested to hear from the opposition parties 

in this House on this framework and, more generally, on our 

government’s plan to move ahead with the legalization and 

the legislation to regulate cannabis here in the territory.  

Members of the House will remember that we brought 

forward a motion last month urging the Government of Yukon 

to work with the Government of Canada to legalize cannabis 

use by the summer of 2018. We appreciated the opportunity to 

debate that motion in this House, but members will recall that 

we received mixed messages from the Official Opposition. 

While many members of the Yukon Party voted against this 

motion and against the initiative supported by the majority of 

Yukoners, one member in fact of the Yukon Party voted in 

favour of that motion and we thank that member for the 

support.  

The Third Party offered their support for cannabis 

legalization through the motion that was put forward last 

month and again, we thank them both for their comments here 

today and for their support of this initiative.  

We look forward to hearing from both parties on the 

framework as we move toward the legislation here in the 

territory. I would once again like to take the opportunity to 

thank all Yukoners who participated in the survey and made 

their voices heard. The proposed framework we released 

today reflects their priorities and values and we welcome their 

feedback on the framework as well. It’s another opportunity 

for that to happen, as I noted earlier. 

I mentioned some of the highlights of the framework in 

my opening ministerial statement here today, including the 

minimum age of 19 — which has been referred to by the 

Leader of the Third Party — and the allowance of possession 

of up to 30 grams of dried cannabis in public. I would like to 

add that the Government of Yukon will own and operate at 

least one retail store and provide an e-commerce option as 

well by July 2018.  

Once again, I want to emphasize that the framework 

represents a starting point. The new legislation will allow for 

future changes that reflect Yukon’s interests and values, and 

our system will be designed to be able to adapt as we learn 

more about the best approach for our territory.  

I encourage all Yukoners, stakeholders and those who 

have interest in this area to review the framework online, 

engage Yukon and provide comments through e-mail until 

December 20. Thank you again for this opportunity.  

 

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.  

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: School replacement 

Ms. Van Bibber: The Minister of Education’s annual 

report mentioned the completion of the school revitalization 

plan in the summer of 2017. This plan, as we understand it, 

was to prioritize renovations and rebuilds of existing schools.  

Earlier this session, we asked the minister about this plan 

and we didn’t get a clear response. As I indicated, the 

minister’s annual report mentions the plan was to be 

completed in summer 2017. The minister did provide a 

legislative return on the topic of school replacements; 

however, it made no mention of the school plan.  

Can the minister tell us if, in fact, this report was 

completed this summer as outlined in her annual report? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question from the 

member opposite. As indicated in the department’s 2016 
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annual report, which has been referred to, the departments of 

Education and Highways and Public Works are responsible 

for the planning, monitoring and maintenance of Yukon 

school buildings. The Department of Education’s 2016 annual 

report contains several examples of recent work that has been 

completed to maintain and improve school buildings and that 

work is ongoing. It doesn’t stop. That list is a continually 

changing and dynamic example of how we must approach 

dealing with our schools. 

The annual report lists a number of older school buildings 

that need to be replaced and renovated in the coming years, 

and that the government is working on this long-term plan to 

spread the cost of school upgrades and replacements over a 

reasonable period of time. 

The schools that are currently being considered for 

renovation or replacement include: Whitehorse Elementary, 

Kluane Lake School, Selkirk Elementary School, Takhini 

Elementary School, Wood Street Centre, St. Elias Community 

School, and Christ the King Elementary School. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I will just remind the minister that it 

was her own annual report that stated that the school 

revitalization plan was to be completed in the summer 2017, 

which is why we are asking this question. In the legislative 

return the minister provided, she did list the number of 

schools, as she just stated. 

Would the minister be able to tell us what criteria she will 

be using to prioritize which of these schools she decides to 

renovate or replace first? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The process of determining the 

criteria is ongoing work between the Department of Education 

and the Department of Highways and Public Works because 

we work in concert together to determine which projects can 

go ahead. 

I appreciate the opportunity to answer this question 

because renovations are not something that have always been 

considered with respect to these kinds of projects. I certainly 

don’t consider myself an expert in building, but I have lots of 

questions about the need for these kinds of projects. Simply 

taking down a school and replacing it with a different school 

is certainly what we need to do sometimes, but it may not 

always be what we need to do, so we have asked the 

departments to work together to determine what the priorities 

are, what criteria they are using, and to report back to Cabinet, 

to me, as minister, and to the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works so we can actually attack this problem, look at it as a 

big picture, figure out how it should fit into the capital 

planning for the territory, determine which matters can be 

dealt with first and what the need is in each community where 

the schools exist. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Regarding the list of schools that are 

being considered for renovation or replacement, we notice that 

Ross River School is not on the list. I’m just wondering if the 

minister could explain why the Ross River School is not 

included in the government’s list of schools that are being 

considered for renovation or replacement. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you very much; I certainly 

appreciate the opportunity, Mr. Speaker, to answer this 

question. It is certainly not because Ross River isn’t a priority; 

it is actually because it’s a different kind of priority. Ross 

River has issues that we are well aware of. The Minister of 

Highways and Public Works continues to work on that on a 

regular basis. Assessments are being done, reviews are being 

done, and engineering assessments are happening with respect 

to the Ross River School and, as a result, it is in a separate 

category. 

It’s not on the revitalization plan or list because we know 

that it’s an urgent need. We’re working with the community to 

determine whether the building can be maintained as a school, 

whether there needs to be renovations, whether there are 

adjustments that are happening with respect to the permafrost 

issue, et cetera — all things that are ongoing on a regular basis 

so it doesn’t sit on a revitalization list or on a list of schools in 

the same assessment for those priorities.  

Question re: Francophone high school 

Mr. Kent: I have some follow-up questions for the 

Minister of Education on capital planning in her department. 

We know, of course, that the minister had $8 million in her 

budget this year that has now been pushed to next year when it 

comes to building a new francophone high school. The 

minister has indicated that due to contamination at the site, 

they weren’t sure if the land was appropriate.  

Can the minister tell us when she will be in a position to 

tell the francophone community that the land is okay for the 

building of a new school and are other sites under 

consideration at this time?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question. I can 

indicate that the most recent information that the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works and I have been given is that 

testing of that site after the remediation is ongoing and that 

we’ll have some test results in December 2017, so within the 

next four to six weeks. At this time, no other land is being 

looked at or considered for the site of that school. We are very 

hopeful that the remediation has been successful, but those 

tests will indicate so in December 2017 and that the project 

will be able to go forward.  

Mr. Kent: I thank the minister. I appreciate that 

response.  

Mr. Speaker, earlier this Sitting, we asked the minister 

how many students the new school will accommodate. Her 

response at the time — and I’ll quote it here: “With respect to 

the design of the French first language high school, it is still 

underway. There are still ongoing discussions with respect to 

that school, so I can’t indicate the final numbers of occupancy 

or how many students that facility would accommodate at this 

time.”  

If that is the case, and the minister still does not know 

what the size of the school will have to be, we’re just curious 

as to if the minister can explain how she decided $8 million 

would be required for construction of the school this year. 

Was that number based on any sort of plan?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Surprisingly, it was based on some 

sort of plan because the total budget for that school project is 

$20 million on behalf of the Department of Education and 
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Department of Highways and Public Works — the Yukon 

government — and that should accommodate in the range of 

150 students. It is not finalized — although I did mention the 

other day when we announced that there was some federal 

funding coming for community spaces — about which we 

were very pleased — for that same project of $7.5 million 

from the federal government. That fits into a plan to 

accommodate a school of 150 students in addition to the 

community spaces that are coming there.  

The reason that I cannot say that it’s finalized at 150 

students is in fact that there are still discussions ongoing with 

the Commission scolaire francophone du Yukon with respect 

to the needs at the school and the details of the design, and 

those conversations are happening as we speak.  

While 150 would be my best guess at this point — I think 

it is fairly appropriate, based on the budget for this project for 

which it is bound and based on the submissions that I have 

made previously with respect to the budget and with respect to 

the forecast going forward with respect to this school. 

Mr. Kent: We appreciate the minister getting those 

numbers for us since we asked the question. So 150 students 

— a $20-million contribution from the Yukon government 

and a $7.5-million contribution from the federal government 

over the next two years — obviously the cost estimates for the 

new francophone school and the community spaces will be 

$27.5 million. We look forward to monitoring that going 

forward. 

The news release that was put out last week referencing 

the Government of Canada’s contribution said that the 

$7.5 million would be valid over the next two years. Can the 

minister confirm for us what the date of occupancy for the 

new school will be? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Unfortunately, I cannot confirm it, 

any more than I can confirm when we will start construction. 

The plan is to go forward as soon as possible with respect to 

testing the remediation of the land, with respect to final 

concept design and going forward with the tender for the 

design, with respect to beginning the build, with respect to 

completing the campus model for Riverdale and surrounds, 

and all of the details and elements of that program — as soon 

as possible.  

As noted by the member opposite, I think the guideline 

given by the federal government with respect to their funding 

over the next two years — the fact that this government has 

put in its budget money for this project this year, which will 

now be deferred, and then next year — should be a good 

indication to the public and certainly to the discussions we 

have had with the CSFY that this project is a priority and 

hopefully will be completed within the next couple of years. 

Question re: Canadian Free Trade Agreement 

Ms. Hanson: The Canadian Free Trade Agreement 

regulates commerce between Canadian provinces and 

territories. Yukon negotiated an exemption to the agreement 

that allows up to 10 government contracts worth $1 million 

each to be reserved for local Yukon companies. Local 

contractors welcomed the exception, and even the Minister of 

Economic Development celebrated it in a news report last 

April. 

Yet last week, the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works had some bad news for Yukon businesses. He said that 

his department has yet to develop guidelines to determine 

which contracts would be subject to the local exception. He 

added — and I quote: “… more than likely it will be for next 

fiscal year before we start to use these exemptions.” 

Does the Premier believe that it is fair that Yukon 

contractors — Yukon businesses — will potentially lose out 

on up to $10-million worth of contracts because his minister 

can’t develop guidelines in a timely manner? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the Leader of the Third 

Party for the follow-up question. We did discuss this last week 

and I’m happy to come back to it today. 

The Canada-European Union Comprehensive Economic 

and Trade Agreement — CETA as it is sometimes called — 

entered into force on September 21, 2017 — two months ago 

— and the Canadian Free Trade Agreement — CFTA, as 

some people call it — entered into force on July 1, 2017 — 

four-and-a-half months ago. Those agreements were 

negotiated through the hard work of our government and, 

through that hard work, we, along with seven other provinces, 

actually obtained 10 $1-million exemptions.  

Now, as I noted to the member opposite on Thursday, this 

government is not going to hand out money willy-nilly to 

whoever comes forward first with a recommendation. First of 

all, the Canadian Free Trade Agreement came into force well 

into this procurement season, well into this fiscal season, after 

contracts had been let. We are now looking at developing 

some rules around how we are going hand out the $1 million 

so that it’s actually done in a consistent and fair process to all 

businesses in the territory.  

This is not a government that deals with friends and 

family. This is one that deals with fair and transparent 

processes.  

Ms. Hanson: Guidelines are obviously needed. 

Obviously consultation has to happen, but somehow this 

government is managing to get it done on cannabis 

legalization but, when it comes to supporting local businesses, 

it takes more than a year to come up with guidelines. There is 

up to $10 million on the line for Yukon businesses this year.  

Last April — nearly eight months ago — this government 

celebrated the exception as a win for Yukon. As I said to the 

minister last week, when you have negotiations, you anticipate 

success. Clearly the government anticipated success, yet they 

haven’t managed to use it and they are not planning to do so 

until next year.  

The minister said last week — and I quote: “We don’t 

want to” — as he just said — “employ these exemptions on a 

$350,000 contract and then find one later that might be 

better…” Well, how is the minister maximizing the yield 

when he’s wasting the opportunity to award up to $10 million 

in contracts locally? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: This regional economic 

development exemption for 10 procurements of up to 

$1 million in value each means Yukon has specifically 
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tailored powers for increasing local employment, supporting 

small firms and developing our rural economy. We are 

developing a process to identify and select projects that may 

be eligible to ensure that we are choosing to spend 

strategically where it will have the greatest effect and 

maximize economic benefits to Yukoners.  

Yukon does have a great variety of procurements. We are 

working on specific details over the next few weeks to 

determine how eligible projects will be chosen so that the 

Yukon gets maximum value out of this exemption. We expect 

to have a working document in a few months that aligns with 

our five-year capital plan.  

I will as well add to this that seven other jurisdictions 

have these exemptions. Of the seven, two are in the very early 

stages of planning on how to use these exemptions. Three 

have not yet begun any work yet at all and two do not have a 

plan at all to use the exemptions except to react to unique 

situations and have not planned anything. This exemption 

does not apply to federally funded procurements that are 

above the CETA thresholds. 

Regarding larger projects, the Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement states that if a procurement meets the requirement 

of a — I’ll come back to that later. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Ms. Hanson: The minister just demonstrated exactly 

why I questioned him last week and again today about why he 

cannot act in a nimble way to do something that he knew was 

going to be approved — he knew this in April. This 

government has to put its money where its mouth is. The 

minister can’t keep talking about supporting local businesses 

if he is about to pass on the opportunity to award up to 

$10 million in contracts to local businesses this year.  

There is no amount of spin that can make this 

contradiction less glaring. If this was a priority for 

government, Yukon businesses wouldn’t have to wait for over 

a year to get some guidelines. This government was talking 

about this in April 2017.  

Will the minister commit to do whatever it takes so that 

10 $1-million contracts per year that this government can 

reserve for local companies will be used prior to the end of the 

fiscal year?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Again, the agreement actually came 

into force after much negotiation in July. I wasn’t even clear if 

the agreement would be passed. We were working on that and 

negotiating very hard. The staff at Highways and Public 

Works, Economic Development and others within government 

were working very hard to get this agreement in place.  

We are happy that we have these exemptions. We are, 

like other jurisdictions, working very hard to come up with a 

plan to actually execute on them in a fair and transparent 

manner. We’re just not going to throw the money around — 

willy-nilly, here and there — without any plan. It seems like 

the member opposite is advocating that. I’m not going to do 

that.  

I think it’s fair that we will have a process that businesses 

can apply through, that the departments will actually allocate 

the money fairly among themselves and come up with a way 

to maximize that benefit. It’s going to be done in a methodical 

manner. This is a deal that we have in perpetuity. It’s a deal 

that started in July when the deal was passed — but, of course, 

that’s well into the procurement season.  

We’re looking at getting rules in place and when we do, 

we will hand it out in the business community and the 

community of Yukon will benefit greatly from these 

exemptions. It will be done in a fair manner, where people 

know what the rules are, how to apply for the money, what 

criteria are used — we’ll have all those things worked out in a 

manner that is fair to the territory’s business community and 

that actually maximizes the benefits of this great trade deal.  

Question re: Species at risk  

Ms. White: I’ve been asking about species at risk 

legislation for a few years now, but I’ve never received a clear 

answer that would alleviate the concerns of Yukoners waiting 

for Yukon-made species at risk legislation.  

In 1998, when national species at risk legislation was 

being put into place, Yukon committed to implementing its 

own complementary species at risk legislation that would 

reflect Yukon’s unique interest in biodiversity. The 

government has been presented with draft species at risk 

legislation numerous times since then, but has not acted to 

bring forward species at risk legislation.  

With a year under its belt, what work is this government 

doing to meet its commitment to bring forward Yukon’s own 

species at risk legislation?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: The Yukon government actively 

participates in the national assessment work led by the 

Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada. 

Yukon has 35 native species that are considered at risk. We 

track the status of all the species of concern to Yukon and we 

manage and monitor the wildlife that is at risk.  

With exception of the changing climate, Yukon species 

do not experience the same threats as they do in the rest of 

Canada and we still have large tracts of undisturbed habitat. 

So we are working and we remain committed. Yukon, as I 

indicated, is the only jurisdiction without a species at risk act. 

We are working on that as we speak.  

Ms. White: On October 31, 2017, the federal 

government released a document, entitled Report on the 

Progress of Recovery Strategy Implementation for the 

Woodland Caribou (Rangifer tarandus caribou), Boreal 

Population in Canada for the period 2012 to 2017. This was a 

report card on actions taken by the federal, provincial or 

territorial governments on recovery efforts for this species at 

risk. Provinces and territories have the primary responsibility 

for management of lands, natural resources and habitat where 

boreal caribou live.  

The Yukon did not receive a passing grade. In the report, 

it states that research and monitoring on these caribou in 

Yukon has not occurred since a 2003-04 study led by the 

Government Northwest Territories. The boreal caribou in 

Yukon may have low numbers, but they do inhabit the Peel 

watershed.  

What has been this government’s response to this federal 

report, and how will this government fulfill its legal obligation 
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to protect boreal caribou, including creating species at risk 

legislation?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I can confirm that at the Canadian 

Council of Ministers of the Environment meeting two weeks 

ago in Vancouver, this subject came up at the national table. 

Also, I had a direct, face-to-face meeting with the minister 

responsible in the Northwest Territories. We had a discussion 

about the boreal caribou. We had a discussion around species 

at risk, speaking about the two percent of the land mass in 

which the caribou occupy. We do have to enter into a bilateral 

discussion with the Northwest Territories around a co-

management regime.  

In July, we had a meeting with the Ross River Dena 

Council as well around co-management on the caribou that 

migrate across the NWT border.  

So we are making efforts, we are doing the work, and we 

will continue to do that and put together a plan for the Yukon 

and also collaborative management and legislative tools that 

directly affect and address the species at risk in the Yukon. 

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, the federal government has 

committed to effectively uphold the legal obligations and 

ensure compliance with their laws around the protection of 

endangered species. Yukoners take pride in our wilderness 

and in the biodiversity of our home and believe that we should 

do the same. With a new government, Yukoners had hoped to 

see results on this issue. Unfortunately, this government has 

yet to act to create legislation that protects Yukon species at 

risk. The latest information from the Department of 

Environment identifies species at risk — those threatened and 

those of special concern — but there is still no timeline for 

species at risk legislation in Yukon, nearly 20 years after our 

commitment. 

Mr. Speaker, will the minister please tell Yukoners when 

we can expect to see the creation of species at risk legislation 

that protects our vulnerable species now and into the future? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I wanted to just note that the identified 

species at risk in Yukon are not so sufficient and that we don’t 

experience the same threats as the rest of Canada. So the 

boreal caribou being discussed has great effects in other 

jurisdictions. What we are doing is we are working with our 

partners in the Northwest Territories and working with the 

nations that are responsible — that impact on the Peel, the 

two percent of the land mass. We are looking at a 

collaborative approach in co-management and that will come 

out in due course, Mr. Speaker. 

Now we do manage the species of concern with many of 

the government’s existing tools and planning processes, and 

we will continue to do that, and we will continue to work with 

our partners through the Department of Environment. 

Question re: RCMP funding 

Mr. Cathers: In the last year, Yukon has seen an 

increase in major crimes, including homicides, drug-related 

and organized crime, as well as deaths related to the opioid 

crisis. The RCMP have publicly stated that their resources are 

stretched very thin, and they have stated publicly that they 

need increased support from the Government of Yukon. 

Front-line officers do dangerous work and they need the 

resources to do so and need to know the government has their 

back. The Official Opposition has asked the Minister of 

Justice many times to take action in this area. Her response 

has been that she will analyze the request for funding. We 

have been waiting patiently. It has been almost four months 

since I wrote to the minister about this first, and the RCMP 

have confirmed publicly that they have requested more 

support from the government. 

Can the minister tell us if she will be supporting the 

request and when we can expect that assistance? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I am happy to answer this question, 

but I don’t think I can give the degree of detail that is being 

asked. I am in regular discussions with the RCMP, as is the 

Department of Justice, Mr. Speaker. Whether they publicly 

asked for it or not, or whether they supported it publicly, 

Mr. Speaker, is irrelevant, because what needs to happen, and 

has happened, is that requests from the RCMP to address 

policing needs here in the territory for the purposes of dealing 

with, not only issues mentioned in the preamble to this 

question, but in fact a number of issues that are outstanding 

here in the territory involving the police — not only the items 

that were mentioned, but the policing priorities that have come 

out of the Police Council here in the territory, as well as other 

priorities that we have discussed together. 

The reason I can’t give the level of detail is because in 

fact, Mr. Speaker, there is a process under which these kinds 

of requests come through the department, into the process in 

the executive arm of the government and in through to 

Cabinet. Whether or not I support it is not what we need to 

know here; it is whether or not that process is playing out. 

Mr. Cathers: Unfortunately, while we hear the 

minister talk about platitudes related to process, there is a 

problem going on that needs action from the minister. 

We have already outlined the increase in major crimes — 

including homicides, drug-related and organized crime, and 

deaths linked to the opioid crisis this year — being major new 

pressures on the RCMP, which affect them this fiscal year. 

Starting next summer, the RCMP will also be required to 

enforce new cannabis-related legislation that the minister 

announced earlier today.  

The minister’s announcement was weak on details — we 

know that — but has she actually done any assessment of the 

pressures that enforcing new legislation will place on the 

RCMP and what additional resources they may need to face 

their current pressures and the new pressures that the minister 

is putting on their shoulders? 

When will she provide the RCMP with additional 

resources to meet both of those needs — both the current 

problem and the one that she is about to dump on their 

shoulders? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I take issue with the concept of 

dumping things on their shoulders, Mr. Speaker, but I am 

happy to answer the question, nonetheless. 

Yes, we have done an analysis of what this will mean for 

policing resources here in the territory, but that analysis isn’t 

finished; it is ongoing. It is a conversation that is being had 
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with the federal government, which has committed additional 

funds for policing resources across the country, and those 

additional funds will also come here to the territory for the 

purposes of implementing and enforcing the cannabis 

legislation that is coming through initiation by the federal 

government. 

I have indicated that I work closely with the Department 

of Justice as well as with the RCMP and that the analysis is 

ongoing. I will leave my answer there because that 

specifically deals with the issue of cannabis. 

Mr. Cathers: The minister may not like being 

questioned on these issues, but these are important questions. 

We know right now that front-line RCMP members are facing 

a lot of strain due to the increasing pressure, and the minister 

has been very slow to act on this and responded today, again, 

only with platitudes. In addition to those operation and 

maintenance pressures on the RCMP, the RCMP also have 

capital needs that we have asked the minister about and have 

yet to receive a response. 

Last week, I asked the minister for an update on some of 

these, including the replacement of the Faro RCMP 

detachment, and the minister didn’t answer the question at the 

time. I will ask her again: Can the minister confirm whether or 

not the government still considers replacing the Faro RCMP 

detachment a priority? When is she going to take action on 

addressing yet another of the RCMP’s needs? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I guess I should clarify that I have 

no trouble answering any questions and I don’t mind 

answering them at all. It is my job to answer those questions, 

Mr. Speaker. Unfortunately, just because the member opposite 

doesn’t like the answers to those, he accuses me of not 

answering and that is not the truth. 

The Faro detachment question is a — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, on a point of 

order. 

Mr. Cathers: Characterizing another member’s 

comments as “not the truth” as the Minister of Justice just did, 

has been ruled out of order, contrary to Standing Order 19(h), 

many times in this Legislative Assembly.  

I would ask you to rule her out of order and require that 

she retract it and apologize for that misstatement.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further comments on the point 

of order?  

Minister of Justice, on the point of order.  

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m happy to retract and change my 

words, Mr. Speaker.  

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: Thank you. In my view, the words uttered by 

the Minister of Justice were not clearly an accusation of 

deliberate falsehood. However, I accept the Minister of 

Justice’s submission that she will rephrase it.  

Minister of Justice, please.  

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: If I said something was untrue, I 

apologize. It’s more appropriate for me to say that the member 

was not correct. 

Nonetheless, I will try to go back to the answer by saying 

simply that the Department of Justice does work closely with 

the RCMP throughout any fiscal year to maintain the 

appropriate levels of policing and make sure that they are 

properly funded to protect the safety of all Yukoners. We have 

done that. We are doing that. We will continue to do 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, 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): Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 12, entitled 

Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017).  

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.  

Bill No. 12: Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017) 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 12, 

entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017).  

Is there any general debate? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m here today to speak to Bill No. 12, 

entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017). I want to thank 

the Yukon Hospital Corporation for their collaboration in 

partnership on this bill. 

As mentioned previously, the purpose of the proposed 

amendment is to ensure that the Yukon Hospital Corporation 

Board of Trustees is better positioned to perform its work in 

an effective and efficient way.  

I would like to move on to talk about the details of the 

bill. Section 2 amends the legislation to authorize the Yukon 

Hospital Corporation Board to make bylaws regarding 
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competencies required for board members. As mentioned, the 

Hospital Corporation is working hard to offer the 

programming and services required to help Yukoners well. 

With an expanding scope and mandate, it is important that we 

empower the board members to support the corporation’s 

patient-centred operations. This legislation update will 

provide the board additional tools to complete its work in an 

efficient and effective manner.  

Section 3 of the bill amends the current legislation to 

reduce the size of the board from 15 to nine members. 

Through the proposed amendments, board members include 

the following: three members nominated by one or more 

Yukon First Nation or the Council of Yukon First Nations; 

one member nominated by the medical staff at the Yukon 

Hospital Corporation; four members from the public, 

including at least one member each from Dawson City, 

Watson Lake and Whitehorse; and one member from the 

Yukon public service. Demonstrated research shows the 

benefits of smaller boards and I am confident that this change 

will have the same effect. These changes include more 

effective oversight, increased swiftness in decision-making 

and greater ability to respond to complex and changing trends.  

Proposed amendments also require the minister to consult 

within the appropriate municipalities in seeking the members 

from the public and to report to the Commissioner in 

Executive Council on the results of the consultation. 

Additionally this section requires the government when 

making appointments to consider whether the membership of 

the board reflects the gender and cultural diversity of the 

territory.  

Section 5 of the proposed amendments removes section 

32 of the old act, which is no longer relevant as it deals with 

details of devolution, and section 6 of the proposed 

amendment deals with the transition of the board, as well as 

some housekeeping matters. The proposed transition 

provisions related to the board work like this: upon assent of 

the Commissioner, the amendments now before the House 

come into force and all appointments to the board end. The 

transitional board, composed of members drawn from the 

previous board appointees, will be appointed by an order-in-

council, so as government appoints each member to a seat on 

the new board by the order-in-council, a transitional board 

member’s term ends.  

A member of the current board may be appointed to the 

transitional board and may also be appointed to a position on 

the new Yukon Hospital Corporation Board in accordance 

with the application and review process proposed in this bill. 

Mr. Chair, we are confident that this proposed legislation 

will better position the Yukon Hospital Corporation and the 

Yukon Hospital Corporation Board of Trustees to complete 

their work. More importantly, we believe that these proposed 

changes will enable the Yukon Hospital Corporation to 

continue work with a focus on patient outcomes. The ultimate 

goal of these changes is to ensure that Yukoners continue to 

have access to the programs and services they deserve. 

As such, I trust that members of this House are able to 

support the proposed amendment. 

Ms. McLeod: I wonder if the minister could tell us how 

the chair will be picked. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would be happy to respond to the 

question. Historically, my understanding is that the decision of 

the board appointment was done by way of the ministerial 

process and that is still in effect — the minister makes a 

decision. However, the last round of selecting the board chair 

was really done with an attempt to look at a neutral approach, 

so looking at the competencies rather than looking at it as a 

political appointment. Our objective is really to stay true to 

that and look at ensuring that the person who comes forward 

is competency based and it is done by way of a call — an 

expression — and not done by a political appointment. 

Ms. McLeod: So if I understand the minister correctly, 

the minister will still appoint the chair — or minister and 

Cabinet — is that correct? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: That is correct, yes. 

Ms. McLeod: When we look at this bill as a whole, I’m 

wondering who the minister consulted with before preparing 

this? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The department worked 

collaboratively with the senior leadership of the Yukon 

Hospital Corporation to modernize the hospital governance 

structure and the suggestions regarding the board’s size and 

compensation were incorporated into the new board structure. 

Prior to tabling the amendments, letters were sent out 

with the proposed changes to the board and, as well, the board 

worked with the Council of Yukon First Nations, Yukon First 

Nations, all municipalities and the Public Service 

Commission. 

Ms. McLeod: So there was no broad public 

consultation as we might understand it. I am wondering why 

municipalities were unaware of this bill. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: It is my understanding that all 

municipalities were notified. In fact, the department received a 

response from Watson Lake with a few specific questions 

about where public members will come from and how 

municipalities may provide potential candidates for public 

membership. 

Ms. McLeod: I am aware that Watson Lake has 

provided some comments; however, that was after the bill was 

tabled. 

I wonder if the minister could just briefly explain the 

provisions of the amendments on page 3 of this bill, title 

number 4. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: If I may, I would like to ask the 

member for a little clarification as to which section on page 3 

she is referring to. Do I understand it to be Section 6, 

paragraph 4? 

Ms. McLeod: That’s correct. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The revised wording in this section is 

to remove the word “worker”, previously “First Nation Health 

Liaison worker program”, so that was the objective there. 

Ms. McLeod: The current bill says “First Nations 

Health Services” and it has been altered to: “(a) the First 

Nation Health Liaison program” and “(b) the First Nation 



1712 HANSARD November 20, 2017 

 

Child Life program” — just some clarification around why the 

change is necessary and what it means. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: My understanding is that the objective 

of the change in the words is intending to be a broader 

objective, rather than being honed in specifically on the 

worker. 

Ms. White: Merci le Président. J'aimerais prendre un 

moment pour introduire deux invités à la galerie aujourd’hui. 

Angélique Bernard qui est la vice-présidente de l’Association 

franco-yukonnais, et Frédéric Nolet, qui est le directeur de 

développement economique. We have two guests today in the 

gallery — Angélique Bernard, who is the vice-president of 

AFY and Fred Nolet, who is the director of economic 

development — I guess in English that is how I would say it 

— also from AFY. 

When we spoke last about these amendments, it should 

come as no surprise that I have concerns, especially because 

they were definitely spoken of the last time. I highlighted that 

on March 7, AFY sent a letter to the Yukon government, 

asking for francophone representation on the hospital and the 

college boards. On April 20, they received a reply from the 

Premier that his government wasn’t planning to modify the 

acts — neither the Yukon College Act or the Hospital Act — 

and they would have to be opened in order to make those 

required changes. 

In August 2017, there was a meeting between AFY and 

the Premier, where there was a conversation about reviewing 

the makeup of the committee and board and, at that point in 

time, it appeared that the Premier had indicated that language 

appears as a relevant factor for representation. So when the 

minister just talked about how it was important for the boards 

to represent the cultural diversity of the territory, it is 

important to note right now that I think 13 percent of the 

population identifies as being francophone. It is also important 

to recognize that it is not only a language issue, but it is about 

cultural identity. As a born Yukoner, I would never pretend to 

be able to represent the cultural wishes of First Nation people 

and, as a francophile; that is, an anglophone who is bilingual, I 

could never pretend to represent the cultural identity of a 

francophone. 

Did the minister take into account the request by the 

francophone community to be included on the hospital board 

when these changes were discussed? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Referring to the letter that was sent to 

Premier Silver on October 30, I am going to respond to 

representation. The proposed representation on the hospital 

board — Health and Social Services has been working closely 

with the Association franco-yukonnaise and the francophone 

health organizations to determine and address the health care 

needs of French-speaking Yukoners. The hospital corporation 

provides important aspects of health services to all Yukoners 

and the efficient and effective operation of the board of 

governance. The focus of the amendment to the act is really to 

address that now.  

There has been an increase in public representation from 

three to four positions and vacancies from these positions are 

advertised. Those applying for the board may choose to 

highlight their relevant skills and connect to Yukon’s 

francophone cultural community. The information will be 

considered as part of the selection process, but there is no 

specific seat assigned to the franco-yukonnaise. 

Ms. White: Why isn’t being a francophone highlighted 

like it is for a First Nation member, for a member of the public 

service, for a representation of the hospital or for a member 

from Whitehorse, Dawson or Watson Lake? Why has the 

government chosen not to identify francophones as a cultural 

representation? Why is that not an individual criterion? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Reasonable efforts will be made to 

select a board that reflects both Yukon’s cultural and gender 

diversity and the competencies required. 

Ms. White: Is the minister familiar with the Yukon 

Languages Act? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes, I am. 

Ms. White: How is government taking into account the 

Languages Act in the formation of this board, particularly 

after requests from the francophone community to be 

included? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The competencies — really, I think 

that what we’re attempting to do is provide support and 

services to all Yukoners regardless of their gender, ethnicity 

or the language they speak. We have seven distinct languages 

in the Yukon, as well as French, and we try to provide 

competencies based on that so that the best services as 

possible are the priority for the Hospital Corporation and, of 

course, for Health and Social Services — that reflect the 

cultural diversities. 

Ms. White: I’m just going to read both section 1(1) and 

1(2) of the Languages Act just to put this into context. 

Section 1(1) says: “The Yukon accepts that English and 

French are the official languages of Canada and also accepts 

that measures set out in this Act constitute important steps 

towards implementation of the equality of status of English 

and French in the Yukon.” 

Section 1(2) says: “The Yukon wishes to extend the 

recognition of French and the provision of services in French 

in the Yukon.”  

The reason why I highlight the Languages Act — and I 

can go to the Constitution of Canada too if we think that’s 

going to be relevant to the conversation — is that in 2012, 

when I was asking questions in this Chamber in French about 

access to French services at the hospital, it highlighted the 

incredible need to be able to offer services in French. In 

response, there were changes. The reason why that is 

important is because, with 13 percent of the population 

identifying as francophone, it is important to be able to have 

access to those important services. That means that there are 

translation services at 2:00 a.m. on a Sunday because it can be 

done via Skype. That means that, when you go to register at 

Yukon Health, you can get services in French because that’s 

important. 

We can go back to even further. In 2011, the French 

Language Services Directorate was in Highways and Public 

Works, and it wasn’t until it was highlighted that it was maybe 

a little bit crazy that things started to change.  
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What I’m trying to highlight right now is that there was a 

request by l’AFY to have representation on both the college 

and the hospital board, and the reason that request was made 

is because they were decision-making boards. They set out the 

expectations and they set out the requirements for those two 

institutions. When they were told that those acts weren’t going 

to be opened and, until they were opened, there couldn’t be 

that discussion, they accepted that as an answer. You can 

imagine the surprise when they saw the press release on 

October 10 that said that the Hospital Act was coming up for 

debate. 

Can the minister highlight why we haven’t included the 

importance of the French language and representation as 

identified in the Languages Act with respect to cultural 

diversity and respect to those things. It is certainly not saying, 

Mr. Chair, that a francophone will not have the background or 

the criteria that are being looked for by the board, but an 

anglophone will not have the language skills to communicate 

with the francophone community. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The language, clearly, is a barrier for a 

lot of people in our territory. We are looking at ensuring that 

we provide language interpretation wherever we can and 

wherever it is needed, where it is necessary. Language is 

considered, along with cultural and gender diversity. The new 

hospital board composition includes fewer positions; however, 

the increase in numbers chosen from the public at large will 

include some competencies, and we are looking at appropriate 

consideration of a broad, wide range of applicants, and 

French-speaking Yukoners can apply. The option is there. 

The Government of Yukon is working with l’AFY and 

others, including our department and the Hospital Corporation 

to address some of the key issues related to health services in 

French. The recent agreement that was referred to is a 24/7 

help line. We have French-speaking individuals and 

employees who are there to provide supports to Health and 

Social Services, Public Service Commission, and through our 

partners. 

Ms. White: What I was trying to highlight with those 

changes that have happened is that government has had to 

adapt, to grow and to be more fluid in its response. What I am 

highlighting right now is that this new government that has 

been in power for just over a year was approached in March 

2017 by l’AFY to ask about representation. It is important to 

note that representation is different than translation services. 

Representation on the board is — when we highlight the 

importance of cultural diversity, which the minister has — the 

reason why, in the act, it highlights that there will be 

representation from one or more Yukon First Nations or from 

the Council of Yukon First Nations. So it does identify the 

importance of having three members who are nominated by 

First Nations; it highlights the importance of having a person 

nominated by the medical staff; it highlights the importance of 

a person being nominated from the public service. 

What I’m highlighting right now is that importance that 

the francophone community be included in this process. When 

those conversations happened earlier this year, l’AFY was 

told that the reason why there couldn’t be an ongoing 

discussion right now about them being included is because the 

acts weren’t going to be opened. So when the press release 

went out on October 10, there was a surprise there and, maybe 

to a certain extent, a little bit of relief because then it means 

that the act is open and the changes can be made. 

If we are talking about the diversity of the board and we 

are listing those groups that I just listed, why are our 

francophone Yukoners not included? Why are they not viewed 

as being an important representation of their own cultural 

group — as Yukon First Nations have been included? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I do want to note that, clearly, it is 

important to all Yukoners that we work with the French 

community. Something that I can commit to doing is to work 

with the hospital board to look at language being considered 

as one of the competencies for board appointments. The First 

Nation language — and why First Nations’ representation — 

the devolution transfer agreement of health transfer of 

obligations defines a relationship with Yukon First Nations. It 

says that we need to have a relationship with Yukon First 

Nations. It says in there very specifically that First Nations’ 

health authority and health supports are defined very clearly in 

the agreement.  

Ms. White: Merci monsieur. Le point que j’essaie de 

faire, c’est que moi-même, je suis bilingue, je ne représente 

pas la culture francophone. Je peux parler en français, je peux 

m’exprimer en français mais moi, je ne représente pas la 

culture francophone. C’est important. C’est la différence que 

j’essaie de m’exprimer ou exprimer ici, l’importance de ce 

que j’apporte à l’Assemblée, c’est la représentation culturelle. 

C’est protégé dans la Loi sur les langues, c’est protégé au 

Canada pour l’importance culturelle. 

The reason why I am trying to make this statement in 

French is that, even though I speak French, I do not culturally 

represent francophones. When we talk about cultural diversity 

and we talk about the importance of representation — and I 

will go back to the Languages Act, because the Languages Act 

in Yukon is very clear that both French and English are 

viewed as official languages. It is the reason why I am 

bilingual — because my parents recognized that importance.  

So what we have the opportunity to do here is to make the 

change now to the Hospital Act to include francophone 

representation on the board. Is the minister open to that? Is the 

minister open to including — in clause 5(i)(c), it says that 

“four members from the public at large, including at least one 

resident of each of Dawson City, Watson Lake and 

Whitehorse…” — that is the opportunity. That is the clause 

that could be changed to include a person nominated by the 

francophone association. Is the minister open to that idea? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t deny that French and 

francophone — and diversity is really important. It is 

important to all of us. It is important that we provide services 

in the language of choice. That is part of the cultural diversity 

selection.  

Also, I want to note that the board structure — the 

objective here is really to move away from the board selection 

based on selecting individuals — and now based on 
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competencies and skills that best align with the direction that 

the hospital is going in the future. It’s increasingly complex.  

As we heard in Committee of Whole from the hospital 

board CEO and chairperson, it’s a complex arrangement and 

our attempt is really to provide them with the guidance they 

need to better align with service delivery and relevant skills 

and connections to Yukon’s cultural communities. That ensure 

that, perhaps, the competencies — and, as I have stated, I will 

work with the hospital board and look at perhaps that being 

one of the competencies that is required.  

Ms. White: It’s not about a competency of being 

bilingual that I am asking for. What I’m asking for is 

representation, as nominated by the francophone community. 

It goes back to the conversations that l’AFY had with the 

Premier. In the letter that was sent on October 30 — I’m 

going to quote from that. This is a quote from the letter that 

they received. It says: “Vous avez également suggéré la 

création de postes permanents réservés à des candidats 

proposés par l’Association franco-yukonnaise. Comme vous 

l’avez indiqué, il faudrait alors apporter des modifications à la 

Loi sur les hôpitaux et à la Loi sur le Collège du Yukon pour 

accomplir cette démarche. Pour l’instant, nous n’envisageons 

pas de modifier les dispositions relatives aux nominations 

continues dans ces lois.” 

So in this letter that AFY received from the Premier, it 

says that, at this time, there is no intent of opening up the 

Hospital Act where these changes would need to be made — 

so imagine, on October 10, seeing that press release that 

talked about how the Hospital Act was coming forward to 

change the makeup of that board. What I’m asking is: Is the 

minister open to fixing this mistake by amending the proposed 

legislation by including a person nominated from the French 

community?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: The letter that was written to the 

president of the Association franco-yukonnaise on November 

20 speaks quite clearly from the Premier. I believe that letter 

is forthcoming to highlight the rationale — and I will state 

that here — that we are committed to encouraging the 

francophone representation, and we encourage them to apply 

to the membership when the call for application goes out.  

Clearly, this will be factored into the consideration of the 

cultural and diversity criteria — and noted that the letter — 

I’m referring actually to the letter of October 30 — where the 

seat of the hospital board — that was sent to the Premier of 

the Yukon. It highlights for certain that there are some 

questions regarding requests to create a permanent position for 

nominees from the association of the Yukon francophone 

community and will require amending the Hospital Act and 

the Yukon College Act, as noted. 

It’s not something that we’re prepared to do at this 

moment in time. What we are looking at doing is we will 

commit to encouraging participation and that individuals from 

the francophone community can apply to the membership 

when the call goes out for nominations. 

Ms. White: Will the minister table the letter from the 

Premier to l’AFY and the letter that was received from the 

Hospital Corporation that she just quoted? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t have a letter from the Hospital 

Corporation. I have a letter that was sent to the Hon. Sandy 

Silver, Premier of Yukon, on October 30.  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Chair: Mr. Cathers, on a point of order.  

Mr. Cathers: I just note this is the second time the 

minister has made reference to the letter and stated the name 

of a member, in this case the Premier, which I believe is 

contrary to our Standing Orders.  

Chair’s ruling 

Chair: So Ms. Frost, on the point of order — are you 

clear? The issue is the use of the Premier in your comments.  

Thank you. Continue, Ms. White. 

 

Ms. White: Now there is confusion from my side as to 

whether you are referencing one letter to the Premier or a 

letter — there was reference from a letter from the Premier to 

l’AFY. Was there also reference of a letter from the Hospital 

Corporation to the minister?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: There were no letters to me from the 

Hospital Corporation. The department is working with the 

Hospital Corporation and has worked with the Hospital 

Corporation around the amendments to the act. 

Ms. White: Did the minister reference a letter that the 

Premier sent to l’AFY? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The letter that I’m referring to is the 

October 30 letter and our response to the letter has still yet to 

go out. We are looking at drafting a response and my 

objective today is really to respond to the notes and requests 

from the Association franco-yukonnaise and we are working 

with Hospital Corporation. We have representation on the 

Hospital Corporation. Health and Social Services is working 

closely with the association to determine and address the 

needs and questions that are defined in this letter. The results 

reflected in the amendments are really to — what I want to 

highlight is the reflection on the cultural and gender diversity 

and that’s what I’m trying to highlight. There will be a letter 

forthcoming. I guess what I’m trying to do is respond to the 

points that are being raised today and reflect the letter from 

October 30. I would be happy to share that. 

Ms. White: I thank the minister for that clarification. 

The paragraph that I just read was from that October 30 letter 

to the Premier and it restates that the association was told that 

the suggestion of including a candidate for the hospital board 

couldn’t happen until the Hospital Act was opened.  

I am just going to state the obvious, Mr. Chair — which 

is to say that Bill No. 12 is An Act to Amend the Hospital Act 

(2017). Right now, today, the Hospital Act is open. We are in 

the process of amending the Hospital Act, so this is the spot 

where we would add representation from the francophone 

community. Again, I am going to ask the minister if she is 

agreeable to making an amendment that would include a 

person nominated by the francophone community. 
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Hon. Ms. Frost: I can state today here and now that we 

are not amending the act. The act, as it is clearly written, 

speaks about culture and gender diversity of Yukoners — of 

all Yukoners — and the objective of that is to include French-

speaking Yukoners. It is an objective to ensure inclusivity of 

all Yukoners. 

Ms. White: The board, prior to these amendments, had 

13 people and we are looking to move it down to nine people. 

The minister continues to say that the reason that it is being 

written out this way is to make sure that we reflect the cultural 

and gender diversity of the Yukon. 

Does the minister recognize the importance of the 

francophone culture in Yukon? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I apologize if I misspoke. The board 

has been reduced — or is proposed to be reduced — from 15 

to nine members. Yes, I do recognize the point that the 

member opposite is making. 

Ms. White: Thanks; I stand corrected. I forgot the 

briefing — so 15 to nine. It doesn’t change the question, 

which is: Does the minister recognize the importance of the 

francophone culture in Yukon? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes, I do recognize the importance of 

the francophone culture in the Yukon. 

Ms. White: Does the minister recognize that by 

changing the number from 15 to nine that it is an amendment 

that we are making to the Hospital Act? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes. 

Ms. White: Does the minister recognize that when the 

francophone association was told that until the act was opened 

for amendment that there would be no changes to include 

them in the board, but right now the act is open and we are 

making changes to the structure of the board? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes, Mr. Chair. 

Ms. White: Does the minister understand why I am 

talking about the importance of including cultural 

representation of a francophone on the board — not in the 

competency aspect of being bilingual, but as being a clause 

similar to the ones I mentioned before, so that of a person 

nominated by First Nations, a person nominated from the 

medical staff of the corporation, a member from the public 

service — does the minister recognized the importance of 

having a member that would be nominated by the francophone 

community? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Under the proposed amendments, 

prior to making the appointment, every reasonable effort will 

be made to ensure membership of the board reflects the 

cultural and gender diversity of Yukon, so that is why that was 

included in the act. 

Ms. White: Again, I can’t restate enough that being 

bilingual doesn’t represent the cultural aspects of being 

francophone. Forty years into being on the edges of a 

community doesn’t allow me any more ability to speak for the 

francophone population culturally than it would for anything 

else. The importance of having a person nominated by the 

francophone community is the importance of why we have the 

Languages Act of Yukon. French and English are recognized 

as official languages in Yukon. 

C’est la raison que moi je peux parler en français à ce 

moment sans faire ma propre traduction. 

After it was brought forward by a francophone member 

last year, there was the importance of the ability of being able 

to speak on the floor in the official languages without having 

to submit my own translations. There is a reason why that 

happened, and that was in section 6 of the Languages Act. In 

section 1, we talk about the importance of French and English 

as the official languages of Yukon.  

Mr. Chair, you understand why I’m perplexed when 

l’AFY was told that when the Hospital Act was opened, this 

discussion could happen. Can the minister please explain why 

the Premier told l’AFY that there would be an opportunity to 

add a francophone-nominated member when the act was open, 

and why is it that now that the act is open, the opportunity no 

longer exists? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’m not going to, at this point, speak 

for the Premier, but what I will say is that nowhere do we say 

that members who are bilingual represent or do not represent 

the francophone community — much like it would say that 

someone of a First Nation who speaks one of the seven 

languages will represent their community. What we will say is 

that francophones will be free to put their names forward for 

consideration under the cultural diversity clause of the 

agreement, and we will work with the Hospital Corporation 

Board to ensure that there is representation and that perhaps, 

with the competencies that I stated earlier, that language can 

be included as part of the cultural diversity. 

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Chair and I thank my 

colleagues for allowing me to speak in circles here, because 

I’m trying to reconcile what the minister says about the 

importance of cultural and gender diversity and trying to 

understand that in reference to my request for having a person 

nominated by the francophone community — how those go 

together — and I’m struggling with that, Mr. Chair. 

I guess one of the important points that we talk about 

often in this Chamber is that government has a responsibility 

as a leadership role. When government makes decisions, it 

broadcasts the importance. There are interesting things 

because, at times, organizations can try to work toward that 

with government — which is what I believe we have seen 

with l’AFY, starting from March of this year and going all the 

way to the October 30 letter. 

Again, I am struggling to understand how the minister 

can say that — I mean, on a sheet, when you fill it out, it 

might ask if you speak French or English, but it doesn’t ask 

you to identify your cultural group. As a matter of fact, I 

believe you’re not allowed to do that. You can’t actually ask 

me those questions. So when we highlight the importance of 

this board — again, I’m going to stress that it is a decision-

making board. It sets out the priorities of the Hospital 

Corporation as to how it’s going to include the citizens of the 

territory. It is the reason why we have highlighted Dawson 

City and Watson Lake because they have community 

hospitals. It is the reason why we have highlighted those 

others. 
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Can the minister explain how she can reconcile telling me 

that there is importance of cultural diversity and cultural 

representation on the board, but not acknowledge that 

francophone Yukoners represent a cultural group in Yukon? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Well, they do and they will be 

considered as part of the cultural diversity. The point is that 

Yukon government recognizes the French-speaking 

community as an official language community as part of the 

cultural and diversity community. We also recognize that 

French is an official language. There is an act that reflects 

that. We certainly understand that, but it does not require 

members to make up representation. What we are attempting 

to do is reflect that, by way of the language, we have included 

cultural diversity and gender diversity in Yukon.  

Ms. Hanson: I just find this conversation quite circular 

and frustrating because it’s clear that l’AFY had an 

understanding from the Premier that the matter that they had 

raised with him about representation on the board — as my 

colleague has said, it wasn’t possible to do it as late as this fall 

because the act wasn’t going to be opened. The act has been 

opened. What I believe we are simply saying and asking the 

minister and this government is to reflect the particular nature 

of the bilingual, bicultural country that is reflected in both the 

Constitution and in our own act with respect to francophones.  

There is growing cultural diversity in this territory and in 

Canada, but we have enshrined in our law a specific and 

special relationship with the francophone community. So it’s 

one thing for the minister to say, “Oh, we will rely upon the 

board to develop competencies, and that will include the 

opportunity for perhaps having the francophone community 

considered or recommended” — that is faint assurance for 

anybody.  

What we are simply saying is that the minister can direct 

the board that, as there are other designated members, to use 

one of those seats for a representation from the French 

community of the Yukon Territory. It’s nothing revolutionary; 

it’s simply reflecting the reality — the duality of our language 

in the territory and in the law. The opportunity has been 

presented by this government. For whatever reason, they 

chose to open the Hospital Act for this minor incision. They 

have an opportunity to make that incision meaningful, both in 

reflecting a decrease in the number, a reflection of the 

governance structure that the board anticipates moving 

toward, and in reflecting that they respect and understand their 

obligations under the Languages Act.  

Hon. Ms. Frost: Clearly, there is no doubt that there is 

a special relationship with the francophone community. As 

highlighted by the member opposite, we have a growing 

cultural diversity community in the Yukon. We have various 

cultures in our Yukon. Part of the culture and gender diversity 

language in the act is really to reflect the diversity. 

Francophones are part of that cultural diversity and they will 

be considered under this provision.  

Now, the point that was made around the restructuring 

was really about efficiencies and reducing the board size to 

ensure that the complexities of the hospital management and 

the hospital board and the delivery of services — I think we 

realized, and so did the hospital board, that it is a bit unruly 

with 15 people working collaboratively. Trying to work with a 

board that size is a bit problematic. 

Ms. Hanson: I think the minister just repeated what I 

said. We didn’t argue against the purposes of the opening of 

the act. The simple statement was made that the act has been 

opened. The minister and this government have the 

opportunity to make a small change in this opened act. You 

opened it up for an amendment to reflect some changes to the 

structure, governance, et cetera, of the board. We are 

suggesting that the minister use this opportunity to also reflect 

the opportunity to have an appointment made that reflects the 

francophone community in this territory. Will she do it or not? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: At this point in time, I would say no. 

We are looking at the inclusion of the francophone 

community in the cultural diversity section of the amendment. 

Ms. McLeod: I just wanted to return to the topic of the 

chair appointment for just a minute. The minister has said that 

she didn’t want the appointment of the chair to be seen as a 

political appointment, yet she has retained the ability to 

appoint that chair. I am wondering a couple of things. Does 

the minister think that this is a major board for the Yukon 

Territory? Would she voluntarily allow the all-party 

committee on appointments to major boards and committees 

to make appointments to this board? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The objective around the 

competencies — the decisions around board selection will be 

based around competencies and a public call for an expression 

of interest. My desire and my hope is that we would go out for 

a public expression of interest for the chair position and that it 

would not be arbitrarily made by a political party or anyone 

who is in power — that we represent the community well and 

we find a chairperson with those skillsets and who can run a 

board of this complex nature. That is what we did in this go-

around. We went out and we attempted to find someone on an 

interim basis. We will continue to do that and look at the 

skillsets required. 

Ms. McLeod: I am not sure that the minister 

understands the board makeup. It is an all-party board, and I 

assure you that this committee makes appointments to major 

boards in the Yukon territory and is quite qualified and 

competent to do so. I am just asking if the minister — I know 

this matter is before SCREP at this time — if the minister will 

voluntarily do this in the best interest of Yukoners.  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I will take that under advisement.  

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill 

No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017)?  

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 

Amendment proposed 

Ms. White: I move: 

THAT Bill No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act 

(2017), be amended in clause 3 at page 2 by:  
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(1) in paragraph 5(1)(c), adding the phrase “including one 

member from persons nominated by the Association franco-

yukonnaise” after the word “Whitehorse”; and 

(2) in subsection 5(3), replacing the phrase “under 

paragraph 1(a) or (b)” with the phrase “under paragraph 1(a), 

(b) or (c)”.  

Chair: The amendment is in order. 

It has been moved by Ms. White: 

THAT Bill No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act 

(2017), be amended in clause 3 at page 2 by:  

(1) in paragraph 5(1)(c), adding the phrase “including one 

member from persons nominated by the Association franco-

yukonnaise” after the word “Whitehorse”; and 

(2) in subsection 5(3), replacing the phrase “under 

paragraph 1(a) or (b)” with the phrase “under paragraph 1(a), 

(b) or (c)”. 

Ms. White:  Merci monsieur. Je vais dire quelques 

mots en français puisque l’amendement que je viens de 

présenter est au sujet de la représentation francophone sur le 

Conseil d’administration de l’hôpital.  

En mars dernier, l’AFY a fait parvenir une lettre au 

gouvernement demandant la création d’un siège pour les 

francophones sur les conseils d’administration de l’hôpital et 

du collège. Quelques semaines plus tard, le gouvernement a 

répondu à la lettre en disant qu’il ne planifiait pas modifier les 

deux lois qui encadrent l’hôpital et le collège alors il ne 

donnerait pas suite à la requête. 

C’est donc assez surprenant, moins d’un an après ces 

échanges, de voir la Loi sur les hôpitaux être modifiée — 

spécifiquement pour modifier la composition du Conseil 

d’administration — sans que la revendication de la 

communauté francophone soit reflétée dans la loi.  

L’amendement que je présente, permettrait qu’un des 

quatre sièges ouvert au public soit alloué à une personne dont 

la candidature a été soumise par l’AFY.  

Dans le projet de loi actuel, le gouvernement nomme des 

personnes d’une façon similaire sur recommandation des 

gouvernements des Premières nations et sur recommandation 

du personnel médical de l’hôpital. C’est donc un changement 

qui serait facile à faire de simplement inclure un siège nommé 

sur recommandation de l’Association franco-yukonnaise. Cet 

amendement cadre parfaitement avec les obligations du 

Yukon en matière de langues officielles et permettrait 

d’atteindre un objectif de représentation de la communauté 

francophone au sein des instances décisionnelles. 

Je tiens aussi à noter que mon amendement n’ajoute pas 

une personne de plus au Conseil d’administration. Nous 

sommes d’accord avec l’objectif du gouvernement de réduire 

le nombre de sièges au Conseil. Mon amendement fait 

seulement qu’un des sièges désigné pour le grand public soit 

choisi parmi des candidatures soumises par l’AFY. Alors 

j’espère que le gouvernement va appuyer ce changement.   

The amendment, Mr. Chair, that I brought forward is 

definitely about French representation.  

The amendment, Mr. Chair, that I brought forward is 

definitely about French representation. 

It is the reason why the first statement I made was in 

French. I believe that this amendment will go far in helping 

the government not only recognize, but honour, the 

Languages Act and honour the cultural diversity of the 

francophones. It does not add any more to the proposed 

makeup. It would still be nine. What it is doing is recognize, 

in the same way that First Nations can nominate people — 

and so can the hospital staff and so can the public service of 

Yukon also be included on that. My hope is that this is viewed 

in a collaborative way.  

This is not meant to be combative. This is meant to look 

toward the inclusivity of the community. It is to look forward 

to the importance and recognition of the cultural diversity 

represented by the francophone population. So I look forward 

to discussion. Of course, I am ever hopeful that the 

amendment will pass.  

Hon. Ms. Frost: So I’m going to just reiterate that, at 

this point in time, we aren’t considering amendments. We are 

going to stick to the language that is proposed with respect to 

cultural diversity. We will work with the hospital board 

around the competencies. We will ensure that, as part of the 

competencies, we are really — as eloquently defined by the 

Member for Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes, who is responsible 

for the Association franco-yukonnaise — looking at our 

partnership as Government of Yukon and our commitment to 

continue to work with the French community around service 

delivery. We will continue to do that.  

An important aspect of health services to all Yukoners is 

— essential and relevant to all Yukoners — that we look at 

efficient services in languages of choice and the cultural 

diversity. We have multiple languages. Clearly I’ve stated that 

there is a special relationship — most definitely — but we 

also have growing cultural diversity in Yukon. So at this point 

in time, I would say that we are not proposing to accept the 

proposed amendment.  

Ms. Hanson: Well sadly, I think what we are doing is 

we are seeing yet again a replay of “It’s our way, or we’re not 

doing it.” The government and this minister yet again had an 

opportunity to listen. They campaigned on you will “Be 

Heard”. The francophone community thought that they had 

been heard. They clearly got a communication from the 

Premier that indicated that you can’t do this sort of out of the 

blue. You would have to wait until the act is opened up. So 

the act gets opened up and now we’re saying, “No, we didn’t 

want to do that. We want a special relationship with you, but 

we don’t want to reflect it in our legislation.” That’s 

disappointing, to say the very least. 

It takes a minor bit of legislative flexibility for the 

minister to recognize that perhaps this is an oversight by the 

government — that, perhaps in how it was communicated 

since last spring and through the fall, it would be reasonable 

for the francophone community to expect that, when the act 

was open, the opportunity would be taken — not simply to 

make a statement of fact that it could be done — but it wasn’t 

indicated that it could be done but you wouldn’t ever do it. 

That’s not the implication of what I heard being read into the 

record. 
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It’s really unfortunate, because at some point, this 

government is going to have to demonstrate that it actually 

listens to the communities that it says it represents. Yes, there 

is a special relationship with the francophone community. 

Yes, it’s reflected in the law. Yes, it’s reflected in the 

Constitution of Canada. Wouldn’t it be nice if this government 

actually did say that we’re not just talking about it but we’re 

actually going to make sure that our board structure reflects 

that relationship, and we will make sure that there is at least 

one nominee on that board, and we won’t do it through some 

sort of yet-to-be defined competencies? It sounds very much 

like legislation that we talked about last week — “Well, just 

wait” — and so if it was intended that we were going to wait 

until there is an opening of the act yet again — this is another 

one of “Let’s defer it” — so in maybe six, eight or 10 years 

from now, another government has to open this act to allow 

this to happen? It makes no sense. It’s a simple ask. 

I’m wondering if the minister could explain precisely 

what her objection is to doing this. What is the objection of 

this government to making this simple amendment? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t think the objective here is to 

argue the point or debate the point that we need to include all 

of the cultural diversities of Yukon, and that is the language 

we included so we’re not excluding anyone. The appointment 

process in terms of cultural and gender diversity in the act is 

to reflect the diversity of Yukoners, and francophones are part 

of that cultural diversity.  

Yes, this will be considered under the provisions, as will 

other language groups. I absolutely appreciate and recognize 

that we need to consider that and we’ve committed to doing 

that. We will work with the Hospital Corporation. We will 

work through that process and define and allow that 

opportunity.  

Ms. Hanson: With respect, the purpose of what we’re 

doing here this afternoon is debating, and we’re trying to 

ascertain what impediments this minister and this government 

see to making this simple amendment.  

I am reminded, sadly, of a scenario in 2009 when I went 

to a meeting of the francophone school board. I will have to 

admit that my French is pretty rustic. I can comprehend fairly 

well, but I can’t speak worth a whatever. I wasn’t too sure if I 

had understood the context of what was being said at that 

meeting so I asked to meet with the president of l’AFY and 

the director of the school board at the time. What it boiled 

down to was that the government of the day was being 

incredibly stubborn and, for some bizarre reason, chose to 

ignore their special relationship with the Commission scolaire 

francophone du Yukon — CSFY — and they denied that 

board a full seat at Management Board, denied that they are 

actually a board in terms of real management powers. 

You know what, Mr. Chair? It kept going, and then, guess 

what? We ended up in court. Guess what? We ended up in the 

Supreme Court of Canada. Guess what? We ended up building 

a francophone high school, and if you had asked the people in 

2000, when I met with them, if that was the intended outcome 

of that discussion — that was not what they were looking for. 

They were simply looking for respect. They were simply 

looking for the respect that is due to them according to the 

Constitution of Canada and according to the laws of this 

territory. 

I don’t understand — and I am still looking for the 

minister to explain — why this government is rejecting this 

simple request. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: What we are doing is we are looking 

at competencies. I think that previously the board was made 

up of select groups from our community representation. In 

fact, we had the CEO as a member of the board, and the 

recommendation is for us to look at current best practices, 

which is to move to a smaller skill-based board, looking at 

specific competencies with the complex nature of the hospital 

and the pressures that we are currently undergoing. What we 

are doing here is adding culture, and we are adding gender 

diversity to reflect the culture of Yukon, and that includes the 

francophones. 

Ms. Hanson: Can the minister explain why this 

government would suggest — or believes, perhaps — that 

having a nominee from the francophone community would 

obviate or would somehow make it not possible to have that 

diversity — that you would have that gender diversity? You 

certainly would have the competencies in terms of having 

people representing the francophone community. I don’t think 

there is anybody who is familiar with competency-based 

approaches to things and who would suggest that a nominee 

from the francophone community wouldn’t be able to achieve 

the competencies that the minister anticipates the board 

establishing for its internal governance — or is she suggesting 

that? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Clearly, I would not suggest that. I 

would suggest that what we are doing, as I stated, is looking at 

finding the opportunities and looking for the opportunities to 

better align service delivery. In the act, it speaks currently to 

making reasonable efforts and that is what we intend to do. 

We want to look at the diversity of Yukon’s culture — and 

that is reflective of the board and reflective in the board’s 

structure. 

Ms. Hanson: Among the other nominees, it is quite 

possible to reflect the diversity that the minister speaks to.  

We are not talking about how that board acts in this 

amendment. We are not talking about the business, the 

strategic planning or any of that work that the board will do. 

What we are talking about is how, in this specific issue of the 

amendment that has been proposed, one position would be 

filled if this amendment was accepted. One position would be 

filled by a nominee from the francophone community of the 

Yukon. Once on that board, all the matters that the minister 

has been describing around competencies and how they are 

going to operate and how they are going to talk about the kind 

of activities or the business of the Hospital Corporation — 

that is a whole separate issue from the issue that we are 

speaking to in this amendment. I would ask the minister to 

speak to the amendment, which is suggesting a nominee from 

the francophone community. Why does this government reject 

that offer? 
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Hon. Ms. Frost: We absolutely agree that francophone 

Yukoners have the skills and competencies required and we 

encourage them to apply for board membership. That offer is 

there. We have a number of seats available and open. The 

clause speaks to cultural diversity and that includes the 

francophone community.  

Ms. Hanson: To quote a good friend of the minister’s 

and mine: “That and 50 cents will get you a cup of coffee.” 

Mr. Chair, the point is that not that everybody can apply. The 

point is, why? My question to the minister is: Why is the 

minister refusing to accept the idea that the francophone 

community would have one position guaranteed on the Yukon 

Hospital Corporation Board? What principle underlies the 

view of this government that the francophone community 

should not have that guarantee of one seat? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am going to go back to what I said 

before. I don’t deny — we don’t deny — the importance of 

French language and cultural diversity. We have moved away 

from willy-nilly board representation. We are trying to find 

competencies in a complex state of affairs and a complex 

situation. Nowhere did we say that bilingual representation or 

francophone communities don’t meet those competencies. 

They most certainly can apply. There are four seats available. 

We did not specify any other group, other than the First 

Nation and the public-at-large seats — and we mean that; it is 

the public at large.  

The reason we have identified First Nation seats is 

because we have a legal obligation under the self-government 

agreements and devolution agreement. 

Ms. Hanson: The minister will recall that, in fact, there 

are other designated positions for the staff of the corporation 

and for the public service of Yukon. The numbers of that 

position have been reduced, but there is a designated one. 

The question, Mr. Chair, remains: Upon what principle 

does the minister rest the government’s position that they will 

not designate a francophone position — a nominee — from 

the francophone community of the Yukon? What is the 

principle? I don’t want to hear, Mr. Chair — with respect — 

anything more about competencies and willy-nilly, or 

whatever — it seems to be a phrase that the ministers opposite 

are quite fond of. We’re not talking about haphazard 

appointments here; we’re talking about a designated 

appointment from the francophone community. I’m looking 

for the principled approach and the principled reasoning for 

the government to take this position. I haven’t heard a 

principled reason.  

What I keep hearing is the minister going back to a whole 

bunch of speaking points about competencies of the board. 

That really is not a good line to go down because you’re 

starting to invite the question that I asked earlier about are you 

suggesting that the francophone community wouldn’t be able 

to put a nominee with those competencies — that’s not the 

issue. I’m avoiding that, Mr. Chair. 

What I am asking the minister to say is: What principle 

underlies the position of the Government of Yukon that, in 

opening up the Hospital Act to change how appointments are 

made — or the numbers of appointments to be reduced and 

then how those appointments will be made — why they didn’t 

take this opportunity to extend the opportunity for a nominee 

from the francophone community to be appointed to this 

board? There’s no principle that has been stated that would 

explain what the resistance is to having a nominee from the 

francophone community. I’m simply looking for a 

government statement of principle around this matter of a 

nominee from the francophone community — one designated 

position. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Clearly, I have stated and I will state 

again that we are looking at opportunities. We have 

considered all of the possibilities and we are attempting to 

ensure inclusivity in the services and supports we provide to 

Yukoners. 

 The act — rather than going ahead and just taking 

nominees or taking a bunch of names from Yukoners and 

appointing them to a board, we have started to look at, in 

conjunction with the board and speaking to ensuring that we 

have representation — bilingual representation in services 

there; that I am assured will continue — and that the best 

quality services are there and that the act is set out to reflect 

cultural diversity of Yukoners. We’ll consider the 

francophone appointments under the provisions that are 

defined for us and that the competencies will be there. 

What the member stated earlier is that the structure of the 

board is intended to provide an opportunity for four public 

members at large of the board, and we encourage all 

francophone community members to apply for one of the four 

seats. 

Ms. Hanson: It wasn’t too long ago that you would see 

things and people would say, “Oh yeah, well, we encourage 

women to apply, but good luck.”  

Again, that is not — what I have been asking from the 

minister is the principled reason for this government to reject 

a simple amendment that would see the francophone 

community nominating one member of that board. The 

opportunity is there now. The act has been opened.  

We’re not talking about bilingual services. If we were 

talking about services — which we are not talking about at 

this point; we’re talking about French language. We’re 

looking for somebody who can represent the interest of the 

French community — not the bilingual community; the 

French language community — and that’s what we’re talking 

about in terms of the legislation, the Constitution and the 

language rights. I’m looking for that principled reason. The 

minister still has not given the principled reason of this 

government, other than, “We didn’t think of it” or “We didn’t 

want to do it.” If that’s what it is, just simply say so and that 

can go down on the record — but right now, we are going 

around in circles about: “You know, well it’s possible that a 

francophone might get one of those four positions; maybe, 

maybe not”.  

We’ve seen how long it has taken to get equity positions 

in place. My colleague talked about as recently as four or five 

years ago — in terms of how the French Language Services 

Directorate was treated in the Government of Yukon. We have 

heard the history and we know the history of how the French 
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school board has been treated and the consequences. We can 

either treat each other with respect — and those relationships 

that are constitutionally defined with respect — or we can deal 

with the consequences. We’re simply saying, here is a simple 

give — a simple give.  

I’m looking for the principled reason from this 

Government of Yukon and from the Liberal government as to 

why they refuse to designate a seat on the hospital board for a 

nominee from the francophone community.  

Hon. Ms. Frost: The principle is really based around 

flexibility. It’s the flexibility. The only guaranteed seats we 

have on the hospital board are the First Nation seats. 

Ms. Hanson: Perhaps I will give the minister a chance 

to restate that. What is the one member from persons 

nominated by the medical staff of the corporation — that’s not 

a designated position? Including one resident each from 

Dawson City, Watson Lake and Whitehorse — those aren’t 

designated positions? There is one member from the public 

service of Yukon — that’s not a designated position? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I think I’m going to go back in time. 

What we’ve heard publicly and what we’ve heard in this 

House is that we’ve heard consistently that the representation 

and the services provided in the communities with the 

regional hospitals reflect a Whitehorse-centric model. 

The services — the direction came out of Whitehorse. 

The communities wanted to see that we open public seats. It is 

not designated to say that we are going to have francophone 

community members, or any other members, in those 

communities. That is an opportunity to reflect what the needs 

are of those communities that have the two hospitals. We have 

Watson Lake and we have Dawson City.  

It made sense that the board appointments and the new 

structure reflect the needs of those two communities — where 

the hospitals are, where we have services. The nomination by 

the First Nations — the language around the First Nation 

representation is really that. We have a commitment to ensure 

First Nation representation and we will ensure that the cultural 

diversity of other Yukoners is considered in that appointment 

process, whether they reside in Dawson City, Watson Lake or 

Whitehorse.  

Ms. Hanson: The minister did not answer the question 

I asked, and instead went off on a tangent with respect to the 

regional representation. My illustration of citing those sections 

was to simply say and to point out to the minister that she had 

said that there was no other designated representation, other 

than First Nations. In fact, the act is quite clear about that. 

What I was asking the minister is: What principle guides this 

government to come to the conclusion that it will not allow an 

amendment that would allow the designation of one position 

on the board — one of the nine positions — to be a 

representative of the francophone community of Yukon? 

Now, perhaps the francophone community of Yukon will 

identify someone who lives in Carmacks or somebody who 

lives elsewhere. I am not talking about where they are from 

geographically. I am talking about a Yukon francophone 

individual who would be nominated by whatever process the 

francophone community uses to make that nomination.  

I am looking for the principle that is driving this 

government to be so resistant to this inclusive proposal.  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I just want to bring us back a bit to 

talk about the First Nation seats, and why the First Nation 

seats are — the nominations. The member opposite will know 

this very well, given that she was there during devolution and 

during the self-government agreements. It is the spirit and 

intent of implementing the full aspect of the self-government 

agreements to ensure that equity and fairness for Yukon First 

Nations are considered. We are not looking for — what I want 

to say is that the francophone community can apply for the 

public seats. The point made earlier about the medical 

appointment is really to ensure that we provide the expertise 

and ensure that the representation of the medical community 

on the board is representative of the hospital, given that it is a 

hospital. What we heard from the public, and what we heard 

from the feedback, and what we heard from members here is 

that there had to be representation. We wanted to see 

representation from the municipalities in which we have the 

hospitals. 

Ms. White: The minister hit it on the head again. We 

are talking about representation — the importance of a person 

nominated by the medical staff being representation of the 

medical staff of the corporation. I imagine it is the same as the 

public service. Again, it is the same as the three nominees 

from First Nations and, again, it is the same as the 

representation of both the Watson Lake and the Dawson City 

hospitals.  

One thing I want to highlight is that the nomination from 

the francophone community would have to follow 3(1)(a) as 

well, which is making sure that they have the competencies, 

that they have the suitability that is required for the board. We 

are not talking about an omission of a francophone who 

doesn’t meet the requirements of the board. It’s no different 

from the First Nation representation or the medical staff 

representation or the public service representation. The reason 

why we are highlighting the importance of having a 

francophone member is because of the Languages Act, is 

because of the Constitution of Canada and, again, reflects that 

diversity of the community. So saying that a francophone can 

apply — it is very true that a francophone can apply. 

Mr. Chair, you are not allowed to ask certain questions. 

You can ask the question: Do you identify as a visible 

minority? But there is no requirement to ask. You can ask if 

you are representing the disability community, but you do not 

have to answer that.  

At this point and to the best of my knowledge, there is not 

an application that says: Are you a francophone? Do you 

identify as francophone? There are at times questions that ask 

if you are bilingual, but that is not the same as being a 

francophone. Francophone is a cultural representation. It is 

defined in the Constitution. We are not making it up. It is 

different from being bilingual. 

Can the minister explain again why there is this 

reluctance to make an amendment to 3(c) to take that fourth 

member, who is not designated as being anyone specifically, 
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and having that person be nominated by the francophone 

association? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The point made around revealing your 

identity is not something respecting public interest, respecting 

interests of individuals. We are hoping to look at — members 

applying will highlight their relevant skills. That is up to the 

individuals. You either choose or choose not to. We are 

looking at the competencies of the board. The appointments, 

really, going forward — looking at the competency-based 

decision-making.  

Now, applying for board appointments — we have four 

vacancies, four seats available. Certainly the department will 

look at the competencies and will make the decisions in terms 

of the governance structure.  

Chair: Is there any further debate on the amendment?  

Some Hon. Members: Count.  

Count 

Chair: Count has been called.  

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of the amendment to 

clause 3 please rise? 

Members rise. 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise? 

Members rise. 

Chair: The results are seven yea and eight nay. 

Amendment to Clause 3 negatived 

 

Chair: Is it the wish of the Committee to take a brief 

recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 12, entitled 

Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017).  

Is there any further debate on clause 3? 

Clause 3 agreed to 

On Clause 4 

Clause 4 agreed to 

On Clause 5 

Clause 5 agreed to 

On Clause 6 

Clause 6 agreed to 

On Title  

Title agreed to 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Mr. Chair, I move that you report Bill 

No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017), without 

amendment. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Frost that the Chair 

report Bill No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act 

(2017), without amendment. 

Motion agreed to 

Bill No. 11: Act to Amend the Health Act (2017) — 
continued 

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is 

continuing general debate on Bill No. 11, entitled Act to 

Amend the Health Act (2017).  

Ms. Frost, you have 18 minutes and 39 seconds left. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Mr. Chair, these amendments will 

serve the purpose of dissolving the Health and Social Services 

Council. This government recognizes and appreciates the 

efforts and contributions of the current and past members of 

the Health and Social Services Council.  

As members of this House know, this decision — the 

purpose of which is to dissolve the Health and Social Services 

Council — was made in the interest of respecting the 

resources of both government and the public while 

maintaining a firm commitment to be inclusive of our public 

responsibilities. This government recognizes and appreciates 

the efforts and contributions of current and past members of 

the Health and Social Services Council. 

As I mentioned previously, the Health and Social 

Services Council was established nearly three decades ago to 

provide an open process for review of health and policy 

issues. Today our government has ways and means to engage 

Yukoners that did not exist when the council was established. 

Advancements in technology and an increased commitment to 

public consultation allow our government to easily engage 

with people in all Yukon communities on a wide range of 

subject matter. It is now more efficient to seek public input 

and views on matters directly — and, in fact, the public 

demands that we do. Dissolving the council will provide 

opportunities for greater diversity of voices to be heard, thus 

giving us input, but more of a representative cross-section of 

Yukon’s population. Our government’s new approach to 

public engagement aims to make it easier for Yukoners to 

provide ideas and advice to inform the best possible decisions 

for Yukon. 

It is important to remember that, as per section 37 of the 

Health Act, the minister responsible for Health and Social 

Services would still have the power to establish issue-specific 

committees to act in an advisory and investigative or 

administrative capacity. Our government intends to further 

develop advisory committees that focus on strategic areas of 

Health and Social Services business plans and that are aligned 

with the mandate given to me by the Premier along issues of 

great importance to Yukoners, like aging in place, 

collaborative care and housing for vulnerable populations. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chair, I will reiterate our 

government’s commitment to continually seek Yukoners’ 

input on the issues and decisions that affect them. Yukoners’ 

perspectives are essential to building a thriving Yukon 

community and helping Yukoners lead healthy and productive 

lives. 
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I recognize that not everyone will be happy with these 

changes. Some will say that we have taken away an 

opportunity for Yukoners’ voices to be heard. Of course there 

is more work to done to improve the way we do public 

engagement and we will get there. We will ensure that we take 

into consideration all that we hear from Yukoners and the 

advice we received in our decisions in the future and in our 

discussions through various committees, advisory boards and 

processes that are defined in this amendment. 

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Bill 

No. 11? 

Seeing none, we will proceed to clause-by-clause debate. 

Ms. White: Let me make this easy. 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. 11, entitled Act to Amend the Health Act (2017), read 

and agreed to. 

Unanimous consent re deeming all clauses and title 
of Bill No. 11 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. 11, entitled Act to 

Amend the Health Act (2017), read and agreed to.  

Is there unanimous consent? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted. 

Clauses 1 to 10 deemed read and agreed to 

On Title 

Title agreed to 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Mr. Chair, I move that you report Bill 

No. 11, entitled Act to Amend the Health Act (2017), without 

amendment. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Frost that the Chair 

report Bill No. 11, entitled Act to Amend the Health Act 

(2017), without amendment. 

Motion agreed to 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Vote 15, 

Department of Health and Social Services, in Bill No. 203, 

entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

 

Department of Health and Social Services 

Chair: Is there any general debate? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Mr. Chair, I would like to introduce 

my officials. I didn’t do that earlier and I apologize for that: 

Brenda Lee Doyle, Assistant Deputy Minister and Stephen 

Samis, Deputy Minister of Health and Social Services. 

I am here to speak to the Department of Health and Social 

Services supplementary budget for fiscal year 2017-18. The 

bill we are discussing here today is guided by this 

government’s enduring priorities. Just to remind everyone 

what these priorities are: our people-centred approach to 

wellness help Yukoners thrive; our strategic investments build 

healthy, vibrant, sustainable communities; our strong 

government-to-government relationship with Yukon First 

Nations foster reconciliation; and our diverse growing 

economy provides good jobs for Yukoners in an 

environmentally responsible way. 

With these priorities in mind, my department and I thrive 

and strive to ensure that access to and delivery of health 

services is available to all Yukoners in a timely, appropriate 

and respectful manner. This is what I have been asked to 

achieve with a mandate letter by the Premier that was 

provided to me a year ago. Specifically, in that letter, I was 

directed to enhance the long-term well-being and quality of 

life for Yukoners. This required a comprehensive and 

coordinated range of programs and services that provide 

effective responses to all stages of people’s lives.  

Working toward this, I’m happy to report to this House 

that, under my direction, the department has made significant 

progress on all of the actions that were set out in the mandate 

letter. It’s important for me to remain transparent and 

accountable to my colleagues in this House and to Yukoners 

and most importantly to my constituents, so I want to quickly 

list what the Premier instructed me to do in the near term: 

work with the Minister of Community Services to regulate 

and fund midwifery to provide safe and affordable childbirth 

options in the communities; improve the provisions of mental 

wellness services in the communities; work with Yukoners to 

create solutions to promote aging in place and a full spectrum 

of care, both public and private; examine options to improve 

front-line health care services to a collaborative care model 

through cooperation between Health and Social Services, 

Yukon Hospital Corporation and Yukon Housing Corporation; 

look at providing services to our vulnerable populations; work 

with Yukon Housing Corporation to increase housing for 

vulnerable populations; we work with the Minister of Justice, 

the Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate and 

community partners to improve services for victims of 

violence and sexual assault in Yukon.  

I’m happy with the progress to date on these actions and 

would like to thank the staff of the department for their hard 

work. I’ve challenged them to continue their efforts to ensure 

that we’re able to achieve these goals in a timely manner, 

improving health access and outcomes for all Yukoners. 

Throughout my notes today, I will be mentioning this 

government’s enduring priorities and the sections of my 

mandate letter from the Premier that are guiding these 

investments because it is important to this government to be 

fully transparent and clear. While this may seem tedious and 

repetitive to some, it’s an important part of my responsibility 

and accountability as the Minister of Health and Social 

Services. 

I would like to thank the Minister of Finance and officials 

from the department, the Minister of Justice and officials from 

her department, and the officials from Health and Social 

Services for preparing all of this today. The Department of 

Health and Social Services requests $1.35 million in O&M 

and an increase of less than one percent of overall 

$1.647 million for capital for a total of $3 million. This brings 
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the 2017-18 budget to $459,859,000. I am pleased to speak to 

the department’s O&M request.  

Corporate Services in the department is seeking $275,000 

for four additional human resource personnel to staff the 

Whistle Bend continuing care facility. This funding will 

ensure that there are appropriate resources in place to provide 

adequate, significant, dignified and safe aging-in-place 

programs and services for Yukoners in the Whistle Bend 

continuing care facility.  

Mr. Chair, under e-health, the department is seeking a 

transfer of $524,000 in the budget and two FTEs, or full-time 

equivalents, for e-health to Insured Health and Hearing 

Services for personnel system maintenance related to the costs 

of e-health. Additionally, the department is seeking to transfer 

$245,000 — to transfer funds from e-health to the Yukon 

Hospital Corporation for system maintenance costs related to 

laboratory information systems, or LIS. It is an important part 

of modernizing access to information in the health sector and 

it can contribute to improving the access to, and delivery of, 

quality health services to Yukoners while protecting their 

information.  

In my community of Old Crow, I’m more than familiar 

with the challenges of receiving timely and confidential 

services that can make all the difference in a person’s life. I 

am pleased that my department and I are able to continue to 

work and make strategic investments that will ensure rural 

Yukoners have the support and services they need. We’re all 

here to represent our constituents, and we have continued 

access to health services with some innovative practices in the 

Yukon. By continuing our investment in e-health, we are 

delivering on our promises to Yukoners to create an enhanced 

people-centred approach to wellness that helps Yukoners 

thrive.  

Mr. Chair, improving access to health services in rural 

Yukon is also a key piece of my mandate letter from the 

Premier. Among other things, it directs me to invest in people, 

in alternative methods of care in people’s mental health and 

the healthiest living possible. E-health will help rural 

communities thrive, and that is something that everyone in 

this House can be proud of and support.  

Mr. Chair, you can see how these investments are guided 

by our government’s overall mandate and individual mandates 

that my Cabinet colleagues have. This is our one-government 

approach in action — delivering for Yukoners and making a 

real impact in the lives of people across the territory.  

Family and Children’s Services — under youth justice, 

the department is seeking $100,000, fully recoverable from 

Canada, for an increase in expenses for one of two agreements 

that the Government of Yukon has with Justice Canada 

regarding youth justice programming. Under one of these 

intensive rehabilitation and custody supervision agreements, 

the department is eligible for an additional $275 a day — 

again, fully recoverable from Canada. This opportunity will 

always provide increased services to youth in need and, when 

this additional funding was made available, the department 

and I were more than happy to realize that in the budget 

before us today.  

Mr. Chair, I look forward to the positive impacts that this 

additional funding will have on the lives of Yukon youth who 

need it most.  

This funding allows us to continue our efforts to find 

solutions to local challenges and enables our government to 

provide appropriate programming for our youth — both 

promises that we’ve made to Yukoners over the past year. 

$869,000 is being requested to adjust programming to better 

reflect normal operations under the residential youth treatment 

services, commonly referred to as RYTS. The department and 

community partners realize that they need to work toward a 

time when no children require this kind of care in our 

territory. 

Mr. Chair, I want to take a moment to provide some 

context to this budget item because it’s an important piece of 

my understanding, and indeed this government’s approach in 

this area.  

We are working in a variety of ways, including through 

the Family and Children’s Services five-year review, which 

this government is happy to undertake. It’s long overdue to 

create an environment where we, as a community, are 

providing a full spectrum of care to families, communities and 

children. By doing this, we are hoping to foster a climate 

where communities can work in the ways that they feel are 

best to serve their families with the guidance and assistance of 

government and other organizations as required and requested. 

Another way we are moving forward — but trying to 

ensure will one day not be needed — is through the fetal 

alcohol spectrum disorder plan being developed by 

community partners and our government. I look forward to 

seeing both of these items as well as the change that I am 

speaking to now as part of the overall solutions to improve the 

lives of all those affected when this kind of care is required. 

Under the Health and Social Services item — on 

April 1, 2017, the Government of Yukon and the Yukon 

Medical Association reached a five-year agreement totalling 

$6.9 million over five years. We were so pleased to see that 

our positive relationship with Yukon physicians was able to 

result in a new five-year deal. 

The Yukon Medical Association recently held their 

annual general meeting. Several of my officials attended the 

meeting to further our commitment to work closely together. 

The agreement maintains a focus on collaborative care and 

greater access for patients, retains a collective care initiative 

working group, and targets the creation of a multidisciplinary 

team that includes further integration of nurse practitioners 

into the care system and discussion on the regulations of 

midwifery. 

Mr. Chair, my mandate letter directs, and our government 

promises to deliver, on enduring priorities that are reflected in 

all the areas above that I listed, and I would like to take this 

opportunity to thank the Yukon Medical Association and the 

department staff for their hard work on this agreement. This 

type of collaboration that Yukoners expect in their health care 

system is one that we will strive for — a health care system 

that focuses on patient outcomes, access to programs and care, 
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while respecting government resources and the hard work of 

physicians, not only in Yukon, but across the country. 

As I move forward, some will argue: How is this 

representing resources while we’re spending more money? 

Mr. Chair, I’m happy to provide additional context to answer 

that question. 

The agreement will reduce some fees paid to physicians 

and repurpose underutilized funds to ensure better use of the 

money. A new initiative under the agreement that I am 

particularly excited about is a new pilot program that will 

match patients without a family doctor with a physician who 

will accept them into their practice. Unfortunately, every 

member of this House has constituents who have had, or 

continue to have, trouble securing a family physician. We are 

happy to finally be undertaking the process to find a solution 

to that problem. 

This pilot program is anticipated to begin in September 

2018, and I look forward to watching its impact closely, and I 

know all members of this House and indeed the territory will 

be doing so as well. That is included in the agreement that was 

just signed off with the physicians. I hear quite often that 

Yukon families experience challenges finding a family doctor. 

I am optimistic that this pilot project will be part of the 

solution. To cover part of this item, the department is seeking 

an additional $517,000. I’m happy to be balancing the need to 

increase access to care and respecting the resources that are 

available to government and the good work of doctors.  

The department is seeking to transfer $67,000 to the 

Yukon Hospital Corporation for a non-invasive prenatal 

testing program at the Whitehorse General Hospital. This 

program will ensure that expectant mothers receive prenatal 

screening for Down syndrome, or trisomy syndrome. Each of 

these tests is approximately $400. The benefit of these tests is 

also being able to offer them here closer to home, instead of 

having to send the pregnant mothers out of the territory.  

I look forward to these projects and the positive impacts 

on Yukon families, and the department and I continue to work 

on providing a comprehensive and coordinated range of 

programs and services that provide effective responses at all 

stages of people’s lives. 

I’m also pleased that this initiative will continue this 

government’s action on investment in children and our 

people-centred approach to health. The department is 

requesting an additional $466,000 to support the transition of 

clinic operations in Dawson City to the Department of Health 

and Social Services upon the retirement of a long-time 

resident physician, ensuring continuity of care for the 

residents of Dawson City. This amount includes four staff 

who were part of the clinic for many years and assistance to 

the overhead costs. Community Nursing has assumed the 

management of the clinic and will coordinate the delivery of a 

collaborative medical practice within the clinic.  

This government will continue to prioritize strategic 

investments that build healthy, vibrant, sustainable 

communities with resilient populations that have access to 

programs and services they deserve. These investments are 

particularly important in rural communities that serve a wide 

geographical area and are often asked to deal with a variety of 

challenges. 

Dawson City is a hub that serves many Yukoners and we 

are pleased to have the opportunity to ensure that they 

continue to have medical options closer to home. 

One further note, Mr. Chair — without mentioning any 

names, I wish the best to the retiring doctors in Dawson City. 

They have done a lot for the community and the number of 

lives that have been impacted, and their time in Dawson City 

has been much appreciated. We only hope to continue that 

through this new process. Thank you to the doctors who chose 

to live and become part of the rural Yukon communities. 

Mr. Chair, the department is requesting permission to 

allocate an additional $100,000, which is fully recoverable 

from Canada, to cover costs associated with signing a new 

agreement with the quitline. This agreement will build on the 

department’s commitment to ensure that Yukoners have 

comprehensive and coordinate programs and services that 

meet people’s needs at all stages of their lives. We all know 

the damages and the dangers of smoking. I don’t want to get 

into too much detail, so I will keep moving along. I encourage 

all members of this House to read the health status report that 

will give more information.  

With respect to Continuing Care, we are seeking 

$231,000 for the recruitment of a residential care manager for 

Whistle Bend. We are looking at — under the Hospital 

Corporation, the lab information system and prenatal testing, 

the further transfer of $312,000, and, under the Hospital 

Corporation, there is a reduction of $1.22 thousand, and we 

will see a total transfer of $910,000, bringing up the total of 

the transfer — and Corporate Services will see $417,000 

carried forward for e-health. 

Continuing on, carrying forward $408,000 — an 

additional $337,000 associated with landscaping and security 

of the Salvation Army Centre of Hope, and the department is 

seeking $69,000 for various system upgrades, including 

software for X-ray operating systems. 

This also delivers on many other government 

commitments to Yukoners, and I would be happy to respond 

to questions from the opposition on the supplementary budget. 

I am happy to be part of the debate and discussion and there 

are some highlights from the department that perhaps I would 

like more time to respond to. 

Ms. McLeod: We have had many discussions about 

health recently, and there have been many references made by 

the minister to an aging-in-place model. According to the 

minister’s mandate letter from the Premier, the minister was to 

work with Yukoners to create solutions to promote aging in 

place. 

Can the minister tell us what consultation has taken place 

with Yukoners to look at options for aging in place? 

Now, as I mentioned this spring, there was only $210,000 

in the mains from the federal funding for home care, which is 

out of $6.2 million. I asked the minister where the rest of it 

was and how that total amount of funding will roll out, and I 

did not receive an answer. 
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Has the agreement with Canada been signed? If not, why 

not? Hopefully the minister has some answers for us today on 

this. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Aging in place — as noted previously 

— is a conversation that is continuing to occur in the 

communities on a home care and expanded home care model. 

We are having and we will continue to have that conversation. 

The national agreement is still pending and we’re hoping to 

have that in the coming weeks.  

Ms. McLeod: So no agreement, no idea yet on what 

money is coming to Yukon — or when and how. I gather that 

there have been no consultations with the people in Yukon 

regarding aging in place. That’s good to know.  

So since our last discussion on health — we had a 

discussion about home care and how much seniors are 

receiving in their communities and the minister didn’t quite 

believe me. I think that most seniors in Watson Lake were 

receiving one hour a week of home care services. So I’m 

wondering if the minister has checked on this, because seniors 

still have concerns.  

I asked the minister for the total dollar amount that was 

spent on home care in 2015-16 and what the budgeted amount 

was for 2016-17. She did say that she would most certainly 

get those numbers to me, but did not. Recently, the minister 

released this year’s budget amount to the press, but we have 

not heard anything from her as of yet regarding the 2015-16 

figures.  

So does the minister have those figures today? 

Incidentally, I want to thank the Minister for Community 

Services for confirming that about 25 percent of the home care 

budget is spent in rural Yukon. The Minister of Health and 

Social Services didn’t seem to know that, so I thank him for 

helping out with that information.  

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank my colleague, 

the minister who provided that information. I can do that as 

well. So what I’m going to do here today is provide some 

clarity. I provided the information previously around the 

annual budget for home care. I would be happy to do that 

again.  

We spend, on an annual basis, $6.8 million, and 

approximately $1.7 million is spent providing services in rural 

Yukon. Yukon’s home care program has — really, I think 

what we have addressed and what we’re attempting to do is 

identify home care needs throughout the Yukon. That is part 

of the consultation process. We’re looking at conversations 

occurring in Yukon communities. That is our commitment — 

that we will move toward consultation with Yukoners and 

start looking at home care and expanded care in our 

communities so that the seniors can stay at home, in their own 

residences, in their communities.  

Home care currently is supporting between 572 and 629 

clients in their own homes. We are looking at — we just 

signed a 10-year agreement with the federal government 

dedicated to spending in home care, and we will continue to 

have that conversation with Yukoners around supporting an 

aging-in-place model and the aging population in Yukon. 

Ms. McLeod: I do acknowledge the minister for 

providing those 2016-17 figures which you released to the 

press — but still looking for those 2015-16 — trying to do a 

comparison year over year. 

The minister has previously pointed out the 5.5 new full-

time employees, who are all situated in Whitehorse, as the 

reason for the additional funding for home care this year. 

Have these positions been staffed? I guess the question is: 

How have they been deployed — whether or not they were 

home care assistants in the homes of Yukoners or whether 

they are administrative staff? 

I am wondering, given the additional investment to home 

care, what has actually taken place in other Yukon 

communities this year? Because the minister, during debate on 

the mains, said that home care services in rural Yukon were 

going to be assessed so that government was providing the 

best possible care — and that was going to happen over the 

coming months, not the coming years, as I think the minister 

just alluded to. 

Will the minister please let us know a little bit more about 

this commitment and whether or not it has been met over the 

last few months, as was promised? What kind of forward steps 

is the minister planning to improve the lives of seniors in 

communities outside of Whitehorse? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Clearly what we are doing is 

advancing the services, looking at providing the supports that 

are needed in Yukon. We need to do that in collaboration with 

our partners. I will hit that in a minute, but for now — the 

2015-16 numbers, I don’t have in front of me. I have the 

supplementary budget in front of me, and that’s for 2016-17. 

The information for prior years, I don’t have, but I would 

certainly be happy to provide that information to the member 

opposite so that she can do her comparison on what was spent 

historically to where we are going in the future. 

Recognizing that continuing care, home care, and the 

changing demographics in Yukon are going to put added 

pressures on the department, I’ve noted that previously — the 

statistics reveal that by 2030, in excess of 25 percent of our 

population will be over 55. We have to be geared toward a 

long-term plan for rural Yukon. The numbers I noted 

previously — and the member opposite was quick to perhaps 

highlight that — the supports that were put into place 

previously were to look at putting resources into additional 

beds — so the funding to Birch Lodge and Thomson Centre is 

there — that continues to be funded. We are looking at the 

McDonald Lodge in Dawson City — looking at providing the 

supports there. As well, we are pushing and working hard 

toward the Whistle Bend continuing care facility. We are also 

looking at and working with the Yukon Hospital Corporation 

in partnership to address core and care needs of our frail 

Yukoners, our elderly population and our aging population. 

What we’ve worked quite hard on is the continuum of care 

and the transition from the hospital into a care facility or into a 

home, or back into their homes. That has been the focus and 

that is what we will continue to focus on to alleviate the 

pressures in the hospital and alleviate the pressures that we’re 

seeing.  
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There are several joint projects currently underway 

involving multiple health partners. 

Ms. McLeod: I did not get any answers to my 

questions. I had been talking about home care and I was 

asking about the 5.5 new full-time employees who were 

funded. My question was whether or not they were staffed and 

how they were deployed — whether in the administrative field 

or in actual home care.  

Further, I asked the minister what steps she was taking to 

improve home care in other Yukon communities. I’m 

particularly looking to find out what community consultation 

and engagement has taken place and what the plan is for that 

because I hope that the minister fully intends to engage 

Yukoners in this discussion.  

Not that long ago, the minister told the House that the 

department had nurse practitioners in our communities — that 

they were on the ground and supporting the families. That’s 

what was told to us in the House.  

Can the minister tell us a little bit more about that, such as 

how many are there, and in which communities? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Just for clarification: the member 

opposite wanted to know what the five positions were 

identified for. Management Board approved the funding for 

four full-time recruitment officers associated with the Whistle 

Bend continuing care facility and we have one residential care 

manager. Those were the five positions assigned to fulfill our 

obligation under the Whistle Bend continuing care facility.  

The other information around the community — the nurse 

practitioners — we will get that back, specifically the 

information on where they’re located. But we do have nurse 

practitioners on staff. We have four supports — four specific 

programs. We have a collaborative care model and we have 

nurse practitioners around those models. We also just signed a 

negotiated agreement with the physicians. Historically, we 

have not seen nurse practitioners considered in the 

conversation around collaborative care and collaborative 

health models, so I’m really excited and pleased that we were 

able to tie that language into the agreement and work with the 

physicians and the Yukon Medical Association to expand that 

scope — expand that care — and include midwifery in that.  

So we are working toward a broad continuum of care 

model. We have practitioners in the continuing care facilities 

in Yukon. We will hopefully continue to bring more nurse 

practitioners on throughout the Yukon.  

Ms. McLeod: Perhaps the minister just misspoke that 

day that she said that we had them in the communities and on 

the ground — point taken that they are working in 

Whitehorse.  

Now the increase in the home care budget this year was to 

fund 5.5 new full-time employees — and these are words 

from the minister. This is what she said the money was for. 

Perhaps there has been some confusion over home care versus 

continuing care because I understand that hiring the people 

who are needed for staffing at Whistle Bend is about 

continuing care. I guess what I am hearing the minister say is 

that the $771,000 additional spending in home care is not 

actually going to home care. 

I just have an odd question that might not have anything 

to do with home care just this second, but we are running out 

of time. With regard to the 2017 snow removal contract at the 

Watson Lake Hospital that was recently awarded, will the 

minister tell the House what the value of the contract was and 

the length of the term? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I don’t have that information, but we 

would have to follow up with the Yukon Hospital Corporation 

and get the details that the member opposite requires. 

Ms. McLeod: I am going to take that as a commitment 

on the part of the minister to get us that information. 

As the minister knows, the Watson Lake daycare closed 

on November 10. The minister committed to working with the 

Watson Lake Daycare Society to look at options to help them 

with their recent closure. 

Can the minister tell us what form those discussions are 

that are taking place and whether or not she has been in 

contact with the Little Blue Daycare in Dawson City to 

determine if they are experiencing the same problems. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes, we have reached out to the 

Watson Lake daycare and we have spoken in the past to the 

Little Blue Daycare in Dawson City as well. 

Ms. McLeod: I guess I will check with the daycares to 

find out what’s going on there.  

We have had questions in the House recently about the 

Yukon government’s contribution agreement with the 

Salvation Army Centre of Hope. Will the minister tell us what 

the split is covering the cost of operation? The minister has 

confirmed that the value of the contribution agreement from 

Yukon government is $1.2 million each year. The question is: 

How much is the Salvation Army’s portion of the operating 

costs and is any of the Yukon government’s portion 

recoverable from Canada?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: The overall O&M contribution to the 

Salvation Army is $3.1 million over a three-year period and 

they are contributing several hundred thousand dollars toward 

the O&M costs. I don’t know what that is right off the top, but 

that is what we have right now. 

Ms. McLeod: I would ask the minister to get back to us 

with the actual numbers and whether or not any of that is 

recoverable from Canada. So now, we note that the soup 

kitchen which ran a great service to the Whitehorse area — 

and did a very good job of it — is now housed in the Centre of 

Hope. My question is about whether or not the costs have 

been folded into the operation of the centre. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Just a note on the previous question: 

The money is not recoverable from Canada.  

Yes, to the last question. 

Ms. McLeod: I am wondering if the government will 

now reconsider requests from the Watson Lake soup kitchen 

for assistance, since the story before was that government did 

not fund this sort of operation and clearly now they do. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: We would be happy to have a 

conversation with the Municipality of Watson Lake. In fact, I 

had that very conversation on the weekend with the Chief of 

the Liard First Nation around a collaborative care arrangement 

for Watson Lake. We don’t specifically fund the soup kitchen. 
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We look at the programs and services delivered out of the 

Salvation Army to ensure that it is inclusive and that it 

provides services to all of its clients. Historically, the 

arrangement with the Salvation Army didn’t focus on that. It 

was just a funding transfer agreement. So the department has 

worked quite hard and diligently to partner with the Salvation 

Army and our partner communities to look at services that 

utilize all of the facilities.  

So what we did was take the housing action plan, the Safe 

at Home models, we looked at establishing — looking at 

future demands and pressures — and really designed the 

scope of the program around that. It’s not specifically to say 

that we’re now funding soup kitchens, because that’s not the 

objective. We’re looking at an expanded emergency shelter 

and a larger kitchen and dining area that is going to be a day-

use program that delivers services and programs outside of 

that facility. It’s not just a dining/kitchen area for that purpose. 

We want to be able to see enhanced programming space.  

We’re looking at the transitional units in the Salvation 

Army for both men and women. So we are looking at 

developing a more holistic approach to addressing the needs 

of Yukoners and our vulnerable populations. I will commit to 

meeting with the Chief of the Liard First Nation, as I 

committed to him on the weekend, and I will go back to 

Watson Lake to meet with the community at some point in the 

future. But at this point in time, we will look at the whole 

community and we will look at what the needs are and we will 

do it in collaboration with all of our partners. 

Ms. McLeod: Just a reminder — the soup kitchen and 

food bank is not about Liard First Nation. It is about those 

people who are less fortunate in the Watson Lake region. 

We understand from the minister that the government 

now has 30 locations where naloxone kits can be picked up. 

To date, how many of the kits have been distributed and what 

has been the cost to government? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would be happy to provide that 

information but seeing the time, given that it’s 5:25 p.m., I 

would like to move, Mr. Chair, that you report progress. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Frost 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 the 

Committee of the Whole? 

Chair’s report 

Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has 

considered Bill No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act 

(2017), and directed me to report the bill without amendment. 

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill No. 11, 

entitled Act to Amend the Health Act (2017), and directed me 

to report the bill without amendment. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has 

considered Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18, 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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Speaker: I will now call the House to order.  

We will proceed at this time with prayers. 

 

Prayers 

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We will proceed with the Order Paper. 

Tributes. 

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of Geoscience Forum awards 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I rise today on behalf of the Yukon 

Liberal government, the Official Opposition and the Third 

Party to pay tribute to the recipients of the awards presented 

during Yukon’s 2017 Geoscience Forum, which is wrapping 

up today. 

The Yukon Geoscience Forum is still underway and there 

is a Chamber of Mines annual general meeting today — just 

concluding, actually. Not all of the award winners could be 

here, but we want to acknowledge their contribution to the 

industry’s success in Yukon. 

The Leckie awards were created as a tribute to the late 

Robert E. Leckie, who worked as a mining inspector in Mayo 

from 1987 until November 1999. The awards given in his 

honour reflect Mr. Leckie’s dedication to mine site 

reclamation and acknowledge miners for their exceptional 

reclamation and restoration efforts. 

Last evening, I had the honour of presenting the awards to 

this year’s winners at the Yukon Geoscience Forum banquet. 

The Leckie Award for responsible and innovative exploration 

and mining practices in quartz mining went to Minto 

Explorations Limited, in recognition of their development in 

recognition of their development of a wetland treatment 

system that is being used to naturally treat water at the mine. 

This type of wetland treatment system can effectively 

treat water with minimal maintenance while a mine operates, 

and then remain in place and continue to treat water after the 

mine closes. Minto also has demonstrated responsible 

development in progressive reclamation through the mine’s 

operating period. They are truly worthy recipients of this 

award. 

Mr. Speaker, the Leckie Award for excellence in 

environmental stewardship in quartz mining went to Triumph 

Gold Corp. The company took the initiative to clean up 

historical disturbances within its operating areas, which 

including re-sloping old trenches, plugging drill holes and 

relocating core left by previous operators. The award also 

acknowledges the company’s efforts to provide employment 

opportunities to First Nations and ensure that cultural 

sensitivity training was provided to all their employees. The 

company has supported many community events and assisted 

community groups in achieving their goals, which helps build 

sustainable communities. 

The Leckie Award for excellence in environmental 

stewardship in placer mining was given to M2 Gold Mines 

Ltd. Their outstanding reclamation techniques along the 

Indian River include meticulous contouring and strategic 

placement of boulder piles to create back eddies that improve 

fish habitat. Overburdened and organic soils were 

re-contoured and a vegetative mat was spread over the surface 

to promote regrowth. Without question, M2 have 

demonstrated leadership and are promoting environmental 

stewardship with their outstanding reclamation practices. 

I also want to acknowledge the dedication to the Leckie 

awards by a Department of Energy, Mines and Resources 

employee who is here with us today and will soon be retiring 

after 27 years of public service. Judy St. Amand began 

working with Robert in 1995 and has been instrumental in 

continuing his legacy by managing the awards program in his 

honour since 2003. 

Also, the Yukon Prospectors Association presented the 

2017 Yukon Prospectors of the Year to Tim Liverton and 

Hardy Hibbing, who have invested more than four decades of 

their time working in southeastern Yukon and in the Swift 

River area. These gentlemen have also made significant social 

and economic contributions to their community of Watson 

Lake. 

The Yukon Chamber of Mines presented their community 

award to Alkan Air in recognition of their contributions to the 

community. Alkan Air is a huge supporter of the Yukon 

Hospital Foundation and Yukon Imagination Library. The 

company also launched a flight training academy aimed at 

garnering northern youths’ interest in the aviation industry so 

they can get educated in and work in the north. 

The Chamber of Mines also acknowledged the 

contributions of one of their members, Sally Howson. Sally 

has been a committed volunteer in Yukon and has set a 

standard for respectful and early engagement with 

communities and First Nation governments. She has also 

made countless contributions to engagement in environmental 

best management practices. 

On Monday, November 20, 2017, Yukon Women in 

Mining recognized five champions: Mathieya Alatini, Sue 

Craig, Rob McIntyre, Ron Light, and Eira Thomas. Yukon 

Women in Mining champions are individuals who have blazed 

the trail in their field while championing diversity through 

direct mentorship, positive corporate culture development and 

strong advocacy.  

The award also recognizes organizations that support 

awareness and advancement of women in one of Yukon’s 

most significant private sectors. Sue Craig, who we have 

spoken about before, received awards at Roundup last year 

and also a national award from the Prospectors and 

Developers Association of Canada recognizing her work. 

Finally, I want to acknowledge Stuart Schmidt, who was 

awarded the Yukon Beringia Research Award at the Yukon 

Placer Forum in recognition of his outstanding contributions 

to Yukon palaeontology and Beringia research. Mr. Schmidt’s 

most recent fossil contribution was a helmeted muskox skull 

that he discovered in September. It represents a species that is 
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now extinct and it’s incredibly rare. Over the years, 

Mr. Schmidt has contributed many fossils to the Yukon 

palaeontology program collection and has provided never-

ending support to the Heritage Resources staff. My colleague 

presented that award to him this week. 

I ask the honourable members of the House to join me in 

acknowledging the great efforts by mining companies, 

operators and others who go above and beyond the normal call 

of duty to support their sector’s operations. Mr. Speaker, 

before we give a hand — I will wait until we do our portion 

where we recognize visitors, but can we give everybody a big 

hand — there are some people here with us today. 

Applause 

In recognition of Yukon Historical and Museums 
Association and Yukon Archives 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today on behalf of the Liberal 

government to pay tribute to two very important organizations 

that are dedicated to preserving and sharing Yukon’s rich 

heritage.  

Incorporated on October 25, 1977, the Yukon Historical 

and Museums Association has been a united and passionate 

voice for the heritage community for 40 years. The Yukon 

Historical and Museums Association’s mission is to inspire 

and share a passion for Yukon heritage. They do so by 

providing opportunities and support for education, 

networking, advocacy, partnerships and awareness. Their role 

is to capture in their vision: to be a central place where anyone 

and everyone can learn about our history, heritage, tools and 

practices, share their interests and perspectives on heritage, 

come together to identify common interests, and support the 

protection and preservation of Yukon heritage. 

Through a variety of programs and services, the YHMA 

makes learning about history and culture accessible and fun. I 

have had many opportunities over the last year to attend, as 

minister, many events that they have hosted. Yukon’s heritage 

community is knowledgeable, helpful and passionate about 

the important work that they do. I would like to commend the 

YHMA Board of Directors and all of the volunteers for their 

work to preserve and share our heritage with Yukoners and 

visitors alike. 

For 45 years, Mr. Speaker, the Yukon Archives have been 

safeguarding Yukon’s past, ensuring that our history is 

preserved today and for generations to come. The Yukon 

Archives has been entrusted with many historical records that 

mark turning points in the territory’s history, preserving 

significant territorial, municipal and non-government records. 

Thanks to the generosity and support of the community, the 

Yukon Archives continue to grow and expand. Archival 

materials such as diaries, photographs and maps — donated 

by individuals, families and organizations — form part of the 

documented heritage. 

Our recent expansion of the Yukon Archives facility is 

nearing completion. This new addition will have the capacity 

to store future collections’ growth in the new state-of-the-art, 

purpose-built facility. We are going to be doing an opening in 

mid-December and would really welcome all Yukoners to 

attend.  

But, no matter how amazing the expansion will be, it just 

wouldn’t thrive without the dedicated people who work there. 

Sadly, one of the Yukon Archives’ biggest champions is no 

longer with us today. I would like to recognize the late James 

Smith for his dedication, not only to the Yukon Archives, but 

to the territory that we all love to call home.  

As both the Yukon Historical and Museums Association 

and the Yukon Archives celebrate their anniversaries, I would 

like to pay tribute to everyone who worked tirelessly to make 

the organizations what they are today: from early champions 

to present-day supporters, generous donors, the incredible 

staff, the volunteers — thank you all for all that you do to 

protect our heritage, both as a window into the past and as you 

help guide us into the future.  

On behalf of the Government of Yukon, thank you and 

enjoy your anniversary celebrations. There are many people 

here today. We will introduce them during the visitor 

introductions. Thank you so much.  

Applause 

 

Ms. Van Bibber: It is with pleasure that I rise on behalf 

of the Yukon Party and the NDP caucus to pay tribute to the 

Yukon Historical and Museums Association and the Yukon 

Archives celebrating 40 years and 45 years respectively.  

The association’s name says it all: Yukon, historical, 

museuMs. In 1977, a small group realized that there was a 

need to capture, preserve, store and find our local history so 

that future generations would know what had happened within 

our territory. As with all collections, many artifacts and 

valuable information is tucked or hidden away, waiting to be 

shared. Such a dilemma to have — to have so many memories 

that will tell our story.  

The YHMA also does many other events like recently co-

hosting the 150
th

 birthday of Joe Boyle and the World War I 

celebration, walking tours, flea markets, and the well-known 

Yukon/Stikine Regional Heritage Fair, which encourages 

children to develop an interest in history. The YHMA also 

offers a variety of programs and services to promote and 

protect history and culture. These include the Yukon heritage 

training fund, the joint marketing program, the Yukon 

Heritage Symposium and numerous conferences and 

workshops for the development of skills and best practices.  

The Yukon Archives is a treasure trove of documents and 

preservation of local family histories. With the expansion of 

the Yukon Archives, we can rest assured that we will have 

space for many years to come. Since 2002, Yukon Archives 

has been digitizing its photographic holdings, currently 

boasting 3,718 image records from 17 collections, available 

on the website with search capability. It is amazing the lengths 

gone to not only preserve photographic records, but 

modernize them for use in the technological world we live in 

today.  

The Yukon Archives collects through donations from 

citizens and families, all levels of government, societies and 

associations. If one is looking for information, letters, diaries, 
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maps, recordings, films, photos or manuscripts, they will 

likely be found at the Yukon Archives. Due to the care and 

dedication of Yukon Archives staff over the years, they are 

very likely in pristine condition. It is truly a Yukon 

researcher’s or enthusiast’s dream. 

I would like to congratulate Yukon Archives on 45 years 

of encapsulating the tales and history of Yukon for 

generations to come, and the Yukon Historical and Museums 

Association on 40 years of promoting heritage and history in 

Yukon. I believe our history is in good hands. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I would like to ask everybody in the 

Legislative Assembly to help me in welcoming Professor Lord 

John Alderdice. He was the Speaker of the Northern Ireland 

Assembly from 1998 to 2004, the Leader of the Alliance Party 

of Northern Ireland from 1987 to 1998, and, since 1996, he 

has sat in the House of Lords as a Liberal Democrat. He also 

runs the Centre for Resolution of Intractable Conflicts and he 

is here with no stranger to the Legislative Assembly, Mr. Kirk 

Cameron. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would also ask the Assembly to help 

me in welcoming some people who are here today to support 

us in our tributes. Some of our staff here are: 

Mr. Stephen Mills and Briar Young from Energy, Mines and 

Resources; Brian Herbert, who was with us last night on 

behalf of Minto Explorations Limited, and was here as an 

award winner; Judy St. Amand — Judy, thank you for 27 

years of amazing service — and as well, Kelly Sutherland and 

Jennifer Walters, who have been very helpful over the last 

little bit. Thank you as well for your help. 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I have many people whom I would 

like to welcome to the Legislative Assembly today: Linda 

Johnson, formerly the territorial archivist; Loree Stewart, 

formerly the executive director of the Yukon Heritage 

Resources Board; Kathy Gates, founding member and 

formerly director of the Dawson City Museum and Historical 

Society; Michael Gates, Yukon’s history hunter and formerly 

the curator of collections for the Klondike National Historic 

Sites in Dawson City. He has been an active member of the 

Dawson City Museum and the Yukon Historical and 

Museums Association and has contributed to heritage projects 

and conferences over the years in a variety of ways. 

Marjorie Copp was the executor director of the Yukon 

Historical and Museums Association for approximately 14 

years over three decades. Marjorie has also been on the boards 

of the Old Log Church and the Yukon Transportation 

Museum. Lianne Maitland is the executive director for the 

Yukon Historical and Museums Association; Cathy Hines, 

current board member and currently active on the Heritage 

Fair committee and fundraising committee; Brent Slobodin 

served as president of the Yukon Historical and Museums 

Association from 1991 to 1998, and again from 2000 to 2002; 

Sally Robinson is the current president of the YHMA; 

Diane Chisholm, chair of the Friends of the Yukon Archives; 

David Schlosser, Yukon Archives and acting territorial 

archivist; and Lesley Buchan, Yukon Archives and private 

records archivist — welcome. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Adel: I rise in the House today to recognize one of 

my constituents, Roger Hanberg. It’s always nice to see Roger 

in the House supporting us. Thank you, Roger. 

Applause 

 

Ms. Hanson: I would just like to acknowledge also — I 

believe the minister mentioned his name, but given the tribute 

we’re doing tomorrow to a former chair of the CYI, Mike 

Smith — Gerald Isaac, who was also executive of the Council 

of Yukon First Nations, a land claims negotiator, land use 

planning councillor, and a proud member of the Tr’ondëk 

Hwëch’in. 

I would also like to recognize a constituent of Whitehorse 

Centre and housing advocate, Fred Horrocks. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

Are there any returns or documents for tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling the Yukon Police 

Council annual report, 2016-17. 

I also have for tabling the Crime Prevention and Victim 

Services Trust Fund Annual Report 2016-2017, which is 

tabled pursuant to section 9 of the Crime Prevention and 

Victim Services Trust Act. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have for tabling a legislative 

return in response to a question from the Member for Pelly-

Nisutlin on November 6, 2017. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I have some documents for tabling, as 

promised during motion debate last week. These are: Kluane 

Destination Development Forum summary from November 

2014; the Kluane tourism leadership summit from April 2014; 

the report to the economic development committee, an 

economic development plan for Haines Junction, December 

2006; the Kluane Region Tourism Plan from December 2000; 

road access into Kluane National Park, part 2, presented by 

Bill Brewster, December 2, 1988; and Kluane National Park 

Reserve — the Question of Access from November 1988. 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I have for tabling a legislative return 

in response to the question asked by the Member for Kluane 

on November 9, 2017, regarding a seniors facility in Haines 

Junction, Yukon. 
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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. Hutton: I rise to give of the following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

track progress on the implementation of the calls to action 

from the Truth and Reconciliation Commission of Canada. 

 

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: Legal Profession Act review 

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, as you may recall, the 

former Premier recused himself from any discussions and 

decisions related to the Pharmacists Act or the pharmacy 

regulations based on the advice of the Conflict of Interest 

Commissioner. I have a simple question for the Minister of 

Justice and Attorney General: Did the minister seek the advice 

of the Conflict of Interest Commissioner, prior to involving 

herself in decision-making related to the Legal Profession Act, 

2017, about whether there was the potential for a real or 

perceived conflict of interest, and if so — if the minister did 

seek advice from the Conflict of Interest Commissioner — 

can she assure this House that she is following that advice? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I did not seek advice from the 

Conflict of Interest Commissioner in dealing with the matter 

that came to me as a result of my role as the Minister of 

Justice and Attorney General. I do, of course, have counsel 

from the department on a regular basis. At no time has this 

issue ever been raised, and I have been nothing more than 

forthright about the fact that I’ve previously been involved 

with the Law Society of Yukon, if that is what the question’s 

referring to. 

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, I’m certainly not attempting 

to make any inference related to that. I’m simply pointing to a 

situation that the former Premier was in, noting that he sought 

the advice of the Conflict of Interest Commissioner and, based 

on that advice, recused himself from discussions as advised by 

the Conflict of Interest Commissioner. 

Can the Minister of Justice explain why she didn’t seek 

advice from the Conflict of Interest Commissioner prior to 

involving herself in discussions and decision-making related 

to the Legal Profession Act 2017? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m not sure what the inference is 

here. I’m not going to be terribly paranoid about it, 

Mr. Speaker. I take the member opposite’s word that he is not 

making any inferences, although I certainly see them.  

I did not seek advice of the Conflict of Interest 

Commissioner because I was not then or now in any conflict. 

My only — by virtue of being a lawyer, I’m regulated by the 

Law Society of Yukon. I am regulated, therefore, by the Legal 

Profession Act in this territory. There is no other way for me 

to practise law, but to be regulated by the Legal Profession 

Act and by the Law Society of Yukon.  

As a result, I now have a position to which there is a 

benefit to me being a lawyer and to being a member of the 

Yukon Law Society. It allows me to be familiar with the Legal 

Profession Act — to be familiar with the terms, the 

requirements, the necessities and the regulations they are 

under. As a result, that is a benefit, not only to me in my 

position, but certainly in my understanding the business of this 

House and all of the bills that come before it.  

Question re: School replacement 

Mr. Hassard: Mr. Speaker, yesterday, the Minister of 

Education confirmed that her government is looking to 

renovate or replace seven schools. These are the only seven 

schools the minister has told us about that will be part of her 

five-year capital plan. Despite the highly publicized issues at 

the Ross River School, it, unfortunately, did not make this list. 

We asked the minister yesterday why she left this community 

off the list and she said Ross River was — and I quote: “… a 

different kind of priority.”  

Earlier this year, the minister responsible for housing was 

speaking about Ross River School and stated — and I quote: 

“We’re not going to sink more money into sinking ground.”  

Let’s also not forget that the government broke its 

promise to build emergency housing in Ross River. It appears 

quite clear that when the minister says Ross River is a 

different kind of priority, she means not a priority.  

Will the Minister of Education agree to put Ross River 

School in her five-year capital plan?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. As the 

minister responsible for maintaining and building schools, I’m 

more than happy to take this question from the Leader of the 

Official Opposition. As the member knows, this school was 

built in 2000. It was built on permafrost. There have been 

significant problems with this school over the years. Since 

taking office, I have been dealing with those probleMs. I’ve 

had several engineering firms through the school to assess its 

suitability for staff and students. Time and again, the 

engineers dispatched to Ross River have said that this school 

is a safe building — a safe structure for the staff and students. 

I was relieved by that, but there are problems with the 

permafrost underneath the school and I have, as Minister of 

Highways and Public Works, taken action to ensure that this 

structure is maintained and is suitable for use going forward.  

As the members opposite know, this school is a very 

important piece of infrastructure for the community of Ross 

River. It’s used for a number of different — it’s a really 

central hub for the community. It would be a shame to lose it 

so we’re doing everything in our power to make sure that this 

school is usable by the community into the future.  

Mr. Hassard: While the minister said a lot, he certainly 

didn’t address the questions, so we’ll try again. This spring, 

the government received an engineering report on the Ross 

River School that told the government that they should re-
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level the school before the beginning of the school year. 

However, in the Liberals’ own words, we know that they 

believe Ross River is a different kind of priority. So rather 

than act on this recommendation, what did the government 

do? Well, they went and got a second opinion and ignored the 

recommendation from the first engineering report. Now we 

see that they’ve left Ross River out of their five-year capital 

plan.  

Mr. Speaker, will the minister take action to fix the Ross 

River School?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. This is an important issue. Ross River is a priority 

for this government and has been since we took office; it’s 

one of the very first files I opened and started to deal with.  

As I said, this facility is very important to the community 

and it’s very important to this government — as is the 

community of Ross River. So we tried to come up — we have 

come up with a plan to deal with this facility, which, 

admittedly, has had its problems. The members opposite know 

that because they spent millions of dollars trying to fix it 

several years ago. Now we’ve inherited it and we’re taking 

steps to deal with it. 

The engineering firms we employed on this job — we did 

get a second opinion on it. They actually suggested that we 

make sure that the school is not moving any more before we 

start levelling. That seems like a really good idea to me — to 

make sure that, before we go correcting problems, the whole 

situation is stabilized. So we’re actually going to look at that 

this winter. In the spring, once we know what is happening 

with the school and the permafrost, we’re then going to take 

concrete action to make sure that it is levelled. We’re going to 

look at re-freezing the ground. We have also publicly stated 

that we’re going to do that.  

The members opposite, I’m sure, have been following the 

file and know these answers, but I’m more than happy to 

answer them again on the third supplementary.  

Question re: Whitehorse Correctional Centre 
inmates’ mental health 

Ms. Hanson: Yukoners have now been waiting since 

September — over two months — to hear from the Minister 

of Justice as to who will be appointed to lead the Whitehorse 

Correctional Centre internal investigation. The trigger of this 

investigation is as a result of one case in particular; that being 

the long and drawn out incarceration in remand of 

Mr. Nehass. The need for this investigation is because of the 

treatment — or lack of treatment — of individuals who are 

incarcerated with mental illness. The need for this 

investigation is because of individuals with mental illness 

being held in isolation or administrative segregation. Finally, 

the need for this investigation is because individuals are being 

incarcerated at WCC in place of hospitalization and 

appropriate treatment. 

Can the minister tell this House who has been appointed 

to lead the investigation of the Whitehorse Correctional 

Centre? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: What I can do is commit to telling 

you that tomorrow. As a matter of fact, the final negotiations 

with respect to the inspector who has been named are ongoing 

as we speak. There is to be notification, Mr. Speaker, with 

respect to the terms of reference for that individual and the 

work that we are having carried out under section 36 of the 

Corrections Act. As a result, the paperwork is on my desk and 

will be announced on November 22, 2017. 

Ms. Hanson: We are indeed pleased to hear that this is 

finally happening. 

Will the minister confirm that the terms of reference for 

this independent, internal inspection will be made public? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Yes. 

Ms. Hanson: Excellent. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am 

pleased that the minister has confirmed the terms of reference 

will be made public. This internal investigation is the first of 

its type and we want to make sure that it is done properly. The 

minister has said in answer to previous questions that whoever 

does this will have access to any records within the 

correctional services, apart from personal medical records. 

Many mental illnesses are often undiagnosed, particularly 

among vulnerable populations. In this context, the worker 

evaluating WCC's treatment of mentally ill inmates will be 

challenging. 

Mr. Speaker, can the minister confirm: What mental 

health data will the inspector have access to, in order to 

complete this investigation? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The inspector will have access to 

anything they require, because that is what the legislation says 

— anything or any record, with the exception of personal 

medical records — those will therefore not be accessible to 

the inspector. Other than that, the terms of reference comply 

with the piece of legislation being used, and as a result, the 

access will be unhindered.  

Question re: School replacement  

Mr. Istchenko: Yesterday, the Minister of Education 

confirmed that her government is currently considering either 

renovating or replacing seven schools. The seven schools she 

referred to seemed to align almost perfectly with the 

Department of Education’s seismic report, except for one 

school. The Nelnah Bessie John school in Beaver Creek is the 

only school that was identified as part of the seismic report, 

but has not been listed by the minister as a priority for her 

capital plan. 

Mr. Speaker, did the government base this list of schools 

they are looking at from the seismic report and if so, why has 

the minister not included the Beaver Creek School on this list? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I truly appreciate the opportunity to 

address this question from the member opposite, particularly 

because today during Question Period, the reference has been 

made several times to the fact that the schools that I listed 

yesterday — in answer to another question — were in fact the 

five-year capital plan. They are not the five-year capital plan. I 

didn’t say that yesterday. I will stand corrected if the Blues 

say that, but I have the notes from which I spoke yesterday.  
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What I said was that, in fact, those schools are on a list of 

schools that need — let me see if I can be exact: “… the 

government is working on this long-term plan to spread the 

cost of school upgrades and replacements over a reasonable 

period of time. The schools that are currently being considered 

for renovation or replacement include…” — and then I listed 

a number of schools.  

The list of schools revitalization plan, as it has been 

termed with respect to some of the questions, is primarily 

based on the age of the building, taking into account some of 

the seismic issues around those buildings. That is how that list 

was made. My point yesterday, and my point today, is that we 

are taking a look at that list with separate criteria — or 

additional criteria, if I can say that — including the needs of 

the communities. 

Mr. Istchenko: I was speaking about the seismic 

report. The schools on the seismic report look a lot like the 

schools that she listed yesterday — that is the question that I 

asked. Also, the school in Beaver Creek is exactly the same 

age as the school in Destruction Bay.  

Mr. Speaker, yesterday, the minister confirmed to the 

House that her government is considering renovating or 

replacing the Kluane Lake School and the St. Elias 

Community School. For my constituents, what year can we 

expect work to begin on these schools? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The Department of Education, as I 

said yesterday, is working closely with the Department of 

Highways and Public Works to ensure that our school 

facilities are safe and available for use for many years to 

come. At this point, we are taking into account the age of 

buildings, state of repair, seismic issues, community needs, et 

cetera. 

We’re undertaking comprehensive planning to address 

future school construction and renovations to existing school 

buildings. Responsible investment in education will support 

improved student achievement and better outcomes for 

Yukon’s social, economic and community goals. 

A proper planning process includes functional plans, 

business cases, community concerns, state of repair — as I 

said — and age of buildings. 

Question re: Wildland Fire Management review  

Mr. Hassard: Yesterday, it was reported that the 

Department of Community Services had completed an audit at 

the end of January into Wildland Fire Management. 

According to the CBC, the audit found — and I’m quoting 

directly from the story — that the audit “… found deep 

problems with organization and oversight, making it 

susceptible to ‘possible theft and misappropriation of funds’”. 

Can the minister let us know what his government has 

done since January in response to this audit? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I thank the member opposite for 

the question. The department did carry out an internal review 

over the past year for wildland fire seasons leading up to, and 

including, the 2016 fire season. They did identify some issues, 

but one of the first things I want to say is that the report also 

noted that the staff are doing a great job in fighting fires, and I 

would like to acknowledge that. The things that were being 

looked at were systemic issues and ways that we could make 

improvements. I think it’s always our job as government to 

look at our branches and make sure that we do reviews from 

time to time to ensure that there is efficiency, safety and value 

for all taxpayers. 

Yes, we have a three-year plan that came out of that 

report. Within the three-year plan, we have a series of actions 

that have been targeted for this year, and many of them are out 

of the way — done. In fact, my understanding is that three-

quarters of those action items will be taking place this year. 

Mr. Hassard: We’re certainly happy to hear that is 

taking place. My question then is quite simple: Will the 

minister commit to tabling that plan here in the Legislature? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Just to recap what the minister said 

— this wasn’t an audit. The document in question is an early 

draft of a branch review, and they are two different things, as 

the member opposite knows. We have not released, nor will 

we release, draft versions of branch review documents. 

These documents are developed to be internal working 

documents. Due to the way that they are done, there’s lots of 

confidential information in these documents, so we don’t, as a 

practice, release reviews.  

I do understand that there is an updated work plan 

developed from this report that does outline the progress that 

has been made on the recommendations of the plan, and we 

will provide that to the members opposite as soon as possible. 

Question re: Student support services 

Ms. Van Bibber: Two weeks ago, we asked the 

minister about a backlog at Student Support Services. After 

two weeks, we still don’t have an answer. Mr. Speaker, this is 

an important question and the delay is concerning. 

Can the minister confirm whether there is a backlog at 

Student Support Services — yes or no? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m somewhat puzzled, I guess, by 

the fact that this is the third time that I’ve been asked about 

Student Support Services, which is not a problem. I want to 

get all the information possible to the members opposite. As a 

result, I have been working on a legislative return for over a 

week now to make sure that the information is thorough, 

comprehensive and accurate. I intend to file that legislative 

return, again, tomorrow. The questions are just a day early. As 

a result, I hope that all of the information that the member 

opposite is seeking will be available to her — and more, if she 

needs it. 

Question re: Southern Lakes water enhancement 
project 

Ms. White: This spring, we heard from the CEO of 

Yukon Energy Corporation that a decision will be made about 

the Southern Lakes water enhancement project quite soon. 

This project would see the levels of the Southern Lakes raised 

and held above their normal levels in order to store water for 

electrical production over the winter months.  

This project was first brought forward in 2006. Since that 

time, most affected citizens and First Nation governments 
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have been clear on their objections to this plan. Their main 

concerns have been about bank erosion, fish, animal and bird 

habitat impact, and environmental impacts on the water.  

What is this government’s position on the Southern Lakes 

water enhancement project?  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the member opposite for her 

question. She is certainly very accurate in her assessment of 

stakeholders on this particular issue. I have had the 

opportunity on at least two occasions to meet with 

stakeholders. The South McClintock Community Association 

came into our Cabinet offices and provided a very clear 

perspective on how they feel about this project. On other 

occasions, I have had the opportunity to speak with the 

Carcross/Tagish First Nation.  

So at this particular time, I think there needs to be more 

conversations with stakeholders. I think there needs to be a 

clear indication of impacts, or potential impacts, in this area. It 

has been a conversation that has gone on for quite a long time. 

But at this point in time, my work with Yukon Development 

Corporation and Yukon Energy Corporation has really 

directed the teams to ensure that they have conversations with 

all — not just individuals who may have been identified 

through previous studies.  

Ms. White: Just to be clear — so far, there have been 

11 years of conversations with affected stakeholders. We have 

been told that this is an attractive project and one that Yukon 

Energy Corporation has spent a lot of time and money on. 

There have been many public meetings with residents and 

other meetings with First Nation governments impacted by 

this potential project. 

Much of the corporation’s focus has been on the lakefront 

properties around Marsh Lake but, in fact, many more lakes 

will be impacted by raised storage levels, including both 

Tagish Lake and Bennett Lake. Landowners on these lakes 

have witnessed substantial erosion in some areas over the 

years, with wind damage and flooding. Understandably, these 

citizens are concerned about sustained higher water levels as 

well.  

Mr. Speaker, how much weight will be given to all of 

those whose properties will be impacted by higher water 

levels if this project proceeds? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Just to reiterate — that is exactly what 

I’m pointing to. There is impact potential to all of the previous 

stakeholders who were identified by the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King. That is my concern.  

I want to ensure that if a project such as this goes 

forward, we completely understand the potential impacts to all 

in the Southern Lakes. I think that is the appropriate thing to 

do and the right thing to do, and those are the discussions 

we’ve had. As the member has identified, there have been 11 

years of studies and still, to this day, as minister responsible, I 

don’t feel that this project has had the appropriate scope of 

impact for us to move forward on it, and that is being quite 

open and honest. 

What I’ve seen previously is studies that have been done 

— they’ve been very technical studies, but within those 

technical studies, the engineering teams have identified areas 

that potentially could be impacted. But it’s very difficult — 

and we’ve seen this — to then go into neighbourhoods and 

explain to one neighbour that we believe through an 

engineering study that they will be impacted and then say to 

their neighbour, “You won’t be impacted.” I don’t think that 

will fly for Yukoners, so I’ve asked our teams to go back and 

to do more due diligence. 

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I’m sure that all of those who are facing the exhaustion of 

being involved in these conversations and these studies for the 

last 11 years will not rest easy. 

Reading through the reports, the media stories, surveys 

and studies and having attended numerous public meetings, it 

is surprising that the Yukon Energy Corporation continues to 

spend money studying and working on this project when so 

many objections were raised by citizens and First Nation 

governments over environmental impacts, property erosion, 

lack of information and general unease over the whole project. 

I’m sure everyone will be happy when a decision is reached 

on whether to continue with this project or shelve it. Then, 

Mr. Speaker, people will be able to determine what their next 

steps or actions need to be. 

Mr. Speaker, when can Yukoners expect a decision on the 

Southern Lakes water enhancement storage project — one that 

they were told would be forthcoming? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I believe that probably part of the 

perspective from the member opposite is quite aligned with 

my perspective on this. As we talk about the fatigue to the 

stakeholders and this ongoing conversation — and the 

member opposite is correct — there has been a significant 

amount of money that has been spent on this project. Because 

there has been a significant amount of money spent on this 

project, the last time that a conversation was had with the 

Yukon Utilities Board on this particular project, the Utilities 

Board directed Yukon Energy to go back and continue to do 

the due diligence because they did not want to see a scenario 

where the money that was invested on the early due diligence 

was wasted. I commend the Yukon Energy Corporation. 

Although they may have wanted to go in a different direction, 

the actual oversight governance has directed them to continue 

the conversation. 

I’ve said directly to the individuals who we’ve met with 

that we hear their concerns. When I take into consideration the 

potential energy output of that project, but the liability and 

potential risk to individuals, I think there has to be a big 

conversation. Will we see that project shelved in the near 

future? That’s a possibility, but right now we’re taking the 

direction of the Utilities Board and continuing to have 

conversations. 

Question re: Francophone high school 

Mr. Kent: Yesterday, the Minister of Education 

confirmed for this House that the total budget for the new 

francophone school here in Whitehorse is $27.5 million; 

$20 million would be the Yukon government contribution, 

with a further $7.5 million coming from the Government of 

Canada for the community spaces. 
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Can the minister confirm if the current construction 

estimates received by the government are within this budget 

envelope of $27.5 million? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The current construction estimates 

is a question that I will allow one of my colleagues to take, but 

what I can confirm is that we are in the final phases of 

determining a design and that the design for the French first 

language high school will be within the budget. It is required 

to be within the budget, which has been set for the Yukon 

government contribution of $20 million plus community 

spaces allotted, pursuant to the federal government funding of 

$7.5 million; that our plan is for it to be placed next to F.H. 

Collins for the Riverdale campus model, which is something 

that was inherited — that location was chosen by the former 

government and inherited by our government. As a result, the 

budget has been set for the purposes of accommodating, as I 

said yesterday, up to 150 students. 

The final determination of the details that I understand the 

member opposite is asking for will be determined when the 

design is complete. 

Mr. Kent: Just by way of background for the minister, 

that decision to build on the F.H. Collins site was a joint 

decision by the government of the day as well as the 

francophone community. That is why that decision was 

arrived at and hopefully the minister, as she mentioned, can 

get one of her colleagues to get back to us with the current 

construction estimates that the government has. 

Yesterday, the minister confirmed that the new 

francophone school will be built for 150 students. On 

November 8, she told us that, currently, there were only 53 

students enrolled in the francophone high school in 

Whitehorse. 

I am wondering if the minister could confirm at what 

point she projects that the school will reach the full occupancy 

of 150 students? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I did say — I think it was 

November 8 — 53 students. I have now confirmed that it is 58 

students, so I stand corrected with respect to the 53 number. 

The projections made by the CSFY are that a number of 

students who currently go to different high schools 

presumably will come when they have the proper space and 

the proper programming at a French first language high 

school. So the projection is that some students will return 

whether they are in the middle of their high school years or at 

the beginning, and the intention would be that students would 

continue, hopefully, to go to that school because of the 

enhanced programming and the French first language focus on 

the culture and heritage. 

Mr. Kent: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that response from 

the minister.  

We have heard an awful lot in this Legislature from this 

government about including operation and maintenance costs 

in their capital planning, so I am wondering if the minister 

could let us know what the government projects the O&M 

costs for the new francophone school will be and whether or 

not there will be corresponding O&M decreases to other 

schools as students move from those schools into the 

francophone school, as she suggested in her previous 

response? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question. I do know 

that work has been done. I don’t have the number at my 

fingertips with respect to estimated O&M for the new French 

first language secondary school. I will undertake to provide it 

in a legislative return to the member opposite. 

We have indicated through answers to numerous 

questions — and I think a number of opportunities to speak to 

the public and through the work that we’re doing — that the 

projected O&M costs are critical when you’re talking about a 

capital build of any kind. While it isn’t included in the figures 

I’ve mentioned so far for the budget, I do know that work has 

been done and I will have that number produced for the 

member opposite. 

 

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 items standing in the name of the 

Third Party to be called on Wednesday, November 22, 2017. 

They are Motion No. 19, standing in the name of the Member 

for Whitehorse Centre, and Motion No. 209, standing in the 

name of the Member for Whitehorse Centre. 

 

Mr. Kent: In order to expedite debate on government 

business, such as the supplementary estimates, the Official 

Opposition will not be identifying any private members’ 

business for Wednesday, November 22, 2017. 

 

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): Order, please. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is Vote 52, Department 

of Environment, in Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 
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Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order. 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Vote 52, 

Department of Environment, in Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

 

Department of Environment  

Hon. Ms. Frost: The supplementary budget I am 

presenting today for the Department of Environment will 

result in an increase of $885,000, or two percent of the 

$42,325,000 voted previously. The majority of this increase, 

or $805,000, falls under the department’s operation and 

maintenance budget, while $80,000 of this increase will go 

toward the capital budget. The entire increase is 100-percent 

recoverable and represents ongoing collaboration with various 

partners. 

The largest amount — $512,000 in operation and 

maintenance and $25,000 in capital — is recoverable from the 

Government of Canada and supports our work with the 

Inuvialuit Final Agreement.  

Many people may not be aware of Department of 

Environment’s role in supporting the implementation of the 

Inuvialuit Final Agreement in Yukon. The multi-year 

agreement includes our work for Herschel Island-Qikiqtaruk 

Territorial Park and species management on the North Slope.  

This increase represents $219,000 in core funding for this 

work, the reallocation of $98,000 that was not spent in 

2016-17, and $195,000 to support the Wildlife Management 

Advisory Board in North Slope. The $25,000 in capital 

funding will go toward the purchase of two new snowmobiles 

for use on the North Slope and Herschel Island. As you may 

know, a significant amount of the department’s annual budget 

is dedicated to maintaining and updating inventories of the 

territory’s air, water, fish and wildlife. These inventories help 

us to gauge when and how to focus our efforts. 

Yukoners cannot thrive and live healthy lives if the 

environment they live in is not healthy and thriving. Our 

communities will not be sustainable if our ecosystems are not. 

Our economy cannot grow if we do not make sure our fish, 

wildlife and plants can too. Knowing all that we can about the 

species we live with, and the ecosystems we share, helps to 

guide our decisions to manage our impacts on them. 

There are four different collaborative initiatives for 

environmental sustainability that make up the rest of the 

operation and maintenance increase. Together, the Selkirk and 

Mayo renewable resources councils contributed $120,000 to 

support a larger Mayo and upper-Klondike moose survey that 

was carried out this fall. 

Parks Canada and the Gwich’in Renewable Resources 

Board contributed $18,000 to support the Porcupine caribou 

herd satellite monitoring program. Our ecological land 

classification program, which helps various professionals 

across the territory speak the same language when working 

within Yukon’s ecosystems, delivered a course on identifying 

Yukon’s ecosystems. Its registration fees covered 

approximately $7,000.  

As well, $148,000 is going to our Water Resources 

branch to implement a two-year agreement with Canada’s 

Public Safety and Emergency Preparedness unit to support an 

operational flood forecast system specifically for Yukon. 

While so much of the department’s work is focused on 

ensuring and monitoring the health of the environment, a lot 

of what we do also supports the health of Yukoners. The 

health benefits of being in nature are scientifically proven and 

opportunities to enjoy the wilderness are fundamental to the 

social and economic well-being of communities. We know 

our campgrounds provide a space for Yukoners and visitors to 

connect with nature and make memories, which is an 

investment worth budgeting for. Our network of 42 

campgrounds and more than 1,000 campsites is one that 

Yukoners and visitors to the territory continue to enjoy. In 

fact, demand for our camping facilities continues to grow. 

In collaboration with the Canadian Northern Economic 

Development Agency, or CanNor, our Parks branch worked 

on a project to build hiking trails at the Wolf Creek and Pine 

Lake campgrounds this past fall. The project cost a total of 

$80,000. Yukon will contribute $25,000 and CanNor provided 

$55,000, which represents the final $55,000 increase to our 

capital budget. 

Mr. Chair, as you can see, 100 percent of the recoverable 

increases to the Department of Environment’s budget will 

fund collaborative projects that support sustainable 

management of our natural environment and our responsible 

interaction with it. Through our partnerships with First 

Nations, Inuvialuit, the Government of Canada, renewable 

resources councils and a number of other partners, we 

continue to maintain the health, sustainability and prosperity 

of this shared environment. 

This collaborative work helps to make sure that this 

remarkable place and the honour of its stewardship is shared 

with our children, their children and many more generations to 

come. This concludes the changes requested for the 

Department of Environment’s budget. 

Mr. Istchenko: I want to thank the official who is here 

today and the minister for their time. I’m glad we have 

Environment up. I have a few questions. 

In the spirit and intent of this being a lot of conversations 

around mining, I have a couple of questions about wetlands. 

As we know, there was a wetlands policy being developed 

before the last election. We were near finishing but there was 

some more work to be done in consultation with the local First 

Nations — the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in up in Dawson. It has been 

a year since the election and, in talking with some of the 

placer miners, it doesn’t seem that this has moved very far. 

Can the minister give me a little bit of an update on where 

we are with this wetlands policy? I know it is work between 

the Department of Environment and the Department of 

Energy, Mines and Resources. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member 

opposite for the question. The Department of Environment is 
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working diligently on a Yukon-wide wetlands policy, as 

identified, and the objective is to provide an overall guidance 

document for decision-making on wetlands management now 

and into the future. 

Environment and Energy, Mines and Resources are 

working together to address the significant management 

requirements in wetlands — in particular, the point around the 

Indian River and the work that’s happening with the Tr’ondëk 

Hwëch’in. The Yukon government is consulting and working 

with Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in on wetlands reclamation guidelines. 

We’re looking at doing that in collaboration with the 

Department of Environment. A decision on the inventory, 

mapping and data collection is ongoing. We’re working 

collaboratively with the Klondike Placer Miners’ Association, 

as well, in acquiring data that is much-needed for an 

integrated management structure. Attached to that are the 

obligations under the Dawson district renewable resource 

planning process, which will tie quite nicely into the work 

that’s happening there as well. 

Mr. Istchenko: I know there’s a broader wetlands 

policy that is being developed — a Yukon-wide policy. I’m 

specifically speaking — and the minister did highlight it — 

about the policy around the Indian River. I believe there was 

$88 million in gold brought out this year. I think the Indian 

River is responsible for just about half of that.  

I know it’s important to a way of life there in Dawson 

City. Also, the reclamation work that the miners have been 

doing is creating habitat for moose and birds. They’re finding, 

ironically, that it is left better than what they had before. It’s 

different, of course, but there’s better habitat possible. 

I’m just wondering if there are some timelines, because I 

know we have this winter to work on this, but it would sure be 

nice if there could be something in place. Some of those 

placer miners have had to basically find something else to do 

— to look at tourism or something else to do with their mind 

while their waiting for this to happen. It’s important to them, 

so I’m just wondering if I can get a bit of a timeline on that. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: To segue into that, I’ll give a little bit 

of context. 

Yukoners have expressed an interest in conserving 

wetlands and that has been historical. It ties itself nicely to our 

self-government agreement and the obligations there, and in 

looking at now and into the future. Wetlands range in size 

from 6,000 square kilometres in Old Crow Flats, Van Tat 

K’atr’anahtii, to smaller, locally important wetlands. Wetlands 

are biologically diverse and an integral part of the functioning 

of many important ecosystems in Yukon, from the mountains 

to the Arctic coast. In addition to providing water supply and 

recreational opportunities, wetlands play a crucial role in 

flood control and will likely play a role in stabilizing the 

environment as climate changes. 

With regard to Yukon’s specific wetlands policy, aside 

from attaching it to a land use planning process, we do need to 

come up with a Yukon-specific policy, and that is what we’re 

working toward using best practices that are there, best 

practices that have been implemented elsewhere, through the 

Vuntut process and through the north Yukon land use plan. 

The Department of Environment is leading work to 

specifically address wetlands in the territory, and a policy for 

Yukon wetlands is in its early stages of development. The 

policy will be a coordinated government effort that will invite 

interested parties and partners to participate in the 

development. Working with First Nations, stakeholders and 

the public on the development of a territory-wide wetlands 

policy demonstrates our commitment to build strong 

relationships and engage Yukoners in the decisions affecting 

them. 

We are aware of the concerns related to industrial impacts 

on wetlands habitat. Part of the intent of developing a policy is 

to provide consistent guidance on wetlands management to 

land managers, industry, and assessors. The work with 

Tr'ondëk Hwëch'in in the Indian River area cannot be 

concluded before the Yukon wetlands policy is finalized. The 

final policy will consider any recommendations or outcomes 

that result from the work in the Indian River.  

We are currently working with the placer miners, we’re 

working with Energy, Mines and Resources, and 

collaboratively, we will come up with recommendations. 

Really good work has already been done with Klondike Placer 

Miners’ Association and Tr'ondëk Hwëch'in, and what we’re 

doing right now is trying to bring that information together 

and come up with a policy and a framework agreement that all 

parties will agree to. 

At this point in time, that is a bit of a challenge in getting 

that data together in a timely fashion, because it is coming in 

real time as we get through the seasons and in working with 

our stakeholders and our partners. 

Mr. Istchenko: A little bit by the way of background 

— I know that at a few of the meetings that I’ve been with 

Klondike Placer Miners’ Association when I was with the 

Minister of Environment, they had a map, probably three feet 

by three feet on the wall, and one of the placer miners threw a 

dart at the map, and it was a little wee poke. That was 

basically the square — the size of that placer mining area and 

the area we’re talking about with wetlands. 

So what I’m gathering from the minister is that there will 

be no wetlands policy — interim policy or any sort of policy 

— for that little area or set of guidelines for when you go 

through your water licence and through your YESAB 

permitting, until the broader Yukon water wetlands policy is 

stated, which could take two to three years, probably. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The point that is being made with 

respect to the relationship is that it is one that is very sensitive. 

It’s sensitive because of the traditional areas and the sensitive 

heritage areas in the Indian River plateau, recognizing that 

Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in’s needs and interests are fundamental in 

our decision-making. 

What we have committed to doing with Energy, Mines 

and Resources and the Department of Environment is to work 

with the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in, work with the Klondike Placer 

Miners’ Association and come up with some interim measures 

that would work for all parties. We have undertaken some of 

that work already. I’m happy to report that we have worked 

with the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in and the Klondike Placer Miners’ 
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Association from an environmental lens, but also from a 

regulatory lens. We have taken a tour of the Indian River 

plateau, specifically looking at some of the pressures there 

right now. In conducting that preliminary assessment, we’ve 

attempted to collectively — what we’re attempting to do is 

really to come away with some interim measures. The interim 

measures will look at the interest of the landowner and the 

traditional territory belonging to Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in. 

We’re hoping we can come away in very short order with 

some interim measures with the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in and the 

Klondike Placer Miners’ Association on Indian River. There’s 

some really good work going into that; a lot of money is being 

spent right now by both parties to gather the data, do the 

assessments — plus, as I mentioned in my opening comments, 

we’re looking at best practices. 

We have looked at other wetland areas as initiated under 

a special management area. Whitefish wetlands is another 

good strategy; however, short of the fact that we don’t have a 

land use plan in Dawson City or in the Dawson district area, 

we need to come up with some interim measures, and we’re 

working toward that. 

The point around the broader Yukon strategy — I think 

your earlier question was that you wanted to know the 

timelines. We’re looking at a broader Yukon strategy being 

designed. I’m hoping, through progressive engagement and 

consultation and drafting and the good work that has already 

been done, we’ll have something to present and finalize by the 

summer of 2019. 

Mr. Istchenko: I would just hope that something in the 

interim could be put in place as there are quite a few families 

with a way of life who have been waiting for this and maybe 

they could get busy in the next placer mining season. I will 

move on. 

Has the minister had an opportunity to sit down with the 

helicopter companies in the Yukon and have a conversation 

about contracting through the Department of Environment? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I can confirm that the Department of 

Environment is working with the helicopter companies and 

with Highways and Public Works on an improved 

procurement process in an attempt to streamline our 

approaches. 

Mr. Istchenko: I am not sure if we are on consultation 

number three or consultation number four with the helicopter 

contractors. I spent a lot of time on that file and we were very 

close to coming up with something like the minister said 

between the Department of Highways and Public Works and 

the Department of Environment. 

Quite often, I still get forwarded e-mails from the 

helicopter contractors who are not satisfied. They will 

highlight something in there. Helicopter contractors are 

regulated by Transport Canada and they understand what they 

can and cannot do with their helicopters. So if I could just 

encourage the minister to follow through with this, maybe that 

is something that I can ask again in the spring. It is important 

to them. They are all about safety and they are all about a 

great quality of work, but there have been some real hiccups. I 

thought we had a solution on two separate occasions, but it 

seems like there is something somewhere that is causing this, 

so if the minister could look into that and get back to me that 

would be good — if she could commit to that for me. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would say that it is a priority and we 

are working toward a solution and reaching out to the industry 

and working with Highways and Public Works.  

I would encourage the Member for Kluane — if you are 

receiving information that is relevant and would help to get us 

closer to that finish line, or to that place where we can design 

a better approach, that would be really helpful as well. I have 

not been personally involved. The department is working with 

Highways and Public Works on a proper procurement 

approach that involves the interests — because really I think 

in the wintertime a lot of the pressure for use of the industry 

comes from Environment. In the summer, they are occupied 

through Community Services and elsewhere with Wildland 

Fire Management or with the mining sector. So at the moment 

it is a priority and we are working toward fixing it. 

Mr. Istchenko: For the minister, when I receive 

information, it’s always cc’d to different departments of 

Environment or Highways and Public Works. The people 

there just cc me on the list with it, so the department would 

have that information. I’m sure the deputy minister could get 

some of those things to the minister’s office. 

I want to go to another thing. I have a question about the 

Kusawa park plan. Could the minister give me the status of 

the plan, please? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I can confirm — and the 

member opposite may be aware also — is that the Kusawa 

plan has been signed off and, at this point, we are working 

with the impacted First Nations to finalize that plan, and then 

work toward the implementation of the Kusawa park 

management plan. 

Mr. Istchenko: I do realize there was ongoing work, 

but the plan had never been actually signed off by all parties. 

I’m just wondering, for the minister, I know some of the 

issues — or not issues, but I guess there was some wording in 

the plan that some felt should be changed and that’s why the 

plan didn’t get signed off. I’m just wondering if there has been 

any ongoing work with the First Nations and all parties that 

are part of this, and I guess I would ask for a timeline. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I do stand corrected; the agreement is 

negotiated. We have yet to implement it. There’s one specific 

item that’s still outstanding and we’re working with the 

respective parties to resolve that and we’re working toward a 

formal implementation of the plan. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that answer. I 

know there are some economic interests in there that would be 

great for the Yukon moving forward. 

I want to switch to parks and campgrounds. The 

government made a commitment to expand existing 

campgrounds and infrastructure. To elaborate on this 

statement, does this government intend to continue on the path 

of previous governments and answer the calls of Yukoners to 

expand and improve current campgrounds and explore the 

possibility of opening new campgrounds in the future? 
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Is this something that we’ll see in a line item in a budget 

in the spring for new campgrounds, and also existing or more 

infill in campgrounds? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I’ll just maybe start here. It is agreed 

that we are looking and exploring all of our options, 

recognizing that parks are a significant and integral part of 

what we do in the Yukon in terms of our health and well-

being. 

Access is really important. We have had quite a lot of 

questions around accessibility and expansion. Yukoners and 

visitors to our territory seem to be well-aware of the fact that 

our campgrounds are easily accessible and that we are putting 

the resources into modernizing and upgrading.  

Now, there has been quite a lot of money already put into 

campgrounds in the Yukon. We will continue to do that. We 

are trying to look at approximately one-third of the 

campgrounds over each season to modernize and bring them 

up to an A standard. Exploring our parks provides experiences 

for many people around the world and we want to ensure that 

high standard is maintained.  

Representing the interests of all parties in our 

communities as well — the adventures and the feedback of all 

visitors have to be considered. We continue to do that with our 

partners — to seek the necessary feedback and look at where 

we are going to improve.  

The Yukon government currently maintains 42 

campgrounds, with more than 1,000 campsites, 12 recreation 

sites and six territorial parks — like Tombstone — where 

people can connect with nature. I will give just some statistics, 

because those are really a telling sign of where some of the 

resources will go, given the pressure. So Tombstone 

Territorial Park saw 15,000 people last year.  

As well, we had over 1,500 attend the interpretive centre 

programming area. We are working toward expanding, 

upgrading, investing and maintaining our campgrounds to 

ensure they are safe and enjoyable for all our citizens of 

Yukon, and that means working together with our community 

partners as well — and identified Challenge Disability 

Resource Group and others. Mobility is really important to the 

campsites so that all Yukoners can enjoy the sites, so we will 

start working on taking the best practices and feedback that 

we have received and looking at implementing that. We have 

increased and provided some new campsites most recently in 

Yukon and, as time permits, I am sure that we will continue to 

do that but, in the short term, we will look at upgrading and 

modernizing those that we have. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for the answer. By 

way of background — we hear that a lot in here. I should not 

say that, but I should just say that a little bit of history — what 

I am getting toward is O&M and costs. 

In the early 1980s, if I had asked anyone in this House 

what Tombstone was, they would have said that’s the best 

western ever, probably, and then it was identified to become a 

park through a lot of great work by many individuals and, last 

year, 50 helicopter hours — and that is a lot of money — to 

just sling out the human feces from the outhouses in there. 

There is a huge cost that comes with this development.  

We have heard a lot in the House over this new mandate 

about O&M and costs and O&M and stuff like that. As we 

move forward, I guess that begs the question: Is the 

department or this government looking at increasing fees or 

taking into consideration some of the O&M, or are they 

looking for private sector investment and at maybe letting 

some of these sites be run by other organizations — i.e. non-

profit? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am just going to go back to the 

previous question. The member had some specific questions 

around allocation and financial resources allocated to 

expansion work and improvements to campgrounds, so I just 

wanted to, for the record, make that note. 

This year we invested $300,000 to expand and improve 

campground infrastructure so that they continued to be safe, 

clean and accessible. While the statistics for 2017 haven’t 

been compiled yet, we know that this past summer was busier 

than normal. I gave some data previously — historical stuff — 

and we want to keep working on increasing our allocation 

going forward to best align with the pressure areas. Going 

forward, we will continue to put those resources in place. I 

would venture to say that we are going to put the same amount 

of resources in — if not that much, then perhaps more, 

depending on where we see the pressures and where the needs 

are to ensure that campgrounds are safe. 

The recommendations around fee increases — the 

Financial Advisory Panel came forward with some 

recommendations. Those are things that we will certainly take 

under advisement. I should note that what we’re hearing, and 

the feedback that we’re getting is that the campgrounds in the 

Yukon are some of the best in all of the country, and we want 

to maintain that high level of standard so we will put the 

resources where they’re needed. 

Mr. Istchenko: If I could get a confirmation — I would 

agree wholeheartedly that campgrounds are awesome. It’s a 

way to get a cabin by the lake if you don’t have one, for 

Yukoners, and they sure enjoy it. I’m pretty sure that we’re 

the only jurisdiction on the planet to give free firewood away 

in our campgrounds — and don’t try to take that away from 

Yukoners, either. 

The fee structure on campgrounds is quite affordable. I 

guess my question would be — whether it’s through the 

Financial Advisory Panel or if there are discussions looking at 

fee structures. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: We’ll certainly take that under 

advisement. What we are hearing — and the member opposite 

would know this as well — the feedback that we’re getting is 

that the campgrounds that are ideally located or closer to the 

urban centre see the most pressure. What we’re also seeing is 

that folks tend to get out to the campgrounds — Pine Lake is a 

good example. The member — in his riding — would know 

that people go there and set their tents up on a Monday and 

don’t come until the Friday, and that ties up the whole 

campground.  

As we look at options, we really need to consider 

regulating or having better control so that everyone can enjoy 

the campsites that are closely located to Whitehorse, 
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especially our families. It’s not only about the accessibility, 

and I agree we need to consider that. We’re looking at, as we 

have visitors coming to our territory — there’s a tent set up, a 

lawn chair or a mobile home in the park that isn’t occupied, 

and it isn’t occupied for days on end. 

There’s quite a lot that has to happen, and we will 

certainly take the recommendations — the Financial Advisory 

Panel has suggested that perhaps we need to look at some 

options. 

Mr. Istchenko: I do understand, and I know there has 

been some work done on the 72 hours and stuff like that. Is 

the department looking at an online reservation system as an 

option? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: At this point, we are looking at all of 

our options. What we do know — and I stated this earlier — is 

that we always try to look at best practices. My understanding 

is that an online system is very difficult to manage and very 

difficult to regulate in other jurisdictions. We are looking and 

we will consider all the options. 

Mr. Istchenko: Sticking with campgrounds — the 

minister did speak about a safe place for Yukoners. I know 

there were a few letters sent earlier this year to the minister. 

I’m a little disappointed that we didn’t get a response about 

some of the safety issues in the campground — with the 

plowing or grading of the roads before the campgrounds 

opened, but also the wood within the campgrounds. 

I know that at Pine Lake or Watson Lake, and in many of 

the campgrounds, there’s a lot of deadwood in there, and trees 

fall. There’s a huge opportunity. I know we did it one year 

when I was the minister — to use the local wildland fire guys 

in the fall time as the fire threat went down and they were still 

on, and to partner with the Department of Community 

Services and clean some of these campgrounds up. It also 

provides you some firewood, which is free to Yukoners. 

I’m wondering if the minister will basically commit to 

making sure that all of the roads are bladed and ready to go 

for when the campgrounds are open, and that we can get in 

there and clean up some of the issues with deadwood. There 

are leaning trees, and they are safety issues. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member 

opposite. We will certainly take under advisement and 

consideration the recommendation around the clearing of the 

deadwood in the area. It makes good sense that you would 

want to ensure that safety, but you can also certainly use that 

for the campgrounds. 

My understanding is that, through Highways and Public 

Works, we have the regular maintenance schedule for the 

campgrounds. We will continue to work with our partners and 

ensure that the roads are regularly maintained and easily 

accessible. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that response. If 

I could just get a legislative return committing to that — and 

which campgrounds will be done before they are open, and 

whether they will work with the Department of Community 

Services. Basically she can review the Blues, and I did ask 

some questions — if I could get that in a legislative return, 

please and thank you. 

Can the minister provide an update on the contract for the 

remediation of the Marwell tar pit, phase 2? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The government completed a 

comprehensive assessment of the Marwell tar pit site, which 

included a risk assessment to human health in the area’s 

ecology. This assessment shows the contamination in the 

Marwell area is stable. There are no active or immediate risks 

to human health or the environment related to contamination 

at the site. 

Due to the stable and predictable situation, there will be 

investments in monitoring to ensure that the contamination 

remains stable; however, the full-scale cleanup is being 

deferred to future years. 

Mr. Istchenko: I had sent a letter to the minister about 

the permit hunt system and I was looking for an external audit, 

an independent audit, of the system — maybe running it not 

from the Department of Environment, but through a non-profit 

society or somewhere else. 

Earlier today in Question Period, there was a question 

about reviews or audits and stuff like that. The answer I got 

from the minister was an internal audit.  

I would at least ask that the minister provide a copy of 

that audit before it gets edited to the local renewable resources 

councils and to the Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management 

Board, and basically to all Yukoners, all organizations, such 

as the Yukon Trappers Association — I could list them all. 

Fundamentally, it is about what Chapter 16 of the Umbrella 

Final Agreement states. Chapter 16.6.1 says that the 

renewable resources councils shall be established as the “… 

primary instrument for local renewable resources management 

in that Traditional Territory as set out in a Settlement 

Agreement.” So they are a key player when it comes to 

resource management. They are said to be — in the Umbrella 

Final Agreement — the primary instrument, so when it comes 

to the management of any sheep or any wildlife population or 

fish population — I don’t believe that there is enough input 

and enough focus put on our renewable resources councils and 

our Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management Board. I believe 

that there needs to be better engagement and a better working 

relationship with the Department of Environment. 

Will the minister commit to providing a copy to all 

Yukoners and to the boards I spoke about and the councils 

when their review is done of the permit hunt? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I would say is that we will 

commit to getting back to the member with some information 

post-review. Where we are right now is we’re looking at 

moving to an e-licensing process. In that endeavour, we are 

going to look at the business process and that means meeting 

with our stakeholders. The Department of Environment works 

with the Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management Board and the 

renewable resources councils. It is defined under the self-

government agreement. Chapter 16 clearly defines our process 

and the rights to engage around resource management on the 

traditional respective territories; however, across the board, 

we need to take into consideration regulatory changes that are 

not impactful. We want to ensure that we do this in a way in 

which conducting public reviews and looking at proposed 
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changes are done in a way that is streamlined and easily 

implemented. 

The business process will take a little bit of time and we 

will do that by way of engagement as defined in the Umbrella 

Final Agreement. 

Mr. Istchenko: I appreciate the answer from the 

minister. 

Will the minister commit to a timeline — if the 

department or the minister has not met with the boards and the 

committees about the permit hunt system, will she commit to 

a timeline before, I guess, they engage in looking at a review 

or an audit of the permit hunt system, or will this be done after 

this internal work is done? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: With regard to timelines, we are just 

now starting a review process and that means some 

engagement has to clearly happen. Now the member may be 

aware that when we go to a regulatory process internally it 

takes up to two years if there are proposed changes. If there 

are no changes and it is more of an internal administrative 

process that does not require regulatory changes, it will 

happen sooner. As we go to our e-licensing process, our hope 

and desire is to have that implemented by next hunting season. 

Mr. Istchenko: Does the minister agree that if there is 

to be a closure for hunting or fishing of an area going to a 

permit hunt or a fishing restriction at a lake, the main reason 

should be for conservation? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I would say that may be one 

consideration. There certainly may be other considerations as 

well. 

Mr. Istchenko: Is there a plan in place and a 

commitment of this government to ensure long-term healthy 

wildlife populations across the Yukon and can the minister 

provide details of this plan? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: With regard to healthy populations, 

what we do is look at managing the species — so species by 

species, we come up with specific management plans that 

govern how we deal with that specific species in question. 

Mr. Istchenko: I was reviewing the Wildlife Act 

proposed regulation changes and a good portion of those 

changes are related to fish.  

Any time there is a regulation change proposal related to 

anything, it is not about opportunities, it is about closing 

something.  

So that would come forward, they would close it and basically 

they would say to look at it in five to 10 years and nothing 

ever gets done. A good example would be Pine Lake. 

The local renewable resources councils and the Yukon 

Fish and Wildlife Management Board and local trappers and 

hunters and the Yukon Fish and Game Association — many 

of the conversations I have had with them are that I think 

Yukoners as a whole, First Nation or non-First Nation, are 

getting very tired. I understand how the Umbrella Final 

Agreement is set up. In the Umbrella Final Agreement, it does 

say that there have to be hunting opportunities and there are 

percentages on who gets what animal. 

I think the frustration with Yukon hunters or anglers right 

now is with the fact that there’s always a closure, but there’s 

no looking at what can be done to increase our populations, 

whether it has to do with habitat or whether it has to do with 

predators, and, when it comes to water, whether it has to do 

with spawning beds in the water or has to do with climate 

change and changing times. 

I think the government’s Department of Environment 

does a wonderful job of managing hunters or fishermen, but I 

don’t think we’re doing the job — I don’t think we’re 

listening to our renewable resources councils when it comes to 

managing our populations. Yukoners as a whole are looking 

for options when these rate change proposals come forward. 

Yes, we’re going to limit this, but we will do this, this and 

this. So will the minister commit to start having that 

conversation with the department? It’s something that I was 

working on as a previous minister, but to commit to pushing 

the department to have those conversations on a local basis? 

Every issue we have in the Yukon when it comes to fish or 

wildlife is a local issue. Locals are the ones who are harmed 

or hurt by the lack of opportunity. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: We will take under advisement the 

recommendations the member opposite brings to the table, 

given his experience as a former minister.  

We are looking at working with our partners regionally 

and within the respective jurisdictions and responsibilities, 

looking at — currently we do have 14 proposed rate changes 

before the Fish and Wildlife Management Board, and we are 

working diligently with the Fish and Wildlife Management 

Board. We do continue to meet with them. In fact, we have a 

meeting coming up very soon with them.  

I have met with the RRCs and will continue to do so now 

and into the future. We are working with them. The priority is 

really to increase our population so that we can implement and 

provide opportunities for harvesting; however, we also need to 

look at a management measure. The Alsek integrated moose 

management agreement is a good example of that — where 

the Department of Environment has been collaborating with 

Champagne and Aishihik First Nations to recover moose 

populations in the Alsek area through the Alsek integrated 

moose management agreement.  

That is done really, I think, in collaboration with our 

partners and we support the increased wolf-trapping efforts in 

the region to eliminate the pressures on the moose, and we 

will continue to look at that best practice elsewhere in the 

Yukon. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the member opposite for her 

answer. 

I do want to continue on with this pilot moose 

management program. The minister didn’t mention the Alsek 

Renewable Resources Council. As I stated earlier, the councils 

are equally represented by locals and they have been a big part 

of that too, and I believe they should continue to be a big part 

of that. 

Can the minister give me the status of it? How is it going 

and how long will this go? It was a three-to-five-year plan. 

How much money is budgeted for it this year, next year and 

the year after? 
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Hon. Ms. Frost: I would like to thank the member 

opposite for that. 

Any moose recovery action undertaken by the department 

— we try to keep within the moose management guidelines. 

That really sets the parameters and, of course, the 

management and the implementation are defined by our 

partners. It is defined by the consultation and engagement 

protocols in establishing the management plan. Conservation 

is an essential piece. Once we have hit a threshold, then there 

will be opportunities for, perhaps, an extended harvest. 

The department has now completed the second year of its 

three-year initiative and, over that time, has contributed 

$100,000. The three-year agreement concludes in March 

2018. Pending an evaluation of the project agreement, it could 

be extended for another two years, so I think it doesn’t say 

that it concludes. I think we need to do an evaluation and look 

at whether there is a need to continue forward, and that will be 

done with good faith discussions with our partners. 

Mr. Istchenko: I thank the minister for that. 

A little bit of history — in 1983, in game zone 7 areas, 

when we went to the permit draw system — and our 

populations haven’t really climbed. When I said to the 

minister earlier that we need to focus more on growing our 

populations, every First Nation member would tell you the 

way it used to be and the way it is now. I think we have that 

opportunity to build that. That is why I was part of developing 

this program with Champagne and Aishihik First Nations and 

working with the local resources council and the local 

trappers, as the minister. 

It’s a little bit disappointing this year, and if the minister 

can maybe ask the officials — there was no bait this year. No 

one saved any bait this year. There was a program every year. 

They would save bait from animals that needed to be 

destroyed to go toward the program, and I heard from the 

local trappers that they were just about to get ready here and 

there was no bait, and so they are scrambling for bait. That 

was a decision from someone in the department. Can I get an 

answer on that please? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: It is new information, so what I will 

commit to doing is going back to the department and getting 

more information. Right now I don’t have that in front of me, 

so I would be happy to provide that. 

Mr. Istchenko: What I’ve always said is — and I’ve 

used this for many, many years when I was a chair of the 

Alsek Renewable Resources Council — that we have many 

tools in the toolbox. Another example of trappers finding it 

difficult to work on some of the limitations the department 

puts on this program would be the snares. The local resources 

council there, through their proper funding, allows trappers to 

come and get snares and supply snares for trapping. But the 

department won’t let them use snares and tells them that they 

have to buy their own snares.  

I hope we can learn from some of this when we look at 

this program, and I would really hope — because I’ll be 

pushing; I think I told the Premier this in my opening remarks. 

Fish and wildlife are so important to us as a cultural way of 

life. I just sent a letter to the Fisheries and Oceans minister 

about salmon and the cuts to the staff at Dalton Post. It is 

incredible and it is not right. 

I would just hope that when we look at this program and 

we audit it or we review it or whatever we do with this 

program — and I know that there are other areas of Yukon 

that just think it is the most wonderful thing that we’re 

actually taking the youth out back on the land. We have some 

locals who volunteer so much of their time. They’re trappers. 

Let them get a little bit of gas money. They’re not making 

money there, but they’re reinventing trapping again.  

Trapping was at an all-time low. A lot of it had to with 

the fur prices and the European Union back in the day. So 

we’re back on the land and I think one of these programs is 

something that could be so successful to keep pushing in all of 

Yukon. Whether it is in the member’s riding of Vuntut 

Gwitchin in the Old Crow area — and I’ve had many 

conversations in that area where they do the rabbit camps, 

because they have that in the riding. I’ve talked about 

swapping kids on getting our youth back out on the land, so I 

think it is good. 

I would just hope that the minister can understand the fact 

that some of the things that the department would do wouldn’t 

really work so well with what the local resources council or 

the local communities are asking for, so if the minister could 

comment on that, that would be great. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Certainly as we go about our work 

with rural Yukon and looking at engagement with the 

renewable resources councils, they will all come forward with 

their priorities and that will evolve in due process to the Fish 

and Wildlife Management Board and, eventually, I’m sure 

will find its way to my desk. We will have those discussions 

as we travel throughout Yukon. I understand the pressures. I 

certainly respect that it is an industry that we hope to bring 

back and it is something that we want to see supported. 

The integrated community moose management project — 

the funding agreement that the member opposite is speaking 

about — ends in March of 2018. There was an agreement that 

contributed $74,000 in the first year of the initiative and then 

$50,000 thereafter and that is coming to an end. So in total, 

we spent $174,000. That $174,000 covered the snares and it 

covered some other initiatives. As we go forward, I indicated 

that there may likely be an extension and a discussion around 

the results of the management agreement. We will take that 

under consideration and bring that back for further discussion 

with the renewable resources council, the Champagne and 

Aishihik First Nations and others who are affected and 

impacted. 

Mr. Istchenko: The last thing I have today is — we 

had brought up the issue of elk. I would like to comment 

quickly. There were some options on the table when it came to 

the management of elk and the problem with elk-agriculture 

conflicts. A lot of work has been done. I’m just wondering if 

the minister — we didn’t see very many permits this year, and 

we highlighted that. 

I’m wondering if the minister, through the elk technical 

team and working with all of the partners, is looking at some 

fundamental changes to increase that opportunity for hunting. 
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Hon. Ms. Frost: With regard to the elk-agriculture 

conflict and where we are, as a note, there’s a technical team 

established for the management, and that has been around for 

awhile. What we are doing under that process is — we have 

four focus groups. The four focus groups look at management 

options. One of the considerations is harvest options. Once 

that information comes back, we’ll take that under 

consideration and advisement. 

Mr. Chair, seeing the time, I move that you report 

progress. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Frost that the Chair 

report progress. 

Motion agreed to 

 

Chair: Pursuant to Motion No. 200, adopted by the 

House on November 16, 2017, Committee of the Whole will 

receive witnesses from the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel.  

In order to comply with Motion No. 200 and to allow the 

witnesses to take their places in the Chamber, the Committee 

will now recess and reconvene at 3:30 p.m. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order.  

Appearance of witnesses 

Chair: Pursuant to Motion No. 200, adopted by the 

House on November 16, 2017, Committee of the Whole will 

now receive witnesses from the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel. 

I would ask all members to remember 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. Silver, I believe you will introduce the witnesses. 

 

Witnesses introduced 

Hon. Mr. Silver: It’s my pleasure to rise today and 

introduce three of the members of the Yukon Financial 

Advisory Panel who are appearing as witnesses in the 

Legislative Assembly here this afternoon. Our government 

formed the panel in the spring of 2017, Mr. Chair, to provide 

independent and expert advice on improving the government’s 

financial outlook.  

The panel’s terms of reference, previously shared with the 

House — we outlined the panel’s mandate: (1) to develop 

options on how the Yukon government can deliver on its 

priorities while meeting the fundamental needs of Yukoners 

and returning to a healthy financial position; and (2) in 

formulating its options and advice, the panel will 

meaningfully consider the thoughts and opinions of Yukon 

residents, governments, organizations and other stakeholders, 

as expressed through public engagement. 

In seeking the views of Yukoners, the panel undertook 

two rounds of public engagement. Phase one took place in 

June and July and primarily took place online, and was 

designed to solicit the values of Yukoners with regard to 

government financial planning. During phase two, the panel 

shared draft options and considerations with Yukoners. In 

September and October, the panel held public meetings in 15 

Yukon communities.  

It met with 11 Yukon First Nations, eight municipal 

governments and 21 stakeholder groups. In all, more than 800 

Yukoners provided their views to the panel. Following this 

intensive public engagement, the panel reflected on what it 

heard in a final report, which was released publicly on 

November 15. 

The panel is made up of Norm McIntyre as chair, Grace 

Southwick, Ron Kneebone, Trevor Tombe and Tim O’Neill. I 

would like to personally thank all five members of the panel 

for their dedication and hard work over the past seven months. 

With us today, Mr. Chair, is Norm McIntyre, a certified 

public accountant and chartered accountant who has practised 

publicly for 22 years advising individuals, businesses and 

First Nation governments on tax and accounting matters. 

We also have Grace Southwick, who is the director of 

Kluane First Nation’s Department of Lands, Resources and 

Heritage. She has held senior leadership roles with KFN since 

1998, including economic development, human resources, 

employment and training, and renewable resources. 

Also, Mr. Chair, we have with us Ron Kneebone — he is 

a professor of economics and scientific director of the social 

policy and health research division in the School of Public 

Policy at the University of Calgary. His published research 

includes government budgeting financing, government deficit 

and debt reduction and characteristics of federal, provincial 

and municipal fiscal policy choices. 

I welcome the opportunity to have these members as 

witnesses here in the House this afternoon. I am personally 

interested in hearing the panel’s views and reflections on the 

process that they undertook to engage with Yukoners. I am 

also very interested in whether the panel had the material and 

the access that they needed to do the work and were free to 

pursue options that they thought would be of value. 

Finally, Mr. Chair, I think it would also be very useful to 

have the panel’s view on why it is important to undertake such 

an examination of the territory’s financial situation. With that, 

I will turn the floor over to members of the Yukon Financial 

Advisory Panel for their opening comments. 

I want to thank you for the opportunity to speak today. 

Thank you, sir. 

Chair: Thank you, Mr. Silver.  

Would witnesses like to make opening remarks? 

Mr. McIntyre: We followed the mandate in our terms 

of reference, which was to look at the finances, look at options 

to bring them into balance and consider the government’s 

priorities. We thought the final report addressed the mandate 

fully. The process we went through was very transparent. We 

were able to get full access to any information we wanted. All 

the members of the panel were independent. 

The public engagement process was well-run. We got 

good input from Yukoners, First Nation governments, 
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municipal governments, and various stakeholders. Our draft 

report was well-circulated. We amended it based on input 

from Yukoners and came up with additional options for 

consideration. We felt the process went very well. The report 

took the depth and breadth of the public engagement process, 

converted it into options and that was our presentation in the 

final report. I will leave it at that. 

Mr. Cathers: I would like to thank the witnesses for 

appearing here today, as well as the opportunity to meet with 

them on — I guess it would now be three occasions related to 

the work that they are doing.  

I would like to thank them as well, as it will come as no 

surprise to the panel that we were pleased to see them identify 

in their report, including notably in the area around pages 92 

and 93, the reference to that it is an option for government to 

balance the budget simply by restraining the rate of growth of 

government, which as members know — not to draw you into 

a political debate on options — it is no secret that it has been 

our position that government should restrain the rate of 

growth.  

In reference to — I’m looking at page 38 of the final 

report. I appreciate the fact that the panel has identified the 

issue of the numbers looking different if you’re looking at the 

government’s main books or at the fully consolidated budget. 

I will just read a quote from that section on page 38 where the 

report notes that — and I quote for Hansard: “Recently, the 

Yukon government projected large deficits in the coming 

years, varying between $40-60 million, or roughly 1.5% of 

GDP. This is a large change from earlier years where large 

surpluses were the norm. But, one must interpret these 

numbers cautiously. The financial health of the Yukon 

government is stronger than its headline deficit projects 

suggest. There are a variety of entities that are excluded in 

such calculations. The full consolidated budget balance is 

typically stronger when net income from these entities is 

included.”  

I do appreciate the fact that further on — on page 38, the 

Financial Advisory Panel acknowledged in its report that 

things such as intergovernmental transfers from the Yukon 

government to government entities have an impact on the 

books. Again, I’ll just briefly quote the reference from the 

report where it notes that — “Of the $170 million in other 

entity revenue expected for 2017-18, $120 million is a transfer 

from the Yukon government. With other entity expenses of 

just over $140 million, there is an overall surplus…” and that 

“Combined with the small surplus for the general government 

of $6.5 million in 2017-18 the consolidated surplus becomes 

over $33 million.”  

I do appreciate and welcome the fact that the Financial 

Advisory Panel in your report noted, or you twice 

recommended — there are at least two references to 

improving the comprehensiveness and transparency of 

territorial budgeting to include fully consolidated books and 

projections. My first question is: In looking at the 

government’s projected expenses for future years, including 

the projections of both deficit and debt, what level of detail 

did the panel have in looking at those assumptions? By that, I 

mean, were you provided with detail on the amount of 

infrastructure spending or borrowing by the Yukon 

Development Corporation or Yukon Energy Corporation or by 

other entities such as the hospital? Did you have the details on 

that? If so, can you share them? If not, could you comment 

about the level of detail that government did provide you 

about their future-year spending projections?  

Mr. Kneebone: Thank you for the question. We relied 

heavily on the Public Accounts provided by the government 

and by the Auditor General, I assume. They are as 

comprehensive as possible and are the data we relied upon. I 

hope that answers your question. 

Mr. Cathers: Sorry; I maybe didn’t phrase it as clearly 

as I could have. I appreciate that clarification of the starting 

point for looking at past years. I’m referring to — when 

you’re looking at the projections for future years, such as the 

reference on page 38 to showing the projected downturn on 

both the non-consolidated and the consolidated books, and the 

reference further on — and I’m just trying to find the exact 

page — to potentially being in debt in a future year by as 

much as $699 million, what basis are you relying on for that 

information? Do you have the details on what the 

government’s projections are based on, or are you simply 

relying on largely the overall number that they have given you 

about those future years? 

Mr. Kneebone: So you were thinking about the future 

— the projections about the future. The future is always 

uncertain — that’s the problem with the future — so part of it 

was our estimates. You may see on page 38 the notes to the 

graphic on that page. We note that we made an assumption 

about the size of the net surplus with the other entities. Part of 

it is that we’re making educated guesses about what the future 

holds. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that answer. Just for 

clarification, you’re basing that assumption largely on a 

continuation of the trajectory rather than on scrutinizing the 

details of the projected costs for everything from operational 

spending to infrastructure spending for the government’s 

entities for future fiscal years — is that correct? You’re just 

looking at that largely as a continuation of the trend versus 

having the opportunity to see what is composing 

government’s projections for future years? 

Mr. Kneebone: I would have to check with my 

colleagues to be doubly sure, but I believe you’re right — that 

we were just basically depending on trends. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that clarification. One of the 

reasons for this is that members of the panel will no doubt not 

be surprised to hear that there will probably be future debate 

with this in the Legislative Assembly on what those 

assumptions are based on for the future years.  

From my humble perspective, one of the biggest 

questions when it comes to government spending for future 

fiscal years is what government chooses to do or not to do. 

For example, there’s reference in the report to the expected 

cost of electrical infrastructure, and there’s a wide range of 

options in that area of whether government chooses to expand 

the grid through growth of the transmission and distribution 
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network — decisions about whether government invests in 

hydro or allows the corporation to borrow money to make 

those investments, and whether government goes into areas 

such as wind, for example — which does require a backup 

system in most cases. 

Feel free to correct me if I have misunderstood, but I 

understand that you’re largely basing that on the trend and 

will be drilling down with the government in the future into 

what those projections are based on.  

As referenced on page 33 of the report, there is reference 

— and I appreciate that — to infrastructure and the 

importance of redundancy in infrastructure for electricity. I 

understand that you just haven’t been given this level of 

detail, but I can tell you from past experience — I would 

assume the current government is in this situation as well — 

that among the biggest potential cost pressures are the 

potential hydro and transmission projects that are being 

contemplated by Yukon Development Corporation and Yukon 

Energy Corporation, and whether government chooses to 

expand them or not is largely up to the government. 

Moving on to another specific question — I’m just going 

to ask briefly about the terms of reference. The terms of 

reference state that the panel’s term would end after six 

months. I think I know the answer to this but, just for 

clarification for the record — does the panel have any role in 

reviewing future budget decisions, the detail of those future 

projections, or any involvement in advising government on 

the budget for future fiscal years? 

Mr. McIntyre: Mr. Chair, the panel will not be 

advising the government on future decision-making nor will it 

have any input into the decision-maker on the options. 

Mr. Cathers: Just to clarify — the panel won’t be 

involved in budgets for future years, and when it comes to the 

broad options identified and some of the sub-options, such as 

raising fees, the panel’s role is not going to be to advise 

government on which would be better or worse, but is simply 

to provide generally a range of options as you’ve included in 

here about the upsides and downsides of each of those 

options. Is that correct? 

Mr. McIntyre: Yes, that would be correct. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer from the panel. 

Based on that, I understand that it is entirely up to 

government to decide whether to accept or reject any of the 

options or recommendations within the report — correct? 

Mr. McIntyre: Mr. Chair, that would be correct. 

Mr. Cathers: I will not spend a lot of time on the point 

— while just flagging for the media, those in the gallery, and 

anyone who is either listening to this on the radio or reading it 

in Hansard — that among the most important decisions to be 

made by this government or future governments are those that 

relate to whether or not to invest in infrastructure and in the 

area of pressures, particularly pertaining to electricity, and 

relate to whether government installs new capacity for new, 

large, industrial customers, and who pays the cost of line 

expansions or the investment in new generation. 

I would just note — I’m just trying to find my next 

question, as I’m flipping through the pages here — that 

there’s a reference made on page 42 to the fact that additional 

revenue raised by the Yukon government is not under the 

current territorial funding formula being clawed back in the 

same way that it used to be under previous ones. There is a 

reference in a footnote on page 42 to the fact that there’s an 

indirect effect — I’m quoting from the report, for Hansard: 

“Raising tax rates tend to distort and lower economic activity, 

which shrinks tax bases below what they would otherwise be. 

In this way, raising a Yukon tax does shrink the TFF grant, 

but this effect is of second order.” 

Can the panel elaborate on that at all, as well as whether 

the panel has any involvement or information, beyond what 

we have, of potential changes in the new territorial funding 

formula agreement after it expires? Is the panel aware of any 

changes that we know are happening, or may happen, in 

matters such as the way the gross expenditure base is 

calculated, whether it uses a reference year in the report 

versus annual adjustments, and whether there are any potential 

changes around the clawback, or reduction, of own-source 

revenues in the territory? 

Mr. Kneebone: Speaking for myself, I know nothing 

about what the federal government is thinking about. As far as 

I understand it, the TFF is a matter of negotiation between the 

territory and federal government, and I have not heard or read 

anything about what the future negotiations might be. 

As for the footnote referred to, it’s just making a simple 

point that, when any government raises taxes, it tends to 

influence economic activity in the jurisdiction where the tax is 

raised. So it does have some effect on the tax base and 

therefore a small effect on the TFF, but, as the footnote 

indicates, this is a very minor effect. 

Mr. Cathers: I thank the witness for the answer on 

that. Just to clarify — to make sure I’m not putting words into 

your mouth — in this case, if there were an adjustment at the 

negotiating table that you’re not part of, and you simply don’t 

have that information — but it is a potential that, if there were 

to be a change in the negotiating position of the federal 

government, the Yukon government could make a choice to 

implement a new tax or a new fee, and potentially, if there 

were changes put on the table in the next territorial funding 

formula negotiation, we could end up not actually receiving 

the predicted financial benefit of that potential revenue source. 

Mr. Kneebone: Again, I’m not privy to the nature of 

the negotiation or what the possibilities are. I do know it’s a 

negotiated settlement, so that to me suggests that there are lots 

of options and lots of different outcomes that are possible. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. I’m going to just 

move on to another area related to the terms of reference. 

Could the panel indicate — when did you first receive the 

terms of reference? Were you involved in the development of 

the terms of reference? The reference to the start date for the 

engagement process says that it was June 14. Was that date 

chosen by the panel or was it chosen by government?  

Mr. McIntyre: Mr. Chair, I’m stretching my memory 

here, but the terms of reference were developed by the 

government. There was a review by the panel of those terms 

of reference to make sure that we agreed with them — which 
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we did. The start date really was a collaborative decision, I 

think, between the government’s public engagement 

representatives and the panel as to when a reasonable start to 

the public engagement process could begin.  

Mr. Cathers: Just in looking at the report, there is 

reference to — in discussion with municipal governments, 

property tax rates between Yukon and municipal rates was an 

issue. I assume it means the difference between them. It 

references the fact that the panel added an option to review 

property tax rates, especially near municipalities. Is that 

something that the panel received any feedback from the 

public on, or is that a newer option that there hasn’t been 

public feedback on?  

As you may expect, the reason I’m asking that is that, 

while we understand that some municipalities have argued for 

years — an ongoing difference of opinion between the Yukon 

government, during the past government and actually previous 

governments as well, and municipalities was about whether 

government tax rates near municipalities were too low. 

Municipalities — at least some municipalities — have long 

held the view that there should either be an increase in tax 

rates or perhaps the ability for them to charge fees from those 

citizens not in their borders, whereas the Yukon government 

has long held the position, previously, that municipalities also 

receive direct transfers from the public purse — through 

matters such as a comprehensive municipal grant — which are 

effectively contributions from other Yukon citizens who are 

not within their borders.  

My specific question on that, after setting the context, 

was: When did that option get put on the table, and how much 

feedback did you receive from citizens who would be affected 

by that — about the potential that their property taxes might 

go up?  

Mr. McIntyre: That was a modification from the 

public engagement process. We didn’t speak to it in the initial 

draft of the report. That was based on discussions with 

municipalities and then input from the public, in the public 

engagement process. So the heavy weighting would be from 

the municipalities, and then the odd comment from the public.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that answer. I would just flag 

for the panel — I appreciate that they had the process that was 

laid out and that they don’t have the option of going back to 

consult beyond their terms of reference, but it does sound like 

we have an option where there wasn’t a lot of opportunity for 

rural Yukoners to weigh in on. We will just flag that to the 

government as they consider whether to look at that option 

because — I will give them fair warning — if they go after 

raising property taxes, they are going to be getting some 

questions from us. 

I just want to move on to some specific areas related to 

the breakdown of the costs in the report. If members will just 

bear with me, I am going to find the proper page.  

There is reference in the report to health spending, 

including per capita health spending in the territory. In the 

report, there is reference to real per capita spending on health 

care being $500 per person more than if the health spending 

growth at the age/gender cohort level matched the rest of 

Canada. Just for the reference of Hansard, that is a quote from 

page 52. 

In looking at that, what is not clear in the report is the 

level of detail — what is included in that definition of health 

spending. The reason that I am asking this relates to the fact 

that, in some reports that have been done at a national level, 

depending on who is doing the report, some of those reports 

include expenditures by the Social Services branch of Health 

and Social Services as health spending, whereas in most 

Canadian jurisdictions — with the exception of the north and 

a few other places — social services is under a separate 

department from health. 

In the past, some of the reports and comparisons that we 

have seen released have included Yukon spending in the 

Social Services branch of Health and Social Services as health 

spending because they are under the same department. I think 

it is fair to say that if you are doing that, you are not quite 

comparing apples to apples. I might say, somewhat 

facetiously, that our oranges are being counted as if they were 

apples if you included those social services costs. 

Are the numbers and comparisons used in the report on 

pages 51 to 55 exclude spending by the Social Services branch 

from health spending, or are those numbers being considered 

as part of the overall health spending when you are doing the 

comparison of the Yukon to other jurisdictions? 

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, our desire and the better 

part of our effort was put toward making sure they were kept 

separate. It is important to keep those apples separate from 

those oranges, in part because, later in the report, we 

emphasize that what are known as the social determinants of 

health are an important consideration for the government to 

think about — that health outcomes can be improved, not 

necessarily only through spending on what we generally 

understand to be health — hospitals and doctors and nurses — 

but also through efforts like increasing the stock of affordable 

housing and other measures that improve the health and health 

outcomes of people with low incomes. So it was our effort to 

try to keep those as separate as possible. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that and, just on a similar 

vein, I understand that Social Services would be separated out 

from those numbers.  

Does it include spending by the Emergency Medical 

Services branch of Community Services as health spending? 

In those calculations of health spending — again particularly 

in those sections where it’s comparing our per capita spending 

to other jurisdictions — does it include the funding that is 

provided under the Department of Health and Social Services 

to a number of NGOs, or is that separated out for the purposes 

of that? 

Mr. Kneebone: These are very good questions and 

they raise difficulties in all of these sorts of data. We have 

relied, for our data, on independent resources, from Statistics 

Canada and from the Canadian Institute for Health 

Information — CIHI. I would have to dig deep into those data 

sources to answer your specific questions. It’s almost 

inevitable that, when these organizations do comparisons 

across jurisdictions, whether provinces or territories, there are 
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going to be some inconsistencies, and it’s almost inevitable 

that this will happen. 

Some jurisdictions include ambulance services within the 

provincial or territorial government; some do it within 

municipalities. Some provinces define health care spending 

that others would suggest was more of a social spending. 

These organizations — CIHI and Statistics Canada — make 

every effort to separate those as much as possible, and that’s 

what we relied on. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer and the 

clarifications. So you’re largely relying off information from 

CIHI and others, rather than doing an assessment by the panel 

of what elements of the Public Accounts you would classify as 

health care spending — is that correct? 

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, yes, I think that’s correct. 

The reason for that is we want to make a comparison across 

jurisdictions. In order to do that, we wanted to make use of as 

comparable a set of data as possible. That required that we 

rely on Statistics Canada and CIHI. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that clarification. Just to 

confirm — I think you actually answered this, but I just want 

to make sure I didn’t miss this: Where there is funding of 

NGO service providers under Health and Social Services, if 

there are areas where that spending is different or provides 

services that may not be available in comparator jurisdictions, 

you’re not doing a qualitative assessment of that to the extent 

that CIHI or other reporting agencies are themselves including 

NGO spending as part of health spending, and you’re largely 

using the numbers that they have developed to determine what 

is or isn’t health spending — correct? 

Mr. Kneebone: Yes, that’s correct. 

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate that clarification. 

In the graph on page 55, there’s a comparison given of 

health spending per capita in the Yukon to the other two 

territories and the provinces. In looking at that graph, there are 

a few things that jumped out to me in reviewing it. From the 

graph on page 55, it appears that, in looking at the numbers — 

and again, it’s a graph. It doesn’t give the precise dollar 

breakdown of the components in the graph.  

But there is a comparison of health spending per capita in 

the Yukon to the other two territories and the provinces. As I 

mentioned, in looking at that graph, a few things jump out at 

me. It seems that the capital spending on health per person is 

substantially higher in the Yukon than in any other 

jurisdiction except the Northwest Territories. First of all, I 

would just ask if you could confirm that I am interpreting that 

correctly. My second question is: How much of that is due to 

the Whitehorse hospital and emergency room expansion, how 

much of that is that due to Whistle Bend place and, thirdly, the 

MRI expansion?  

My next question on that is: In those areas where our 

capital spending is higher, have you made any attempt to 

assess what that is based on, whether it is based on the Yukon 

expanding services or getting up to the same level of services 

or other areas, or doing other investments that may have a 

reason to affect why those numbers are higher than other 

Canadian jurisdictions, or, whether it be new infrastructure, 

replacing aging infrastructure or simply providing services in 

the territory that previously we had to rely on Outside for?  

Mr. Kneebone: A lot of questions in there — if I 

haven’t answered them all, let me know. First, I think your 

interpretation is correct that what I see as purple — I am 

colour-blind, but what I see as purple, as that bar — is larger 

than the other territories, so your interpretation is correct. We 

did not look into what the source of that is — whether it was 

specific projects — at all.  

One of the problems with the graph is that it is a snapshot. 

So it runs into the problem that, if in a certain year, a certain 

jurisdiction spent a lot, it may cause you to come to a 

conclusion that wouldn’t be warranted if you looked at other 

years. I think that’s all, unless you can remind me of your 

other questions. But basically, to answer your question, yes, 

capital spending in that year was higher than in the other 

territories, but we did not look into the sources or the reason 

for that extra spending.  

Mr. Cathers: I apologize for packing too many 

questions in. I’m in the habit of doing that. I’m trying to break 

that in discussions with your appearance here — to not have 

too long a list of questions.  

So actually, I believe you indirectly answered my 

question, which was that you haven’t done an assessment of 

the basis for the capital spending — or the reason — or 

determined whether it has to do with new technology or 

replacement of aging infrastructure, et cetera. I see you are 

appearing to indicate agreement on that, so I appreciate that 

clarification.  

In appreciating your comments about it being a snapshot, 

one of the things that I was not quite clear on the explanation 

for is why the graph cited 2016 numbers — originating from 

the Canadian Institute for Health Information, I believe — 

while the report earlier, in doing the comparison of real per 

capita health spending in the Yukon, used numbers for 2014. 

Just in attempting to compare the two, it of course is using 

snapshots from two different years.  

Can you just explain to the House what the reason was for 

using 2016 numbers on the graph and 2014 data for the $500-

per-person higher spending number per capita? 

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, the only answer I can give 

is probably what data was available that we used. I can’t really 

give you any other information than that. Our choice was not 

designed to give a misleading picture. I suspect it was the data 

that was available to us. 

Mr. Cathers: Just to be clear, I wasn’t attempting to 

imply that you had any bad reason for using those government 

numbers. I was just asking for clarification on why there was 

2014 numbers versus 2016. 

In looking at that — and again, recognizing trying to 

compare the 2016 graph to the 2014 numbers — in looking at 

the graph citing the 2016 numbers on page 55 — since the 

Yukon seems to have a substantially higher portion of capital 

spending in that breakdown, how much of that $500-per-

person number that is cited on page 52 is due to the higher 

capital spending on health care in Yukon as referenced in the 

2016 graph — again, recognizing that both of them are talking 
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per capita spending? In one case, we’re using 2014 numbers 

and then in the graph, it is 2016 numbers. 

I apologize if I asked that question fairly opaquely, but 

just to clarify — if the report is saying that the per capita 

spending on health care in Yukon is about $500 higher per 

person and two pages later in the report, it is indicating in the 

graph that Yukon has what appears to be the highest per capita 

capital spending on health care, are you able to give us a 

number or rough estimate of how much lower the $500 per 

person would be if you took out the capital spending or 

reduced it to a level comparable with the average of the 

provinces? 

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, I can’t cite figures offhand. 

I don’t have them with me. I think you raise some useful 

points — that it would be useful to have the same year in 

making these comparisons. Indeed, it would be useful to have 

what an economist would describe as a time series — how 

capital spending has changed over time — so that we don’t 

get misled by what might be a temporary increase in capital 

spending. I think that is a worthwhile thing to do. We should 

maybe want to look into correcting it. 

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate that clarification because 

just for reference — the panel probably knows, but for others 

there have been, in recent years, the expansion of the 

emergency room at the Whitehorse hospital and the new 

ambulance station that was part of the Whitehorse hospital 

expansion, though operated by Emergency Medical Services. 

It was built by the Yukon Hospital Corporation and I would 

assume it would show up in some of those capital spending 

numbers, as well as the new MRI at Whitehorse General 

Hospital and the Whistle Bend continuing care facility. 

The capital spending on health, to me, seems to be at a 

higher than normal level during the past five years or so. So it 

would seem to me that some of those numbers referenced in 

the 2016 and 2014 numbers would be affected upward by that 

higher than normal spending.  

I think you actually indirectly answered this earlier, but 

one of the specific questions on my list was that when you are 

comparing health spending, you are relying largely on 

information from CIHI and other public reporting agencies 

rather than doing a qualitative comparison to other 

jurisdictions, including whether programs like some of the 

recent programs like the family supports for children with 

disabilities program, which provides a higher level of service 

than most, if not all, in the country, or the chronic conditions 

support program, which again covers some things that are not 

covered elsewhere, or medical travel or the home care system 

— the report doesn’t dig down into that level of detail to try to 

assess whether a higher quality of service or the range of 

service provided in the Yukon is affecting the total cost of 

health care per capita. Is that correct?  

Mr. Kneebone: Yes, that is correct. One of the 

recommendations or suggestions of the panel is to actually 

think hard about health care spending and to make those 

comparisons across jurisdictions. That was beyond the scope 

of our panel to do so, but we suggest that would be a useful 

exercise to do. In that exercise, you would want to be careful 

to do exactly what you are suggesting, which is to compare as 

closely as possible the different types of spending on health — 

which, as you indicate, can be very broad — and not just 

thinking about MRI machines, doctors and nurses, but also 

thinking about other aspects of health.  

So any review of the health care system, which we 

suggest would be a useful thing to do, would have to be very 

carefully done in that manner.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that. So unless I am putting 

words into your mouth, then I don’t think I need an answer on 

this; I think you have already answered it. But my conclusion, 

or what I understand, is that programs like the Yukon’s health 

and human resource strategy programs, like the family 

physician incentive, the bursaries for doctors and nurses, the 

health profession education bursary — those costs are 

included in the per capita health care spending and not 

excluded, and there is no comparison of what occurs or 

doesn’t occur in other jurisdictions. 

Secondly, the Yukon has done better than most 

jurisdictions in successfully accessing health funding under 

the Canada Health Infoway over the last number of years, 

which has allowed Yukon to advance a number of health care 

initiatives and innovations, including, in most years, more 

projects than a lot of the smaller provinces and territories. 

So I’m just seeking clarification on the record that it 

doesn’t — again, you’re not digging down into the type of 

service, the level of service, the quality of service to the extent 

that those investments show up in capital spending. So the 

report doesn’t dig down into the detail of why that spending 

occurred or the merits thereof. 

Mr. Kneebone: Yes, that’s true. We are flying at 

50,000 feet at this point when we look at these data and we 

did not drill down to the level that is being suggested. That 

should be done in any really comprehensive examination and 

comparison of the health care system in Yukon Territory 

versus other jurisdictions. 

Mr. Cathers: I think my last question in the area of the 

health spending, unless I come across another note — we 

discussed this earlier back in September, I believe it was. I 

just wanted to get it on record so that there is no question of 

whether I am putting words into your mouth on this. When it 

comes to areas such as — there has been a substantial amount 

of public debate about the Whitehorse General Hospital being 

at or over 100-percent capacity, 60 percent of the time the past 

year, with — according to physicians and the reports — 

typically 40 percent of those beds being occupied by patients 

who would be better served in alternate-level-of-care 

facilities, or ALCs, and who would best be served in a 

continuing care facility. 

I would just ask, just for the record in Hansard, to confirm 

or correct my understanding that the panel did not look into 

the detail of that and whether there would be a reduction in 

health care costs if patients were in a continuing care facility, 

in a hospital, or look at what the effects on patient outcomes 

would be of opening up more continuing care beds or 

expanding home care. 
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Mr. Kneebone: Yes, that is correct. I think that in the 

report we noted these issues — which are common across 

health jurisdictions across Canada — and, on that basis, we 

recommended that all governments, including the Yukon, 

should look carefully at the health care system and whether or 

not the resources of the health care system are being utilized 

as efficiently as possible. 

Again, that was beyond our mandate to look at. It is 

something that a more in-depth examination of the health care 

system really should look at. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate those answers as well. 

I am just going to go back to a couple of process 

questions that we have prepared. Those include the fact that 

the panel was announced on April 27. The engagement 

process, as I understand it from the previous answer in debate 

this afternoon, was chosen in collaboration between the panel 

and the government. 

Can the panel please indicate why the decision was not 

made to begin the engagement process on or closer to April 27 

to provide more time for engagement outside of the summer, 

and was that a decision by the panel, by the government, or a 

collaborative reason, and can you elaborate on the reason for 

that timing choice? 

Mr. McIntyre: I guess there would be two issues that 

came up. One was the ability of the panel to get together as 

individuals and start the work, and the other issue would be 

the public engagement platform. The first engagement process 

was an online process, and getting that up and running took 

some time — so a combination of matters. 

Mr. Cathers: When was the final report submitted to 

the government, and did the government see any versions of 

the report in between the draft and the final report? If so, 

when did they see those? Did the final report change as the 

result of any input from the government? 

Mr. McIntyre: The draft report was presented to the 

government on or about September 12, I think — somewhere 

in that neighbourhood. There was no input from the 

government on changing the draft. The draft that we provided 

was the draft that went to public consultation. 

Mr. Cathers: With regard to the final report, did the 

government see an advance copy or have any opportunity for 

input or adjustment prior to the panel releasing it? 

Mr. McIntyre: We presented the final report to the 

government caucus a week prior to the public release of the 

report, and there were no changes as a result of that meeting. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that. I’m going to move on to 

another area. In my opinion, it’s probably one of the single-

most important issues that’s addressed within this report, and 

that is the projections that would see government increase the 

debt from the current level — unless there has been an update 

since the Premier and I debated this earlier this Sitting. The 

current long-term borrowing, we were advised, is the same as 

what it was at the end of the 2016-17 fiscal year — 

$193.5 million in total long-term debt. The projection in this 

report shows that, by the year 2030, the Yukon might be 

$699 million — almost $700 million — in debt — borrowing 

a half- billion dollars over the time period from now to 2030. 

Can you provide any elaboration on the basis for that? 

You have indicated already that you didn’t have access to the 

details about what’s making up the trends or projections, but 

is there anything you can elaborate on about why we would go 

from the situation we’re in here in 2017 to, over the next 23 

years, going from our current level of less than $200 million 

in debt to almost $700 million in debt? 

Mr. Kneebone: Those projections are based on trends. 

I think the answer is that, if the territory continues along those 

trends, this is the inevitable end result. One of the reasons for 

this panel, I understand, is that the government wants to avoid 

that outcome and is looking for options to avoid that outcome. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that clarification. Again, 

since the panel has already noted that they’re relying on the 

trends, rather than the detail, and that it’s beyond the mandate 

of the panel to pick which of the broad options should be 

proceeded with, other than identifying the options available to 

government, you’re not making a qualitative decision of 

whether it is more appropriate for government to go to option 

one and restrain the rate of growth versus any of the new 

revenue tools that were identified. 

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, yes, that’s correct. We are 

laying out options as best we can — and possibilities. 

Mr. Cathers: I do appreciate the answer. The next 

question I’m going to ask is just about the basis of when the 

time was chosen for the range of the years covered during the 

report. It certainly appears, in looking at the trends over the 

past number of years, that there is a different fiscal picture 

presented. If one looks at the past seven years and the trends 

of comparing Public Accounts to Public Accounts, the years 

that revenues were higher than expenses and expenses were 

higher than revenues, that picture changes if you add in those 

previous three fiscal years, and it presents a more negative 

trend if you look at the 10-year horizon than the past seven 

years. 

Can you comment on who made the choice to cover 10 

years versus using the last seven or, say, the last five, and how 

it changes the financial picture? 

Mr. Kneebone: It may have been me, simply because 

the Public Accounts provide a very handy and useful 

summary of the 10-year period, and 10 years is a nice, 

roundish kind of number. Rather than trying to cherry-pick a 

period that might be deemed to be biased in the results one 

way or the other, we just chose — there was a table available 

from the Public Accounts showing 10 years so that’s what we 

went with. 

Mr. Cathers: Thank you, Mr. Chair, and I appreciate 

that indication, but I’m looking for my note in all the 

paperwork here comparing those numbers from the past 

number of fiscal years. I did note, in doing research on this, 

that looking at the past seven fiscal years compared to the past 

10 fiscal years seems to present a very different trend and a 

very different picture going forward. 

Would you agree with that assessment or is that 

something you need to look at? 

Mr. Kneebone: The problem with looking at data over 

these periods is trying to not bias your results. If I were to be 
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extremely careful about this, what an economist like me 

would do is get as many years of data as possible — more 

than 10 — and look for trends. One of the problems with 

picking a period is that the period may very well have been a 

period of recession or it may have been a period of boom, and 

so those are biased results. 

We would like to have as long a time period as possible 

in order to be able to have the booms wash out with the 

recessions to get a fair picture.  

There are different ways of doing that. You can try to do 

econometric analyses, which involve a lot of things that bore 

people and require a lot of data. The other approach is simply 

to take a 10-year average — or if you have more data that 

would be wonderful — and not put too much emphasis on it, 

but rather simply recognize that these are trends. There are 

going to be movement in those trends. Some years the rate of 

growth of spending will be higher; some years it will be 

lower; and the same with revenues. 

What we’re looking at is just a very broad statement of 

the direction of the government’s finances. That’s really all 

we’re trying to accomplish by looking at those trends that are 

observed over the previous 10 years. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that answer. I’m going to 

move on to a couple of specific options identified by the 

committee in the report and just ask if you can elaborate on 

them. There’s reference to improving the comprehensiveness 

and transparency of territorial budgeting to include fully 

consolidated books and projections. Can you just elaborate a 

little more on the reason for there being benefit in moving 

toward that model? 

Mr. Kneebone: I’m a big believer that governments 

and their budgets should be as transparent as possible. 

Governments work for the benefit of their taxpayers and their 

citizens, and the citizens ought to be able to understand as 

comprehensively as possible the budgets of their governments. 

That’s a challenge, because the governments also have to 

satisfy the demands of accountants, like Norm here, and to 

satisfy the accounting rules, but they also need to be stated in 

such a way that the average citizen can appreciate and 

understand. 

To my mind, that’s the basis of democracy, and that’s 

behind our recommendation that the budget should be as 

transparent and as easily understood to taxpayers as absolutely 

possible. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. Throughout the 

process — I understand there was a presentation to caucus a 

week before the final report was released, but no changes 

were made to the report as a result of that. Throughout the 

process, how many meetings or conversations did the panel 

have with caucus, including caucus presentations, or members 

of Cabinet or political staff from the point of announcement of 

the panel to the end of that process? 

Mr. McIntyre: I believe we had one initial meeting 

with the Premier and, subsequent to that we had no interaction 

with the government until we had that meeting a week prior to 

the draft report. That would be it. 

Mr. Cathers: The final report references deputy 

minister and assistant deputy minister focus groups. Can the 

panel elaborate on what those were, how many of those focus 

group meetings were held to consult on the draft report, and 

what their engagement was throughout the entire process, 

either at the outset or during the development of the report, 

and how much of a role those senior officials played in 

providing comments? I’m specifically referring to the 

conclusions of the report; not so much information where you 

may have asked questions, but to what extent they were given 

the opportunity to provide input or advice on what options the 

panel should be looking at recommending. 

Mr. McIntyre: Mr. Chair, we had one meeting with the 

deputy ministers and we had one meeting with the assistant 

deputy ministers. It was a presentation of the draft report with 

commentary back from the DMs and the ADMs. There were 

no direct changes to the report as a result of those specific 

engagements. Additional options were made really on the 

basis of the First Nation, municipal, public and stakeholder 

consultation engagement process. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. I have three 

other questions about consultation, but they are related so I am 

going to put them in together. 

On page 3, it references — I believe it says and correct 

me if I’m wrong — that the panel met with 11 of the 14 First 

Nation governments. Can you please explain only why only 

11 were met with and which three were not? The sub-question 

on that is: At what level were those First Nation governments 

consulted? Was it at a leadership level — with chief and 

council, officials, or did it vary in those individual instances? 

The next related question is about engagement with the 

eight municipal governments. At what level were they 

consulted? Was it at the mayor and council level or an 

officials’ level? In the Yukon as well, there are a number of 

unincorporated communities that do not have municipal 

governments, including some of them — especially in the 

Member for Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes’ riding — that 

represent a large number of people. Were local area advisory 

councils directly consulted? If not, why not? 

Mr. McIntyre: On the First Nation front, there were 

mixed sessions. We had some meetings with First Nation 

representatives who weren’t part of leadership and some of 

the meetings were with the leadership. The First Nations that 

we consulted with were CAFN, Kluane First Nation, White 

River First Nation, Selkirk First Nation, Na Cho Nyäk Dun’, 

Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in, Vuntut Gwitchin, Little Salmon 

Carmacks, Ta’an Kwäch’än’, Teslin Tlingit Council, and 

Carcross/Tagish First Nation. 

In the municipal context, we met with — it was mixed 

once again. There were some representatives of the 

bureaucracy, but some leadership. As far as communities go 

that aren’t incorporated, I’m not 100-percent sure how the 

public engagement consultants connected with the 

communities — whether it was with the advisory boards. I’m 

not 100-percent sure how that came together. 
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Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer. If you are able to 

follow up and provide that information later — if the 

government is — we would appreciate that information. 

Just moving on to another area I meant to ask earlier and 

missed doing so, it notes in references on page 107 the 

projection — again based off the projections made by the 

government based on their budgeting decisions for future year 

spending. With the projection of going into debt — changing 

it from the current $193.5 million to $699 million by 2030 — 

is the panel able to provide us with any estimate of — I 

understand that going down the road that far, it’s hard to 

predict what the interest rates will be, but do you have any 

information that you can share with us around what 

economists are expecting the range of potential interest rates 

to realistically be by that point in time? I understand that’s 

asking for a long-term prediction, but just in terms of using 

best available information and best guesses from the 

economists attempting to gaze into the crystal ball 23 years 

down the road on interest rates — recognizing that it’s 

difficult to predict those changes — but countering that 

conclusion with the argument that, if someone is borrowing a 

large amount of money, whether it’s for a mortgage for a 

home or a government entering into debt on behalf of the 

taxpayers, one should attempt to have an idea, I would 

contend, of the range of potential borrowing costs that you 

might be paying for your mortgage or your debt on behalf of 

the public during the life of that agreement. Is there any 

information he can provide us about a range of what the 

interest rates are likely to be and, just for illustrative purposes, 

what the borrowing costs would be of $700 million at current 

market rate and at the projected future rates? 

Mr. Kneebone: If I could answer these questions, I 

would be quite a famous economist. 

When we think about these things, one of the things I 

would do is look to the Bank of Canada’s policies. They’re 

fairly clear in that their goal is to maintain the rate of inflation 

at around two percent, plus or minus a little bit — they have a 

target. That helps to inform interest rates, because then, if you 

also make an assumption — and it is an assumption — that 

the long-term rate of real GDP growth in Canada is about two 

percent a year and if you add those numbers together — I 

don’t want to take you too deep into this, but we’re thinking 

about an interest rate of between four and five percent. 

The interest rate that the Yukon government actually pays 

on its debt depends on the maturity of that debt. A well-

managed debt-management program for a government ladders 

its debt so that some of its debt comes due early and some of it 

comes due late, and there are different interest rates on that. 

You would have to take all that into consideration in 

coming up with a guess — and that’s what it is — of what the 

long-term interest rate that the Yukon Territory would be 

facing in 10 or 15 years. Those are the sorts of things I would 

take into consideration when thinking about those problems. 

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate that is a tough question for 

anybody to answer accurately. I realize the challenge for 

anybody doing it. Just for the sake of information — 

especially for Yukon citizens who may be interested in this 

debate and are wondering — in the range of options that 

government presumably is going to contemplate because they 

were outlined by the panel as potential options, what would be 

the implications of that option if the trajectory continues?  

So based on that sort of four- or five-percent interest rate, 

with the deduction the Yukon government would have, are 

you able to provide us with an estimate of what the rough 

annual cost of borrowing would be at that rate — using that 

rate and realizing that it might go up or down?  

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, without pulling out my 

calculator, if it was a four-percent interest rate on a $700-

 million debt, I think that’s $28 million — if I’m not mistaken. 

I should be better at maths than that, but I think that’s true.  

Mr. Cathers: I appreciate the answer and the attempt at 

a best guess. Based on further reflection, if you come up with 

a revision to that, I would certainly accept that. I will admit 

that I do think it should be noted for the record that doing 

those numbers in your head is something that most people 

can’t do — so thank you for that. 

I just want to move on to another area — in the “what we 

heard” section, there is reference to the opportunity for 

government to establish work processes that provide 

collaborative, integrated services while, at the same time, 

creating more opportunities for First Nation governments to 

be at the decision-making tables to work toward a common 

future for Yukoners. It’s not entirely clear. Was that a 

suggestion that some government services be devolved to First 

Nation governments?  

On a related area, is there contemplation as well, in here 

— in the reference to working with municipal governments, 

can you elaborate on some of the options that were being 

considered in a potential devolution of programs to First 

Nation and municipal governments — what that would mean 

in terms of the cost to the public for those areas? Am I asking 

just too detailed of a question and you have outlined a 

potential area without having access to information to be able 

give us a precise prediction or calculation?  

Mr. McIntyre: Through the engagement process, it 

became apparent on the First Nation end of things that there 

was a concern about being involved in setting priorities, 

setting of government expenditures and how First Nation 

governments could be more collaborative in that process. 

There was also the concern about the availability of program 

service transfer agreements going forward with the 

Government of Yukon — that there may be opportunities 

there to have better outcomes and save costs by devolving 

some programs and services to the First Nation governments 

and/or collaborating to deliver services.  

At the municipal level — to strengthen the communities, 

the municipal governments felt that there could be some 

decentralization of positions within the Yukon government to 

the communities to strengthen the local economy. We didn’t 

get into any specifics of what those might be. One example is 

that the Government of Yukon has regional economic 

development officer-type positions. Could those be moved out 

to the community rather than having a person come out from 

Whitehorse and visit the community periodically? 
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There wasn’t a broad range of options discussed, but just 

the general concept was out there. 

Mr. Cathers: I believe I’m running close to my time to 

hand over to the Third Party for questions. I just want to ask 

another question. There is reference in the report to the 

potential of government collecting $4 million in revenue per 

year by eliminating the fuel oil tax exemptions for businesses 

and others. That is something that obviously — $4 million 

into government pockets comes at the expense of others. 

There is some potential economic effect as a result of that on 

their productivity, as well as with the reference to the 

prediction that there would be $25 million related to an 

increased cost as a result of the carbon tax on increasing the 

costs of fuel.  

Did the panel do a calculation with that potential $29-

 million increase in the cost of fuel for businesses and 

homeowners? Did the panel do any analysis of the negative 

economic impact on businesses, low-income families or 

others, or is that simply identified as an option that 

government can pursue if it wishes to do so? 

Mr. Kneebone: The carbon tax is an interesting issue. 

It is going to be costly, and indeed that is the idea. It is going 

to be costly to anyone who makes use of fossil fuels, whether 

through their vehicles or possibly through heating a home. 

The report talks about how the carbon tax revenue can be used 

to offset the effects that it has on peoples’ incomes. The idea 

here is to make it more costly for you to burn a fossil fuel — 

basically, raise the price of fossil fuels to discourage you from 

using fossil fuels, but then rebate that revenue to you so it 

does not affect your economic well-being. The whole intent is 

to discourage you from burning fossil fuels. 

Mr. Cathers: I do have a number of more questions 

but, based on the agreement with the Third Party, I will cede 

the floor to them to allow them an opportunity to ask 

questions. 

I just thank the panel members, and the other two who are 

not present, for their work in identifying a range of options 

and their frank assessments of the merits and downsides of 

those as outlined in the report. 

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Chair, if you don’t mind — I’ll beg 

your indulgence — I would prefer to stand. If I sit down, I 

may not get back up again. My back is — I need more drugs 

for the rest of the afternoon. Let’s put it that way. 

I would like to thank the panel for the work that they have 

done and for the briefings they have provided to the 

opposition members. We’ve had two opportunities to meet 

with them — two of them, for sure — and then the addition of 

Mr. Kneebone at this time, and one other person. 

That has been helpful in terms of setting the context, and 

I do think it is important. Quite frankly, Mr. Chair, I’m not 

that interested in process so much. I think that has been fairly 

well-documented. 

I am interested and we are interested from the New 

Democratic Party point of view in the substance and the 

purpose of this review, which was, as any of us going into this 

a year ago — going into the election and just after it — the 

realization that the picture that had been painted wasn’t quite 

the reality that we face. I just want to preface my comments 

with, on page 40, the panel notes that the reality is that overall 

own-source revenue — the revenue that we generate as a 

territory, primarily through taxes or fees — has declined over 

the last five years quite dramatically from 21.3 percent, I 

think, to just over 15.5 percent or 15.7 percent. In going 

forward, we started looking at and had identified over the last 

couple of years that this is a problem. I think that it opens up a 

number of options.  

As I said, Mr. Chair, to the panel members, there will be 

— and I anticipate — some vigorous debate about the 

substance of some of the options that have been put forward 

here in this report. I think that’s the healthy aspect of what 

we’re talking about as we go forward.  

I just want to ask — there was reference to the territorial 

formula financing agreement. One of the things that the panel 

could confirm for me — in the report, it speaks to the fact that 

the territorial formula financing arrangement that we have 

with Canada already factors in that we will have an allowable 

tax rate that’s 30-percent less than the national average. Is that 

correct? Could you comment on how, even with that, Yukon’s 

tax system then compares to the next-lowest tax system in 

Canada?  

Mr. Kneebone: Yes, we did a comparison of the 

amount of taxes that Yukon taxpayers pay versus what is paid 

by citizens in other provinces and territories. It’s somewhere 

in the report, but what we show is that were tax rates in the 

Yukon set at the same rates as they are set in Alberta, then 

there would be considerably more revenue collected by the 

Yukon government than it is now. Yukon is a low-tax 

jurisdiction without a doubt.  

Ms. Hanson: I think I read that the point you made 

about Alberta was that Alberta was one of the lowest tax 

regimes in Canada. So even at that, there would be more 

money generated in the Yukon. So it was looking at options 

for revenue to be generated.  

Then if we look at page 97 of your report, that’s where 

you mentioned — you talk about if the Yukon wants to avoid 

restraint, then the other options that we may have are to look 

at options with respect to raising revenues. I would just like to 

spend a little time, Mr. Chair — if I can — asking some 

questions about options that the report identifies with respect 

to revenue generation. On page 98, you say that of the total 

government spending, barely five percent is funded by user 

fees by Yukoners. Some of those are — we heard even this 

afternoon in debate about somewhat sacred cows; the notion 

that everybody should be able to get free firewood, as much as 

you want, in any campground in this territory, which seems to 

have become a birthright. 

You point out in your commentary here that Yukon is at 

five percent for user fees. You talked about the Northwest 

Territories funding about 10 percent of their consolidated 

government spending with fees, Nunavut over 17 percent, and 

the national average over 13 percent. You say that if Yukon 

matched the same 10-percent share of spending funded by 

fees as seen in the Northwest Territories, it would raise over 

$60 million. Could you identify what kinds of fees you’re 
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referring to, just in terms of making sure that we’re comparing 

like kinds of user fees, just using the northern territories as the 

example, particularly if we’re talking Northwest Territories to 

Yukon. We seem to be most comfortable with that 

comparison. 

Mr. Kneebone: We’re talking about all sorts of fees — 

all fees that we can generally define as user fees, whether 

they’re camping fees — sorry; off the top of my head, I can’t 

remember some other examples — but any fee. What we refer 

to as a user fee — differentiating it from a tax — I pay a user 

fee because I am actually using the service very directly. 

That’s a comparison we made. We tried to compare those user 

fees across all jurisdictions in Canada. The numbers are, as 

you described, were the Yukon Territory to apply the same 

user fees as in other territories they could raise a considerable 

amount of revenue. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witness for that. On page 103, 

the reference here is to alcohol, tobacco and cannabis taxes. 

We’re not there yet with the cannabis taxes, but you do 

identify that the Yukon government generates revenues from 

alcohol and tobacco taxes, expected to be roughly $23 million 

in 2017-18. The option is to consider raising alcohol and 

tobacco taxes. 

I’m just wondering what kind of comparative data — I 

don’t know — does the panel know if, when we say we’re 

generating $23 million in revenue from those two sources, 

there is a comparative number in terms of volume for other 

jurisdictions? The other area — we just talked about user fees. 

You’re able to give a number, comparing like to like. Is there 

a comparator for another jurisdiction that might be useful? 

Mr. Kneebone: Yes, you should be able to make those 

comparisons. All governments report revenue they collect 

from what we refer to as sin taxes — alcohol, tobacco and 

soon cannabis — if you view cannabis-smoking as a sin. 

Those comparisons can be made. I don’t have them handy 

with me, sorry. 

Ms. Hanson: It’s certainly one that we can pursue 

locally.  

On page 104, the panel talked about other tax changes 

that were possible in terms of revenue generation and the 

implications for it. Here we’re speaking to the issue of — in 

the “what we heard” section there, it says: Why would you not 

implement a hotel tax?  

I can say to the panel that it’s certainly something that 

I’ve heard at both AYC meetings at the Tourism Industry 

Association of Yukon over the last five or six years. So here 

the panel identifies that Alberta charges a four-percent hotel 

tax and BC a two-percent, in addition to the provincial sales 

tax, and Manitoba five, and Alaska from two to 13 percent. 

Your projections of using an Alberta base — can you explain 

how you come to the projection of roughly $2 million as 

revenue? 

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, these are rough and ready 

estimates. We looked at the number of hotel rooms in Alberta, 

the number of hotel rooms in Yukon and did some division to 

come up with a guess of how much revenue would be 

obtained from a hotel tax. 

Ms. Hanson: I heard my colleague from Lake Laberge 

referencing the discussion in the options paper with respect to 

the taxes on fuel in terms of off-road commercial activities in 

areas, such as mining, tourism, logging, sawmills, hunting, 

farming and fishing. Could the panel members explain the 

difference that you make in this section here where you talk 

about some exemptions being defensible on equity grounds, 

but how you make the differentiation between those kinds of 

exemptions and give the examples that you would put out as 

an equity exemption and those that would be considered a 

subsidy? 

Mr. Kneebone: That is a good question. Governments 

often provide these exemptions. Economists are not generally 

in favour of them, except when it comes to equity issues. I 

can’t, off the top of my head, come up with an example of an 

explanation for providing an exemption for fuel tax — I think 

that is what you are referring to — on equity grounds. No, I 

can’t off the top of my head — sorry. 

Ms. Hanson: I will just note that the panel said that, to 

the extent that there is a strong public policy argument to 

subsidize any particular industry, a more transparent and less 

distortionary way to do so is providing a direct cash transfer 

rather than incentivizing the burning of fuel, which goes back 

to trying to, in terms of a global perspective — global in the 

sense of a budgetary one — achieve the objectives of reducing 

greenhouse gases. 

Other areas that I just wanted to — I am mindful of the 

time and the poor little Third Party here. 

I will come back to a couple of other ones, but I was very 

much taken by the — and I thought it would be worthwhile 

spending a bit of time on the section on page 111. I think it’s 

certainly an important statement of both the principle and then 

some ideas here. So the notion that Yukon owns the natural 

resources — I mean it is something that is so blatantly 

obvious, Mr. Chair, but the recognition that the Yukon 

government and various First Nation governments manage 

these resources on behalf of Yukoners and that we have a full 

claim to the value of the resources. 

Can you explain the next statement? It says royalties are 

not taxes. Can you explain why royalties are not taxes? 

Mr. Kneebone: A royalty is a payment to the citizens 

of the territory for the development of a resource. As 

suggested, Yukoners own the resource. Now, the resource is 

in the ground and they don’t have access to it. That is why 

there has to be a relationship made with a corporate entity or 

someone to actually dig that resource out of the ground so that 

we can enjoy the benefits of it. Having done that, they deserve 

a reward, but so too does the owner of the resource. They 

deserve recognition that it is their resource and that, when the 

resource is sold, they should get a share of it. That is a royalty. 

It is not a tax on the producer of the gold — in many of these 

cases. Rather it is a profit-sharing arrangement, if you like, 

between the producer of the unit, who dug the ore out of the 

ground, and the owners of that ore.  

Ms. Hanson: The panel goes on to say that the current 

fee structure should be viewed less like a royalty and more as 

an administrative fee to recover certain — and I would add, 



November 21, 2017 HANSARD 1755 

 

not all — costs associated with the necessary support 

functions for government. Could the panel sort of explain how 

it made the assessment that it’s less like a royalty and more 

like an administrative fee to recover certain costs?  

Mr. Kneebone: I think the point we are trying to make 

here is that the two sides — the producer or the entity that 

digs the ore out of the ground and the owner of the ore — 

have to come to some arrangement. The two sides incur costs. 

There are a lot of administration costs on the part of the 

owners of the resource who are represented by the citizens — 

who are the owners and are represented by the government — 

and the producer of the company that pulls out the ore. You 

can think of the return from developing that ore, the share that 

goes to the owners of the resource, is compensating the 

owners of the resource, the citizens of Yukon as represented 

by the government — compensating them for the 

administrative costs that they have had to incur in order to 

make this development possible.  

Ms. Hanson: I note that the panel — when they spoke 

about this this morning — identified some of the costs — the 

projection that they had for a gold fee. We had some 

discussion about whether the gold fee that they actually have 

in here is a composite of others, but it is indicated to be about 

$255,000. The costs to the government for administrating that 

are significantly more, so I think it is related to that.  

The panel then went on to say that the current system in 

Yukon is one with potentially questionable equity 

implications. With such a low royalty, there are two concerns: 

one is over-extraction of the resource, where even inefficient 

producers may find it worthwhile to operate; and two, 

resource value is captured by producers rather than the 

resource owners, as Mr. Kneebone has said, Yukoners as a 

whole.  

We can address the first by restricting the number of 

licences that are issued, but this is where I would like the 

panel to comment on the second one because they say it is 

more difficult.  

The current royalty system is equivalent to the 

government transferring the value of the extracted gold to 

producers. That is, it is equivalent to the government 

optimally extracting some share of the resource value that the 

Yukoners own and then providing a government transfer to 

miners on the order of potentially millions of dollars. 

You say that to the extent that this is acceptable to 

Yukoners on equity grounds, then the case to increase 

royalties diminishes. With respect to foregone revenue, what 

equity grounds would the panel think would be there? 

Mr. Kneebone: I think the question is fairly simple. It 

comes down to the gold that’s being produced — in this case, 

if we’re talking about gold, it has a certain value — and we 

have to make a decision about how much of the value of that 

gold goes to the owners, the citizens of Yukon, and how much 

goes to the producers. There needs to be recognition that there 

would be no value at all unless someone actually took it out of 

the ground. So that’s why, when we make these decisions, we 

have to balance what is a fair — or, if you like, equitable — 

allocation of those revenues. How much should go to the 

owner? How much should go to the producers who, if it were 

not for their efforts, there would be no value at all? These are 

things that need to be considered. 

All jurisdictions have to balance those two things and 

come to what they deem to be an equitable distribution of the 

profit that comes from exploiting this resource. 

Ms. Hanson: In part, this issue is — as I indicated at 

the outset and as the review panel rightly pointed out — that 

it’s both the Yukon government and various First Nation 

governments that share ownership of our natural resources, 

our natural non-renewable resources. Once they’re gone, 

they’re gone. As you mentioned in the report, chapter 23 of 

the final agreements provides for the sharing by Yukon of 

royalties, but if in fact we’re giving more than we’re getting 

— then you point out here that some self-governing First 

Nations are concerned that certain royalties levied by Yukon 

are too low and that the scope of resource revenues liable to 

be shared, as we’ve agreed to in our treaties, is too narrow to 

provide a meaningful incentive to support economic 

expansion through resource development in the respective 

traditional territories. 

Coming back to the equity grounds, do you see a 

correlation there between the concern you have identified on 

page 112 and the concerns that are being raised by First 

Nations on the fiscal issues? 

Mr. Kneebone: Yes, I do. It’s a complicated matter 

when we recognize that there are different owners of this 

resource and different levels of government. Certain citizens 

of the territory are represented by the Yukon government, and 

certain other citizens are represented by self-governing First 

Nations. They all are owners of this resource. It becomes very 

complicated because of these different levels. 

When we think about the equity concerns of these things, 

all of this has to be taken into consideration. I’m not 

suggesting by any means that there’s an easy answer to this, 

but it certainly is something that’s worthy of contemplation 

and serious study. 

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate that, and I think that’s 

exactly why having a range of options set out — and, to some 

degree, through the work of this panel, there are some 

implications that are helpful. Sometimes in the territory, 

Mr. Chair, we look inside, as opposed to looking out and 

seeing that the world does provide us some options. 

The panel, in light of what the witness has just said, says 

on page 113 that, compared to other jurisdictions, Yukon’s 

placer royalties are low and points out that BC’s mineral tax 

on placer gold is 0.5, so we’re 0.05 at a fixed rate of — 37.5 

cents is what it boils down to. You used a value of $7.50 an 

ounce — or 20 times higher than Yukon’s, basically — I think 

we use it that way. Alberta’s, you say, is 200 times. 

What I found interesting is your statement that simply 

increasing the per-ounce placer royalty rate is not the only — 

you say that perhaps not even the best or most advisable 

option. Could you explain what you mean by that? What you 

set out is that, to address the concerns that any suggestion of 

change will put at risk placer mining — which you identify 

clearly and is in the “what we heard” sections in this part of 
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the paper. That is a core concern of the industry. You talk 

about avoiding it, using the system that’s used in Alaska. As I 

understand it, that is a royalty levied on the net income of 

placer miners. 

Could you explain how, if Yukon were to adopt that, 

some placer miners — and you say potentially many — would 

pay less, while others would pay more? 

Mr. Kneebone: I’m not sure how much detail you 

would like to go into, but the general idea is that there are 

many ways of designing an effective royalty regime that 

satisfies the requirements and preferences of the owner of the 

resource, the citizens of the Yukon. There are many ways of 

designing this — a fixed amount or a variable amount. They 

have different options. The variable amount enables more 

miners, perhaps, to stay in business. They’re not being driven 

out, necessarily, yet we are grabbing a larger fraction of the 

revenue earned by the more productive and larger producers. 

There are many options, and these can be tweaked in 

many different ways to satisfy different criteria that you’re 

looking to satisfy. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witness for that. This whole 

area is one that we’ve heard references to over the last number 

of years, so I’m sure this whole section will provide lots of 

fodder for debate for Yukoners over the next few months. 

You also point out in this report that our fee structure — 

so it’s not just what you get when you extract the ore, the gold 

or whatever, from the ground; it’s our licences and our 

registration fees.  

It goes back to the user fee discussion we just had — that 

they are much lower than elsewhere. The co-lease rates, which 

are also shown, are pitiful, if compared to BC — if I’m 

correct. So our annual licence rents vary between five cents 

and 20 cents per acre, compared to BC, which is $2.84 an acre 

— and the list goes on, you say. 

Which jurisdiction would you suggest that Yukon 

compare itself to when it looks at — because the costs and 

exploration costs and that are more expensive — I don’t know 

if registering a claim should be more expensive here, but 

should we be comparing ourselves — or would you think the 

most relevant comparison is Northwest Territories or BC? 

Mr. Kneebone: That is a really good question and any 

jurisdiction that applies a royalty — collects a royalty from 

those who develop the resource — has to recognize that, in 

fact, yours is not the only jurisdiction with that ore and that if 

you place too high of a royalty, people will leave your 

jurisdiction and go elsewhere. So you have to be competitive, 

as it were, with your royalty regimes.  

So the question is: With whom do I want to be 

competitive? Is it Alberta? Is it BC? Is it the Northwest 

Territories? The answer to that question — I suspect you 

would need to be competitive with all of them. It really 

depends on the industry. If the Northwest Territories had no 

gold, for example, you would not have to worry about them. 

So you need to be competitive with all of them and you would 

have to pay attention to just how easy it is for a producer to 

move from the Yukon to another jurisdiction. It may be easy 

to move to Alberta — I’m making things up — and it might 

be hard to move to the Northwest Territories; that would 

affect your decision about how competitive you want to be 

with each of those jurisdictions. 

Ms. Hanson: On the issues of revenue that might be 

generated, largely with respect to the anticipated increase in 

mining activity in the Yukon that we hope we will see in the 

next short while. In the past, and as people anticipate that, the 

report also identifies that — and I’m quoting here: “… many 

Yukoners expressed concern around the relatively high 

number of fly-in and fly-out workers at large-scale mining 

operations in Yukon.” 

We have heard many reasons, Mr. Chair, as you know 

from your community in particular, about the difficulties. 

Housing is scarce and mining companies don’t build camps 

anymore. They fly people in and out and, as the report said, 

the income taxes paid by these workers will — for the most 

part — go to the province where they come from. They don’t 

live in the Yukon, so they don’t pay income tax here. 

To address the problem, you identified that Northwest 

Territories had implemented a payroll tax. Could the 

witnesses explain just exactly what a payroll tax — everybody 

is paying for it — why do we want another tax? I mean, 

really, how does this work? 

Mr. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, it is fairly simple. You want 

to be able — as you described, the fly-in/fly-out workers are 

earning income in Yukon but paying taxes to other 

jurisdictions — it might be Alberta or BC. You want to be 

able to — and that is a problem, because they are using public 

services. I dare say they drive on Yukon roads; they may even 

receive health benefits from Yukon. They should be paying 

tax revenue for those services.  

How do you do that? A payroll tax is one way of doing it, 

so that when I collect my — if I’m a fly-in/fly-out worker, I 

receive a cheque from the mining company and the mining 

company has deducted — it’s called a payroll tax, because it 

is a tax on the payroll of the company that is taken directly 

from my cheque and paid to the Yukon Government, and that 

is a way of taxing those fly-in/fly-out workers. 

Ms. Hanson: With the payroll tax, the folks who live in 

Alberta — thank you very much, you left it here, but if I’m 

living and working in Yukon, I get that back? 

Mr. Kneebone: I’m sorry, could you repeat the 

question? I’m not sure I understood. 

Ms. Hanson: My understanding of the Northwest 

Territories model is that with the payroll tax, those workers 

who live elsewhere pay their taxes elsewhere; they’ve 

contributed two percent of that taxable income to the 

Northwest Territories — or whatever — that the payroll tax is 

based on, if it is a taxable income or their whatever — payroll 

tax — payroll, but the resident of the Northwest Territories, 

who similarly paid that payroll tax, are they then rebated that 

two percent? 

Mr. Kneebone: Yes, that is correct. Either you could 

think of a system where they’re not charged the payroll tax at 

all — often it is easier just to charge everyone the payroll tax 

and then rebate citizens of Yukon for that tax. 
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Ms. Hanson: The panel makes reference throughout the 

report, variously calling it “sovereign wealth fund” or 

“savings fund”. Could the panel just describe potential sources 

of revenue for the savings fund and how they would anticipate 

what the purpose of the savings fund would be, to simply put 

it?  

Ms. Kneebone: Mr. Chair, savings funds or sovereign 

wealth funds are intended to remove volatility from the 

government’s budget. I’ll use the example of Alberta, because 

I’m familiar with it, and I think most are. Alberta collects a lot 

of resource revenues, but that is very volatile. The problem 

with volatile revenue is that, when you allow it into your 

budget, you tend to get used to it very quickly and start to 

spend it. Then, when the oil price — in Alberta’s case — falls, 

the government is left high and dry with a high level of 

spending without the tax revenue to support it. 

In the Yukon, the similarity here is with the corporation 

income tax revenue that is generated by the mineral industry. 

It tends to be very volatile. It rises and falls in good times and 

bad times in the industry. The problem for the government is 

that, when the revenue comes in, if the government is not 

careful — and all governments tend to find this to be a 

difficult thing to do — they start to spend that money and act 

as if it’s going to be a permanent increase in revenue. Then, 

when that corporation income tax revenue falls, the 

government is left high and dry.  

What a savings fund does — if a government can commit 

to it — is that during the good times, those revenues are put 

into a savings fund and not allowed to influence the 

government’s spending decisions. That way, should the 

revenue fall in the future, the government hasn’t allowed its 

spending to increase to a level that is not supported by its tax 

revenue. Indeed, should bad times come, you could then draw 

from the savings fund to cushion the effect on the 

government’s financial position of a loss of revenue that 

comes from a recession. That is how a sovereign wealth fund 

can work.  

Another advantage of a sovereign wealth fund is that it 

adds to the stability of the government’s revenue. So if you 

can commit to building up a savings fund, what you can do is 

generate a level of revenue that is now permanent and steady. 

You earlier referred to non-renewable resources. You can 

make a non-renewable resource a renewable resource through 

savings. So you are turning oil — in Alberta’s case — or gold 

or other ore into a permanent asset by turning it into dollars 

and then putting it into a savings fund. If you can do that, it 

generates a steady income stream that adds to the stability of 

the territory’s finances and makes its budgeting that much 

easier.  

There are a lot of advantages to a sovereign wealth fund 

or a savings fund. Most of those advantages are gained only if 

the government can make a strong commitment to not touch 

those savings once they are in there, except for purposes that 

people decide are appropriate.  

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witness for that, because not 

only was it a very thorough explanation, but it is one I 

fervently believe in too.  

I just want to go back to one of the areas, given the time 

— the panel made some observations based on what they 

heard with respect to the broad range of issues associated with 

housing. I mean, it’s a perennial issue in the Yukon — just the 

blatant statement that we need more housing. Setting aside the 

discussion that the panel sets out in here about the role of the 

Housing Corporation and, you know, reviewing that, there is 

an observation that the Yukon government may also consider 

its involvement as a direct property developer, especially in 

the Yukon region where the private sector may be better able 

to do this.  

So my question is: the Yukon government has — with 

one exception that I am aware of; one subdivision — been the 

primary developer of lands that are made available to you or 

me to build a house. So all of those development costs are 

costs that are assumed, the liability over time and the carrying 

costs are carried by the Yukon government. Are you aware of 

any other jurisdiction where the government is the land 

developer for private home ownership?  

Mr. Kneebone: I’m sure there are, but I suspect not to 

the extent of what is experienced in the Yukon. Again, this is 

not an issue we were able to dig into very deeply, but as an 

outsider, I was very much struck by the very large influence of 

the Government of Yukon in the housing sector. In the report, 

we suggested that the government back away from that, if it is 

possible to do so, and to focus on providing affordable 

housing for people in need, rather than just housing in general. 

But again, this is a difficult issue. There are a lot of 

jurisdictional overlaps in housing in the Yukon, and this 

would take a careful study.  

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate the observation. I think that 

the option that the panel presented about reviewing the size 

and purpose of the government’s role here is well worth 

pursuing.  

The panel made a number of observations with respect to 

the Government of Yukon operating costs and just noted that 

with personnel costs and the Yukon government approaching 

$460 million, each one-percent growth in personnel costs is 

roughly $4.6 million. One of the areas that the panel observed 

— if they have time to explain the option of exploring the 

possibility of more efficient human resource management 

policies to better facilitate the sharing of work across 

departments and more flexible job descriptions. Anyway, your 

observation is that the government has a public service of 

approximately 5,000 people. That’s about the same size as a 

small federal department. Why would you focus on HR 

functions in that context? 

Mr. Kneebone: The focus on HR was because I think 

— well, I know — HR is common. Every department needs 

an HR department. They need to process cheques. They need 

to make sure work processes are proper, et cetera.  

There is not a lot of differentiation between the 

requirements of an HR department in the Department of 

Finance versus the requirements of what we would expect an 

HR department to do in another department. Given the 

similarity of those responsibilities, it makes sense to try to just 
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have a single HR department to service the whole 

government. 

What we’re looking for here are efficiencies that come 

from a large scale, and HR is one that seems to be fairly 

obvious. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the witness for that response. The 

panel makes an observation early on about how you could do 

nothing. I guess the consequence of that — I would just be 

curious if the panel could just restate for the record what the 

“do nothing” scenario is. 

Mr. Kneebone: I think we changed the name to “wait 

and see”. “Wait and see” is a more accurate description, 

because there is no such thing as doing nothing. Doing 

nothing is doing something. It means you’re not reacting. I 

prefer to wait and see. I think we changed it to that. 

So what is “wait and see”? It’s just continuing to do what 

we’re doing now. That is certainly an option. As we stress in 

the report, it’s not like the Yukon is on the precipice and about 

to fall into a hellish situation — it isn’t. But it is, we believe, 

travelling on a road that’s going to lead it to run into some 

trouble.  

As we said in the report, we congratulated the 

government for recognizing there’s an issue here and trying to 

respond sooner rather than later. A big problem all 

governments get into is that they see a problem and they don’t 

deal with it. It can lead to a problem that, if the trends 

continue — and of course we’re never certain if those trends 

will continue. As we note in the report, new mining activity 

may arise and change some of those trends, but if those trends 

do not change and if the problem gets worse and worse, then 

the pain that comes from eventual adjustments to become 

more fiscally sustainable are all that much greater. 

So it’s always best to respond sooner with relatively small 

adjustments than to wait and, if those problems become 

worse, so does the solution become worse, or more difficult or 

more painful. 

The problem with “wait and see”, of course, is that it may 

very well be the case that, if we wait and see, things will work 

out. There will be more mining activity, there will be some 

adjustments to the TFF that we can’t predict, maybe things 

will work out and the government’s budget will move back 

into balance.  

In all my advice over decades — that’s depressing — to 

governments, I have always stressed to them that you 

shouldn’t be in a position of gambling, and that you should 

lean on the side of being small-c conservative in the sense that 

we’re not gambling with taxpayers’ revenues — the taxes that 

they pay — or gambling with their incomes, and we’re not 

gambling with the services that we provide them. We should 

be very conservative in all these things. 

So “wait and see” is an option, but we have to be careful 

that this may also carry a risk that may not be appropriate. 

“Wait and see” is a difficult choice, as are all the choices we 

describe that are available to the government. Careful choices 

have to be made. 

Chair: Order, please. The time is now 5:30 p.m.  

The time designated for the appearance of witnesses 

pursuant to Motion No. 200 has now expired. The Chair shall 

therefore thank the witnesses for appearing today and rise and 

report to the House.  

Thank you very much to the witnesses.  

Witnesses excused 

 

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. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18, and directed me to report progress. 

Also, pursuant to Motion No. 200, witnesses appeared 

before Committee of the Whole to discuss matters related to 

the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel.  

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 5:33 p.m., this House now stands 

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.  

 

The House adjourned at 5:33 p.m.  
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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Wednesday, November 22, 2017 — 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.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In remembrance of Chief Mike Smith 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, today I rise to pay 

tribute to Elder and Yukon Regional Chief Mike Smith. 

Although it has been a month since his passing, the loss of 

such a man is still a wound to many in our territory. This is 

inevitable with any person who leaves behind a legacy such as 

his.  

History and time ultimately determine who we remember 

as having shaped the destiny of our territory, but Regional 

Chief Mike Smith has forged a path forward for Yukon and 

we owe him a great debt of gratitude for his over four decades 

of knowledge and leadership. Already he is remembered as an 

extraordinary leader, as a grandfather and a father, and as a 

friend to very many people.  

He is a man who worked with strength, grace and 

determination to secure a better future for all Yukoners. Now 

those traits were notable at an early age. A residential school 

survivor, he became one of the first two indigenous lawyers in 

the Yukon in 1984, encouraged by Elijah Smith, and much of 

his life’s work was focused on land claims and aboriginal 

rights.  

He became Chief of the Kwanlin Dün First Nation for 

three terms and, at the time of his passing, was on his second 

term as Yukon’s Regional Chief of the Assembly of First 

Nations. It is his hand that signed the Kwanlin Dün First 

Nation Final Agreement and self-government agreement in 

2005, setting the First Nation on a course of self-

determination. 

His work to ensure that the priorities of Yukon First 

Nations were heard nationally earned him recognition and 

respect across Canada. It is a part of his vision that graces the 

waterfront in Whitehorse — the Kwanlin Dün Cultural Centre 

— which he described as an important symbol of how the 

Kwanlin Dün is strengthening their nation and their culture for 

current and future generations. 

Mr. Speaker, to quote Chief Dan George’s Words to a 

Grandchild — and I quote:  

In the midst of a land  

without silence  

you have to make a place for yourself.  

Those who have worn out  

their shoes many times  

know where to step.  

It is not their shoes  

you can wear  

only their footsteps  

you may follow, 

— if you let it happen. 

 

Regional Chief Mike Smith took the steps of a giant and 

he prepared the generations behind him to carry forward in a 

similar stride. To leaders like him, we are all indebted and 

thanks to his leadership, we are all enriched. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker — all my relations. 

 

Ms. Van Bibber: I too rise today to pay tribute to 

Mike Smith, who was born May 25, 1946 at Lake Laberge, 

Yukon, the eldest of seven children born to Little 

Johnny Smith and Irene Smith. 

Mike spent many years attending the Baptist Mission 

School in Whitehorse. At his celebration of life service, the 

stories shared by his fellow residential school friends about 

their time there, resonated with laughter and fond memories. 

I’m sure that’s how they survived the many years. 

Sports were a huge help as well. Mike was a gifted 

hockey player and was also a member of the F.H. Collins 

basketball team. 

He was a good student — an F.H. Collins grad, and then 

off to university, first studying geology, then transferring to 

law. Mike attended pre-law school at the University of 

Arizona and law at the University of British Columbia, 

graduating in 1983. 

At UBC, Mike met Roberta, or Bobbi, and together they 

raised Robert, Karyn, and Michael Jr. Later, they helped raise 

Cherish, whom he considered a daughter, with his partner 

Lucille. 

With a law degree in hand, Mike became a partner at 

Cable Veale Cosco Morris & Smith, but local politics — 

especially First Nation politics — were calling his name, and 

he answered. In 1984, he was elected chair of the Council for 

Yukon Indians, today known as the Council of Yukon First 

Nations. 

As was stated, Mike was elected three terms as the Chief 

of Kwanlin Dün First Nation and signed the land claim and 

self-government agreements for that First Nation in 2005, but 

Mike wasn’t finished. He allowed his name to stand and was 

elected as Yukon Regional Chief of the Assembly of First 

Nations, and was re-elected in 2015, until his passing. 

But it was not all politics. He was interested in culture 

and language revitalization as well. He was director of 

aboriginal languages for YTG for 10 years, and a huge 

supporter of the Native Language Centre. He had a gift for 

languages, speaking Tlingit, Northern Tutchone, Southern 

Tutchone, French and Spanish. 

His children and family ranked at the top, no matter how 

busy his life became. Mike always met everyone he knew 

with a huge smile and a greeting, and all of his extended 

family and friends will sorely miss him. He is gone way too 

early and we who are left behind honour his memory and 
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speak in wonder at his teachings and his gifts to his people. 

He has made a path much easier to follow.  

 

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, I’m humbled to rise today to 

pay tribute to Mike Smith on behalf of the New Democratic 

Party. Others have spoken eloquently about Mike as a leader, 

a mentor, a friend and a history-maker.  

Last month, at the Kwanlin Dün Cultural Centre, I joined 

many other Yukoners who were joined together by our desire 

to pay our respects to Mike Smith. One of the striking features 

of that afternoon was the shared history of so many people 

who, like Mike, overcame significant systemic barriers to 

become determined, persistent warriors for social justice.  

It was during the story-telling — the gentle, sometimes 

barbed, arrows of good-natured humour — by Mike’s friends 

and former colleagues — from the Baptist Mission School 

days to the hockey rink to the CYI or the AFN — when I was 

struck by the reality that Yukon is diminished just a little bit 

each time we lose another of the leaders — another one who 

stayed true to the quest set for them by the early champions of 

the rightness and the imperative to reach a just settlement for 

Yukon’s First Nation peoples.  

Mr. Speaker, in my previous life, I worked with various 

teams of negotiators from all sides who struggled to find an 

equitable basis for a settlement — one that acknowledged the 

painful history of displacement that the Kwanlin Dün had 

endured. The identification of a signature piece of 

Kwanlin Dün settlement land on the Yukon River waterfront 

was key to beginning that process of recognition, as was the 

ability to find ways to enable the Kwanlin Dün First Nation to 

realize its dream of a gathering place — a place of celebration 

that signifies pride of place.  

Mr. Speaker, as Chief of the Kwanlin Dün, Mike was 

fierce in his determination that the settlement of his First 

Nation would be one that would lay the foundation for 

addressing some of the complex, emotionally gut-wrenching 

realities that had evolved over time as a result of years of, at 

best, indifference by the federal as well as territorial 

governments.  

When I say he was fierce, I have in my mind’s eye the 

vision of the horse whisperer. You know, normally when we 

talk about a horse whisperer, we mean a person who tames or 

trains horses with non-aggressive methods, typically using 

body language and gentle vocal encouragement, rather than 

physical contact. Mr. Speaker, Mike Smith was highly adept 

at using these methods to great effect. He was a horse 

whisperer nonpareil. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, on a personal note, as I sat with so 

many others in that gentle celebration of life of Mike Smith, I 

was taken back to a day in February 2005 when I was given 

the honour of signing the Kwanlin Dün Self-Government 

Agreement as a witness to the federal minister. The joy on 

Chief Mike Smith’s face that day as he held up the signed 

agreements signalled that the work to rebuild Kwanlin Dün 

First Nation could now begin. He had done his part to 

establish a solid foundation for the future.  

Mr. Speaker, Mike Smith’s legacy lives on.  

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Silver: It’s an honour to introduce the folks 

who are here today gathered in the gallery, but I do want to 

comment again on the comments from the members opposite. 

The two words “fierce” and “friendly” perfectly define 

Regional Chief Mike Smith. As leaders in the Legislative 

Assembly and as leaders — I know the member opposite, the 

Leader of the Third Party, can attest to those key moments in 

politics that really define our responsibilities. Regional Chief 

Smith, during the election campaign, asked the toughest 

questions on the toughest issues in the Yukon.  

Mr. Speaker, I would like everybody to help me in 

welcoming today in the gallery, Ed Schultz, the Deputy Chief 

for the Little Salmon Carmacks First Nation. We also have 

Michelle Telep, the Deputy Chief for Ta’an Kwäch’än 

Council. We have Sandra Mirhashem, Cherish Clarke, 

Doris Anderson, Kayla Anderson, and Elder Chuck Hume. If I 

can ask your indulgence, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the 

guests who have joined us in the gallery today, Polly Hyslop, 

Mike’s partner, is listening in from Fairbanks, Alaska, where 

she works as a professor in the indigenous studies program at 

the University of Fairbanks. I ask everybody to please help me 

in welcoming her. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to acknowledge 

Charles Chief, who is an elected council member for the 

Kwanlin Dün First Nation — also father to my beautiful niece 

and nephew. Welcome to the gallery today. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I would like my fellow members of 

the House to please welcome my nephew, Adair Sugrue. He 

has just moved here from the Lower Mainland, so he is the 

territory’s newest resident. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Any further introductions of visitors? 

Are there any returns or documents for tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Ms. White: I have for tabling two reports: one is 

entitled Safe at Home — A Community-Based Action Plan to 

End and Prevent Homelessness in Whitehorse, Yukon, dated 

September 30, 2017; and A Road Map to Eradicate Child & 

Family Poverty — 2016 Report Card on Child and Family 

Poverty in Canada. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I have for tabling a legislative 

return, which is a response to a question asked by the Member 

for Porter Creek North on November 9, 2017. 

I also have for tabling today the Student Support Services 

Parent Handbook from the Department of Education. 
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Hon. Mr. Pillai: I have for tabling a legislative return 

in response to the question from the Member for Lake 

Laberge on November 2, 2017. 

 

Mr. Hutton: I have for tabling today a document 

entitled: Cannabis: Our Position for a Canadian Public 

Policy — Report of the Senate Special Committee on Illegal 

Drugs. 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I have for tabling today the Yukon 

Advisory Council on Women’s Issues Annual Report 

2016-2017, as required under section 15 of the Yukon 

Advisory Council on Women’s Issues Act. 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I rise today to table the Yukon 

Housing Corporation Annual Report for the Year Ended 

March 31, 2017. The tabling of this report is required under 

subsection 23(2) of the Housing Corporation Act. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have for tabling today three 

legislative returns in response to questions from 

November 14, 2017 in Committee of the Whole for the 

Member for Copperbelt South, and in response to a request 

from the Leader of the Official Opposition yesterday for a 

report, I have another legislative return. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I have a printout dated this morning from 

the government’s tender management system, entitled New 

Supreme Court Judge’s Office, Andrew A. Philipsen Law 

Centre, showing a cost estimate of up to $250,000 and a start 

date of December 19. 

 

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. Kent: Mr. Speaker, I rise to give notice of the 

following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

work with industry, municipalities and stakeholders to 

implement changes to the Designated Materials Regulation 

that reflect a stewardship model. 

 

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, I rise to give notice of the 

following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

reduce child poverty by: 

(1) recognizing that children need financial support from 

their parents and have a legal right to it; and 

(2) recognizing that families in receipt of income 

assistance should not have child support considered as 

income. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions? 

Is there a statement by a minister? 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Whitehorse Correctional Centre inspection 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, today, I am pleased to 

be in a position to share that Mr. David Loukidelis has been 

appointed to inspect the Whitehorse Correctional Centre under 

the authority of the Yukon Corrections Act, 2009. The 

inspection will be focused on policies and practices that affect 

or may impact the mental health of inmates. This will include 

the use of separate confinement and segregation of inmates 

with mental illnesses.  

Mr. Loukidelis has had a career providing expert, high-

quality advisory services to governments and others. He is a 

graduate of Osgoode Hall Law School, the University of 

Oxford, and the University of Edinburgh, with over 30 years 

of practice experience. To highlight just a few of his 

accomplishments, Mr. Loukidelis has served as the 

Information and Privacy Commissioner, Deputy Attorney 

General, and Deputy Minister of Justice for the Province of 

British Columbia. In 2012, Mr. Loukidelis was appointed 

chair of Alberta’s Law Enforcement Review Board, the 

independent civilian oversight tribunal for police conduct and 

discipline in Alberta. He has led a public inquiry, has 

experience leading an independent appellate review, and has 

written hundreds of freedom of information appeal decisions 

and many investigative reports. 

We are fortunate to have the interest of Mr. Loukidelis 

and Yukon citizens will benefit from the expertise and 

experience that he brings to this inspection. 

Mr. Loukidelis will carry out the inspection independent 

of the Yukon government. He will have access to the 

Whitehorse Correctional Centre and will be guided by the 

terms of reference that have been established for this 

inspection. As I’ve said, I’ll make the terms of reference 

available to the public and I have them today for tabling, 

Mr. Speaker. In addition to that I have for tabling a biography 

of Mr. Loukidelis. 

Section 36 of the Corrections Act, 2009 gives the 

inspector broad-based investigative powers. The inspector will 

have access to documents and he will be in a position to 

interview Whitehorse Correctional Centre staff, inmates, First 

Nation citizens, First Nation governments, community 

members and other stakeholders to become fully informed. 

We expect that the inspector will also study best practices 

in correctional facility operations in other jurisdictions to 

assist in the development of recommendations.  

As I have said, the focus will be to examine the practices 

of Whitehorse Correctional Centre related to the segregation 

of inmates with mental illness and to make recommendations 

that would improve the services we provide to inmates with 

mental illnesses. 

Individual inmate medical records are not accessible, 

pursuant to the law. The inspector cannot review the personal 

medical files of an inmate without their consent. With this one 

exception, Mr. Loukidelis has the authority to examine all 
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documents and records that describe the policies and practices 

he deems necessary for inspection. 

The terms of reference give the inspector three months to 

carry out the inspection. He will begin on or before January 1, 

2018 and will report to the Deputy Minister of Justice by 

March 29, 2018. The deputy minister will receive the written 

report and recommendations and within 90 days the 

Department of Justice will report back to me. We will make 

both documents available to the public at that time. 

In my mandate letter, we have committed to working 

toward development of improvements, alternative correctional 

therapies, et cetera, and I look forward to the opportunity for 

innovation in this area as a result of this inspection.  

 

Mr. Cathers: As I understand it, the Speaker does not 

receive an advance copy of the ministerial statement. I won’t 

raise this as a point of order, but I would note that the practice 

of the Assembly requires the opposition to be provided with 

an advance copy of the statement and the minister strayed 

from the advanced script several times during her reading.  

Moving on to the substance of this, the Minister of Justice 

already has detailed information about policies and practices 

at Whitehorse Correctional Centre, including the policies and 

practices related to mental health, separate confinement and 

segregation. If the minister wishes to make changes to the 

policies, practices or resources at the Whitehorse Correctional 

Centre, she could work with the staff of the Department of 

Justice to make those changes. This government is earning a 

reputation for handing the hard work of government off to 

someone else.  

We look forward to hearing the results of the inspection 

and hope that the minister will be transparent with the results. 

But in conclusion, I wish to emphasize that the Official 

Opposition continues to have confidence in the dedicated staff 

at the Department of Justice, including the staff at the 

Whitehorse Correctional Centre.  

 

Ms. Hanson: On behalf of the Yukon New Democratic 

Party, I would like to reiterate the thanks that I expressed 

yesterday when I was pleasantly surprised when the minister 

indicated that she in fact was appointing an independent 

inspector under the Corrections Act, 2009. We had long called 

for and echoed the concerns being raised by many in this 

community about the need for an independent review of 

activities — in particular, with relationship to how inmates at 

the correctional facility who have mental illness or who 

demonstrate symptoms of mental illness are treated and have 

been treated.  

I would raise one concern that I raised yesterday — and I 

will raise again — that the minister indicated that individual 

inmate medical records are not accessible and the inspector 

cannot review the personal medical files of any inmate. It 

would seem reasonable that if an individual inmate gave 

consent to have their individual medical files, particularly as 

they pertain to ascertaining the scope or the intensity or the 

evolution of their mental illness over the time they have been 

incarcerated, this would make his assessment more 

meaningful. So I would hope that, with consent, the inspector 

will have access to those records. 

I also hope that the inspector — because it is not stated in 

the ministerial statement — will be able to meet with and/or 

consult with former inmates, because, Mr. Speaker, as you 

will recall, the situation that triggered the absolute imperative 

and shameful situation for this review — and which caused 

the minister to call for this inspection to take place — was the 

case of Michael Nehass, who was held in remand for a period 

of years at Whitehorse Correctional Centre, oftentimes in 

solitary or administrative segregation. In that case, the court 

heard that, prior to his placement in Whitehorse Correctional 

Centre on remand — and I believe that was in 2011 — he had 

appeared before the court in 2007, where it was noted that he 

displayed symptoms indicative of mental illness. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Nehass is no longer incarcerated at 

Whitehorse Correctional Centre, but he would be someone 

who would have a view on the situation at WCC. 

I would also hope that the inspector will be free to 

comment on whether or not it is appropriate to use the 

Whitehorse Correctional Centre as a mental health facility. 

We look forward to the good work that no doubt the inspector 

will be conducting and to seeing this report in March 2018. 

We also look forward to receiving, as the minister committed 

to in his statement, the terms of reference for his review. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you to the members opposite 

for their comments on this new development. I was pleased to 

announce that Mr. Loukidelis will inspect the Whitehorse 

Correctional Centre. I’m confident that he will provide an 

impartial report to the Department of Justice upon completion 

of his inspection. The purpose of this inspection, being 

directed as it has been — the terms of reference are, in fact, 

that it be independent from the department and independent 

from Whitehorse Correctional Centre.  

Presumably, if I had taken the advice of the Member for 

Lake Laberge and done this inspection internally in the 

department, that would be the criticism too. So it doesn’t seem 

to matter. It will be independent.  

I believe that all Yukoners should be pleased to hear that 

our Liberal government is taking action to address the policies 

and practices that affect or may impact the mental health of 

inmates, including the use of separate confinement or 

segregation of inmates. The treatment of inmates with mental 

illness has long been an issue in the Yukon justice system, and 

not enough has been done in the past to address it properly. 

Today, by naming the independent expert to conduct an 

inspection, our Liberal government is taking action to address 

this issue with the aim of enhancing the administration of 

justice in our territory. This is the first time, Mr. Speaker, that 

section 36 of the Corrections Act, 2009 has ever been invoked 

in Yukon. It will allow us to identify areas where we can 

improve the delivery of service and programs at the 

Whitehorse Correctional Centre to better serve inmates who 

suffer from mental health problems — in fact, all inmates.  
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As I said, we are fortunate to have Mr. Loukidelis to 

agree to conduct this inspection, in light of his considerable 

experience and expertise.  

By the way, I should comment on the fact that the 

previous ministerial statement was, in fact, given to all of the 

other parties. If I misspoke or didn’t follow it exactly word for 

word — I do recall making one mistake where I said 

“experience” and “expertise” in the opposite order to how 

they appear on the paper, but I don’t find it to be of any 

substance.  

Mr. Loukidelis has been given broad-based investigative 

powers and will conduct this inspection independent of the 

Government of Yukon. The inspector will have access — and 

I want to repeat this — to documents and records that he 

determines necessary for inspection, and he will be in a 

position to interview anyone whom he chooses to speak with 

— including Whitehorse Correctional Centre staff, inmates, 

community members, First Nation governments, First Nation 

citizens and other stakeholders — to become fully informed.  

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity 

to provide the House with this information today.  

 

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.  

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Legal Profession Act review 

Mr. Cathers: Yesterday, we learned that the Minister 

of Justice did not seek advice from the Conflict of Interest 

Commissioner prior to involving herself in decisions on the 

Legal Profession Act, 2017. The minister is a lawyer, and the 

act sets out the rules governing that profession. 

The former Premier, as a pharmacist, sought advice with 

the conflicts commissioner when the rules affecting that 

profession were under development, and he was advised by 

the commissioner to recuse himself from decisions related to 

the Pharmacists Act and the pharmacist regulations.  

In a situation that seems somewhat similar, the Minister 

of Justice told us that she did not actually seek the advice of 

the Conflict of Interest Commissioner prior to her 

involvement in changes to the rules governing lawyers.  

Can the minister explain to this House what she sees is 

the difference between her situation and that of the former 

Premier?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The question itself that I had put to 

me yesterday and today indicates a foundational 

misunderstanding of the Legal Profession Act and its purpose. 

The Legal Profession Act regulates the legal profession in the 

territory through the establishment of the Law Society of 

Yukon. The duty of the society is, first and foremost — and I 

quote: “To uphold and protect the public interest in the 

administration of justice…” 

Let me just say, before I carry on, that this is different 

from any other profession — in addition to the fact that the 

former Premier owned a business for which he was the 

primary pharmacist or an employee. Nonetheless, that is not 

the case with respect to my history.  

Yukon’s conflict-of-interest law for members of this 

House clearly defines that a conflict of interest arises when a 

member or a minister — quote: “(a) uses to further their own 

private interest information that they acquire because of their 

office but which is not available to or accessible to the general 

public; or 

“(b) uses their office to further their private interest by 

influencing a decision to be made by another person, 

regardless of whether that person is a public official.”  

I will end my answer there and hopefully have the 

opportunity to continue.  

Mr. Cathers: That’s a pretty thin explanation. I would 

like to quote from the minister yesterday: “I did not seek 

advice of the Conflict of Interest Commissioner because I was 

not then or now in any conflict.”  

Let’s walk through that. The minister tells us that she’s 

certain she’s in no conflict, yet she never actually asked the 

Conflict of Interest Commissioner, who, according to the 

website, has the job of assisting Cabinet ministers in — quote: 

“… identifying areas of possible conflict, and to provide them 

with advice on preventing conflicts from occurring.”  

The minister says she’s in no conflict, but she did not 

actually ask the one person whose job it is to identify 

perceived or real conflict of interests for advice on that matter.  

Mr. Speaker, does the minister believe it’s up to her or to 

the Conflict of Interest Commissioner to identify whether or 

not Cabinet ministers have a potential for a perceived or real 

conflict of interest?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Our conflict-of-interest law goes on 

to indicate that “(c) except as allowed under section 5…” —

which are allowable fees, benefits and gifts — if a person 

accepted “… a fee, benefit, or gift in connection with 

performance of their public duties as Member or Minister”, 

they would, of course, be in conflict.  

Mr. Speaker, I was, and remain, in no way, shape or form, 

in conflict of interest with respect to the amendments to the 

Legal Profession Act. In fact, it is my job to have worked on 

those, guided by the Department of Justice and later guided by 

this Legislative Assembly in bringing forward a bill. If the 

member opposite is intending to launch a complaint with 

respect to that, I would relish the fact that he would take this 

issue outside of this Legislative Assembly so that I would be 

able to address it appropriately there. At no time was there any 

requirement for me to speak with the Conflict of Interest 

Commissioner because I can read this document, Mr. Speaker.  

I in fact did read this document. I made an assessment 

with the assistance of the Department of Justice and my 

advisors there that, in fact, there was no issue because none of 

(a), (b) or (c) has been conflicted or breached in this situation.  

Mr. Cathers: To be clear, we are not in a position here 

today to determine whether the minister followed the 

standards set out in the law or failed to do so. The only 

conclusion that we are making is that the minister should have 

sought the advice of the conflicts commissioner prior to 

involving herself in decisions on the Legal Profession Act to 

avoid the potential of a real or perceived conflict of interest.  
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The former Premier, a pharmacist, sought advice of the 

conflicts commissioner when rules affecting his profession 

were under development and, on the commissioner’s advice, 

recused himself from decisions. Although the minister did not 

check with the conflicts commissioner first like she should 

have, it is not too late for the minister to immediately seek the 

advice of the conflicts commissioner on three questions: First, 

should she have recused herself from decisions on the Legal 

Profession Act? Second, should another minister move the 

motion for third reading on the Legal Profession Act, 2017? 

Finally, prior to involving themselves in decisions related to 

rules governing a profession of which they are a member, 

should ministers seek advice from the conflicts 

commissioner?  

Will she do that now?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate that it is the opinion of 

the member opposite that I could have — or I think he said 

“should have” — sought the advice of the conflicts 

commissioner, but it is exactly that, Mr. Speaker. It is advice. 

It is guidance. It is not someone else making that decision for 

you.  

As a result, I reviewed the conflict-of-interest process. I 

reviewed my actions and whether or not I was getting any 

private interest, whether I had any opportunity to influence a 

decision that would be inappropriate, or whether I was 

receiving any benefit or gift for the purposes of working on 

this file. As a result, the decision was made that, in fact, I was 

not in a conflict.  

I think it is necessary, clearly, based on the laughing 

coming from the other side — and I appreciate that you are 

entitled to your opinion and that every member in this House 

is entitled to their opinion, Mr. Speaker, but in no way, shape 

or form was I in a conflict of interest with respect to the 

amendments to the Legal Profession Act. In fact, it was my 

job to do them.  

Question re: School replacement  

Mr. Hassard: On November 14, the Minister of 

Education tabled a legislative return that lists seven schools 

that she is considering for renovation or replacement. The 

document, which is signed by the minister, goes on to state — 

and I quote: “This planning has culminated in the 

identification of several schools as a priority for renovation 

and/or construction over the period of 2018 to 2024.” I 

continue to quote: “A number of these projects are being 

considered as part of the Department of Education’s 

2018/2019 Five Year Capital Plan…” 

The minister has left the Ross River School and the 

Nelnah Bessie John School in Beaver Creek off of the list of 

schools that she is considering for the five-year capital plan. 

The minister’s list lines up almost perfectly with the education 

seismic report. According to the seismic report, the estimate is 

$18.9 million. Can the minister tell us if the renovations that 

she is considering are the $18.9 million estimate in the seismic 

report?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate this question yet again. 

I think I was asked a version of this yesterday and I am happy 

to try to answer it again today. 

I think I adequately explained — at least I hope I did — 

why the Ross River School does not appear on that list. As 

noted yesterday that the list — and I do not have the document 

that the member opposite is referring to in my hands, so I 

hesitate to comment on it and so I won’t, but I will say that the 

list of schools that appear in the legislative return that I tabled 

on November 14 does in fact indicate a list of the schools 

primarily based on the age, the state of repair and the seismic 

issues with respect to the school. 

Mr. Hassard: As we highlighted, the minister did 

provide that list of seven schools that she is considering 

renovating or replacing and, as I said, this list aligns almost 

perfectly with the department’s seismic report. The only 

school that was identified in the seismic report that the 

minister left off her list was the school in Beaver Creek. 

I’m curious as to if she is considering these schools as 

part of the five-year capital plan — then we would hope that 

she has a cost estimate for these seven schools. Could the 

minister tell us which schools will be renovated and which 

schools will be replaced? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I can assure the member opposite 

that building maintenance is managed by Highways and 

Public Works, and we’re in collaboration with the government 

departments that use the buildings. When a repair is identified, 

it is prioritized according to scoring criteria that include an 

assessment of the health and safety issues within the building 

itself. 

The capital maintenance process is designed to be 

responsive to emerging needs and unforeseen issues, which 

means the lower-priority projects are sometimes delayed to 

accommodate higher-priority projects. That means it is fluid, 

Mr. Speaker. The member opposite has a list of schools that 

she has identified as being in need of repair. That list will be 

assessed. The renovation or replacement decisions consider 

factors such as the expected lifespan of the building, the 

overall condition and how well it functions in the delivery of 

programs and services. Again, Highways and Public Works 

collaborates with these departments — in this case, Education 

— and the building users in developing asset renovation or 

replacement recommendations. 

This is a fluid list; it changes all the time. Recent events 

in buildings can crop up and we have to deal with those. That 

takes money away from the building maintenance envelope. I 

thank the member for his questions and will tell him that these 

are fluid issues; they are constantly changing. 

Question re: Wildlife management 

Ms. White: Yukoners were shocked this fall as the 

number of bears killed in the territory rose to well over 60 this 

year. Conservation officers had the unfortunate task of killing 

bears viewed to be in conflict with humans, when they would 

much rather be protecting them. 

In our neighbouring jurisdictions of Alberta, Alaska and 

the Northwest Territories, before a bear in conflict with 
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humans is killed, a species biologist and wildlife conflict 

specialist would be involved in the final decision. Their 

training and profession is there to assist the conservation 

officers in the best management of species. 

Mr. Speaker, does the Department of Environment follow 

this protocol when there is conflict with bears in Yukon? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Thank you for the question. I am not 

able to respond directly to the question. I will have to refer it 

to the department for the specific details on how they 

interacted and their response. I’ll be happy to provide that 

response. 

Ms. White: The answer to that question is no. Former 

Department of Environment employees have brought their 

concerns to us about the management of bears in the territory. 

They have pointed out to us that the published grizzly bear 

numbers have remained unchanged since the 1980s, although 

they are currently on the list of species at risk as a special 

concern. Mr. Speaker, grizzlies have not been studied — or 

followed up on — since the report from 2012. With a grizzly 

hunting ban in British Columbia about to come into place, it is 

likely we will be seeing increased pressures on grizzly hunts 

in Yukon. If we are to manage and protect our wildlife in 

Yukon, we need comprehensive and accurate information. 

Without that we are, at best, guessing, and at worst, not 

protecting our natural resources. 

Mr. Speaker, can the minister tell Yukoners what is being 

done to collect accurate data on grizzly bears? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: We have a grizzly bear conservation 

and management plan. There was quite an extensive 

consultation that happened recently. The grizzly bears are an 

important part of Yukon species and have been identified as a 

species of special concern by the Committee on the Status of 

Endangered Wildlife in Canada. We are working with the 

Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management Board to develop a 

management plan to help guide decisions related to grizzly 

bear conservation and management in Yukon.  

Our working group has been working with Yukon First 

Nations, Inuvialuit, renewable resources councils and 

stakeholder groups in communities to gather perspectives on 

grizzly bear management across Yukon. Yukoners submitted 

feedback through a public survey this past May. The working 

group hosted a workshop with First Nations, Inuvialuit and 

renewable resources councils about a draft management plan. 

I note that the decision around the grizzly bear 

management plan came from the expressions from Yukon 

First Nations, Yukon hunters and Yukoners who were 

concerned, and certainly, that is something that the department 

will take under serious advisement and implement a grizzly 

bear management plan as committed to. 

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, according to the department 

website, there are only five completed wildlife management 

plans in the territory. Four were completed in 2012 and one in 

2016. They include the Aishihik wood bison, the Chisana 

caribou herd, Yukon elk, wolves and amphibians. 

Mr. Speaker, we do not have data on our grizzly 

population, wolverines, or even the little brown bat, which is 

ranked as critically imperiled and vulnerable. Our 

conservation officers do a great job on the front lines of 

wildlife management, but without current, accurate 

information on species health, they’re without a road map for 

making decisions around protection. 

Mr. Speaker, if conservation officers are to make 

evidenced-based decisions on wildlife management, how are 

they to do that without information from species biologists? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Great point. Certainly, the department 

takes under advisement all of the information it receives from 

the experts on staff. We have caribou biologists, we have bear 

biologists, we work with the Fish and Wildlife Management 

Board and other interest groups and experts to devise and 

design policies and protocols.  

We are working currently on a management plan, for 

example. There are conflicts happening with elk and we have 

had — the earlier question, the first question in the House, 

really talked about the negative human-bear interactions.  

One of the members opposite recently — perhaps it was 

the Member for Kluane — spoke about how it is really about 

how we educate humans. How do we educate for the 

interaction, look at human-wildlife conflicts and what can we 

do differently to educate and prevent these conflicts from 

happening? So lots of education is required and lots of 

management plans are required. Adjustments and changes are 

required as things escalate and bears become accustomed to 

perhaps easy access to food sources. Successful resolutions 

really come from interaction, collaboration and cooperation. 

The self-government agreement defines a process under 

chapter 16 about co-management arrangements.  

As well, we will work with the Fish and Wildlife 

Management Board and our partners to resolve some of these 

questions that are being posed today. 

Question re: Student support services 

Ms. Van Bibber: I thank the Minister of Education for 

tabling the document today — hopefully answering the 

questions I have asked this last couple of weeks. As it has just 

been tabled and I haven’t had time to review it, perhaps the 

minister could give me an answer for the record. 

Is there a backlog for students to receive support services 

from her department — yes or no? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question from the 

member opposite. I think it depends, I guess, on what you 

determine to be a backlog, but certainly, some students are 

waiting — and the document indicates this — between two 

and four weeks from the time that an issue that may have 

arisen and is identified by a parent or by a school official. I 

will back up to say with respect to the two to four weeks that, 

first of all, the process is that a parent or someone in the 

school identifies an issue and they can bring it to the attention 

of the school officials. At that point, an internal-to-the-school 

group makes an assessment of the matter and whether it goes 

forward. They consult with the department and a consultant is 

assigned — one of the 21 consultants who work in the 

department — with various skill sets, whether they be 

psychologists, speech therapists, et cetera. As a result, if an 

assessment is determined to be necessary by one of those 
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consultants, there is a wait of between two to four weeks 

before that process begins. 

I stand to be corrected because I don’t have a copy of the 

tabled document before me, but I am happy to answer more 

questions about that either today or later as the member 

opposite has an opportunity to review it. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I understand the time frame. We were 

just wondering how many were in line to get in to the 

consultant. If we knew those numbers, then we could 

determine and wonder how long before the backlog would be 

eliminated in the process that is going to be happening. If you 

don’t have the answers, perhaps you can return them to me 

later. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think I should take the 

opportunity to say that I think the answers are in the document 

that I returned today. I apologize for not having a copy of it 

with me. I would be happy to read that to you. There is a chart 

included in that return that indicates how many students are at 

each and every stage of the process. I’m sure that will be 

helpful.   

Question re: Francophone high school 

Mr. Kent: I have some follow-up questions from 

yesterday on the new francophone school for the Minister of 

Education. Yesterday, I asked the minister if she could let us 

know what the government projects the O&M costs for the 

new francophone school will be, and whether or not there will 

be corresponding O&M decreases to other schools as some 

students make the choice to move from those schools into the 

francophone school. The minister responded by saying — and 

I quote: “I do know that work has been done. I don’t have the 

number at my fingertips with respect to estimated O&M for 

the new French first language secondary school.”  

Mr. Speaker, considering the minister says that the work 

is completed, is she in a position to share that number with us 

here today?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: No, I’m not in a position to share 

that number with you today because I indicated yesterday, 

Mr. Speaker, that I would return that to this House. I suppose 

24 hours maybe is too long, but I apologize for that, if that’s 

the case. I’m happy to obtain those numbers from the 

department and answer the question fully in a legislative 

return, presumably before the end of this session, and I have 

no reason to believe that can’t be done.  

Mr. Kent: Again, it has taken two weeks to get a 

legislative return on Student Support Services so we are 

hoping for the minister to have that simple number — she said 

the work had been done here today — but that’s okay. We’ll 

wait for a legislative return and hopefully it arrives before 

Monday.  

Yesterday, I asked the Minister of Education if the 

current construction estimates for the francophone school 

received by the government are within the current budget 

envelope that they’ve set of $27.5 million. The minister 

deferred this question to one of her colleagues, so I guess I 

will direct this question to the Minister of Highways and 

Public Works or whichever minister is responsible.  

Can the minister confirm if the current construction 

estimates received by the government for the new 

francophone high school are within the budget envelope of 

$27.5 million?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. We are in the process of coming up with a final 

design for the school. Once we get that final design, we will 

have an idea of how much that school is going to be costed at, 

but, at the moment, we don’t have that final design. To the 

member opposite’s question — no, I can’t give him the 

answer on the floor of the House.  

Mr. Kent: I thank the minister for that response. We’ll 

look forward to receiving those numbers when they come in. 

The Minister of Education did set that $27.5-million hard cap 

yesterday for the school, so we’ll look forward to getting 

those initial construction estimates.  

Mr. Speaker, my final question — I was talking last 

evening with Riverdale residents and there is still concern in 

that subdivision with the potential for increased traffic with 

the development of the new francophone school. I’m just 

curious — are all the traffic studies completed with respect to 

how this project will impact Riverdale? If so, can the minister 

table them for me, either today or at a future date?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: We’ve been working very closely 

with our partners at the City of Whitehorse on traffic studies. I 

know the members — the representatives for Riverdale — 

have been working very hard with their constituents on these 

issues. I believe the traffic studies are done. I will look into it 

for the member opposite and, if I can table it, I will certainly 

do that. 

Question re: Housing programs 

Mr. Istchenko: On November 9, the minister 

responsible for housing told us that she was planning a review 

of the criteria for social housing, seniors housing and staff 

housing. 

Would the minister be able to provide more detail on this 

review, including when it will be completed?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: We will provide the information when 

we conclude that assessment. Right now, I’m not prepared to 

do that.  

Mr. Istchenko: I guess there is no detail.  

Regarding the minister responsible for housing’s review 

of the criteria for social housing, seniors housing and staff 

housing, I had a question about staff housing. Obviously there 

are government employees who utilize staff housing in our 

communities. Will the review be looking at limits on the 

length of time that staff housing can be used?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: As the Minister responsible for the 

Public Service Commission, I am certainly very interested in 

this department about staff housing. Right now, we have a 

number of different initiatives that we’re looking at — in 

conjunction with my colleagues, the minister responsible for 

housing and the Minister of Education. All of us are working 

together to try to improve our staff housing portfolio. 

We are also looking at how we allocate that, how we 

allocate that more fairly and how we actually manage those 
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staff housing units. There is an awful lot of work to be done 

on this file. It has been a file that has plagued the Yukon 

government for a long time, and we are going to make some 

very good decisions going forward that will improve the staff 

housing issue for our communities, this government and the 

good people who work for us. 

Mr. Istchenko: I think the minister alluded to a few, 

but I would just like to get on the record today — regarding 

the review of the staff housing, who will be consulted?  

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m happy to stand up about our 

new engagement website that just launched in the last couple 

of weeks. That website has a wealth of information for people 

looking at our engagement activities. Those engagement 

activities are really quite important initiatives for this 

government. I know that, as we roll out our engagement on 

the staff housing initiative, the member opposite will find 

more than enough information on that website.  

Question re: Workplace harassment 

Ms. Hanson: A few weeks ago, I asked the Minister 

responsible for the Public Service Commission whether he 

had any indicators regarding the pervasiveness of harassment 

in the public service workplaces. He indicated that he takes 

the matter seriously. 

Can he now tell this House what measures he has taken to 

determine the extent of harassment in public service 

workplaces? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. This is indeed a very important issue to this 

government, to me personally, and — I know from our 

conversations — to the member opposite. Our government 

believes that a respectful workplace is essential for employee 

morale, mental health, productivity and, ultimately, for good 

public services delivered to Yukoners.  

Harassment generally, and sexual harassment specifically, 

is a societal issue that the Yukon government, as an employer, 

does not condone. I do not condone it personally. I have 

spoken with my departmental officials and I broadcast that 

fact as part of my own personal initiative to try to reverse this 

cultural problem that really plagues every jurisdiction in this 

country and jurisdictions beyond this country’s borders. It is 

something that we have to deal with, and I think the biggest 

action we can take is personal. I encourage all members of this 

House, and anybody who is listening to this, to actually step 

up and root out harassment at its base. 

I do have information on specific numbers for the 

member opposite. I have been looking into this. I was, just 

today, talking to the department about getting a fulsome 

answer to the member opposite. I am more than happy to do 

that. 

Ms. Hanson: I appreciate that the minister has stated 

his personal commitment to addressing harassment in the 

workplace, and I believe him. However, as minister 

responsible for the public service, he has the keys to the 

toolbox to make sure that all employees in Yukon’s public 

service can enjoy a harassment-free workplace. 

Does the minister believe that the Respectful Workplace 

office and the public interest disclosure of wrongdoing 

legislation provide adequate protections and support for 

employees? If not, what changes does he propose making? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I can tell the member opposite that 

the Respectful Workplace office, since 2013, has received 

approximately 1,200 complaints. Almost all those complaints 

are framed as harassment or bullying, and most are the result 

of interpersonal conflict. 

Do I think this tool is effective in dealing with workplace 

violence, harassment, problems in the workplace? I have 

every confidence in the staff to do the job that they’ve been 

tasked with doing. 

Do I think it’s the only tool we should be using? No, it is 

not, Mr. Speaker, and I intend to make further announcements 

on this front in the coming months. 

Ms. Hanson: One of the indicators of an unhealthy 

workplace is staff turnover. The scenario is that there is 

harassment, and an employee, or the harasser, is moved, often 

laterally. It is not always consistent across the board, but it 

may arise in certain workplaces and units. 

Will the minister request an overall review of staff 

turnover, with a special focus on those workplaces in the 

public service where there has been significant turnover? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I just wanted to chime in a little bit 

on this question, as it has come up a couple of times in the 

House. Last week, we had a tremendous accomplishment on 

behalf of this government to pass legislation that will prevent 

psychological injury in workplaces, which we know will 

certainly go a long way toward protecting the safety of all 

Yukon workers in the Yukon. 

This is certainly a piece of legislation that all members of 

the House supported and we are looking forward to the 

development of these new regulations for all Yukon workers. 

We have been without clear regulations and legislation to 

address these issues for many years. It was a huge 

accomplishment for this government and collectively this 

entire House to pass these new regulations. 

As I stated last week, this government is absolutely 

dedicated to the well-being of people in the Yukon, 

particularly our public service. 

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. 19 

Clerk: Motion No. 19, standing in the name of 

Ms. Hanson. 

Speaker: It is moved by the Leader of the Third Party: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

fulfill its election commitment and immediately appoint a 
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non-partisan commission on electoral reform to engage and 

collaborate with Yukoners in order to: 

 (1) propose the best system to replace the first-past-the-

post voting system, including consideration of proportional 

representation; 

(2) consider fixed election dates;  

(3) consider legislative amendments in order that voters 

have the final say when a Member of the Legislative 

Assembly changes caucus affiliation after being elected; and 

(4) consider banning corporate, union and Outside 

contributions to Yukon political parties. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I am happy to rise today to speak to this 

motion and to the importance that many Yukon citizens place 

on efforts that we, as Members of the Legislative Assembly, 

make to consider reforms that will help strengthen and renew 

our democracy and the participation of citizens in the 

democratic process. 

When I put this motion forward, I had given thought to 

the reality that this is not the first time that a motion of this 

nature has been debated in this Legislative Assembly and so I 

thought that I would just spend a minute or two just re-

counting for members — because sometimes we think that 

where we are is where we are and we’re just starting from this 

point and going forward — but in fact there is a deep history 

of efforts made by citizens and by Members of the Legislative 

Assembly to get a public conversation on electoral reform 

broadly in this territory. 

As I was preparing for this, I came across some minutes 

of the electoral reform meeting that was held in February 

2011. It was a group of people who were talking about the 

work that had been done over the last 16 years or more, 

starting with a piece that had been done in 2001, which was a 

brief history of electoral reform in the Yukon by a former 

Member of this Legislative Assembly, Jack Cable, and a 

gentleman who was introduced here yesterday — well-known 

to all members here — Kirk Cameron. That was a background 

paper on reform of Canada’s voting system about having the 

right to have your vote count in the Yukon. Yukoners have 

been engaged with this subject, Mr. Speaker, for a long time. 

In 2002, three independent Members of the Legislative 

Assembly travelled to Yukon communities to discuss electoral 

reform. They were Wayne Jim, Mike McLarnon and 

Don Roberts. I would imagine at that time they were former 

Liberal members, then Independent. 

In 2002, the Law Commission of Canada published a 

discussion paper on electoral reform. In 2002, interestingly 

enough, the Yukon Party election platform promised, upon 

formation of government, to strike an independent 

commission of citizens to hold public consultations on 

electoral reform in the Yukon — the Yukon Party, 

Mr. Speaker. This commitment was reiterated in the February 

27, 2003 Speech from the Throne and in a speech from then-

Premier Fentie to the Whitehorse Chamber of Commerce. 

So you can see that this is truly a non-partisan issue. All 

three parties have made commitments to electoral reform. 

In 2005, former Commissioner Ken McKinnon, who had 

been appointed by the Yukon Party government to go and sort 

of monitor what was going on in the first BC sort of 

referendum process, essentially dismissed the idea and 

suggested that the government focus on legislative renewal. 

Then — surprise — two years after making the public 

commitment in the Speech from the Throne in 2003, in 2005 

the Yukon Party Premier told the Whitehorse Star that the 

Yukon doesn’t need electoral reform anymore. Citizens for 

Electoral Reform Yukon launched a petition calling for the 

establishment of an electoral commission and a referendum 

process to choose the preferred option. They were looking to 

have the opportunity to have input on the preferred option, not 

to have government dictate it. Petition, No. 11 calling for the 

establishment of an electoral reform commission and a 

referendum process to choose the preferred system was tabled 

in the Legislative Assembly on December 1, 2005 with 700 

signatures — a pretty significant number of signatures by any 

stretch of the imagination, Mr. Speaker. 

In 2006, the Law Commission of Canada sent 

representatives to Whitehorse to meet with the press and to 

speak on electoral reform at a public meeting. In 2006, the 

Citizens for Electoral Reform Yukon wrote to the party 

leaders in advance of the 2006 election asking them to state 

their party’s position in the creation of an electoral reform 

commission. The party leaders replied. The NDP and the 

Liberals supported it. The Yukon Party is reported as being 

noncommittal. 

Mr. Speaker, there have been a number of other matters 

— and other noted ex-Yukoners. Ken Coates has spoken in 

Yukon — I think I attended that one — on the New Zealand 

experience of electoral change. That was in 2009. There was a 

panel discussion in 2010 and a debate on electoral reform, 

with six panelists. 

Mr. Speaker, the issue and the history in this territory of 

Yukoners having a passionate interest in having a say in the 

future of any decision with respect to possible changes to the 

electoral system and matters that are related to that — it goes 

back a long way. It also speaks to the fact that this is a subject 

matter that can be addressed in many ways. 

In 2012, as Leader of the Official Opposition at the time, 

I had put forward a motion to attempt to get the government of 

the day to allow a process, very similar to what we are talking 

about today, to establish either a select committee. In 2012, I 

proposed a select committee on democratic reform — and I’ll 

quote here: “to meaningfully consult Yukoners during the 

spring and summer of 2012”. We had set out some timelines 

with that, Mr. Speaker, given the fact that citizens get awfully 

cynical about governments that don’t set out timelines and 

don’t set out targets for completion of activities. So we had 

said that, during the summer and spring of 2012 — for the 

purpose of receiving views and opinions of Yukoners and 

interest groups on the means of improving our democracy, 

including, but not limited to, reviewing electoral processes — 

and at that time, we were talking about amendments to the 

Elections Act because it was so outdated. We have since seen 

the Elections Act amended and we’re now in the process of 
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completing the implementation of that act. So we were talking 

about reviewing the electoral process, consideration of fixed 

electoral dates, and consideration of proportional 

representation. 

Mr. Speaker, we had talked about that committee having 

the power to call persons, papers and records and to sit 

between sittings — intersessional periods.  

I also note that my predecessor, Todd Hardy, who was the 

MLA for Whitehorse Centre as well as the Leader of the 

Yukon New Democratic Party, on November 4, 2009 — in the 

period from the very beginning of the 2000s, there had been 

these groups of people, primarily — well, Todd didn’t seem to 

be part of that group for electoral reform, but he was seized by 

the importance of democratic renewal. He proposed Bill 

No. 108, called the Legislative Renewal Act, which had been 

preceded by a much longer one, which was Bill No. 107, 

which was a democratic reform act.  

But he was able to achieve the approval of all members of 

the Legislative Assembly on November 4, 2009 to establish a 

select committee. All parties agreed that, among other things, 

they would establish that committee. In terms of its objective 

of achieving legislative renewal, they would establish an 

electoral reform commission with the purpose of conducting 

public education and reviewing methods and options to be 

used for territorial elections, fixed election dates, lobbyist 

rules, et cetera. All parties agreed to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Unfortunately, the Liberal Party and the NDP appointed 

their members, and then the Premier, I think, called the first 

meeting and then decided they were not much interested in 

this anymore. Every four years, he seemed to go through this 

cycle of, “No, I’m not that interested in it.” In 2002, he was 

interested. In 2003, in the throne speech, he was interested — 

in 2005, not so much. Similarly, in 2009 — it didn’t take him 

four years this time — it took him about a couple of months to 

come to the conclusion that the committee was not going to 

meet.  

So I think there is a strong and proud tradition of 

Members of the Legislative Assembly from all parties 

demonstrating a keen interest in allowing Yukon citizens to 

have a say in how their members of this Assembly are chosen, 

on having a say in other matters that reflect on the exercise of 

parliamentary democracy — that speak to the kinds of 

certainty that allow members of the public to have assurances 

as to when elections will be called so that elections don’t 

become political tools of majority governments, but actually 

allow for both the effective management of government 

activities within a known time frame, because they know they 

have a mandate of, say, four years. They have a job to get 

done and they will be held to account for that. Then they can’t 

game the system, as we saw perhaps happening a little in this 

last go-round when it came to eligibility for pensions or 

whatever.  

All I’m saying is that citizens get cynical when there is a 

perception. If it is not a reality, it is certainly a public 

perception, because the polls will tell you that we are not held 

in very high esteem. We have a lot of work to do to regain the 

respect and the trust of our citizens. It is not a truism; it is a 

fact that trust has to be earned, and earned and earned over 

again. You can’t expect it.  

In the spring of 2012, when we spoke to these ideas 

before — some jurisdictions in Canada do have fixed dates. 

Some would argue that the fixed election dates may provide, 

as I said earlier — I alluded to the notion of a level playing 

field. There are criticisms of it too, Mr. Speaker. Some would 

say that fixed dates lead to lame-duck governments. Well, I 

don’t think you have to have a fixed date to be a lame-duck 

government, quite frankly. You just don’t do anything or you 

do the wrong things.  

But that is neither here nor there. What I think — or, with 

respect, what members of this Assembly think — is not so 

important. What is important is what our citizens think, and 

we need to hear from them. We think the public should have a 

say in this — as I said, on fixed dates and other matters.  

One of the things that the motion alludes to is that we 

currently — the wording, as it is right now, is to propose the 

best system to replace the first-past-the-post voting system. 

Now, this is one of the more challenging aspects of this 

motion.  

There has been a lot of debate about it and many letters to 

the editor and a national process that dashed the hopes 

of millions of Canadians who thought that the federal 

government was actually serious about it when they made 

those public statements during the election: “Your vote should 

count and we will change the system.” That political 

expediency probably has contributed to the cynicism that 

exists out there about whether or not any government — any 

political party — would ever agree to seriously review it. The 

current system that we have is in fact the first-past-the-post 

voting system. We can call it the current system — we can 

call it whatever we want — but that is what it is. I know that I 

am not the only one. I know that the Premier and for sure the 

Leader of the Official Opposition will have received 

correspondence and had meetings with people who have 

views on the issues of proportional representation. 

We know that in Canada and in all the provincial and 

territorial elections — so far, anyway — we all use the single-

member plurality system, first past the post. It has revealed 

serious weaknesses and those weaknesses have been 

documented by many. You can produce legislatures that 

reflect false majorities or the perception of a false majority. In 

the Yukon, we consistently have governments that are elected 

as a majority with less than 40 percent — 39 seems to be the 

magic number to create a majority of seats, but then the 

majority of seats doesn’t necessarily reflect the majority of 

voters’ interests. 

It has been argued that changes should provide a more 

accurate representation of the popular vote and interests 

within the regions of the territory. 

I will be the first to say that I don’t know, and I wouldn’t 

advocate for any particular system. What I am saying in this 

motion is that the Government of Yukon, in addition to 

fulfilling its election commitment to appoint a non-partisan 

commission on electoral reform, needs to be open to the 

possibility that citizens will come up with an alternative to the 
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status quo — that they will say, “You know what, we have 

another idea.” I say this with respect, Mr. Speaker, because 

over the course of 20-some years of sitting around observing 

and being at various tables and negotiations, I came to the 

self-government negotiations in particular with a particular 

view of how democracy was to be exercised in the sort of 

parliamentary Westminster system that we have come to know 

and use. We’re accustomed to it in Canada. 

When you listen to people step back and say, “Well, 

that’s not always the way it has been in North America. We 

have other means of having democracy exercised and of 

having peoples’ voices reflected in the common” — maybe 

we start to see that there are different ways of ensuring 

representation, of ensuring that the voices of a group of 

individuals is reflected in how decisions are taken. I say this 

as a way of trying to illustrate how we come at a discussion is 

so often coloured by our experience. Sometimes we have to 

take a different coloured lens and apply it, and maybe we 

might see things a little differently. 

For example, it took many years for the federal 

departments of justice, the Privy Council and others to begin 

to appreciate that the clan system that the Teslin Tlingit 

Council had in place for millennia could in fact serve — and 

did serve — that community as their form of democratic 

representation. 

For most of us in this Legislative Assembly, it is a stretch. 

It was a stretch. Twenty years on, my observation is that I 

would say that it is working. It is not what I grew up with. It is 

certainly not the parliamentary system, but it certainly 

engages citizens. I would wager that if we sit in a general 

assembly at the Teslin Tlingit Council and watched the 

dynamics of clan members as they debate issues and they 

inform their five clan representatives on issues and positions, 

you get a whole different approach in terms of what it means 

to be civically engaged than perhaps we do through our 

SurveyMonkey surveys. This is actual people talking with 

each other about issues that they face today and on a day-to-

day basis, from water and sewer to land use planning to trans-

boundary negotiations to justice. 

There are different ways, Mr. Speaker, and the motion 

simply proposes that we, as a Legislative Assembly, agree to 

appoint a non-partisan commission to deal with electoral 

reform, and we have put in here matters that are illustrative of 

the subject matters that could be dealt with. 

As I’ve said, there are other issues and it shouldn’t be 

limited. We should not be saying that an independent 

commission is limited and cannot engage in conversations that 

citizens may want to raise, because I can foresee that the 

commission would hear opinions from Yukoners on a range of 

topics that are central to our democracy. 

The issue of election financing, as we all know — that is 

why we put this in as an illustration, but we know that citizens 

are concerned and have expressed it and other jurisdictions 

have moved to limit political donations. There are no limits on 

corporate donations in the Yukon. There are no limits on 

union donations in the Yukon. There are no limits on election 

spending by parties and there are no guidelines for election 

activities of third parties and we have seen in other 

jurisdictions how negative the influence of packs is. I would 

argue that we don’t need it, and I would be interested in 

hearing Yukoners’ views and what they think about that. 

As interest grows — as we are successful in turning the 

spotlight of the south to the north and as people start saying: 

“Oh my goodness, this is a place we would like to perhaps 

live; this is a place we would like to invest in” — who should 

make the decisions about what investments we want here? Is it 

those outsiders or is it people who live here and have lived 

here for generations and foresee their children living here. 

In my view, as we heard yesterday from the expert 

Financial Advisory Panel, there are many decisions that 

should be up to Yukoners and not to external sources, but 

there will be people who suggest the opposite and that 

discussion should be had in public. That is part of the other 

issue. Some people would say when we look at our democracy 

and through the process of electoral reform on issues of 

lobbying — I’m not sure that is in the purview of electoral 

reform, but I certainly get it from people who say: “Why 

aren’t you guys talking about that?” Well, it’s a fair matter. 

As I said, I’m proud of the history that the New 

Democratic Party has had of trying to make positive 

suggestions for improving our democracy. As I said, we 

previously presented to this Legislative Assembly private 

member’s Bill No. 107 and, before the previous government 

finally agreed, we had tried in 2010 to put amendments to the 

Elections Act and we were trying at that time to deal with the 

process of government leaders dragging out the time frame 

allowed under the act to call a by-election. I say this quite — 

in all personal interest here, Mr. Speaker. Todd Hardy died in 

July and the Premier chose to hold off until the very last 

minute that was required under the act. He had 180 days and 

he stretched it out for the 180 days. Now, we thought that it 

would be reasonable that perhaps you would have 90 days to 

180 days and so say, really what kind of gamesmanship do we 

need to play with leaving citizens without an elected 

representative for that length of time, but sometimes those 

things happen. 

This motion is pretty — I would say — general. It is the 

notion that what we’re trying to do is enable us, as Members 

of the Legislative Assembly, to find means to expand the 

opportunities for Yukoners to place the public — the people; 

our citizens — at the centre of the discussion of democracy. 

There is a saying about democracy — in order to flourish, it 

has to be a like a garden. It has to be cultivated and nourished, 

not once every four years, but every day.  

That is what this motion offers. It offers an opportunity to 

not play into the cynicism of Yukon citizens or Canadian 

citizens that we will hold off and make this a commitment 

again before the next election, because that is kind of like 

Groundhog Day. We have been at this for 16 years in this 

territory, so every three or four years, we sort of get at it 

again. We’re saying, “Here’s an opportunity.” At least two of 

the parties made commitments in their election platforms on 

matters of democratic renewal, democratic reform, dealing 
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with fixed election dates and allowing the citizens to have 

their say about the means of representation.  

So I think that what we’re really saying is: “”How can we 

improve our democratic process in the small territory of the 

Yukon?” We have done a lot of groundbreaking things in the 

past. There is no other jurisdiction in Canada that did take or 

has since taken the kinds of risks inherent in the agreement 

that Yukon governments — and I say plural “governments” 

— took in the negotiation and conclusion of land claims and 

self-government agreements. As we move forward as a 

territorial government and as we continue to make steps 

toward full self-government, the means by which citizens 

exercise their franchise — the means by which they choose 

who will represent them — should be subject to vigorous 

debate. We know that Yukoners love to discuss things and 

they love to discuss things that mean something to them. 

Politics means a lot to Yukon citizens. The decisions taken in 

this Chamber mean a lot to Yukon citizens. 

So I look forward to the positive response from all 

members of this House in supporting this motion. I mean, you 

may have picked up, Mr. Speaker, that this is an area that I 

have particular interest in. As I was speaking to the Premier 

this morning, my file on this is really thick. It goes back a 

long way and represents input from many, many people over 

the years. It represents many sessions of sitting and listening 

to people at Fair Vote Yukon meetings, sitting and listening 

when the parliamentary committee was here to hear 

submissions from citizens, including one of the sitting 

Members of this Legislative Assembly.  

I have an abiding respect for the intelligence and the 

integrity of citizens that they know and they are prepared to 

tell us how they believe that we can take the necessary steps to 

ensure that both the system by how we elect people to this 

Assembly, or how we select the people to be representative of 

Yukon citizens — that they have the wisdom to assist us to 

make it the best that it can possibly be in Canada, and that 

they have the right and we have the duty to listen to other 

matters that they may bring forward that can have a positive 

impact on the process to ensure that the democratic system 

that we put in place in this territory, the representative system, 

works most effectively. This is why those other matters that 

we put on this motion, as I’ve already mentioned — the issues 

of sources of funding, so the notion that we respect that the 

decisions about how best to govern this territory should be 

made by people in this territory, which is why we suggest that 

it is a matter for discussion with Yukoners whether they also 

believe that corporate, union and Outside contributions should 

not be allowed and that democracy for the people of Yukon, 

by the people of the Yukon, occurs in the Yukon and is not 

paid for or sponsored by somebody else.  

We also have heard from citizens who have been, over 

the years, very angry and upset to have voted for somebody on 

their representation who stood for certain principles, certain 

values or certain positions on issues that were manifest in the 

party, and had then to deal with the reality that after the 

election, the outcomes weren’t necessarily what the 

individuals liked, or there were personality issues — or who 

knows why? But I can tell you the ramifications and negative 

consequences to this institution of us simply saying, “It’s 

okay, you can cross the floor and change colours” calls into 

question “On what principles and on what values did you seek 

my vote?” That is why we introduced a private member’s bill 

a few years ago that would have the discussion in terms of 

basically floor-crossing — to say that it’s not on unless 

citizens say okay. You go back to your citizens and ask them 

in your riding. If they’re fine with it, then this Assembly 

should be fine with it, but it is not a game behind closed 

doors, Mr. Speaker. That is the feedback that got us to say that 

we are prepared to have that public conversation because 

Yukon citizens asked us to. We tried before in this Legislative 

Assembly by means of private members’ bills. 

These are illustrations, Mr. Speaker. They are illustrative 

of the kinds of concerns that Yukon citizens have raised with 

us over the years. None of them are surprises, because they 

are part of the lived experience that emanates from this 

Chamber and has an impact on citizens throughout this 

territory 

As I said, in part, it is a motion that addresses 

commitments that many of us have made both in this 

Assembly and outside of this Assembly and in our 

engagements with Yukon citizens around the territory. I look 

forward to the comments and the input from all members. 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I am very pleased to stand to speak to 

this motion today, and I thank the Leader of the Third Party 

for her comments and for bringing forth this motion. I do want 

to thank both leaders of both opposition parties for the fast 

and furious conversations this morning on this motion. 

I do know that there are folks who want to get on to 

conversations about the budget, so I will be very brief in my 

comments here today. I always look at that statement and I 

wonder if I might have just boxed myself in, but anyway. In 

our 2016 election platform, Mr. Speaker, we did commit to 

the following, and it was to strike a non-partisan commission 

on electoral reform and to consult Yukoners on possible 

options on territorial election reform. That is from our election 

platform in 2016 and, Mr. Speaker, we intend to do that. The 

background work on this initiative is currently being done by 

the Executive Council Office. 

So we have been working forward on this. I agree that we 

can’t wait. We can’t wait until the last year to start this ball 

rolling. I totally agree with the Leader of the Third Party on 

that. When we are ready to make an announcement on this 

initiative, we absolutely will. 

The last thing we want to do, though, is to make this a 

partisan exercise. We have to take a look at the larger 

community and we have to take a look at all options. We have 

committed to doing that. As soon as we have a date ready, we 

will absolutely engage with the opposition parties, the greater 

public and others to make sure that the terms of reference are 

there and how we go down that road — all of that gets defined 

in an open and transparent manner. I spoke to the leaders of 

the two opposition parties today, and I have every intention of 

involving them in those conversations moving forward. 
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Again, election reform is a very important issue to 

Yukoners — we heard that. We have committed to striking a 

commission on electoral reform to consult with Yukoners on 

possible options. I am making that commitment again here 

today in the Legislative Assembly, as I did when I was the 

Leader of the Third Party, and also as I did with the Leader of 

the Third Party when she asked about this in the spring as 

well. I will get back to my comments about being the Leader 

of the Third Party in a second here. 

We remain committed to developing this commission — 

absolutely. Before launching the commission, Mr. Speaker, 

we are exploring potential options for electoral reform in the 

Yukon and we will review efforts being made in other 

jurisdictions. 

I did hear today from the NDP that they don’t have a 

preferred option. That is surprising to me — maybe I made an 

assumption that there was a preferred option out there, 

because, honestly, on a federal basis or in other jurisdictions, 

that becomes a problem. Every party has a horse in the race 

when it comes to what system is best for that specific political 

party, and we don’t want to go down that road. We can say 

that one of the major differences on this is whether or not the 

current system needs replacement. I think that is where we can 

definitely differ in our opinions. 

I’m still not convinced that the current model isn’t the 

best system. Let me just draw down on that a little bit. If you 

take a look at the percentage of the popular vote currently, it 

hasn’t changed. The three political parties did move around, 

but it didn’t change. I sat as the lone Liberal in the Legislative 

Assembly with 25 percent of the popular vote. I now sit with a 

majority government with roughly 40 percent of the popular 

vote. When I was in the Third Party, I didn’t use that narrative 

— that I thought I deserved 25 percent of the Legislative 

Assembly vote or time. We have had this conversation — I 

have had this conversation with the other two leaders. 

When you go door to door, it’s hard to discern if 

Yukoners are voting for a person or a party. I know that in my 

riding — feel free to beat me up on these words later on, if the 

opposition wants to — sometimes people plug their nose and 

vote. Sometimes people decide, “I’m voting for a party and I 

would never, ever veer off of that”, and sometimes they look 

you in the eye and say, “I’m voting for you as a person.” If I 

am going to use all of my votes in a riding to determine the 

popular vote for the party, I think that is a false equivalent. 

Again, as the member opposite talked about some of her 

perspectives on change, I would like to have the opportunity 

to speak about my perspective on change if I can.  

I think what we saw on a federal basis was a real faux pas 

on that, saying that they are going to change the system. What 

we are saying is, “Let’s get a non-partisan commission to get 

together and look at all options.” I’ve had this conversation 

with Fair Vote Yukon. I’ve had this conversation with others. 

How do we identify those people who are voting for 

individuals? I think that’s an extremely important 

conversation and I relish the opportunity to continue down 

that road of having that conversation.  

I do agree with the member opposite when she talks about 

the set election dates. Without having the set election dates, 

this can become a political tool. I won’t reiterate the words 

from the Third Party, but I will add to them is the uncertainty 

for the public servants, not knowing who is going to be 

making the decisions and when to make decisions. We heard a 

lot of, “Let’s wait until the election is over before we move 

forward on certain things.” That happens in a public service as 

they are waiting to see: Is there going to be an election in the 

spring? Is there going to be an election in the fall? Are we 

going to start moving forward on an initiative that is going to 

change based on the political mandates of the three political 

parties? Again, the uncertainty that it brings to the public 

servants, therefore our economy, is an extremely important 

piece to note when we get into the debate on what needs to be 

changed. We did campaign on set election dates.  

Again, here is the most important piece to me: We are 

going to leave it up to a commission to collect the views of 

Yukoners and come up with an option or different options. 

We do recognize that there is interest from some members of 

the public to have this debate. We absolutely recognize that. 

That is why we put it into our election platform. We are going 

to make this happen. We committed to it and we will.  

With respect to the fixed election dates — again, we 

committed to that. I just want to speak a little about process. 

It’s pretty interesting — as a political party that wants to 

engage, it struck me today how hard it is to work together on a 

Wednesday. I was down in the two other opposition offices — 

busy people doing busy things, everybody preparing for the 

afternoon debate. To come in and just start talking about, 

“Let’s work together on something. Let’s talk about an 

amendment. Let’s talk about something we can all agree on.” 

That puts a big strain on opposition.  

I want to commend both opposition leaders for taking the 

time today to speak to me under the auspices of working 

together. To me, as we’re talking about changing other things, 

it begs a question about what we should do with our 

Wednesday debates. What are we trying to accomplish in our 

Wednesday debates? I want to accomplish more as far as 

working together on things that we can all stand behind and 

have a dialogue on. We would love to have people from the 

general public feel like they want to come in on a Wednesday 

and listen to the conversation because they are hearing 

intellectual debate on issues that haven’t already been 

decided. That’s a really important piece, and I want to work 

with the opposition on how we do that. How can we do that 

more on Wednesdays? That’s not to say that it doesn’t happen 

all the time on Wednesdays but, again, it’s kind of set up in a 

way that makes it really hard to work together in a limited 

time space for these things.  

I have some ideas on that, Mr. Speaker. I’m sure you 

have some ideas on that, Mr. Speaker, as the — for lack of a 

better term — referee here in the Legislative Assembly 

watching the debate. I’m sure every MLA in this room — I’m 

sure the pages as well — has some opinions on how we can 

do better on Wednesdays — not to mention Hansard.  
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I do want to propose a friendly amendment to the motion 

put forth from the Leader of the Third Party, again, in the 

spirit of working together and to make sure we do what other 

governments in the past haven’t necessarily been able to 

accomplish, and that is to actually get this process moving 

forward.  

The friendly amendment is going to be confirming that 

we are appointing a commission. We can all agree on that — 

that we want to appoint a non-partisan commission on 

electoral reform. It also confirms that we are moving forward 

on fixed dates for elections. I think we can all agree on that, 

from the conversations that I’ve had with the two opposition 

parties today and our caucus as well. We can move forward on 

that; this is all in agreement.  

It also confirms that we will consider other changes to the 

Yukon electoral system. I want to leave that open. Again, if 

we get too prescriptive, that’s political parties getting out front 

of something, and what I would rather do is have the 

commission have a robust process without setting other things 

that may be perceived as a list of priorities or those types of 

things.  

 

Amendment proposed 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I move: 

THAT Motion No. 19 be amended by  

(1) deleting all the words after the phrase “to fulfill its 

election commitment”; and 

(2) adding the following words: “by appointing a non-

partisan commission on electoral reform to engage and 

collaborate with Yukoners; consider fixed election dates; and 

consider other changes to Yukon’s electoral system.” 

 

Speaker: Does the House wish to recess for 15 

minutes?  

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Speaker: There is unanimous consent to recess for 15 

minutes.  

 

Recess 

 

Speaker: Order, please. Is there anything further from 

the Hon. Premier?  

Hon. Premier, have there been any developments with 

respect to the wording of the proposed amendment?  

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: No, Mr. Speaker. The wording is as 

succinct as we left it. I don’t know if the process is for you to 

read it in to see if it meets the requirements of that House, but 

I will wait for that, Mr. Speaker.  

 

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the 

proposed amendment with Mr. Clerk and can advise that it is 

in order in form and content.  

It has been moved by the Hon. Premier:  

THAT Motion No. 19 be amended by  

(1) deleting all the words after the phrase “to fulfill its 

election commitment”; and 

(2) adding the following words: “by appointing a non-

partisan commission on electoral reform to engage and 

collaborate with Yukoners; consider fixed election dates; and 

consider other changes to Yukon’s electoral system.” 

I might suggest that, where there are semicolons, perhaps 

those could be commas, but I will leave that to the infinite 

wisdom of Hansard.  

Hon. Premier, on the amendment, you have 20 minutes.  

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I won’t take those 20 minutes. I will 

start with thanking the opposition members for the 

conversation. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity to 

take a break and to work together with the opposition on this 

proposed amendment.  

I will just start by saying that working together is 

difficult. I’m not saying that in a cynical way. We all are very 

passionate about our jobs and we all bring the perspective of 

our political parties and our constituents to bear when we have 

these discussions. I can see why silos happen — because 

working together is difficult. We will continue to try our best 

to work together on as many things as we possibly can.  

This is what I am trying to accomplish. I’m trying to 

accomplish an amendment to the motion that we can all agree 

on. I believe that, by changing the original motion to say yes 

to fixed election dates, yes to a non-partisan commission on 

electoral reform, and then working with the opposition and 

considering other changes to the Yukon electoral system, that 

is where we all can agree. 

I know the member opposite — the Leader of the NDP — 

would like us to add to that — and we have discussed this a 

few different times today — a specific date that the 

commission shall report to the House. I would love to be able 

to say yes to that right now and say what the date is, but I 

can’t in good faith do that without hearing back from my 

department on all of the things that they are working on 

currently, when we are talking about the potential options. 

There is work being done by this government right now, 

exploring potential options for electoral reform, making 

reviews and looking at other jurisdictions. That work is 

happening right now because we, as a political party, said we 

were going to do that and we are working on that. 

Now this motion — as the Leader of the Third Party 

would say — isn’t new. This is what the NDP have been 

talking about for awhile. This is what we have both been 

hearing for a long time, but I need to get a little bit of leeway 

here. There is a process, and we have been moving forward on 

this process since being elected. For me to now say that I’m 

going to pick a date for this committee to report back — I’m 

not ready to make that statement right now. 

I understand, as well, that it is once bitten, twice shy with 

opposition members working with government before — 

saying that this has happened before, that this is Groundhog 

Day, and the fear is that we will not get this done in time.  

My fear is that, if we set dates without knowing the 

ramifications of the actions that need to be done beforehand, it 

is going to set a government up to fail. So I don’t want to 

commit to that today, but I do want to commit to the two 
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opposition leaders that we are working on this. This is 

important and it was a campaign promise. To have this ready a 

week before the next election is not our goal. We need to 

make sure that we get this done in a timely fashion. We are 

committed to that. I am stating that on the floor of the 

Legislature today. Our commitment is real and it is the same 

commitment that we made at the door during the election 

campaign, and we will commit to that as well. 

Again, we are agreeing to a non-partisan commitment on 

electoral reform to consult Yukoners on possible options for a 

territorial election system and we are committing to fixed 

election dates — absolutely. I hope to see unanimous support 

of this motion today and, again, thank you to everybody who 

has contributed to this dialogue, not just today but over the 

last years. 

 

Mr. Hassard: I can appreciate the Premier’s words in 

regard to the timing; however, a concern that the Yukon Party 

caucus has come up with is how this non-partisan commission 

would be struck. Who would have input into that?  

 

Subamendment proposed 

Mr. Hassard: I move: 

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 19 be amended by 

inserting after the word “appointing”, the words “, in 

cooperation with all political parties in the Yukon Legislative 

Assembly,”. 

 

Speaker: I think by my recollection, it took until Day 

58 of the 34
th

 Legislature to get to a subamendment. Here we 

are; there is a subamendment. 

I’ve had an opportunity to review the subamendment with 

Mr. Clerk and can advise that it is in order. 

It has been moved by the Leader of the Official 

Opposition: 

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 19 be amended by 

inserting after the word “appointing”, the words “, in 

cooperation with all political parties in the Yukon Legislative 

Assembly,”. 

Leader of the Official Opposition, on this subamendment, 

you have 20 minutes. 

 

Mr. Hassard: I certainly won’t take 20 minutes. 

I believe that this strengthens the amendment because it 

gives the government the opportunity — whether it be through 

the Members’ Services Board or the all-party committee on 

appointments to boards and committees, or however it is 

chosen — to work through the details on who is appointed to 

this non-partisan commission, and I believe that it would give 

them the opportunity to work on such things as the terms of 

reference or timelines, which I know was obviously a concern 

of some. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I look forward to hearing other 

thoughts and comments on this subamendment. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I will constrain my comments at this 

point to the subamendment.  

I have no distinct problems with the notion of there being 

cooperation among the parties in terms of determining the 

process for appointing this non-partisan commission on 

electoral reform. We can support this subamendment. 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the 

subamendment? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: It sounds good to me. 

Speaker: Are you prepared for the question on the 

subamendment? 

Subamendment to Motion No. 19 agreed to 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the amendment 

as amended?  

 

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, the Premier is correct that 

we had a conversation in the members’ lobby over the last few 

minutes with respect to seeing if there was a common 

understanding — or a common ground — on the proposed 

amendment, and I had indicated in side comments, which led 

us to go outside, that we, the New Democratic Party caucus, 

acknowledge — and I had said in my opening remarks that 

our motion is part of our commitments and informed by the 

conversations that we have had over the many years within the 

New Democratic Party — but also reflected in those 

comments that the issues of electoral reform and changes that 

had been proposed go far beyond the New Democratic Party, 

which is precisely why I cited references to minutes of 

meetings that have occurred since the early 2000s, which were 

definitely not New Democratic-led events. These were people 

from all sectors of the territory. 

The motion that we tabled for debate this afternoon was 

put on the Order Paper last May, I believe, so it has been out 

there. It is no secret that this is an issue that we want to see 

debated. We waited to see because the government had been 

making it very clear to this House that the actions and the 

activities that were going to be priority for the government 

were those that were in their platform. 

So Mr. Speaker, it is the last Wednesday. There are two 

sitting days, and there has been no sign that this would 

imminently be announced by the Yukon Liberal Party as 

delivering on that platform commitment. There had been no 

public indication, nor any hints in this Legislative Assembly 

that the Premier was intending to make an announcement soon 

about fulfilling the commitment with respect to electoral 

reform and fixed election dates. So we called it today 

precisely because we wanted to trigger an action. We 

attempted to put it forward in a way that would not be 

challenging. 

I met with the Premier to talk about the reactions to the 

language. Of course, the language that we put in our original 

motion comes from the kinds of conversations and the 

previous bills and motions that we have put forward in this 

Legislative Assembly. We did propose, in response to 

conversations to the government this morning, alternative 

language that we thought would make it more palatable. So 

rather than having the detailed lists around banning corporate, 

union and Outside contributions, et cetera, we gave, for 
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illustrative purposes only — we weren’t trying to define, but 

we were trying to reflect to citizens that this Legislative 

Assembly had heard that there are other issues. 

When that was met with resistance, we were prepared 

then to say “a basket clause”, but there has to be commitment 

— if we use the language “electoral reform” and we establish 

a non-partisan committee, then they will determine — so we 

won’t use the language of first-past-the-post or proportional 

representation. 

Essentially what collaboration in this case means is that 

we can really agree — the government will really agree — if 

we use exactly the language that is in their platform. I was 

prepared to agree with that, Mr. Speaker. I was prepared to 

agree with that.  

I was prepared to agree with that and I did agree. I was 

waiting to see the language that would come back with respect 

to a basket clause with respect to allowing a non-partisan 

commission to then hear from Yukon citizens about other 

matters. I would anticipate that the basket would be filled with 

exactly — or an expansion of — the issues we had identified, 

whether they were political finance reform, the issues of floor-

crossing or other issues. But, you know, be that as it may. But 

in my conversation — I’m being very clear here, Mr. Speaker 

— I had said to the Premier that if we are going to see this 

happen and if there is a commitment by this government and 

now the Premier just said that we are working or there is work 

being done by ECO — internal work is being done. Well, you 

know what, Mr. Speaker? That is great, but that is not the 

work of the non-partisan committee. It’s a year after the 

election. The government can be doing whatever it wants to 

do.  

What I said to the Premier this morning is that there needs 

to be, not just the avoidance of the perception that the 

government has delayed, because we saw at the federal level 

that this is exactly what happened — delay, then start a 

process, and then go, “Whoops. We’re not really into it.” Well 

we were trying to avoid that. So that is why I had suggested, 

after the Premier tabled his amendment, that the piece missing 

was a commitment to get it done. I had said over our lunch 

conversation that there needs to be that commitment to get it 

done. You can’t say that we’re going to start it and “Trust 

me.” I trust the Premier as a person, but I know there are a lot 

of other political forces at play. As a citizen, I want my 

government to give me a commitment that they will get this 

done and that they will mandate a commission and tell that 

commission, “We want you to report by X date.” Mr. Speaker, 

until and unless we’re prepared to do that, then we’re carrying 

on with a charade. I won’t be part of that.  

We have participated and we have seen effective work 

being done by time-limited mandates for external 

commissions and external advisory panels. We have the 

Electoral District Boundaries Commission, which was 

mandated under the Elections Act — a mandated non-partisan 

committee. They started meeting this summer. They gave us a 

draft report this past week. They will go to public consultation 

and they will have a final report by April. Mr. Speaker, I said 

to the Premier: “Can we not do the same here?” 

We had the government identified last spring. They said 

after the election: “Whoops. The cupboard is bare so we need 

to something about it. We need to have some options.” So 

they struck an external Financial Advisory Panel. It didn’t 

take an unknown period of time to develop the terms of 

reference for that, to hire the panel, to get them out on the job. 

They announced it in April. They reported in October. It can 

be done, Mr. Speaker. There must be the political will to do 

so. 

As the Leader of the Third Party, we’re prepared to 

support this motion, but only if the government and the 

Official Opposition would consider and will agree to an 

amendment to that motion. 

 

Subamendment proposed 

Ms. Hanson: I move: 

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 19 be amended by 

adding the words “and that the Commission shall report to this 

House no later than November 22, 2018.” after the word 

“system”. 

 

Speaker: Order, please. The proposed subamendment 

is in order. 

It has been moved by the Leader of the Third Party: 

THAT the amendment to Motion No. 19 be amended by 

adding the words “and that the Commission shall report to this 

House no later than November 22, 2018.” after the word 

“system”. 

For greater clarity, “system” is the final word of the 

currently amended amendment. 

Leader of the Third Party, on the new subamendment, 

you have 20 minutes. 

 

Ms. Hanson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have no 

intention of taking 20 minutes.  

I think I made my point in the comments I made prior to 

tabling the subamendment that we believe that this is more 

than optics; that it is imperative to demonstrate that the will of 

this Legislative Assembly is to see this non-partisan 

commission put in place, struck, and that this commission be 

mandated to do as the amended motion says, which is to deal 

with matters of electoral reform, fixed election dates and other 

matters; and that our collective reputations, as Members of the 

Legislative Assembly, are potentially prepared to hear 

challenges to the status quo. We are not going to allow any 

perception that there is any impediment to citizens’ voices 

being heard, and that one really important aspect of any 

motion in terms of setting up an independent commission to 

study the electoral system is that it’s meaningful.  

Quite frankly, it’s only meaningful to the extent that it 

can be considered by government — and not some future 

government, maybe, or to form part of another election 

platform, but that this government will have a report that 

reflects the informed views of Yukon citizens, Yukon experts 

and others that the electoral commission chooses to have 

appear before it, or allows to have appear before it, but that it 
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not be a process that becomes a process for process’ sake, and 

that it not be allowed to drag on. 

Mr. Speaker, as we pointed out, it is pretty clear that the 

discussions around electoral reform have been alive in Canada 

and alive in this territory for many years. What we are doing 

is a responsible thing, Mr. Speaker. We’re setting a time 

frame; we’re doing what any business would do as it wants to 

achieve something. It says that we will set a target date for 

completion. Within that time frame, those we charge with the 

responsibilities for carrying out the mandate that we’ve given 

them, which is a very broad mandate — and that is a good 

thing — because we’re not dictating to the citizens nor to the 

commission the specific matters that they can consider, other 

than it is within the context of establishing fixed election 

dates, pros, cons, how long, when — the matters associated 

with electoral reform. So it’s about the method of voting and 

other matters related to that. 

If we don’t take the responsibility for setting some 

parameters, if we don’t say that this is important to us and we 

want to have this so that timely decisions can be taken, then 

we will stand accused of procrastination and putting it off yet 

again.  

I have been around public policy processes for many, 

many years, and I know the difference between saying, 

“Hmm, well, we’re kind of interested in it, but we’re not 

really committed so we’ll set in place a process.” The 

difference between that and saying, “We want to get it done, 

we’re setting a deadline and we will work toward that 

deadline.” That says, “I’m committed and I expect the people 

working with me to be also committed.” 

I expect that when people get involved in this 

commission, they will know that this Legislature is serious. 

They expect to see a report just like the independent advisory 

panel on financial matters. They expect it, they knew that 

there would be a report. Those people who took on the 

responsibility on all of our collective behalf to look at the 

electoral boundaries knew that they were required to complete 

a draft report and a final report. They know that and they still 

took it on. 

What goes on behind the scenes in any respective party 

— whether it is the government or any of the political parties, 

or civil society, in terms of supporting this initiative — is 

quite separate from the process of allowing citizens to have 

their voices heard in a meaningful way and know that there 

will be a product. There will be a product delivered to this 

Legislative Assembly because we said we expected it and we 

expected it within a timely manner. 

We didn’t say that we will set that time frame some other 

time to be announced. I can’t buy into that. I have been around 

too long and I know how offensive that would be to many 

citizens of this territory. So I hope that members will agree to 

putting some teeth to the process that we’re saying that we all 

agree to — we all agree to wanting to see this discussion 

occur and encourage our citizens to participate. 

I said I would be brief — that is pretty brief. So thank 

you, Mr. Speaker. 

 

Mr. Kent: I’m going to be extremely brief in my 

comments. I appreciate the work that the leaders of the three 

political parties — the Premier, our leader and the Leader of 

the Third Party — put in, prior to the Sitting today to get to 

the original amendment and then supporting the 

subamendment that we put forward, and now talking about the 

additional subamendment put forward by the Leader of the 

Third Party. When you’re talking about anything to do with 

our electoral system, I think it’s important to have unanimous 

consent on any motions that take place. 

So understanding that this is extremely important to the 

Third Party, we will be supporting this amendment to the 

amendment as amended. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Actually I am very pleased to 

participate in this debate today because it is an excellent 

example of us actually debating and actually trying to 

exchange ideas and persuade our colleagues to see things one 

way or another, so that we can all come to hopefully a 

conclusion that we can all move forward with and cooperate. 

I do appreciate the scepticism and the concern from the 

Leader of the Third Party on behalf of her party. There are a 

number of relatively short points, however, that I would like 

to make. I appreciate that there is no process issue here, but 

it’s important, I think, to note that the original motion did not 

have a date in it and it wasn’t contemplated at least prior to 

coming here today that a date would be added. In my 

submission to this House, our picking an arbitrary date today 

doesn’t necessarily add to the substance of this motion. 

I have heard absolutely everything said and I truly 

appreciate the scepticism from the Third Party and the 

concerns because this is something I think all members of this 

House want to see move forward. 

Let me say this: I think this Liberal government has 

shown evidence of the fact that we’re not in the habit of 

starting projects that have no end date. The Leader of the 

Third Party in fact indicated that with the Financial Advisory 

Panel, when the terms of reference came out, there was an end 

date. They met that date and we now have the benefits of that 

information and we can go forward as a government and as a 

Legislative Assembly and make some decisions with respect 

to that. 

Today, I announced that there was an inspection to 

happen at WCC. The terms of reference included an end date 

— a very specific period of time in which that work will be 

carried out. I suggest to all the members that those end dates 

are important. They are critical and we should have one. 

Should we have one today to determine when that should 

happen? We say no, we shouldn’t, but we should have that 

commitment as this matter proceeds. 

We have had a subamendment that indicates that the 

parties will all cooperate with respect to determining what’s 

going to happen with this commission and how the 

commission will be struck. I suggest to you there will also be 

cooperation about the dates, how long it should take for this to 

happen and how the work will be done, et cetera. 
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The first subamendment, Mr. Speaker, I hope will provide 

some comfort to the Leader of the Third Party that there will 

be cooperation between the three parties and between the 

three party leaders or their designates to get this work done 

and that, as part of that, there will be a date struck with respect 

to limiting the work, getting an answer and getting this 

information upon which we can move forward. 

I also appreciate — although I take issue with the fact — 

that this is the only way in which this matter will move 

forward with a designated date because there has been no 

commitment. I heard the Premier here today say there is a 

commitment to get this done. Actually, long before today, as 

an election platform matter, the Premier and this team said 

that it’s important to do this work. After that, the commitment 

occurred when he became Premier.  

There has been a commitment here today in this House 

and I will submit to this House that through the discussions 

that happened earlier this morning among the leaders — and 

presumably on other occasions — that the work is important. 

We have said that publicly; the Premier said it publicly. 

There’s no reason to disbelieve this, despite the past 

experiences, which I know have been frustrating. Despite that, 

the commitment has been made here. The Premier has said so 

publicly; he said so here in this House that this work needs to 

be done with enough time for effective decisions to be made 

before the next election. 

He has also committed to having a date be attached to the 

work of this commission. The only issue for our government 

is that picking that date today may not be the most prudent 

thing. 

I hope the other members of the Legislative Assembly 

will consider passing the motion as it has been amended 

already today without the addition of a date or an arbitrary 

date, recalling that the original motion didn’t have a date, and 

yet it was still going to direct this House to do something and 

that, in my submission, does not detract in any way from the 

effectiveness of this motion. 

 

Ms. White: It is interesting how this day has gone, 

because in earlier discussions, we had highlighted how we 

thought time was important. One of the concerns that we have 

is being told, when we took a break from the Assembly to 

have further discussions, that there were ongoing 

conversations within ECO. That had not been announced, so, 

from our point of view, you can say — and I’m not 

questioning the Premier, but without that public 

announcement that this will be set up and this is ongoing and 

we are sticking with this — I mean, we can look at Ontario 

and we can look at British Columbia and what happened there 

with electoral reform. 

What we were trying to do by having a timeline is to say 

that we are committed, that we will meet, that we will appoint 

a commission and that the commission will have until 

November 22, 2018 to report. 

The reason why we picked a date was because of all those 

reasons that my colleague the Member for Whitehorse Centre 

has highlighted. The Premier has seen in his time in 

opposition how things go on without an end date, and then 

they lose that importance and they lose that ability for those 

changes. By saying a year from now, it is our hope that, based 

on what the Premier told us, the direction he was waiting for 

from ECO was going to be coming in the next days — that 

together the Third Party and the Official Opposition could 

work for that — and that a year would be enough time. 

Mr. Speaker, it is also important to point out that this has 

been an election platform commitment that the government 

has been silent on. We have had members from the back 

bench go through numerous platform commitments. I realized 

today, when I was looking at the one for electoral reform, that 

the one on, for example, aging in place was verbatim out of 

the platform, but this has not been a motion that has been 

brought forward by a member of the government. So what 

we’re trying to do is make sure that this has the importance 

that it deserves and we believe that is by setting a date. That is 

where we stand. 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I think we have proven today that we 

are flexible in working together on things that make sense, 

and I have just got to go back to an arbitrary date of 

November without any justification from the NDP what work 

needs to be done before that and an understanding of those 

timelines — an understanding of the conversation that is 

happening in ECO currently, despite the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King assuming that, because we haven’t spoken about 

it publicly, for some reason that means that we are going to 

obfuscate or somehow slide from our commitment. I take 

issue with that as well. I cannot, in good conscience say that I 

am going to pick a month out of the air and say, “Yes, we are 

going to commit to that date today.” What I can commit to is 

unprecedented behaviour, I believe, of this government to 

work cooperatively with the two opposition leaders, to have a 

conversation once ECO is finished with their work — which 

is very soon — and to talk about these things as the members 

of the Yukon Party put forth their subamendment. We have 

agreed to that, because we agree that we should work together 

on this. 

With all due respect to the members opposite, cynicism 

based upon previous governments and an arbitrary date is not 

how I run things — and I won’t. What I will do is commit to 

make sure that we make the ECO movement as quick as 

possible. We will get to the members opposite as quickly as 

possible to make sure that we can determine together the 

terms of a date for the committee to respond back to this 

Legislative Assembly — but I cannot say that now. I just 

can’t. 

I’ll say this as well: in the original motion, which didn’t 

mention a timeline — and I will say that we see a pivoting in 

the concern here, but it didn’t mention that. It did mention a 

whole list of things, and those are the things that the NDP 

have brought forth today. 

I haven’t heard from the Yukon Party yet what their 

issues would be to bring forward to this conversation, so that’s 

an unknown. We haven’t had a conversation with all parties 

together as to the breadth of the discussion, or whether 
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election dates should be a Members’ Services Board exercise 

or not.  

All of these things, Mr. Speaker, all of these unknowns, 

to a former math teacher, do not complete the equation 

enough for me today to say that, yes, November is the date. 

We will commit, and we have committed, that this is a 

platform commitment and we are absolutely working toward 

completing that, and we will. I’m very thankful for all of the 

conversations that we did have today and for working together 

with the opposition. If anything, it does perpetuate another 

conversation about how Wednesdays are done and how we 

can actually, in between sessions, talk about a plan for 

Wednesdays if we are willing to work together on 

Wednesdays — because I think we can get a lot more done 

when we work together on Wednesdays than otherwise. 

I’ll reiterate the words of our House leader: I am so glad 

that today, we debated. That being said, I cannot support the 

subamendment from the NDP, and I hope that it doesn’t 

change everybody’s will to work forward to election reform 

moving forward. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I’m going to be very brief in speaking to 

the subamendment. I wasn’t planning to speak, but I do feel 

that a couple of comments that the Premier made need the 

record to be corrected. I just have to remind the Premier and 

all members of this Assembly that, during the time the Yukon 

Party was in office, during those 14 years, the only times that 

the Elections Act was changed were through unanimous 

agreement of all political parties at Members’ Services Board. 

We’re proud of that work and continue to be of the view that, 

when any changes are being made to the Elections Act, it’s 

important that there be a sincere effort to seek all-party 

agreement on those changes. We were successful in doing that 

twice. It is very important that any changes made to the 

elections laws not be made by a party with the majority in an 

attempt to serve their interests or their views. It should be 

something that is done in a manner that is fair, balanced and 

following a sincere — and hopefully successful — attempt at 

reaching all-party agreement on those changes. 

So with that, I will conclude my remarks on the 

subamendment. Unfortunately, it sounds like it won’t be 

passing this Assembly. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the 

subamendment? 

Just for the record — just for my benefit — this is the 

subamendment moved by the Leader of the Third Party that 

the amendment to Motion No. 19, as already amended, be 

amended by adding the words: “and that the Commission shall 

report to this House no later than November 22, 2018.” That is 

what we’re voting on. 

Are you prepared for the question on that subamendment? 

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. 

Ms. White: Agree. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are seven yea, 10 nay. 

Speaker: The nays have it. I declare the motion on the 

subamendment defeated. 

Subamendment to Motion No. 19 negatived 

 

Speaker: That returns us to the first amendment by the 

Hon. Premier. 

Is there any further debate on the amendment as 

amended? 

Are you prepared for the question on the amendment as 

amended? 

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. 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 15 yea, two nay. 
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Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the amendment 

moved by the Hon. Premier, with the subamendment moved 

by the Leader of the Official Opposition, carried. 

Amendment to Motion No. 19, as amended, agreed to 

 

Mr. Speaker:  We are now back to the main Motion 

No. 19 as amended and subamended. 

 

Mr. Kent: I’m going to be very brief with remarks on 

behalf of the Official Opposition with respect to the motion as 

amended with the subamendment.  

I just wanted to get on record the Yukon Party’s position 

regarding a few of the issues that surround this motion and 

have led to what we’re talking about today. We have always 

said and continue to be of the position that any change to the 

way Yukoners cast their ballot in an election should go to a 

general referendum. So regardless of today’s motion and the 

work of the committee — and upon completion of their work 

— we will still maintain the position that any change should 

give the opportunity for every Yukoner to have their say and 

vote on it. We do have a motion on the Order Paper that puts 

out that position. 

When it comes to election financing, the Yukon Party has 

stated that we’re open to legislating the limits, but those have 

to include limits on third-party expenditures during campaigns 

as well. We’re also open to limits on campaign contributions 

by individuals, companies and unions. 

As my colleague from Lake Laberge mentioned 

previously during debate here today, we continue to be of the 

view that, as has been past practice in this House, any changes 

to the Elections Act should be done through Members’ 

Services Board with the goal of getting all-party consensus. 

As the Member for Lake Laberge mentioned, that’s how we 

were successful in making changes in the past. Again, just to 

reiterate what he said, making any changes to the Elections 

Act without working with all parties and members in this 

Legislature would be a departure from that past practice. 

Obviously there will be a number of other issues and 

positions that emerge as this commission — that has yet to be 

struck — undertakes their work in the coming months, but 

those are a few of the key positions that I just wanted to put on 

the record on behalf of the Official Opposition here today. 

We’ll be supporting the motion as amended and look 

forward to getting to a vote and moving on to other business 

today. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on the main 

motion as amended and subamended? 

 

Ms. White: I have some concerns, and one of them is 

when the Premier said that his government has been shown to 

be flexible. From my perspective, I would disagree with that 

in recent terms. The example I would use would be the 

language used to amend the Health Act when, instead of 

leaving the prescriptive language of “may”, the entire ability 

of having the health council was removed from the act. When 

it was highlighted that the Association franco-yukonnaise had 

approached government about having a conversation about 

having a seat on the board of the Hospital Act and was told 

that wouldn’t happen because the Hospital Act would need to 

be opened, it was shown there wasn’t the flexibility there 

either. 

I have listened to people’s statements today and I still 

remain hopeful, of course, that we’ll see the commission 

struck and have it report in time for things to be changed for 

the next election, but I have a question.  

I question the language of flexibility, because what we’ve 

seen — especially the changes made to legislation in this very 

Sitting — is that there wasn’t as much flexibility as all that. 

When the argument was made, when the discussions were 

held, when the community weighed in, there wasn’t that 

flexibility. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a perfect example — and it is 

interesting, because it happened to the Premier when in the 

Third Party, so here I am in the Third Party and it is 

happening to me. We put forward a motion and we were 

amenable to changes. I appreciate that government has 

pointed out that we didn’t have a timeline, and it is true that 

we didn’t have a timeline in the original motion. The hope 

was that we weren’t going to call the motion. The hope was 

that we were going to be told that there was going to be a 

commission for electoral reform and it wasn’t going to come 

to us calling the motion. 

The cautionary tale with using timelines in motions is 

that, if you have a date and it passes, of course, then it doesn’t 

become valid anymore. The one thing that I would highlight 

now is that now we have a motion that could have been put 

forward by government — because now it is the language of 

the platform — and that it doesn’t include the language that 

my colleague for Whitehorse Centre had discussed with the 

Premier.  

The offices are not very soundproof where we are, and I 

know that the timelines were discussed and that my colleague 

did express the importance of a timeline, so now in front of us, 

we have a motion that, hopefully, does what it says it is going 

to do, but I guess maybe I’m less optimistic than I was before. 

It has been a good discussion. I look forward to seeing 

what happens with it, and I just want to say that I haven’t 

found the government to be all that flexible to date, so that’s 

the two cents on this one. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I look forward to hearing the 

closing arguments from the Leader of the Third Party. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe strongly in the democratic process, 

warts and all. As such, I firmly believe that the design of our 

electoral system should come from the diverse views of all 

Yukoners. I support a non-partisan commission on electoral 

reform to consult Yukoners on possible options for territorial 

electoral reform. 

We live in a representative democracy, meaning that we 

are elected to represent the citizens of our riding and of the 

territory, and, as the Leader of the Third Party described it, 

ensure that the voices of Yukoners are represented here in the 

Legislature and in the government.  
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How do we make sure that our system is fair, 

straightforward and inclusive? How do we use the system to 

capture the intention of the voters as well as possible? 

In recent decades, our world has both grown and shrunk 

and become more diverse. I think that this is reflected in how 

people vote, and the Premier commented on this earlier. 

Sometimes we vote for a party and sometimes for a leader. 

We vote on a range of issues, and we also still vote for the 

local person — although the system, as it is designed 

currently, is a vote for that local person.  

Given that, how can we ensure that we have a strong 

electoral system for Yukon? I use the word “strong” and not 

the word “best”, specifically.  

No voting system can accommodate all of the diverse 

views and reflect all voter intentions, nor capture all issues 

and concerns. I think the answer is to use a non-partisan 

citizens’ commission. I believe that we should carry out this 

exercise because our electoral system is fundamental to our 

path as a territory. It is important — critical even — that we 

would consider whether, and if so, how, to improve the 

electoral system. 

Just ahead of the last territorial election, when the federal 

commission arrived here in the territory, one of the members 

of that commission — who I believe was from the 

Conservative Party and was a Conservative MP — made some 

comments that our federal voting system had been working 

for 150 years. Well, Mr. Speaker, women were enfranchised 

to vote in 1918 for Canada and I think the first vote here in the 

Yukon was 1919. Of course, we elected the second female MP 

in Ottawa in 1935 with Martha Black. First Nations did not 

get the right to vote until 1960, so I think it is clear that 

although the system was the same over the past 150 years, 

there were necessary and important things to change. 

These examples remind me that our electoral system has 

had changes in the past — good and welcome changes — and 

I think it is time to have a look at our system again with the 

hopes to make it better, as good as it can be, reflecting the 

diverse views of Yukoners. 

By the way, not all Yukon elections use first-past-the-post 

as a system. For example, municipal elections use a somewhat 

different system. As Minister of Community Services, I will 

just remind Yukoners that October 19, 2018 — coming up 

fast, in less than 11 months — are municipal and local 

advisory council elections. I hope lots of Yukoners will 

consider putting their names forward for those elections and 

voting in those elections. By the way, it would be great to 

have more women on our councils and in our Legislature to 

try to get real diversity in our elected bodies — a diversity 

which reflects our communities. 

As I was saying, our municipal elections do not use a 

purely first-past-the-post system. Citizens get to vote for a 

range of councillors. They can cast votes for none, or one, or 

two, or up to as many positions as there are on the municipal 

council. I think that makes that system somewhat of a hybrid 

of a first-past-the-post and a preferential ballot. I have never 

heard it quantified or qualified. I make this point simply to 

state that there are many ways to construct an electoral 

system. 

Before I conclude, I would just like to reference quickly 

the comments made by the Member for Lake Laberge and the 

Member for Copperbelt South. I thank them for sharing that 

amendments to the Elections Act over the past 14 years have 

only been done when there is, or was, unanimous consent by 

all parties. That can simply be a recipe for, at times, doing 

nothing because if you don’t have unanimous consent and you 

don’t get changes — if you don’t get those amendments — 

there are going to be times if you don’t have complete 

agreement, as in the Legislature today, when we might not be 

taking decisions. I’m not sure that is always the wisest path 

forward. We have agreed here in the Legislature today to 

work cooperatively with all parties — indeed, with a non-

partisan approach.  

In reference to the comments made by the Member for 

Takhini-Kopper King — and I thank her for them — she 

talked about whether or not we, as a government, have been 

flexible. I think that flexibility is illustrated by our willingness 

to listen and to dialogue around these issues. I don’t think that 

flexibility extends out to always agreeing. My belief is that, in 

a place as diverse as the Yukon, there is always a range of 

views. I don’t ever expect that we will always agree, but I do 

expect that we should be respectful and listen to the views. 

I support that the design of our electoral system should 

come from the diverse views of all Yukoners. I support that it 

would be non-partisan, including that we work in cooperation 

with all parties of the Legislature in striking that commission. 

I agree that this can be done in a reasonable amount of time, 

something that is meaningful for the next election, and that is 

not to be a process for process’ sake, as the Leader of the 

Third Party expressed concern about. 

We will set a target date for completion. The Premier has 

committed to that in the Legislature today. He did so in this 

very motion. In other words, there is the political will to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that when the commission is struck, 

and when a deadline is created, the Third Party will then be in 

support of this work. I know they have discussed it as an 

important issue and one that we need to address. As we went 

through all the amendments and subamendments today, what I 

felt was that the issue today was especially about trust. It is 

my hope that, when we come forward in setting the terms and 

dates for the work of the non-partisan commission, we as a 

government will have earned some of that trust. 

 

Speaker: If the member now speaks, she will close 

debate.  

Does any other member wish to be heard? 

 

Ms. Hanson: I thank all members for their comments 

and input this afternoon. Quite frankly, I didn’t anticipate this 

path for this motion. I will express that I have conflicted 

feelings about the path that we have taken today.  

I would like to say that the comments my colleague from 

Takhini-Kopper King made reflect concerns that we have 

shared. Perhaps the path that this motion took today is a 
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reflection of that. I do hear the Minister of Community 

Services say that they are flexible because they kind of listen. 

But our experience is that the listening has gotten like a gene 

trail. You can see where the DNA is. If that trail goes back to 

the original DNA of the Liberal platform, then yes, we listen 

and we listen hard, because that’s what we’re doing, but if it 

deviates from that in any way, then we’re not so comfortable 

and we get a little bit tight and inflexible. 

The Member for Takhini-Kopper King gave a couple of 

examples.  

There are changes that occur from an organism that 

learns, but when an organism stays static and an organism 

doesn’t learn from feedback, then that loop can be kind of sad. 

The one other legislative initiative that I would refer to — and 

I’m not going to belabour the point — is the amendments to 

the Workers’ Compensation Act. 

It’s one thing for the Premier to tell me that I shouldn’t 

put forward a motion, or that it’s more difficult for him to 

support a motion that’s partisan because there are issues that 

we have put forward in our platform or raised in previous 

debates that clearly have a link to NDP thinking — from his 

perception — but when we see legislation that came forward, 

or amendments to that legislation, that, despite the 

opportunities to listen to Yukoners — opportunities this 

government created itself — and despite the evidence that the 

narrowing of the scope of that coverage wasn’t what 

Yukoners were telling them that they thought was necessary, 

the government reverted back to the comfort zone of its 

platform. 

So either it’s inflexible or it’s really timid. That will be a 

choice they’ll have to think about for themselves. 

As my colleague said, we fully anticipated that this 

government — because it seems to want to check off platform 

commitments — would be coming forward with some sort of 

announcement, because we were watching the timelines go. 

We had put forward, for us, a pretty general motion. I can tell 

you that the previous motions we have debated in this 

Legislative Assembly with respect to democratic reform — 

and they have included, as the Yukon Party alluded to here, 

methods and means of referenda to give approval to anything 

that was achieved by a select committee or a non-partisan 

commission. Of course, those were defeated by the previous 

government, even though they did include referenda. 

We had put it down to fairly basic kinds of points in May, 

thinking that it would be off the Order Paper because it’s a 

matter dealt with by this House. As I said at the outset this 

afternoon, it’s not a matter that has been dealt with. I 

appreciated that when the Premier raised the matter of — can 

we craft this in a more general way? I heard in my way — this 

is my lens on it — to make it more palatable to us. I was quite 

amenable to that; it worked.  

The Liberal Party achieved what it needed for itself, 

which was to reflect the platform in this motion. I have no 

problem with that, Mr. Speaker. I have no problem with it, 

because it still has the essence of it, as long as it has the 

essence of saying that they were committed to establishing a 

non-partisan commission that will review electoral reform, 

including fixed election dates. I was quite prepared not to get 

into enumerating those subject matters because, as I said 

earlier, I don’t think we need to be prescriptive, but we 

certainly can’t — and I will caution and I go back in the Blues 

to the Premier’s comments that he made when he started 

talking about scope and other things this afternoon. My 

“spidey senses” went up. There is a majority government here, 

so this motion will pass, but, as this moves forward, the 

constraints placed on this non-partisan commission are not 

partisan in nature, or are not the mandate that this Liberal 

government wants it to have only, because that won’t wash 

with Yukon citizens. It won’t wash with us, and I am a Yukon 

citizen. 

So I would agree with the Premier on one thing. When 

SCREP gets its act together and meets, and we start talking 

about how we can do — that was actually the subject matter 

of another motion from the NDP over the years in terms of 

how we make the business of this House work better. There 

are a lot of ways we could do it, but SCREP has that on its 

work plan. Wednesday motions can certainly be part of that 

conversation.  

I will agree with the Minister of Community Services that 

the trust will need to be earned. The first deposit on that 

earning will be when there is a discussion about getting this 

commission in place and when there is a confirmation of when 

the work of that commission will be completed. Then we can 

talk about moving forward on this issue.  

Motion No. 19, as amended, agreed to 

Motion No. 209 

Clerk: Motion No. 209, standing in the name of 

Ms. Hanson.  

Speaker: It is moved by the Leader of the Third Party:  

THAT this House urges the Minister of Highways and 

Public Works to ensure that the Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement exemption that allows the Government of Yukon 

to reserve up to $10-million worth of contracts for local 

businesses is used to its full extent for the 2017-18 fiscal year.  

 

Ms. Hanson: Well, this is a pretty brief motion. I think 

it is one that all members of the Legislative Assembly can 

certainly support in principle. I don’t think there is anybody 

who would disagree with the underlying premise of this 

motion — that the Minister of Highways and Public Works 

has both an opportunity and an obligation to actually 

implement the exemptions that this government was able to 

achieve when negotiations concluded on the new Canadian 

Free Trade Agreement.  

The whole reason why we’re having this discussion — it 

was initiated, or perhaps sparked, by the debate in the 

Legislative Assembly last week when, through a pretty 

general question from the Leader of the Official Opposition, it 

appeared — and I certainly will look forward to the minister 

clarifying this — but it appeared at the time that the minister 

was not giving full import to the potential of the exemptions 

that this government had negotiated in the Canadian Free 

Trade Agreement. 
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These exemptions have been sought for by local 

businesses in the Yukon for many years. The subject of debate 

in terms of the local procurement and the opportunities to 

grow local businesses — not talking about the big, Outside 

corporations or corporate entities that operate here as well, but 

the scope and the limiting of these exemptions to the 

$1 million was something that I had mentioned to the minister 

when I waded into the debate last week. It was the subject of a 

technical briefing that the Yukon Chamber of Commerce had 

with representatives from the Government of Yukon 

Department of Economic Development and, I believe, the 

Executive Council Office. There was significant interest in 

that November 9 technical briefing for the chamber when the 

presentation focused on these 10 $1-million exemptions that 

would allow the government to effectively provide 

opportunities for local businesses which, without those 

exemptions, they would not be able to do. 

The scope, as I said, of $1 million — for the big 

corporations elsewhere this is nothing, but it is huge to a small 

business, it is huge to contractors and it is huge to small 

manufacturers in this territory.  

We’ve had many debates in this Legislative Assembly, 

Mr. Speaker, about the multiplier effect of the local 

procurement dollar. We’ve tabled reports, such as the 

Schulich School of Business, which talked about the 

multiplier effect of that local procurement dollar being 

anywhere from 26 to 27 times. My reaction to the minister’s 

statement that he anticipated that there would be no ability for 

the government to exercise its discretion under this exemption 

that is set out in one of the annexes to the Canadian Free 

Trade Agreement — I believe it is 506, but I’m not sure; I 

would have to check that — was a shock and a surprise. I 

think that given the economic implications of denying the 

flow of cash — as I said, that economic multiplier effect of 

every dollar of procurement that is done by the Government of 

Yukon locally is not just the financial multiplier and it is not 

just that 26:1, or 27:1 that Schulich sort of identified, but it is 

those local businesses who are the supporters of local hockey 

teams. It is those local businesses that contribute in so many 

different ways that are so important.  

It was more surprising to me because I had recalled that 

in the spring, when we were talking about these agreements 

and the successor to AIG, that the Minister of Economic 

Development had a press conference, along with officials, to 

effectively trumpet that this had been achieved. So the 

government knew in April. The headline was “Government 

obtained exemptions in trade deal” April 10, 2017, Whitehorse 

Star and it was good news and it is good news.  

It goes on to talk about ensuring that Yukon companies 

have a fighting chance against heavyweights from elsewhere 

in the country. The territory negotiated 26 special exemptions, 

more than any other jurisdiction. For example, the new deal 

allows the Yukon to withhold 10 projects a year worth up to 

$1 million from nation-wide competition if these projects 

bolster regional economic development. Who could disagree 

with that? 

The motion here is simply urging the minister to ensure 

that — they are called exceptions, I think, in the actual 

agreement, not exemptions — exceptions that allow for the 

Government of Yukon to reserve up to $10 million for local 

business is used to its full extent for the current fiscal year 

because the spectre of simply saying it’s complicated and we 

can’t get it done I don’t believe is adequate. I don’t think 

Yukon businesses would agree that it’s adequate to say it’s 

complicated and we can’t get it done. 

I understand that there are systems that need to be put in 

place. I understand that there is a need for due diligence. I 

understand that there is a need for probity when it comes to 

expenditure of territorial funds, but I also know that this 

government worked hard to get these exceptions. As I said last 

week, when you set a negotiating mandate, you do so with a 

view to succeeding. It should be no surprise. We should have 

a game plan. I am going to give you a mandate to do X and 

when you have X, this is how we’re going to implement X. 

You don’t wait until afterwards to define what X is. You don’t 

wait until afterwards to say, “Jeez, now that we have X, what 

are we going to do with it? So we wanted to have 10 

exceptions to the rule that would allow the government to 

bolster local businesses and to bolster the opportunities for 

that economic input into the Yukon economy at the local level 

or at the regional level. How often have we heard — and we 

heard again from the expert Financial Advisory Panel 

yesterday — about the opportunity and the imperative to focus 

on regional economic development? 

It’s not that there isn’t a lack of opportunities there; it’s 

how we create the nimble system, knowing that we’re going 

to have this in place. 

It’s a motion that urges the government to do what it set 

out to do when it negotiated the exemptions to make sure that 

Yukon businesses can take full advantage of the good work 

that their officials did on behalf of all Yukoners, particularly 

on behalf of Yukon businesses. I’m sure the government has 

every intention to do so; therefore, would expect that they will 

be happy to support this motion. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I am very glad to speak to this 

motion this afternoon. I’m glad to speak to this motion 

because this Liberal government is committed to getting more 

of its money into our territory’s economy, into our 

communities, into the hands of the people who have chosen to 

live here, and into the hands of the people who have chosen to 

build this territory. Make no mistake; this motion is about 

keeping Yukon government money in the local economy. It’s 

focused on one new tool — the Yukon government has to 

accomplish this goal — a tool that wasn’t on the radar when 

the Leader of the Third Party was writing about the 

deficiencies of the Canadian Free Trade Agreement in July 

2016. At that point, the Leader of the Third Party was very 

pessimistic; today there’s optimism and I’m glad that 

optimism is there. 

Fortunately, conscientious and savvy negotiators heard 

the concerns of the eight smallest Canadian provinces and 

territories at the Canadian Free Trade Agreement 
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negotiations. Their efforts won 10 $1-million 

exemptions/exceptions that could be applied to increasing 

local employment, that can be used for supporting small firms, 

and that can be used for developing our local economy. They 

are going to be eminently useful. They will be one more tool 

in the government’s procurement kit — one tool — a big tool, 

a good tool, but not the only tool.  

I have been tasked with improving the way the 

government buys goods and services to make sure more of the 

government’s money stays in our citizens’ hands, and that this 

money is stickier and doesn’t flow out of the territory.  

Recently, this Liberal government tendered the Nares 

bridge contract, which was worked on in a collaborative 

fashion and will bring real benefits to the Carcross/Tagish 

First Nation and the community as a whole. It is a first step in 

changing the way this government works with First Nation 

governments and development corporations. It was a first step 

in changing the way this government works with 

communities.  

It was a first step in changing the way this territory does 

procurement, and it was a first step in changing the way this 

government works with contractors.  

The contract has been successfully awarded. People will 

be able to see progress on this $12.6-million project next 

spring. I believe there is an open house going on this 

afternoon with the successful bidder and others, outlining how 

it is going to go ahead.  

We recently developed a draft procurement strategy for 

discussion as well. That strategy is being distributed to all 

First Nation governments for their feedback. This too is new 

and hasn’t been done before. It will also be given to our 

stakeholders — this strategy — and others with an interest in 

procurement.  

We have a series of procurement events coming, 

including the reverse trade show. I encourage all members to 

attend that as well. The point is that procurement is a diverse 

and active file. There is much to do. Procurement appeal 

processes need to be bolstered, for example. Construction 

projects need to be carefully assessed for their execution and 

quality. Records need to be kept of how those projects were 

executed. Eventually, a reputation index needs to be put in 

place and, with it, a process to appeal decisions that are made 

regarding those reputation decisions.  

We have to decide, “What is a local company?” I know 

that many members of this House have been grappling with 

that for a very long time. It is a very complicated matter. We 

have companies that have been here for years — for decades 

— that actually reside in Kelowna or down in Vancouver. We 

have others that have been operating here for a couple of days, 

but employ hundreds of people or many people. So we have to 

make some decisions about what is exactly local and where 

the biggest bang for buck is going to be obtained.  

Now, this summer — in July — we gained the ability to 

issue exceptions — 10 of them, up to $1 million apiece. They 

are there to increase local employment and to develop our 

rural economy. Since these exemptions first landed on the 

radar of eight Canadian provinces and territories, the 

procurement staff of Highways and Public Works have been 

working on ways to maximize the benefits of these new 

exemptions in our economy.  

I know that Highways and Public Works staff have been 

working hard on the procurement file in its entirety, including 

this new benefit, this new tool. It is one change among many 

in this large and complicated trade agreement, and these civil 

servants are working hard to assess their impact and how we 

will adapt and implement these new rules.  

This is not simply about exercising discretion, as the 

member opposite, the Leader of the Third Party, has said. It is 

also about exercising it fairly, responsibly and strategically. 

I’m not one to just hand out a sole-source contract to an 

individual. I’m not a fan of the friends-and-family 

procurement system. I’m not a fan of fast and loose or willy-

nilly. I believe in clear rules, rational rules, and fair rules that 

are consistently applied. That is what I have asked the 

department to deliver. So we need time to engage with our 

partners — the First Nation governments, development 

corporations, stakeholders, Yukon businesses — to ensure we 

are maximizing economic benefits for all Yukoners.  

There are avenues through which to engage, such as the 

Yukon Forum and the new stakeholder advisory group for 

procurement improvements, which will be assembled very 

soon.  

It is also important to note that the Yukon is leading in 

this area of these brand new exemptions. The staff have 

contacted the seven other jurisdictions with these exemptions 

and only two have begun planning on how to use them — 

only two — and they are in a very preliminary phase. I think it 

is important to note that very few are actually executing on 

these and none are ahead of us in how to use these new tools. 

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that Highways and Public 

Works staff are currently planning how to use these 

exemptions. They have been doing so for awhile now, and 

there’s a good chance that we are, at the moment, leading the 

country in this field. As many Yukoners know, a lot of our 

projects take place in the summer season, and so the timing of 

the CFTA signing, which was in July, did not coincide well 

with our procurements. 

We are now heading into a slower time of year. As 

everybody knows, November isn’t exactly fast on the 

procurement front. We are not going to conjure projects 

simply to use these exemptions; however, we are going to 

evaluate the remainder of the projects for this fiscal year to 

find ways to optimize and use these exemptions to the fullest 

possible extent. 

We have also been integrating this topic with our capital 

and O&M budget planning. We are here now in November 

and we are looking forward and focusing our minds on this 

issue, which is a top priority for all of our government 

departments — certainly for Highways and Public Works. 

In the spirit of camaraderie and working together, I 

consulted with the Leader of the Third Party this morning, and 

I would like to propose a friendly amendment to the motion. 
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Amendment proposed 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I move: 

THAT Motion No. 209 be amended by adding the words 

“as is practicable” after the phrase “is used to its full extent”.  

 

Speaker: I have had an opportunity to review the 

proposed amendment with Mr. Clerk and can advise that it is 

in order.  

It is moved by the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works: 

THAT Motion No. 209 be amended by adding the words 

“as is practicable” after the phrase “is used to its full extent”.  

Just to be clear, then, the amended motion that is moved 

by the Leader of the Third Party would be: 

THAT this House urges the Minister of Highways and 

Public Works to ensure that the Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement exemption that allows the Government of Yukon 

to reserve up to $10-million worth of contracts for local 

businesses is used to its full extent as is practicable for the 

2017-18 fiscal year. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite, the 

Leader of the Third Party, for her lexicon, her vocabulary and 

her flexibility on this point. We had a conversation this 

morning and I really did enjoy the talk and the ability to talk 

about this issue with her on another level. 

This motion paves the way for our support of this motion 

because, frankly, there’s still some work to be done before we 

can start implementing these exemptions. As I have said 

before, procurement is a complex and multi-faceted issue. 

There are other factors to consider on procurement decision-

making, including the Canadian Free Trade Agreement itself, 

market factors, seasonal timing, budget and procurement 

planning. 

How will we execute on all of this? There are two parts. 

First is choosing the criteria for which procurement is 

considered. The second is deciding how best to do the 

procurement itself. There are options for this, such as limiting 

invitational tenders to Yukon, limiting invitational 

procurement to a Yukon town or region with the use of strong, 

local preference criteria and value-driven procurement and 

direct awarding, which has been used in the past, but has some 

pitfalls. 

What issues specifically are we trying to avoid? By 

addressing these complexities in the planning stages and doing 

some thorough analysis, which is already well underway, we 

will avoid wasting the exemptions on procurements that won’t 

make a positive impact on the Yukon economy. It has to be 

said that we’re not giving out 10 $1-million cheques here. 

That’s not the purpose of these exceptions. We are looking at 

how we can keep the most money in the Yukon economy, 

instead of sending it out over our borders to other 

jurisdictions. We’re trying to be fair to the variety of 

industries in the Yukon that could benefit from these 

exemptions. We’re trying to build capacity to create jobs. 

It’s better to think these things through from all angles to 

ensure we have a solid process — a Yukon process. We are 

working hard to get this in place. We’re shooting to have 

something in the next month or two at the very latest. Then 

this process will evolve and improve over time. This is a first 

step. We will then use it and assess it, refine it and try it again. 

We’re also trying to avoid setting precedents that don’t make 

any sense; for example, doing locally restricted procurements 

for things like brush and weed control, when the tenders are 

typically won by Yukoners anyway. 

However, we might try a limited procurement to a Yukon 

region that would help local firms benefit from a much larger 

contract. To do that, though, we would have to consult with 

those industries to discover what they need to succeed to 

properly deliver on such a contract. We need to put some 

thought into all of this and we need to hear from our 

stakeholders. A lot of this comes back to finding where the 

sticky dollars are, meaning dollars that are going to stay in our 

territory and contribute to the economy. 

As an example, we might not choose to do a $1-million 

procurement of goods that are not made in the Yukon, such as 

— and I mentioned this to the member opposite — calcium 

chloride, because the only dollars that remain in the Yukon 

are a slim profit margin. The rest would flow out to a major 

supplier. 

Another concern is ensuring we keep enough competitive 

tension in the procurement process so the Yukon government 

doesn’t get gouged. This would mean ensuring that we are 

paying dollar figures that are realistic, competitive, or 

forecasted for the project at hand. 

There are opportunities here, Mr. Speaker, including 

using local preference and Yukon content evaluation criteria 

in requests for proposals for, for example, architects, 

engineers, planners, analysts or IT businesses. We do a limited 

invitational procurement to Yukon companies only, one 

targeting a region or a specific community. Currently there are 

approximately five tenders, valued in range of the $500,000 to 

$1 million, that are forecast to be left by the Yukon 

Government before year-end. My staff will connect with 

departments to learn about any others that may be coming. My 

colleague with Community Services — whatever, there are 

other departments, of course, and we’re working together. 

The numbers of tenders scheduled will most likely 

change as we approach year-end. Keep in mind we are 

committed to supporting employment and small businesses in 

our unique remote northern economy, and we want to do that 

in a way that ensures some competitive tension, yet 

maximizes economic benefits. The exemptions provide more 

opportunity for Yukon companies to bid on and win contracts. 

Rest assured my team at Highways and Public Works is 

working very hard to develop criteria that will guide us toward 

projects that will create value for Yukon. I have been told we 

are striving to draft the criteria in approximately four weeks. 

This government is committed to getting money into local 

hands — Yukoners’ hands. It has been working on this all 

year. There are refinements and changes taking place all the 

time. We are already seeing some of those changes employed 

at the Nares bridge and other contributions. 
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We want to help build long-term jobs, economic growth 

and prosperity in our territory. We are supporting our 

communities — all of them — and this requires effort from 

both local vendors and the Yukon government, all 

departments. Success on the procurement front will come 

through thoughtful planning by procurement authorities and 

strategic participation by vendors with everyone working 

together in our northern economy. 

We will work to ensure these exemptions are used to their 

full extent as is practicable during the 2017-18 fiscal year. 

 

Mr. Kent: I am glad the minister was granted some 

leeway on the amendment because it was a very 

straightforward amendment — just inserting the words “as is 

practicable” — but it certainly has an awful lot of things that 

we can talk about with respect to how they can move forward 

with these exemptions. 

I just want to take members back to over a year ago, 

October 11, 2016, during the election campaign. A news 

release was put out by the Yukon Liberal Party at that time, 

entitled “Yukon Liberals outline plan to support Yukon 

businesses, workers.” One of the bullets in that news release 

reads that the Yukon Liberals would, and I quote: “Double the 

exempt thresholds under AIT to (a) $100,000 (goods), (b) 

$250,000 (services), and (c) $500,000 (construction).” It goes 

on to say that: “Procurement under those thresholds should be 

through competitive bidding only for (a) Yukon owned and 

operated business and (b) for those businesses that have an 

office and minimum two full-time Yukon employees.” 

The concern that we have had — and we have been 

asking about these exemptions since the final day of the 

Spring Sitting on June 13, is why the government isn’t in a 

better position to enact these exemptions at this time. Clearly 

their platform set out what they wanted to do under the AIT, 

the Agreement on Internal Trade, which was the forerunner to 

the Canadian Free Trade Agreement, and you know, the 

numbers that they set out here, they got better exemptions in 

the free trade agreement — 10 contracts for under $1 million 

that could be direct-awarded to Yukon companies. Even in 

their platform, they have defined what a Yukon business is — 

saying that it has an office — I’m assuming in the Yukon — 

and a minimum of two full-time Yukon employees. 

Again, we’re curious as to why the government has been 

so slow to act on this when it was a specific platform 

commitment of theirs, going back to the early stages of last 

year’s election campaign. 

Then again, as the Leader of the Third Party mentioned in 

the spring, the Minister of Economic Development did travel 

down to Ontario, I believe, and signed on to the CFTA, ahead 

of the spring session and again, we’re pleased that those 

exceptions for 10 projects were included in the CFTA and that 

the Yukon could take advantage of them. 

When we look at June 13 of this year, the final day of the 

Spring Sitting, and toward the end of debate that day, we were 

in Economic Development debate, and I did ask the minister 

at the time about the 10 projects a year — up to $1 million 

that can be exempted from the national procurement — 

essentially restricting those to Yukon companies, which the 

Liberals have defined in their platform as an office and a 

minimum of two full-time employees.  

The Minister of Economic Development at the time 

replied to me that this exception was negotiated under chapter 

5 government procurement to support regional economic 

development — and he went on to say that an exception has 

been made so Yukon can bypass the procurement rules to 

tender contracts up to $1 million, 10 times every year. Later 

on in that debate, he said, “Part of what we’re doing is just 

making sure that we develop a process to determine the 

eligible projects, but this is going to be something…” that 

would “…be driven out of Highways and Public Works.”  

Later on in that debate, he said, “As we see this 

agreement implemented in the next number of weeks, it’s key 

to be able to identify your projects so you can maximize this.” 

I’m assuming he’s referring to this exemption.  

Again, that was in June, a couple of weeks — a little over 

a couple of weeks — before the Canadian Free Trade 

Agreement was to be implemented. Then we went on this fall 

to ask a number of questions in Question Period about these 

exemptions. The minister said the criteria were being 

developed. Again, last week, when we were in debate in 

Highways and Public Works, as the Leader of the Third Party 

mentioned, the Member for Pelly-Nisutlin, the Leader of the 

Official Opposition, did bring up these questions, and the 

minister essentially, from what I understand, said that we 

wouldn’t be in a position this year to do it. I guess that’s the 

question that we’re wondering: Why? What led to the Liberal 

government being able to define what a Yukon business was 

and outline very specifically what they wanted to see the old 

AIT exemptions raised to in their platform, but then it seems 

like they just kind of put the pen down on this for almost a 

year now? 

That’s the disappointing part, I think, for the local 

business community. I didn’t have the opportunity to attend 

the Yukon Chamber of Commerce event the Leader of the 

Third Party went to, but I understand the discussion there was 

quite favourable of this. The contractors who I have spoken to 

over the past year, essentially — and especially since this was 

announced — are excited by this opportunity. 

Again, “as is practicable” — it’s disappointing that the 

government wasn’t in a position when they called the 

Legislature back in late April to have this framework in place 

for which contracts would be considered for these exemptions. 

It’s tough. I mentioned to the Minister of Economic 

Development and the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works, on the floor of this Legislature, that essentially they’re 

going to be picking winners and losers, whether it’s winners 

and losers now — the minister mentioned that they may go 

out to a specific region. 

I mean, that is going to be tough if you’re not the region 

that gets picked for these 10 exemptions in a year. Is it going 

to be construction? Is it going to be vertical construction or 

design or some of the smaller road projects that take place 

throughout the territory? I don’t envy the government and the 

choices they are going to have to make with respect to this 
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because, you know, picking winners and losers is something 

— one of the contractors who I was talking to in the spring 

said that is essentially what was going to be happening here.  

So again, like the third party, we are disappointed that we 

are at a point now where the government isn’t ready. I mean, 

coming out of the election, they said they were ready to hit the 

ground running, but apparently, not on this — which is 

unfortunate, because it was something that, again, was 

announced on October 11 in their platform, along with a 

number of other procurement and contracting issues with 

respect to what they had planned to do.  

I won’t read them out in the House here today, but going 

through the list, I’m sure there are a number of these that 

haven’t been acted upon with respect to the promises that the 

Liberals made to Yukoners during last fall’s election — the 

Yukon contracting community, in particular, with respect to 

these commitments. So obviously, as I’ve said, they defined 

Yukon business — that was something that was included in 

the Procurement Advisory Panel recommendations — 

recommendation 17 was to propose updates to the contracting 

and procurement directive, including the definition of a 

“Yukon business”. 

When this document was initially prepared, it was felt 

that would be done over the long term, but again, we see that 

the Liberals had done that in their platform — with an office 

and two employees, you were good to go as a Yukon business. 

I am sure there are some contractors out there who would beg 

to differ with that definition that the Liberals have put 

forward.  

But again, “as is practicable”, in this case, certainly just 

doesn’t cut it, given the amount of time — and obviously 

thought — that went into this platform commitment by the 

Liberals and the amount of time that has elapsed since this 

commitment was made — indeed, since the Liberal 

government won the election and was sworn into government 

in early December of last year. 

Contractors will be disappointed and the chambers of 

commerce will be disappointed, but they will be anxious to 

see what the plan is for the Liberal government when it comes 

to this aspect of procurement and other aspects of 

procurement that I hear about — and I’m sure other members 

of the House hear about — on a regular basis. 

We saw the one promise broken with respect to 

seasonally dependent tenders, but that said, we’re looking 

forward to March 31 and having all the seasonally dependent 

contracts tendered by that day. 

 

Speaker: Order, please. 

The time being 5:30 p.m., this House now stands 

adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomorrow. 

Debate on Motion No. 209, and the amendment, 

accordingly adjourned 

 

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 
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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Thursday, November 23, 2017 — 1:00 p.m.  

 

Speaker: Je vais maintenant appeler l’Assemblée à 

l’ordre.  

We will proceed at this time with prayers.  

 

Prayers  

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order 

Paper.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In remembrance of Dianna Raketti 

Ms. McLeod: It gives me great pleasure today on 

behalf of all members of the Legislature to recognize and 

tribute Dianna Raketti.  

Dianna was born in Smeaton, Saskatchewan on July 29, 

1945. She grew up on a small family farm with her parents 

and three brothers and three sisters. She developed a strong 

work ethic and an appreciation for hard work at an early age. 

Given the time, you know that fun was self-taught and self-

made, and that in itself is a great character-builder.  

In 1965, Dianna was approached by her dear friend Faye 

White with an offer she just couldn’t refuse — a position as a 

waitress at the Belvedere Hotel in a small town in Watson 

Lake. At the time, Tippy Mah operated the Belvedere Hotel, 

and that is another story. Dianna was intrigued at this 

opportunity. She accepted and arrived by Greyhound bus in 

May of that year. This was only to be a summer job, but her 

plans changed after meeting her future husband, Ivan Raketti. 

Now, Dianna said that she wasn’t immediately impressed with 

Ivan’s carefree ways, but she married him anyway in January 

1966 — which, if you do the math, was a pretty whirlwind 

kind of romance. They married at the Watson Lake 

community hall, a facility that was built by Ivan. 

Dianna continued to work with Ivan in many ways 

throughout their long marriage, with his construction business. 

Dianna served as a returning officer for Elections Yukon for 

19 years, and that included six territorial general elections. 

She had a lot of stories to tell about that. She also worked for 

the Department of Tourism at the Watson Lake Visitor 

Information Centre for over 25 years. She enjoyed meeting 

visitors from across the globe and forged many friendships 

long after the vacation was over. Dianna had the unique 

ability to connect with people and to make them feel at home 

in minutes. 

Dianna was a fierce champion of Watson Lake and came 

to its defence whenever necessary. She loved her community 

and was an active member of the Watson Lake Chamber of 

Commerce, a volunteer for Communities in Bloom, Yukon 

College campus advisory committee and served two terms as 

a municipal councillor. She was awarded the Hanseatic Award 

in recognition of her outstanding contribution to the 

advancement of Yukon municipal government in 2008. 

She served as a long-standing member of the Yukon 

Water Board, Yukon Heritage Resources Board and the 

Yukon Foundation. She commonly dedicated her evenings 

and weekends preparing for meetings and public hearings, and 

went on tours of various hardrock and placer mining 

properties. She was always prepared because she knew how 

important her work was. She had a great knowledge of 

Yukon’s history, which came through in many conversations 

and likely was helpful to her in all of her work.  

Dianna enjoyed the company of others and took pride in 

sharing her home, her cooking, her garden and her hospitality 

with her family and friends. Sometimes known as the “Martha 

Stewart of the North” — she kind of looked like her too — 

she was passionate about looking after her family and home. 

Many will remember her for her holiday meals and get-

togethers. I know I sure will. 

Dianna was devoted to her two children, Elaine and Cory, 

and especially her grandson Will. She was so proud of all his 

accomplishments and loved going to all the hockey and soccer 

games. Dianna had a softer side. When it came time to 

volunteer, donate or just help someone out, Dianna could be 

counted on. The thing that I admired most about her was her 

frankness — her ability to have an opinion and stand by it.  

Dianna, Ivan, Elaine and Cory have long recognized the 

importance of all facets of the construction industry and 

believe that it deserves a place of prominence in our minds. 

Elaine and Cory will be establishing a scholarship on behalf of 

the Raketti family in support of students wishing to pursue a 

career in the trades. This scholarship will be managed by the 

Yukon Foundation, and we thank them. 

In 2016, Elaine and Cory lost a mom and Will lost a 

grandma. Watson Lake lost a champion. All of us lost a great 

Yukoner.  

So I would like to ask the members to help me welcome 

to the Assembly today some friends and family of Dianna’s. 

First of all, Elaine Taylor, her daughter and a former member 

of this House; Will Taylor, her grandson and a great young 

man; and Cory Raketti, her son.  

I have quite a list of friends. Welcome to the former 

Premier of Yukon, Dennis Fentie; Lorraine Nixon; former 

member of this House, Archie Lang and Karen Lang; 

Karla DesRosiers; Sophie Partridge; Gordon Steele; 

Marie Cox; Patrick Rouble, who is also a former member of 

this House; Dorothy Gibbon and Ed Lishman; Morgan Smith; 

Frank Wilps; Roger Ellis; Loretta Devries; Bill and 

Lou Forsythe; Brian Sweeney; Susan McGrath; 

Danny MacDonald; Ron Johnson; Rory Wadham; 

Chris Young; Geri and Craig Tuton; Linda Hillier; 

Dean Hassard; Roger Lockwood; Ted Laking; 

Madison Pearson; Robin Balmforth; Elaine Schiman; 

Mark Beese; Pierre Germain; Deb Greenlaw; and 

Robin Anderson. Thank you all and I’m sorry if I missed 

some of you.  

Applause 
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In recognition of Northwestel Festival of Trees 

Mr. Gallina: I would like to thank the Member for 

Watson Lake. I know tributes like that can be difficult.  

On behalf of the Yukon Liberal government and the Third 

Party NDP caucus, I rise today to ask the members of this 

House to join me in recognizing the annual Northwestel 

Festival of Trees, now in its 15
th

 year. The festival launches 

this evening at the Goldcorp BAH Humbug right here in the 

lobby of the main administration building. This Saturday, the 

festival will host the Skookum Asphalt Santa Breakfast, where 

I plan to bring my family and meet with Santa and his wife. 

The Save-On-Foods Seniors Soirée is again sold out and will 

be held on Friday, December 1, and Yukon’s most prestigious 

grand ball, the Alkan Air Grand Ball, will be held on 

Saturday, December 2.  

The festival will also host beautifully decorated trees that 

will be on display for public viewing here in the lobby of the 

main administration building from November 23 to the 28. 

Each year, these decorated trees capture the spirit of the 

festival, which is considered to be the unofficial start of the 

holiday season.  

When the trees are auctioned off to raise money for the 

Yukon Hospital Foundation, we witness the true generosity of 

Yukoners. Since 2006, the Northwestel Festival of Trees has 

raised over $4 million. This money is used to purchase 

important medical equipment to improve access and quality of 

care in our hospitals. Past contributions have allowed the 

Yukon Hospital Foundation to purchase a digital X-ray 

machine, heart stress testing equipment, a CT scanner, 

orthopaedic drills, Neopuffs, ultrasounds and the first MRI 

scanner north of 60.  

This highly anticipated event would not be possible 

without the dedication and commitment of local sponsors and 

countless volunteers. We are lucky to have such giving and 

generous sponsors and creative volunteers to decorate the 

trees and wreaths that will adorn our lobby. On behalf of 

Yukoners, I thank you all. 

I would like to take a moment to specifically recognize 

Rebecca Fenton, who is a dedicated Yukon Hospital 

Foundation staff member. She ensures the trees are decorated 

in time for visitors’ enjoyment, working tirelessly to check 

and double-check that lights and displays are working with 

attention to detail that embodies the warm and welcoming 

atmosphere for visitors throughout the festival. Rebecca, 

thank you for the countless hours you provide to this festival; 

we are truly grateful for your contribution.  

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to recognize the Yukon 

Hospital Foundation president, Karen Forward, and their 

volunteer board of directors for the outstanding job they do 

each year to organize this event. It’s wonderful to see how 

they bring the community together to support such worthwhile 

causes.  

I also see a number of visitors in the gallery here today 

and I’ll take some time during the introduction of visitors to 

recognize them.  

In closing, I encourage Yukoners to participate in the 

2017 Northwestel Festival of Trees, as it supports the quality 

of life and care we enjoy here in the Yukon. Come out to the 

main administration building and see these beautiful trees or 

attend one of these events and experience the true charm of 

this giving season. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

Applause  

 

Ms. Van Bibber: I am pleased to rise on behalf of the 

Official Opposition to pay tribute to the Northwestel Festival 

of Trees and the Yukon Hospital Foundation. For the past 15 

years, the Festival of Trees has been a part of Yukon’s 

festivities around the holidays and what a feast for the eyes it 

can be. The Yukon Hospital Foundation is tasked with raising 

money to ensure the hospital and health care system has funds 

to support major machines or equipment necessary to keep us 

all well. This goes beyond what governments can fund.  

This year from November 23 — today — to December 2, 

Yukoners will again be subjected to visual wonders as 

participating businesses decorate trees with style and glamour. 

These trees are displayed for a week in the main government 

administration building until being transferred to the Coast 

High Country Inn convention centre for the Seniors Soirée on 

December 1 and the Grand Ball on December 2.  

Sold out — what organizer doesn’t want to hear those 

words? There’s more. Today at 5:30 p.m. in the foyer, there’s 

a BAH Humbug cocktail party sponsored by Goldcorp. This 

Saturday, come out and bring the family for pancakes, photos 

with Santa and Mrs. Claus. On Tuesday, there is Air North 

and their famous cookies — and, of course, Santa will be 

there again for photos. Our newest and already great 

community supporter Save-On-Foods is sponsoring the 

Seniors Soirée and then the finale — the Alkan Air Grand 

Ball. Those fabulous trees will be live-auctioned, along with a 

silent auction, and all the proceeds go to our health care. 

I understand the latest campaign is to develop a 

simulation centre, which will be a dedicated space with 

interactive dolls that simulate symptoms and reactions. The 

centre will provide training space with software and IT 

infrastructure for different medical scenarios and will help 

doctors keep updated locally instead of having to travel 

Outside. 

I have the honour of working with the Yukon Hospital 

Foundation as we raise funds for Yukoners cancer care fund. 

The Yukoners cancer care fund is outside the mandate of the 

Yukon Hospital Foundation; however, they help whenever 

and wherever they can to assist and support Yukoners who 

have cancer in their homes. 

Thank you so much for all you do for us. Kudos to the 

tree suppliers, the businesses and all the volunteers and folks 

who make this possible. However we participate, we can 

make a difference. It is a wonderful start to the holidays and 

the generous nature and spirit of Yukoners is always dazzling, 

just like the trees. 

Happy holidays. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 
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INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Mr. Gallina: Mr. Speaker, I wanted to take a moment 

to recognize members of the community who have been 

supporting the Northwestel Festival of Trees. From the Yukon 

Hospital Foundation, chair and Porter Creek Centre 

constituent, Philip Fitzgerald; vice-chair, Chris Milner; 

director and Porter Creek Centre constituent, Buddy Crill; 

director, Wendy Tayler; and director, Andrew Anderson; I 

would like to recognize the president, Karen Forward; festival 

event coordinator, Rebecca Fenton; former board member, 

Dr. Ken Quong; and volunteer, R.J. Hill. From Northwestel, 

we have president and CEO, Paul Flaherty and Director of 

Government Relations Krista Prochazka and from Save-on-

Foods, we have Store Manager Alan Kaarsemaker. 

Welcome. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I’m asking my colleagues to help 

me welcome today the grade 4/5 class from Whitehorse 

Elementary School. Je suis ravie de vous accueillir. 

They are, from Madame Jenna’s class of grade 4/5: 

Andrezj, Connor, Gabriel, Juliet, Oliver, Jaiden, Skylan, 

Nimrita, Ryan, Ella, Meara, Alexander, Cambria, Leah, Tyler, 

Kieran, Adrena, Sari, Petra, Janelle, Mariella, Emanuel and 

Roman. Thank you very much for coming. 

Applause 

 

Ms. Hanson: It’s great to see such a packed gallery 

today. I would like to ask members to join me in welcoming 

some members of Fair Vote Yukon, who I believe are here to 

express their thanks by their presence to members yesterday 

who unanimously passed a motion to create an electoral 

reform commission to look at our system of voting and other 

related matters. Sue Greetham, Dave Brekke, Sally Wright, 

J.P. Pinard, and Don and Margeurite Roberts are here — no 

strangers to this House, but we’re welcoming them again. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I wonder if we could also 

welcome Rob and Mary Ann Lewis, who are Tagishites — 

and Ed — I’m sorry, I don’t know Ed Lishman’s wife — but 

they are Carcrossites. 

 

Mr. Adel: We’ll keep the party going just for a second. 

It’s always nice to welcome constituents: Geri and Craig 

Tuton from Copperbelt North. 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

 Are there any returns or documents for tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I have for tabling a legislative 

return in response to questions from the Member for 

Copperbelt South in Committee of the Whole debate from 

November 14, 2017. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling a 

response to a question asked by the Member for Copperbelt 

South on November 21, 2017. 

 

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. Hutton: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Canada to 

ensure that the federal Arctic policy framework:  

(1) is developed with input from Yukoners; 

(2) makes the development of thriving, prosperous and 

diversified economies of northern communities a priority;  

(3) provides northerners with the tools and authorities to 

manage their own affairs and to make decisions on the future 

of the north; 

(4) increases local opportunities for people living in rural 

and remote communities; 

(5) supports the sustainability of the north and northern 

communities; and 

(6) is inclusive of the priorities of Yukon First Nations 

and the Government of Yukon. 

 

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the 

following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Minister of Justice to explain 

why she told this House that the government is not spending 

any money on renovations for the offices of a third Supreme 

Court Judge when at the very moment she stated that, the 

tender management system had a posting, entitled “New 

Supreme Court Judge’s Office, Andrew A. Philipsen Law 

Centre”, with a project cost estimate of up to $250,000, and 

estimated start date of December 19, 2017. 

  

I also give notice of the following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Premier to fulfill his 

obligation to ensure members of his Cabinet take appropriate 

steps to avoid the potential of a real or perceived conflict of 

interest by requiring the Minister of Justice to immediately 

seek the advice from the Conflict of Interest Commissioner on 

three questions:  

(1) should she have recused herself from decisions on the 

Legal Profession Act;  

(2) should another minister move the motion for third 

reading on Bill No. 14, Legal Profession Act, 2017; and  

(3) prior to involving themselves in decisions related to 

rules governing a profession of which they are a member, 

should ministers seek advice from the Conflict of Interest 

Commissioner?  
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Ms. Hanson: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

implement the options set out in the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel Final Report to use the carbon tax revenue to fund 

additional grants to improve the energy efficiency of 

households, businesses, and local and aboriginal governments. 

 

I also give notice of the following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

implement the options set out in the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel Final Report to undertake a comprehensive review of 

resource-sector policies, with an emphasis on:  

(1) ensuring fair and efficient royalty rates;  

(2) fee structures;  

(3) permit and licensing costs;  

(4) tax exemptions; and  

(5) minimum work requirements. 

 

I also give notice of the following motion:  

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

implement the options set out in the Yukon Financial Advisory 

Panel Final Report to consider introducing a Yukon-wide 

hotel tax, in consultation with municipalities, the Association 

of Yukon Communities and the tourism industry. 

 

Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion:  

THAT this House urges the federal government to take 

the lead and implement an early child education and care 

program for Canada led by the federal government and 

developed collaboratively with provinces and territories and 

indigenous communities, which includes:  

(1) a well-developed policy framework based on the 

principles of universality;  

(2) high quality and comprehensiveness; and  

(3) is guided by targets and timelines and supported by 

long-term, sustained funding.  

 

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motions?  

Is there a statement by a minister?  

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Oil and gas request-for-postings process 
discontinuation 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I rise today to announce 

that, as Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, I have 

decided to discontinue the fall 2016 oil and gas request-for-

postings process. The Government of Yukon received 15 

posting requests for oil and gas rights in two oil and gas 

sedimentary basins during its fall 2016 request for posting. 

The Kandik sedimentary basin received 13 postings and the 

Eagle Plain sedimentary basin received two postings as a 

result of the request-for-postings process. Both basins are 

located in north Yukon.  

When industry posts locations of interest through our 

request-for-postings process, we proceed to conduct First 

Nation consultation and public review of these locations. As 

per the oil and gas disposition process, Yukon government 

consulted with affected First Nations and government 

departments on the posting requests received. Three northern 

Yukon First Nations — Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation, 

Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in First Nation and the First Nation of Na 

Cho Nyäk Dun — indicated that they did not support 

proceeding to a call for bids on the requested postings at this 

time.  

The northern First Nations also expressed an interest in 

working more closely with the Yukon government on 

responsible oil and gas exploration and development in north 

Yukon. I am announcing today that this process is now 

officially discontinued, and there will be no further public 

review of the submitted locations related to the fall 2016 

request for postings.  

Discontinuing the fall 2016 request for postings allows 

time for the Yukon and northern First Nation governments to 

have a broader conversation on oil and gas exploration and 

development in north Yukon. This collaborative work will 

allow us to offer more clarity and certainty for companies 

interested in north Yukon’s oil and gas resource potential.  

 

Mr. Kent: Obviously, the Official Opposition is 

disappointed that the 2016 request for postings has been 

cancelled. This was an opportunity to open new oil and gas 

development potential that would align with promises that the 

Liberals made in their platform — and I’m going to quote 

from their platform at this time: “supporting oil and gas 

development… on Eagle Plains, in collaboration with the 

Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation and in keeping with the 

provisions of… the North Yukon Land Use Plan…”  

We would have perhaps understood removing the 

portions that were in the Dawson planning region but are 

concerned with this decision on the postings that did conform 

to the north Yukon plan.  

Mr. Speaker, this is worrisome because it could 

potentially spell the end of this industry here in the Yukon — 

one that has a long history of exploration and production with 

significant revenues flowing not only to the Yukon 

government, but First Nation governments as well. I believe 

royalties from the Kotaneelee wells in southeast Yukon were 

close to $45 million in total, with approximately $10.5 million 

of that going to First Nation governments.  

Mr. Speaker, when the minister rises to close his remarks 

on this ministerial statement, I’m hoping that he can answer a 

few questions from us during that response.  

Officials told us in the spring during budget briefings that 

the First Nation consultations were supposed to wrap up in 

late June and we’re curious if that timeline was indeed met. 

We’re also curious what consultations took place with 

industry, including the interested party and the Yukon Oil and 

Gas Advisory Committee, on this decision. 

We’re curious as to what long-term effects the minister 

anticipates this decision will have on future calls and, given 

that this is realistically the only area that can be included in 



November 23, 2017 HANSARD 1791 

 

calls in the territory at this time, when does the minister 

anticipate that next call to be? 

Can the minister tell us what the Yukon government’s 

position is on the offshore oil and gas industry and what 

efforts the government has put in to respond to Canada’s 

unilateral decision, without consultations with northerners, to 

place a five-year moratorium on this area? We, of course, 

know how our neighbours in the Northwest Territories feel, 

but Yukon has been relatively quiet on this front. 

One thing that we will look forward to receiving in the 

spring from the minister is an updated work plan for the oil 

and gas branch in his Department of Energy, Mines and 

Resources. We know they do great work on a number of 

fronts, but, of course, this was an essential service they 

provided, so we would be interested in what the government 

plans are for that branch. 

As I have said, this is too bad on a number of fronts, as 

we potentially say goodbye to our reputation as a stable 

jurisdiction for oil and gas companies to consider investing in. 

Too bad, really, as we have great potential here in the Yukon 

for this industry and you need only look at our neighbours in 

British Columbia, Alaska and the Northwest Territories to see 

the enormous benefit they have received in taxes, royalties 

and, above all else, jobs for their citizens. 

 

Ms. Hanson: The Yukon New Democratic Party is 

pleased with this interim step by the Yukon government to 

begin to address the policy tools it holds to tackle climate 

change in the north. Yukon, along with all governments, must 

demonstrate by its actions that it is prepared to make the 

systemic changes necessary to move away from fossil fuel 

exploration and extraction. 

The notion of a viable oil and gas industry in Yukon is an 

illusion. The “pause” button that the government has pushed 

on the oil and gas posting process is an opportune time for this 

government to do a reality-based assessment with respect to 

Yukon’s continued involvement in an industry that cannot, 

does not, survive without significant subsidies. 

We urge the government to begin now to do the in-depth 

analysis suggested by the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel to 

consider what benefits accrue to Yukon by the continued 

investment of over $3.5 million every year in a resource sector 

that is incompatible with Yukon’s commitment to address 

climate change. 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I would like to thank the Member for 

Copperbelt South and the Leader of the Third Party for their 

responses to the statement. There is a series of questions — I 

think there are seven questions that were identified by the 

House Leader of the Official Opposition — and I will do my 

best to run through and answer each one of those questions. I 

think in the preamble, there were a couple of other points 

made. 

Certainly I think the initial part of the preamble from the 

Member for Copperbelt South spoke to promises during the 

election and really talked about melting it down, looking at an 

industry, trying to ensure there is an industry outside the 

Whitehorse Trough, but ensuring there is collaboration 

between — specifically, I think the Vuntut Gwitchin was 

named.  

I would say that in our discussions this summer — not 

just with one First Nation, but with the northern First Nations, 

as they would call themselves — and reaching out also into 

the Northwest Territories and the Gwich’in Tribal Council — 

it was collaboration. It was a conversation about how to move 

forward. Certainly, we heard it loud and clear from VGFN 

that they wouldn’t support this. So that would be the first 

piece; the second would be revenues.  

Certainly, as you look back at the distribution of revenues 

from the Kotaneelee — in a different time, there was a certain 

distribution and I appreciate that. I wish that it wasn’t all 

distributed because I have some wells to clean up and I don’t 

have enough money to do it right now and I have to use 

taxpayers’ money to do it. So certainly, some of that early 

distribution — I wish we had proper calculations then on 

security and understand that this is a bit of a liability now for 

Yukoners. But we will work with our industry partners to 

continue that work. 

As for the seven questions that were posed, first of all, we 

didn’t complete consultations in June. It was actually closer to 

July. The Minister of Environment and I met in Dawson City 

in the offices of the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in and, kindly, members 

from Na Cho Nyäk Dun as well as VGFN travelled to meet 

with us. Then there were subsequent conversations directly 

with the Gwich’in Tribal Council as it pertains to their 

asserted right in the territories. 

The company — I must say, for the record, that I didn’t 

have an opportunity to consult with the industry, which is one 

company in the industry right now because they had started a 

legal process and, at that point, I wasn’t in a position to. Of 

course, that has to do with the fact that we stated that we 

would not support fracking and then, in turn, of course, there 

was a very large lawsuit that was filed and I wasn’t in a 

position to consult while I was being potentially sued.  

On the long-term effects — you know, what are the long-

term effects? Well, I think if you look at where things are 

right now and long before my colleagues and I arrived here, 

there was certain instability. We were seeing, I believe, maybe 

a potential lack of consultation. I know that work wasn’t 

getting done. I think that is the reason that the member 

opposite returned some of the funds that were held in lieu of 

work. So I think, for that reason, there was some instability. 

Offshore, our team is actually moving or flying up to 

continue conversations with the federal government. I 

apologize that I don’t have the exact date. I have signed off on 

the travel. Two members will be at the table, finding out what 

the federal government’s long-term plan is. An updated work 

plan — certainly we can discuss that in the spring and I can 

provide that to the House as we look at the future of oil and 

gas.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

 

Speaker: This then brings us to Question Period.  



1792 HANSARD November 23, 2017 

 

QUESTION PERIOD 

Question re: Carbon tax 

Mr. Hassard: Thirty-nine days — that is how many 

days until 2018, when the carbon tax scheme that the Premier 

signed on to will come into effect here in the Yukon. After 

more than a year of this Liberal government, we still have 

very little in terms of details on how this is going to work.  

We know that the carbon tax is going to increase the cost 

of goods, including O&M costs for municipalities; however, 

we have been told that the government indicated to the 

Association of Yukon Communities that municipalities will 

not be receiving a rebate for their increased costs. This means 

that this carbon tax scheme will simply increase the costs for 

municipal governments and they will be forced to find new 

sources of money to pay these costs.  

Will the government change course and exempt 

municipalities from the carbon tax? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: It is a good opportunity to, I guess, 

correct the record. I don’t know where the member opposite is 

necessarily getting all of his information. I am sure I will find 

out in the second supplementary and the first supplementary.  

Conversations with municipalities are ongoing. We are 

looking at numbers right now of how much a federally 

sponsored carbon-pricing mechanism will affect First Nation 

governments and also municipalities. Those conversations are 

ongoing. They are ongoing because of the good work done 

with the Association of Yukon Communities and the good 

work done by my Minister of Community Services to make 

sure that we come to an agreement that is equitable to all — 

more to come on that, Mr. Speaker.  

Again, the member opposite would make it sound like, as 

with the diaper issue, the sky is going to fall as of January 1. 

Unless the member opposite knows more than I do, I firmly 

believe that it is not when the carbon-pricing mechanism is 

going to come into place. We are continuing to work with 

Ottawa on a carbon-pricing mechanism as per the annex that 

was set out — the pan-Canadian framework. 

We have said on this side of the House that we believe 

that the carbon-pricing mechanism is the best way to deal with 

man-made climate change, and we are proud to be offering 

solutions to Ottawa’s carbon-pricing mechanism. 

Mr. Hassard: I think it is important to point out that 

the diaper issue, as the Premier mentioned, was actually 

something that was brought forward by the Minister of 

Community Services. 

When municipalities are forced to pay more as a result of 

the carbon tax scheme that this Premier signed on to — as he 

continues to speak off-mic — they will be forced to look for 

new sources of money to prevent a shortfall.  

This could result in municipalities having to increase 

municipal taxes to pay for this carbon tax. Not only would 

Yukoners have to pay more as a result of the carbon tax, they 

would then have to pay more as a result of increased 

municipal taxes, thanks to this government.  

What will this government do to ensure that 

municipalities are not forced to raise taxes as a result of this 

Premier’s carbon tax scheme? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: If the member opposite would listen 

to the answers, he would have heard that we are working with 

the municipalities. I don’t know if the member opposite thinks 

that some plan has already been baked. If he can maybe 

enlighten us as to what he thinks is going to happen between 

the municipalities and the territorial government on a federal 

carbon-pricing mechanism, I would love to hear what his 

plans are.  

Again, on this side of the House, we are working with the 

municipalities and we are analyzing the data. We are taking a 

look at how much this will affect the municipalities and the 

First Nation governments as well. We will be continuing those 

conversations as we wait for more details from Ottawa.  

Of course, to answer the questions from the opposition, 

we have spoken to the federal ministers responsible for this 

federal pricing. It is their understanding that this would not be 

something that is going to be implemented as the new year 

ticks on. It is probably going to be — from the indications that 

we’re hearing from Ottawa — not until at least after summer 

before any of this stuff happens. Again, nothing is confirmed 

and we are being patient. We have put forth Yukoners’ 

concerns to Ottawa. We have committed on this side of the 

House to make sure that 100 percent of the money that is 

collected from a federal carbon-pricing mechanism goes back 

to Yukoners and Yukon businesses, no matter how much the 

opposition wants to make it seem like it is our tax.  

Mr. Hassard: The Premier seems to forget that he is 

the one who signed on to this carbon tax scheme and he is the 

one who needs to provide details to Yukoners on how it is 

going to be rolled out. It has been almost 400 days that this 

government has been in power. Have they done an analysis on 

all of the impacts of the carbon tax on this territory’s 

municipalities? Will the government consider increasing the 

comprehensive municipal grant to compensate for the impact 

of this carbon tax that he signed on to? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: To be quite frank, everybody signed 

on to this, including the Yukon Party. They signed the original 

documents on this with all of the rest of the premiers in 

Canada. In that manner as well, every single section in Canada 

is going to be paying this federal carbon-pricing mechanism, 

either through their own initiatives or through a federal 

backstop.  

For the members opposite to somehow try to make it 

seem like it’s our tax — I think they’re missing the whole 

point of this. I think this is an antiquated way of thinking as 

far as whether or not we should be doing this. What I’m 

hearing from the opposition over and over again is that they 

don’t believe that we should do our fair share. I think we 

should. We have heard them say that Manitoba is not going to 

be doing their fair share, but that is not true at all. That, again, 

is misrepresented by the members opposite.  

So again, we are proud of signing on with the rest of 

Canada to a carbon-pricing mechanism and hopefully turning 

a page so that we can move forward on new advances in 

technology in energy and new advances in research. We want 

to be a hub up here for technologies in northern climates. We 

think that this is a good thing. We also think that a good thing 
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is giving back 100 percent of the money collected from a 

federal government carbon-pricing mechanism to Yukon 

businesses and Yukon individuals.  

I don’t think the members opposite have — well, I guess 

they are complaining about us giving the money back. I’m not 

really sure. But the bottom line is, Mr. Speaker, we are 

working with the municipalities, we are working with First 

Nation governments, and there is more to come on that.  

Question re: Legal Profession Act review 

Mr. Cathers: We are going to return to an issue we 

have asked questions about for two days in the hope that we 

can finally get a reasonable answer. On Tuesday we were 

surprised to learn that the Minister of Justice did not seek 

advice from the Conflict of Interest Commissioner prior to 

involving herself in decisions on the Legal Profession Act, 

2017. The former Premier — a pharmacist — sought advice 

from the commissioner when rules affecting that profession 

were under development and was advised not to be involved 

in any decisions. In a situation that seems similar, the minister 

told us she did not seek the advice of the conflicts 

commissioner prior to her involvement in changes to the rules 

governing lawyers. 

One of the reasons we have a conflicts commissioner is 

so that it is not just left up to ministers to decide how they 

want to interpret the law. Will the Minister of Justice agree to 

seek the advice of the conflicts commissioner as I asked her to 

yesterday? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I am not in a conflict 

with respect to the Legal Profession Act, 2017. I am curious as 

to how the information in the preamble to this question could 

be brought before this House because any conversations 

between the conflicts commissioner and any former member 

of this House would in fact be confidential. 

This Legal Profession Act, 2017 is a bill that has been 

debated here extensively in this Legislative Assembly — all 

188 clauses of it, plus the title — and not one question was 

raised about any of those sections and how it might cause me 

to be in a conflict. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker: I am not in a conflict. There is no 

conflict between my public duties and my private interests. I 

would respectfully request that if the member opposite 

believes otherwise, that he take his insinuations and his 

innuendoes about my behaviour outside of this House and 

complain to the conflicts commissioner. 

Mr. Cathers: That answer is not going to cut it. We are 

not in a position to determine whether the minister followed 

the standards set out in the law, but neither is the Minister of 

Justice. One of the main reasons we have a conflicts 

commissioner is so that it is not just left up to ministers to 

decide how they want to interpret the law. 

Although the minister did not check with the 

commissioner first, like she should have, it is not too late for 

the minister to immediately seek his advice on three 

questions: First, should she have recused herself from 

decisions on the Legal Profession Act, 2017? Second, should 

another minister move the motion for third reading on the 

Legal Profession Act, 2017, and finally — prior to involving 

themselves in decisions relating to rules governing a 

profession of which they are a member — should ministers 

seek advice from the conflicts commissioner? 

The minister has a chance to do the right thing. Will she 

do that now? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, I have been hearing the 

same question being asked by the member opposite for three 

days now. The member asked the question, the question was 

answered — enough said.  

There is no conflict between my minister’s public duties 

and her private interests. I would caution the member opposite 

about drawing conclusions about things that are not similar. 

I’m not going to speculate as to why the member opposite is 

repeating himself. I’m not going to speculate as to why the 

member opposite is using his privilege as a Member of this 

House in this way. He is all bark and he is no bite. 

If the member opposite wants to make a complaint to the 

conflicts commissioner, do so. 

Mr. Cathers: We are not drawing conclusions. The 

Premier has an obligation to set the standards for the code of 

conduct of his Cabinet, and, in a situation that seems similar, 

we simply ask the minister to seek the advice of the conflicts 

commissioner. Will the Premier tell the minister to 

immediately seek the advice of the commissioner on three 

simple questions: Should she have recused herself from 

decisions on the act; should another minister move the motion 

for third reading on the Legal Profession Act, 2017; and in 

future, prior to involving themselves in decisions related to 

roles effecting the profession of which they are members, 

should ministers seek the advice of the conflicts commissioner 

before involving themselves in those decisions? 

Very simple question, Mr. Speaker — the Premier has an 

obligation to do the right thing. Will he do it now? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, I’m very proud of the 

work we do in this House. We are an open and transparent 

government. He has been told that, if the member opposite has 

a specific complaint, he knows exactly where the member 

opposite can go — the conflicts commissioner. Their door is 

open, but again, what we hear is the member opposite only 

bringing it up here in the Legislative Assembly, and not even 

in debate for Committee of the Whole. Every single one of the 

100-plus clauses — not one particular question from the 

member opposite on this particular issue. He’s all bark and 

he’s no bite, Mr. Speaker, and I’m extremely proud of my 

Attorney General and the rest of the Cabinet and MLAs on 

this side of the House. 

Question re: Whitehorse Correctional Centre 
phone system revenue 

Ms. Hanson: Change of pace here — the crime 

prevention and victim services trust fund annual report was 

tabled earlier this week. It notes revenue of over $17,000 from 

the inmate phone system. In doing a bit more research of past 

years, it seems that this item was added to the revenues of this 

trust in the 2014-15 fiscal year. In the last three years, the 

revenue adds up to close to $75,000. There is no indication in 



1794 HANSARD November 23, 2017 

 

the annual report as to how this source of revenue came about, 

or why. 

Can the minister tell this House who made the decision to 

direct these funds to the crime prevention and victim services 

trust fund and when it was made? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: My instinct is to indicate that it is 

by the commission — the trust fund board — but I will not 

speculate in answering that question for you, and I will obtain 

the answer for you because I don’t have those details. 

Ms. Hanson: I thank the minister for her response. 

We ask these questions sometimes because citizens raise 

them out of curiosity, at times, and because it is well known 

that contact with friends and family is an important part of 

rehabilitation. The notion of being charged is not new, but it 

was curious to people that phone calls by inmates have 

generated nearly $75,000 over three years. That is over $2,000 

per month. 

What is also unclear is whether this represents the full 

revenue from the phone system, or if it is only part of the 

revenue or the profit from the Whitehorse Correctional 

Centre’s phone system. 

Can the minister tell us if the jail’s phone system is 

contracted out to a private company, and, if so, what is the 

total cost? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Again, I very much appreciate the 

question. I think they are valid concerns. I appreciate the 

member opposite bringing them on behalf of her party, but 

certainly more importantly on behalf of constituents. It is 

information that I will obtain because I do not have it here 

today. I think those are excellent questions that should be 

clarified. 

Question re: Minimum wage 

Ms. White: Yesterday, the Ontario Liberal government 

passed a labour reform bill that will see all workers getting 

two paid sick days and — you may have guessed it, 

Mr. Speaker — a $15 minimum wage in just over a year. 

Ontario’s current minimum wage is $11.60 per hour, not 

much higher than Yukon’s at $11.32. So clearly, with political 

will, a $15 minimum wage is within reach for Yukon as well.  

But political will is sometimes tricky and it’s not evenly 

distributed. The Minister for Community Services has shown 

no interest in reviewing the minimum wage, even if he pretty 

much acknowledged last week that Yukoners earning the 

minimum wage are more than likely living in poverty.  

Mr. Speaker, with Ontario joining Alberta and British 

Columbia on the path to a $15 minimum wage, will the 

minister finally direct a review of Yukon’s minimum wage?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: For the record, I will just try to 

say that I am interested in doing analyses. I think from the 

very first question that was posed here in this Legislature and 

on my own work around it, we have been doing analyses; in 

fact, I provided a legislative return. I spoke with the statistics 

branch and we did some analysis. I’ve met, for example, with 

the Yukon Anti-Poverty Coalition to talk about their living 

wage calculations. We’re definitely interested in analyses.  

One of the things that the analysis showed us was that, 

although our minimum wage is lower than the minimum wage 

of the Northwest Territories and Nunavut, it appears that when 

we compare that minimum wage against a market-basket 

measure — sort of the cost of living for a modest family — 

we compare better than our minimum wage shows. So that is 

analysis that is important to do. There’s a process in place 

here. We have an Employment Standards Board. Their 

process typically is that, when we drop from the top half to the 

lower half, it will instigate a formal review. In the meantime, I 

will continue to do work as requested here in this House and 

by Yukoners.  

Ms. White: Mr. Speaker, that answer is disappointing, 

to say the least, but sadly, it’s not unexpected. People working 

a full-time job should not be living in poverty; it’s just that 

simple. The fact that minimum-wage workers in the 

Northwest Territories also live in poverty is not an excuse for 

the minister’s continued inaction.  

We’re clearly not getting anywhere with the minister, so 

let me ask the Premier a question. Over the last few months, 

the Yukon government has commissioned a review of the 

salaries and benefits for MLAs and ministers. Why does the 

Premier believe that MLAs’ and ministers’ pay should be 

reviewed but not that of minimum wage?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: The answer to that is quite obvious. 

These are legislatively mandated reviews that we undertake as 

a government.  

Ms. White: I think you’ll find that there is no mandated 

review within legislation.  

Mr. Speaker, it’s just not possible to make ends meet in 

the Yukon at $11.32 per hour. Our minimum wage is a 

poverty wage, and this government is refusing to do anything 

about it. It’s no secret that the Yukon NDP supports a 

$15 minimum wage, because we need to start closing the gap 

between our minimum wage and a living wage. But we’re not 

even asking the government to do that. We’re just asking the 

minister to request a review of the minimum wage by the 

Employment Standards Board. That’s it — just a review, just 

like the review this government has commissioned for the 

salary of its own MLAs and ministers. J.S. Woodworth once 

wrote — and I quote: “What we desire for ourselves, we wish 

for all.” Mr. Speaker, this government has an opportunity to 

live by those words.  

Will the Premier agree that it would only be fair for 

minimum-wage workers to get a pay review when MLAs and 

ministers are getting one themselves?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I have stood in this 

House and I stand again now. I don’t believe it is inaction; I 

actually have been doing analyses on the wage. The member 

opposite has stood and asked that we try to assess what is a 

real cost of living here — a market-basket measure for a 

modest family. I requested that work be done for the three 

northern territories. 

I provided the information that was available. It has been 

requested again that we go off and do it for the provinces. I 

am happy to do that work. That’s not inaction; that is a 

response to requests that have come from here.  
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The other thing I would like to say is that there is one 

province and one territory in the country where there is a cost-

of-living increase automatically put into the minimum wage, 

and that is the Yukon and, I believe, it is Saskatchewan. I 

think that’s a great thing. What we have here is that the 

minimum wage in Ontario and British Columbia will be going 

up, in 2019 and 2021 respectively, to $15 an hour. In the 

meantime, ours will go up because we have inflation.  

Mr. Speaker, I’m happy to do the work. I’m happy for it 

to go to the Employment Standards Board if we do drop into 

the lower half. Right now we are above average. 

Question re: Housing First project 

Mr. Istchenko: Yesterday, the minister responsible for 

housing announced a $2.7-million Housing First project next 

to the Wood Street School. It is also reported that this will be 

a 15-unit facility. $2.7 million seems like a low estimate for a 

facility this size. Can the government confirm whether this 

will be a brand new facility, or are they going to renovate an 

existing building?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question. As the 

members opposite can see, I am tasked with answering these 

questions today and I’m pleased to return with a specific 

answer to this question. I just don’t have it at my fingertips at 

the moment. I’m happy to do that.  

Mr. Istchenko: I was just hoping that all of the Liberal 

caucus across the way would have had this discussion and 

knew about this facility.  

With regard to this project, can the minister confirm 

whether or not any rezoning needs to be done with the City of 

Whitehorse to facilitate this project?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will try to provide some 

information but, as the Minister of Justice or Minister of 

Education has responded, we will endeavour to get fuller 

responses for the members opposite.  

The location is at the corner of Fifth Avenue and Wood 

Street. I happen to live across from that place when I’m 

staying here in town. It was a previous shelter, so I don’t 

believe it would require rezoning. It was deconstructed, I 

believe, late last fall. I have the old Santa Claus that sat above 

it, which they were going to throw it away. They offered it to 

my wife and me to have at our place. 

To confirm, we will check with the City of Whitehorse to 

ensure that there isn’t any need for rezoning. We will confirm 

about the price and what is involved in that price. 

Mr. Istchenko: That is interesting. My third question, I 

guess, can be around confirming whether consultations have 

taken place with the local businesses or the city — speaking 

of rezoning — and the school council responsible for the 

Wood Street School in deciding on this location for the 

Housing First project.  

My question would be: Was there any consultation when 

the government across the way decided to pick this location 

for the Housing First project?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: It is just by strange happenstance 

that I can answer this somewhat. Again, I will provide a fuller 

answer in time for the members opposite.  

My mother-in-law and I received a letter from the Yukon 

Housing Corporation about this, so there was some outreach 

to the neighbours in the area.  

Again, I want to confirm that this was a shelter and short-

term housing. It was a group home for a time and then it was a 

shelter. The use that is anticipated here is not incompatible 

with the use that has been there. I can say that, as a neighbour 

of this site, we haven’t expressed any concerns at this point.  

Question re: Community infrastructure 
development 

Ms. Van Bibber: I don’t want the Minister of Tourism 

and Culture to feel left out so I’m going to ask her a few 

questions about several communities.  

Mr. Speaker, we have heard from the Tourism sector that 

this year the Minister of Tourism and Culture and the Minister 

of Highways and Public Works had promised that the Dome 

Road in Dawson City would be plowed to the top. I assume 

this is to enhance winter tourism. As of this morning, reports 

are that it remains unplowed and even four-by-four vehicles 

are having trouble accessing it.  

Can the Minister of Tourism and Culture confirm whether 

or not the government made this promise and if they will live 

up that promise? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. Yes, I 

was feeling a little bit left out.  

We had many meetings with several communities 

throughout Yukon and we have spent a lot of time in Dawson. 

The Minister of Highways and Public Works and I met with 

the Klondike Visitors Association together and we had a very 

in-depth discussion about access to the Dome Road. I will 

have to ask the Minister of Highways and Public Works to 

give a specific answer around the plowing of that. We have 

put in some additional infrastructure. We have made some 

commitments. 

Of course it’s about developing winter tourism. We had a 

long debate last week around a motion to enhance winter 

tourism in the Yukon and we are very committed to it. We 

have undertaken a winter tourism summit that is happening on 

December 8 that will really focus on all communities in the 

Yukon in all sectors of tourism. We are embarking on a 

tourism development strategy for Yukon. Tourism is a high 

priority for this government and we certainly do see it as a 

way of diversifying our economy and building an industry that 

has been very important to the Yukon for decades.  

I will allow the Minister of Highways and Public Works 

to potentially — 

Speaker: Order, please. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Regarding the replacement of the 

Watson Lake Visitor Information Centre, the government 

announced a process on November 8 to review options for 

replacement, repairs and upgrades. Can the Minister of 

Tourism and Culture provide more details on this process — 

like when it will be completed and who will be consulted?  

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Certainly. Thank you very much for 

the question around the Watson Lake Visitor Information 

Centre.  
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As I was away from the House recently, and the motion 

was called in my absence — my colleagues worked very hard. 

We worked from Calgary to provide a very comprehensive 

response to this, which is that we are moving forward on a 

comprehensive community plan, working with all levels of 

government to, in fact, work with the community around more 

of a social development response to this. We see it as more 

than just a visitor centre. We see it as an opportunity to really 

work with the community and build partnerships. I do see the 

Member for Watson Lake reacting to this answer; however, I 

have a lot of strong ties to the Watson Lake community and I 

am very, very committed — as we all are — to not leaving 

any community behind. This is, in fact, one of our gateways 

into the Yukon and we really want to work with that 

community to find the right answers for them. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Now to something completely 

different. The riverbank at Fort Selkirk is eroding and 

deteriorating and each year it yields a little more to the Yukon 

River. Obviously the site is historic and an important part of 

our history in Yukon and especially to the Selkirk First 

Nation. If something isn’t done in the next few years, this site 

will be severely at risk. 

I’m wondering if the minister could tell us what work is 

being done to stop the erosion along the riverbank at Fort 

Selkirk. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. There 

are a number of historic sites throughout Yukon that are 

experiencing changes in climate and changes in river patterns. 

We have certainly seen it in other places. I was in Herschel 

Island recently where we watched huge metres of the banks 

just slough away. We know that this is an area for sure that we 

need to be mitigating. I was just at the federal-provincial-

territorial ministers meeting this summer. We talked about 

how to mitigate these risks to historic sites. We have a very 

dedicated team of people working diligently on finding ways 

to mitigate. 

I will get specific answers for your question and get back 

to you in a legislative return. 

 

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. 197 

Clerk: Motion No. 197, standing in the name of the 

Hon. Ms. McPhee. 

Speaker: It is moved by the Minister of Justice: 

THAT the Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to 

subsection 22(2) of the Human Rights Act, does appoint 

Marius Curteanu and Roxane Larouche to the Yukon Human 

Rights Panel of Adjudicators for a term of three years, 

effective immediately; and 

THAT Michael Riseborough be reappointed to the Yukon 

Human Rights Panel of Adjudicators for a term of three years. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The Yukon Human Rights Panel of 

Adjudicators has six members. The terms of three of those 

members are set to expire in December 2017. Accordingly, 

those positions were advertised and the all-party Standing 

Committee on Appointments to Major Government Boards 

and Committees reviewed the applications that were received. 

The committee put forward their recommendations for 

appointments to the panel in a report, tabled in the House on 

October 30, 2017.  

Each of the recommended applicants brings a variety of 

skills and experience to the panel, and I look forward to them 

being appointed and bringing their expertise to that work. 

Mr. Riseborough has extensive management experience in the 

public, private and community service sectors. He is currently 

a member of the panel and has been a member at various 

times since 2007.  

Ms. Larouche has experience in human resource 

management in the private, public and non-profit sectors. She 

is currently a member of the Human Resources Management 

Association and co-chair on a national recruitment and 

retention committee that is part of the Yukon’s labour market 

framework.  

Mr. Curteanu holds a master’s degree in international 

economic development and has over 20 years of experience in 

immigration, human rights and multiculturalism, education 

and diversity training. He was also a volunteer as a Yukon 

Human Rights Commissioner and a member of the BC 

Employment and Assistance Appeal Tribunal. 

I would like to thank the outgoing panel members for 

their service, Mr. Speaker, and all those who put their names 

forward to serve on this panel. Thank you also to the Standing 

Committee on Appointments to Major Government Boards 

and Committees for making these recommendations.  

 

Mr. Kent: The Official Opposition will, of course, be 

supporting this motion brought forward. We thank the 

minister for bringing it forward. Again, the three individuals 

who have been named here today — the minister did a great 

job of outlining their experience. I know all three individuals 

personally and I know that they will do a great job on this 

panel as well.  

I would like to again thank the all-party Standing 

Committee on Appointments to Major Government Boards 

and Committees, including, of course, the Yukon Party 

Official Opposition members of that committee, the Member 

for Watson Lake and the Member for Porter Creek North. I 

would like to thank all the members of that committee for 

their work in bringing these three names forward.  

 

Ms. White: We thank the outgoing members for their 

service to the community and we wish the three who have 

been appointed well. Of course, we will be supporting this 

motion.  

Motion No. 197 agreed to  
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GOVERNMENT BILLS 

Bill No. 10: Act to Amend the Income Tax Act (2017) 
— Third Reading  

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 10, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Mr. Silver.  

Hon. Mr. Silver: I move that Bill No. 10, entitled Act 

to Amend the Income Tax Act (2017), be now read a third time 

and do pass.  

Speaker: It has been moved by the Hon. Premier that 

Bill No. 10, entitled Act to Amend the Income Tax Act (2017), 

be now read a third time and do pass.  

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: It is my pleasure to introduce Bill 

No. 10, Act to Amend the Income Tax Act (2017) for third 

reading. I will be very brief. I am very pleased with the 

reception that the bill has received in the House so far. The 

bill is short, relatively simple and straightforward.  

Our intent with Bill No. 10 is twofold: first, in response to 

the most recent federal budgets, we must change references to 

the federal Income Tax Act concerning Yukon caregiver 

credit; and second, several minor sections of our act need 

consequential amendments to either facilitate the 

administration of the act, or to correct errors or commissions. 

Bill No. 10, as discussed recently in Committee, accomplishes 

these two very tasks. 

Finally, before I close, I do want to thank the officials 

from both my Department of Finance and the Department of 

Justice for all of their work required to bring these changes to 

the Income Tax Act to the Legislative Assembly. 

 

Mr. Cathers: Again, as these changes are largely 

reflecting changes in federal law, we will be supporting this 

legislation. We would note that some of the changes that the 

federal government made to tax credits, as has been talked 

about in the media recently, have had a negative impact on 

Canadians, including people who are unable to claim tax 

credits for things such as children with diabetes, but we 

recognize that the territorial government is not directly 

responsible for those federal Liberal tax changes that have 

hurt some of the more vulnerable members of Canadian 

society, so we will be supporting this legislation. 

 

Ms. Hanson: I am rising just to speak briefly to this. 

The Income Tax Act amendments — as the minister outlined, 

this is in large part an administrative bill, and we have 

indicated at first and second reading that we will support it 

and we will continue with that support. 

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 10 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 10 has passed this 

House. 

Bill No. 13: Missing Persons Act — Third Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 13, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Ms. McPhee. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I move that Bill No. 13, entitled 

Missing Persons Act, be now read a third time and do pass. 

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Justice 

that Bill No. 13, entitled Missing Persons Act, be now read a 

third time and do pass. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: We’ve heard a great deal during the 

debate on this bill in the House, and I want to take a few 

moments to thank all of the members who participated in that 

debate and had questions with respect to this bill moving 

forward. I also want to take a few moments just to review 

briefly before we finally vote on it. 

Missing persons legislation was initiated by our 

government as a direct response to the report of the Truth and 

Reconciliation Commission calls to action. It is also 

influenced by the concepts of the National Inquiry into 

Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls, and that 

was an important factor in considering this legislation, 

Mr. Speaker. In fact, community hearings of the national 

inquiry have taken place in several communities this summer 

and fall, including Winnipeg, which has had missing persons 

legislation in place since 2013. Several other jurisdictions do 

as well. 

In Yukon, it is the RCMP that investigates missing 

persons, and that is why the only enforcement agency 

mentioned in the legislation is in fact the RCMP. As members 

will recall, the bill is designed to give the RCMP an extra tool 

to investigate missing person cases.  

The RCMP may use this legislation for cases where it 

makes the most sense and where they need an efficient way to 

pursue leads based on information that the new legislation will 

allow them to gather. As a reminder, the act allows for two 

tracks for information. Primarily, a court-ordered process is 

described in the legislation, complete with the considerations 

that a judge must take into account prior to issuing an order.  

There are occasions in which the RCMP may make an 

emergency order, but it will be required to be reported by 

them and accounted for publicly. 

Mr. Speaker, as we have mentioned during debate, there 

are protections placed in this legislation for the public to 

ensure that the RCMP use the information for consistent 

purposes, but there is also a balance should the RCMP 

investigation that was begun with respect to a missing person 

turn into a criminal investigation. In such cases, information 

gathered pursuant to the Missing Persons Act could be used in 

relation to a criminal investigation if it related to the same 

missing person.  

There were a number of concerns expressed by members 

opposite in behalf of their constituents. I recall answering 

many questions and having a truly fruitful debate with the 

Leader of the Third Party with respect to issues that were 

raised by the Information and Privacy Commissioner. I 

understand that we have properly and comprehensively 

answered all of those questions for the members opposite on 

behalf of their constituents and on behalf of all Yukoners. As 

such, I thank the members opposite for their support of this 

legislation.  

Finally, I want to thank my colleagues in the government, 

the members of the Official Opposition and the Leader of the 
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Third Party for their support of this bill and what it aims to 

achieve.  

You will recall, Mr. Speaker, that this was a situation in 

which an amendment was brought forward by the Leader of 

the Third Party, and accepted and passed here in the House to, 

in my view, improve the bill that came forward.  

It is our goal to provide the RCMP with the tools and 

means to locate missing loved ones as quickly as possible, 

with balancing the privacy rights of individuals. This is a 

serious responsibility that we carry as legislators, and I truly 

appreciate the support that my colleagues have shown and will 

show today for this important new piece of legislation.  

 

Mr. Cathers: I won’t be long at third reading, as we 

have discussed this legislation at length in the House. As I 

noted earlier in my remarks on this bill, this is legislation that 

came at the tail end of the last of our mandate under the 

previous government, as a suggestion, from the RCMP, of a 

way that would help them respond better to missing person 

situations, including helping to respond to some of the issues 

identified through the missing and murdered indigenous 

women and girls work that has gone on across the country.  

With that, I will conclude my remarks. We will be 

supporting this legislation at third reading.  

 

Ms. Hanson: I too rise to speak at third reading of Bill 

No. 13, entitled Missing Persons Act. 

The minister will recall that, at the outset of debate on 

this bill, I did raise some questions about consultation and 

about the necessity of yet another piece of legislation when, 

from the analysis of the experience of other jurisdictions, this 

may be legislation that responds more to perception than 

reality. 

I do acknowledge — and I thank the minister for 

amending this bill to provide for a review five years from the 

date of enactment of the Missing Persons Act.  

We finalized review of this bill on October 12. I want and 

need to put on record some information received by my office 

November 2 from Kaushee’s Place. As you are aware, 

Mr. Speaker, Kaushee’s Place is a women’s shelter 

established almost 40 years ago to assist women fleeing from 

violence. 

If I may, I will read into the record their concerns with 

respect to Bill No. 13, entitled Missing Persons Act. 

“We received a letter regarding Bill No. 13 Missing 

Persons Act in July of 2017 from the Department of Justice.” I 

will note also that there is an organization — an amalgam of 

about 11 women’s organizations that responded to this. “We 

contacted … with Yukon Government and were told that 

privacy safeguards would be put in place for women fleeing 

violence and so RCMP members who are spouses of missing 

persons would not have access to the case. A survey was sent 

out which we completed.  

“In October 2017, we followed up with…” the contact 

person that we had been given with the Department of Justice 

and we were told that person “… was no longer working on 

the bill and instead we received a response from…” another 

Justice person who said “… the bill was now ready for 3
rd

 

reading. 

“Our concerns about this bill include the following: The 

women’s shelter in Yukon have not been consulted about this 

bill like in other jurisdictions. There is nothing in the bill that 

acknowledges that most often the partner of a woman fleeing 

violence is the one who makes a missing person report to 

RCMP. There is nothing in the bill to protect women fleeing 

violence who are the spouses of RCMP members. No legal 

action or proceeding can be made against RCMP under this 

act. What if it is misused? What if it is used by an RCMP 

member to locate their spouse who has fled a violent 

relationship? We know of several cases of women being 

assaulted by their RCMP partner. There is nothing in this bill 

that specifies the time frame of records that third parties 

would need to provide RCMP. There is not a section specific 

to domestic violence and privacy safeguards for victims of 

domestic violence in this bill like in the missing persons bill in 

Alberta. This bill may increase risk for women fleeing 

violence as many abusers file missing persons reports, and 

women who have fled a violent relationship are at heightened 

risk once they leave the relationship. Hearings regarding this 

bill are limited to RCMP and judges and do not include 

organizations who support women who are fleeing violence to 

ensure safety for women who have left a violent relationship. 

Providing records of women’s stay at women’s shelters could 

put women, their children and transition home staff at risk.  

“It is all concerning and being pushed through.” 

Mr. Speaker, I put this on the record because it is 

important.  

So I had, at the outset, suggested that, based on the 

feedback from the Information and Privacy Commissioner 

that the government consider pressing “pause”. I’m not 

suggesting at this stage — I am saying this for the record 

because it is important and because the voices of these 

women’s groups who do work with women and children could 

be missing, by this definition. It needs to be known and it 

needs to be on the record, because it was not a part of this 

discussion leading up to this bill getting to this stage.  

We are past that now, but I want to reiterate my October 

12 comments that, at a minimum, the inclusion of a review at 

five years gives an opportunity to, over the next five years, 

determine whether or not the concerns that people have raised 

about the excessive reach and, I would suggest, the very real 

concerns with potential and serious negative consequences, 

such as outlined by Kaushee’s Place — concerns of abusing 

legislation, expanding and extending the reach of the RCMP 

— that those concerns and that overview are absolutely 

warranted.  

As this legislation is implemented, the minister carries a 

duty to ensure that the concerns raised by people who live and 

work with people fleeing violence are not caught into a web, 

however well-intentioned, as a direct result of this act.  

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate at third reading?  

If the member now speaks, she will close debate. Does 

any other member wish to be heard at this time?  
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Hon. Ms. McPhee: I will just take a couple of moments 

to respond to the comments by the Leader of the Third Party. I 

am very interested, always, in comments like those she has 

read into the record here today. I take issue with the idea that 

none of these things were discussed. They weren’t discussed 

here in the debate in the Legislative Assembly, but they 

certainly were discussed in the development of the bill. The 

bill, of course, is for a specific purpose and a specific purpose 

only.  

I note the comments made and read into the record, 

because they are all important issues — please, don’t anyone 

misunderstand that violence against women and fleeing 

violence and domestic violent relationships as not a key 

priority for me in this work, because it is. But that is not 

necessarily what this act is about. I don’t discount any of it, 

other than to say that the letter that has been referred to by the 

member opposite — she says it came to her on November 2 

— a similar letter arrived in our office yesterday. I would have 

loved to have known about the letter on November 2 so that 

we could have addressed some of these issues with the 

community. I will certainly undertake to do that now and 

address any of the concerns they may have. I am pleased to 

meet with them personally to describe the details of this 

legislation, if necessary. We will determine what their wishes 

are with respect to that.  

I want to be clear that those concerns were not brought to 

our attention in the format of a letter that has been described 

here, but conversations did take place and issues were 

considered. Mr. Speaker, you will recall that one of the 

provisions of this particular legislation is that when a missing 

person is located, the first question the RCMP must ask that 

person is if they wish to be located — if they wish their 

whereabouts to be known. That is a requirement of the 

legislation and presumably will protect individuals — women, 

men, all people — who might be fleeing or choosing to not be 

carrying on their regular lives and work, and disappear for 

whatever reason they choose, presuming that they are safe.  

As a result, those are my comments in response to the 

debate here today. Again, I’m pleased that we will be 

supporting this legislation.  

 

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. 

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. 

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. 13 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 13 has passed this 

House.  

Bill No. 9: Act to Amend the Pounds Act (2017) — 
Third Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 9, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Mr. Pillai.  

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill No. 9, 

entitled Act to Amend the Pounds Act (2017), be now read a 

third time and do pass.  

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Energy, 

Mines and Resources that Bill No. 9, entitled Act to Amend 

the Pounds Act (2017), be now read a third time and do pass. 

 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: Mr. Speaker, the Pounds Act provides 

a legislative framework to address the issue of stray livestock 

in Yukon. The Pounds Act sets out what responsibilities 

livestock owners have, what offences livestock owners can 

face if their animals stray and what processes must be 

followed when an animal is impounded. The amendments to 

the Pounds Act focus on updating, simplifying and 

streamlining it with other legislation. In addition, we are 

ensuring that the people responsible for enforcing the act and 

issuing tickets are public servants, not contracted workers, 

which will reduce the risk and liability to the Government of 

Yukon.  

We are expanding the act so it applies across the territory, 

which will help us manage the issue of stray livestock and 

address a gap in service, and we’re expanding the definition of 

animal to be the same as the Highways Act so there won’t be a 

gap in service or responsibility. 

There was only one concern raised by the members 

opposite, which was timing and length of consultation. I 

acknowledge that the summer is a very busy time for our 

stakeholders. We did receive a good number of responses 

from our consultation processes, and we felt comfortable 

moving forward with the amendments. 

There were a couple of questions raised, including criteria 

for buyers of animals sold at auction and feral horse 

management. We want to ensure that people who purchase 

animals at an auction have the means to properly care for 

them. Criteria for buyers of animals sold at auction will be 

included in the operational guidelines and will be developed 
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in coordination with the Department of Environment. The 

Department of Environment is responsible, of course, for the 

managing of feral horses in Yukon. 

In closing, I would like to thank the members of the 

Legislative Assembly for their participation in the 

modernizing of this statute. I’m confident that this new 

legislation will contribute to animal welfare and public safety 

in Yukon for years to come. 

 

Mr. Cathers: We will be supporting this legislation. I 

appreciate the minister acknowledging the concern that we 

had, which was that the consultation on this legislation 

occurred at a time of year that is not an easy time to get the 

attention of farmers, who are probably the most directly 

affected by this legislation potentially. Again, for the record, 

noting that we had requested an extension of the consultation, 

I know that it may not have been an option available to the 

minister to extend that consultation because of decisions 

around the table. I do note as well that in discussions with the 

agriculture sector, both individual farmers and groups, that 

there have not been any specific concerns identified in this 

area. The legislation appears to be a good policy. I would just 

put the caveat on our support that any time consultations are 

rushed, there is the risk that even industry associations may 

not realize something that may affect one of their members, so 

just putting that on the record. I do, though, give the minister 

and the department credit for listening to specific concerns 

that have come forward from Yukoners by agreeing to put in 

place operational guidelines related to the sale of animals at 

auction. 

I would also note that the only feedback I heard about 

from stakeholder groups and farmers involving officials was 

credit to the officials for their helpful explanations in walking 

them through the legislation. Again, with the exception of the 

concern about the speed of the consultation, it does appear to 

be filling a gap and modernizing this legislation, so we will be 

supporting it at this time. 

 

Ms. White: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I thank the 

minister for making his officials available, and again thank 

them for what was easily the most thorough briefing I’ve ever 

had before on legislation — from having copies of the survey, 

the “what we heard” document, including printed copies of 

both the original act and then the amendment and how it 

affected it — it was fantastic. It was the first time I didn’t 

have to leave trying to figure out what we were changing. 

So again, thanks to the officials. Thanks to the Member 

for Lake Laberge for bringing forward his concerns about the 

animal health ones. They went through options. 

On a different note, Mr. Speaker, after driving home from 

Haines Junction after dark, I look forward to the ability of 

horses along that road to be cared for and removed from 

places next to the highway. I thank the minister for bringing 

this forward and we will be supporting the act. 

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 9 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 9 has passed this 

House. 

Bill No. 14: Legal Profession Act, 2017 — Third 
Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 14, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Ms. McPhee. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill 

No. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017, be now read a 

third time and do pass. 

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Justice 

that Bill No. 14, entitled Legal Profession Act, 2017 be now 

read a third time and do pass. 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: We have covered significant 

ground during the debate of this bill in the House and I want 

to take a few moments to discuss the bill before the final vote. 

As we all know, the Law Society of Yukon has been 

asking for this updated legislation for many years. I would 

like to thank the society once again for their role in bringing 

this bill before the Legislature. Your representatives have 

given many hours to this project over the years — and more 

recently, over the course of the summer and the fall of this 

year — working with Department of Justice staff to draft the 

legislation that will usher the legal profession in Yukon into a 

modern era of self-regulation, ensuring that the public interest 

is safeguarded at all times. 

Indeed, this legislation brings Yukon more in line with 

other Canadian jurisdictions in the way that the provision of 

legal services are regulated and provides the profession with 

flexibility to adapt to changes in the common law, best 

practices and processes, as technology and the profession 

inevitably evolve. 

This act allows for the creation of new categories of law 

society members as alternative service providers, as they 

continue to become more commonplace in the provision of 

legal services and for the scope of those services to be 

articulated through a regulation and the rules of the society. 

We have also fully updated the complaints and discipline 

streams, while providing for those dealing with the issues of 

incapacity to be dealt with outside of the disciplinary process 

in a separate stream. 

The act provides significantly updated provisions 

designed to deter unauthorized practice of law in the Yukon 

by way of increased fines and also, allows the society to seek 

interim orders to stop unauthorized practice without a charge 

being laid. This will allow the society to end unauthorized 

practice while an investigation can be carried out and 

disciplinary measures can be applied, if appropriate. 

With respect to some of the questions from the members 

opposite during Committee of the Whole, I would like to take 

just a moment to touch on how this legislation will serve to 

ensure that the public interest is served by the Law Society of 

Yukon and its executive. In doing so, I would like to reiterate 

that this bill regulates the legal profession in the public 

interest. That is its purpose. There are no provisions that can 

be construed as serving the interest of the members of the 
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society. The entire bill — covering the licensing, governance, 

regulation, fee structures, discipline and sanctions — is meant 

to stand up to public scrutiny and ensure the accountability of 

the law society, its executive and its members alike.  

In reference to the questions that we heard regarding 

section 19 as an enabling provision for future regulation of 

paralegals under the Legal Profession Act, 2017, I believe that 

this is a critical addition to the legislation in that it will allow 

government to be responsive should other legal professions, 

such as paralegals, seek their own category of membership 

under the act and the rules of the society. Again, it is about 

future evolution. 

Besides the overall protection of the public interest — 

made clear through the bill’s objects clause in section 3 and 

throughout the overall structure of the statute — the functions 

of the public members appointed to the executive and the 

various committees established under the act are quite 

important to upholding the public interest. They will provide 

balance and an independent point of view to the decisions 

made by those bodies. 

As Minister of Justice, it is my job to ensure that these 

appointed public members are of the highest quality. They 

will have a key interest in the legal profession and justice 

issues and will be outstanding members of our Yukon 

communities. We will also seek broad representation by 

gender, geography and skills. These are all traits found in 

those public members whom I have worked with previously 

and generally for those who come forward to serve the society 

in the capacity of public member appointees.  

At this time, I would like to thank the members opposite 

for their comments and questions during second reading and 

Committee of the Whole, and express my gratitude for their 

support of this important legislation. I would also like to thank 

the officials of the Department of Justice for their time and 

efforts, throughout the last several months in particular, 

working with the Law Society of Yukon and other legal 

stakeholders on the drafting and provisions of this legislation.  

As I have previously noted, this bill has been of particular 

interest to me, having formerly been the president of the Law 

Society of Yukon and a member — like yourself, Mr. Speaker 

— for now more than 25 years. I am very pleased that the 

legislation will bring the legal profession in the Yukon and the 

Law Society of Yukon forward with a modern and flexible 

governing statute to regulate the profession in the public 

interest. 

 

Mr. Cathers: In rising to speak to this legislation, I do 

want to, first of all, acknowledge the work of the law society 

and other members of the Yukon’s legal community for their 

work on this legislation. I do just also want to note that we 

appreciate their work. We appreciate the need to update this 

legislation. The questions that we have been asking the 

Minister of Justice — to no avail — do not detract from our 

appreciation of the work put in by other members of the 

Yukon legal community.  

I’m not going to spend a lot of time recapping that but I 

do think it’s important to note, first of all, for the record that 

in this case, when I first asked the minister whether or not she 

sought the advice of the Conflict of Interest Commissioner 

prior to involving herself in decisions on this legislation — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: Member for Mayo-Tatchun, on a point of 

order.  

Mr. Hutton: Thank you, Mr. Speaker — Standing 

Order 19(c), needless repetition. That question has been asked 

and answered four times here this afternoon. I submit that’s 

enough for all members of this House.  

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, on the point of 

order.  

Mr. Cathers: On the point of order, Mr. Speaker, to 

start censoring that type of question or any question would be 

a grave departure from past practices of this Assembly. I 

know the member is relatively new, but I do not believe there 

is a point of order in this case. I was simply speaking to the 

legislation and bringing forward the concerns of the Official 

Opposition.  

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, I understand your 

point, but you have, in my recollection over the last two or 

three days, asked the same questions. Standing Order 19(c) 

speaks to repetition, but obviously it is modified by needless 

repetition. I understand that it’s difficult for the Chair or the 

Speaker to interpret what needless repetition is in the context 

of what the member’s overall message is so, at this time, I will 

allow you some latitude to continue.  

 

Mr. Cathers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am just going 

to briefly note this. I’m not going to spend a lot of time on this 

point. I just want to note that when we first asked the minister 

questions about whether she had sought advice from the 

Conflict of Interest Commissioner, the planned supplementary 

question was asking the minister to share a copy of that 

advice, which, of course, every member can choose to do if 

they wish to do so. We were actually quite surprised to find 

out that the advice had not been sought.  

I do want to clarify, as well, that the only statement or 

accusation we are making is that the minister showed an error 

in judgment in not seeking that advice. I’m not going to spend 

a lot of time reiterating my previous points. Clearly the 

minister has specifically chosen not to do as we asked, and 

seek the advice of the conflicts commissioner on the three 

questions we think she should. First, should she have recused 

herself from decisions on the act? Second, should another 

minister move the motion for third reading, which she has 

now moved? Finally, prior to involving themselves in 

decisions related to rules governing a profession of which they 

are a member, the minister should seek advice from the 

conflicts commission.  

Again, I want to clarify that for the record. For the 

Hon. Premier and others, I’m quite happy to repeat this 

outside of the Legislative Assembly. We have asked a 
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reasonable question that Yukoners deserve an answer to. 

Again — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: The Hon. Premier, on a point of order.  

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Speaker, with all due respect, I 

do believe you were going to give some latitude. The member 

opposite is clearly not listening to the recommendations of the 

Speaker of the House, and I’m asking the member opposite to 

get on with it.  

Speaker: Just for greater clarity and for the record, 

what concern is the Hon. Premier raising — which Standing 

Order? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Sorry, Mr. Speaker — I thought that 

was obvious. It is Standing Order 19(c). 

Speaker: Are there any further submissions on that 

point of order?  

Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, I don’t believe there’s a 

point of order. I think I’m well within the latitude that is 

common in this Legislative Assembly.  

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: I believe one of the final comments that the 

Member for Lake Laberge made was that he was moving on 

to a different topic but I may be mistaken in my memory. But 

if you are, that would be appropriate.  

 

Mr. Cathers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Actually, I was 

done with that point. I do think it’s important to note for the 

record the reason we had this concern and also to make it clear 

that we were simply asking questions, not making accusations 

— other than of an error in judgment. 

In moving on to the legislation itself, I would note that we 

do look forward to the legislation passing the House, but we 

did feel it was important to bring forward these concerns at 

this point in time. With that, I will conclude my remarks.  

 

Ms. Hanson: I’m happy to rise to speak in support of 

Bill No. 14, the Legal Profession Act, 2017. I appreciate the 

minister providing an overview again — a summary of the 

key elements of this very lengthy piece of legislation.  

As we’ve noted in the long discussion that we’ve had on 

this legislation, it’s something that has been anticipated in 

terms of modernizing the framework for the operation of the 

legal profession in the Yukon. I am satisfied with the very 

detailed conversations that we’ve had throughout the debate 

that addressed the concerns that we have raised, particularly 

with respect to the protection of the public’s interests in light 

of the movement from government oversight to self-regulation 

by the legal profession. 

I think that the examination of this legislation has served, 

if nothing else, as a very good tutorial for the rest of us who 

knew nothing at all about the legal profession. I thank the 

minister for that. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on third reading of 

the Legal Profession Act, 2017?  

If the member now speaks, she will close debate. Does 

any other member wish to be heard?  

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the comments from the 

Leader of the Third Party. My only comment in response is to 

note that the submission here today from the Member for Lake 

Laberge had absolutely nothing to do with the bill. From that 

point of view, I don’t really know what their comments are.  

Nonetheless, we will see how they vote. I appreciate the 

opportunity for this bill to come through and for the details of 

it to be discussed, as they have been in this House. 

 

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. Ms. Dendys: 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. 

Mr. Istchenko: Agree. 

Ms. Hanson: Agree. 

Ms. White: Agree. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 15 yea, nil nay. 

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried. 

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 14 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 14 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. 

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 
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Chair (Mr. Hutton): Order, please. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order.  

The matter before the Committee is continuing debate on 

the proposed amendment to clause 21 in Bill No. 6, entitled 

Public Airports Act. Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

Bill No. 6 — Public Airports Act — continued 

Chair: I will now call Committee of the Whole to 

order. The matter before the Committee is continuing debate 

on the proposed amendment to clause 21 in Bill No. 6, entitled 

Public Airports Act. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Mr. Chair, thank you and I thank 

the members for this opportunity to continue our forensic 

debate on Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act. I have with 

me this afternoon Allan Nixon, the ADM for Highways and 

Public Works, Transportation and Bhreagh Dabbs, our 

counsel. 

I think where we last left off, we were discussing clause 

21(k). The proposal before us this afternoon is to amend the 

wording and so we put in “parking lot lease rates” — I think is 

the wording suggestion. We on this side of the House — this 

government is not in support of the members’ opposite 

suggestion for a very good reason and I would like to delve 

into that for a second.  

I am not going to belabour this debate much longer, but I 

do want to say that, were we to follow the suggestion — the 

amendment — we would actually be hurting industry and the 

Yukon people because we would be severing the advisory 

committee’s ability to actually have any input on rates, so that 

we’re still stranded in the Financial Administration Act 

pertaining to the airport. They would be able to have a say on 

parking and lease rates, but all the other fees that pertain to 

landing at the airport and operating would be cloistered — 

stranded — in the Financial Administration Act and beyond 

the purview of the committee.  

That would not be transparent and not even very handy 

for people when they’re looking for stuff around the airports 

to have to go to different acts and fuddle around the library 

fees and all those other fees in the Financial Administration 

Act to actually find out how much it costs to use our airport. It 

just doesn’t seem like a good use of it. It is not convenient or 

handy or transparent and so we on this side of the House will 

not support the amendment, and I think that’s where we will 

leave it for today and move forward on the debate.  

Chair: Are you prepared for the question on the 

amendment? 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: A count has been called.  

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of the amendment to 

clause 21 please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: The results are five yea, 10 nay. 

Amendment to Clause 21 negatived 

 

Chair: Is there any further debate on clause 21? 

Mr. Cathers: I just would note for the record that we 

are disappointed to see that we gave the minister an 

opportunity to limit the scope of fees to the fees that he said 

were the only ones that were going to be dealt with under this 

legislation and, unfortunately, the government has not 

supported it. 

I will just lay the question out there — we understand that 

the Financial Advisory Panel report has identified the 

possibility to raise fees across a great number of areas, 

including, we suspect, airports and to generate up to — I 

believe it was $60 million in revenue for the government per 

year as a result of fee increases. 

I would just ask the minister which fees in this area does 

the government plan to raise once this act is brought into 

effect? 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m very disappointed that the 

member opposite continues the fearmongering, innuendo and 

hypothetical situations.  

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order  

Chair: Mr. Cathers, on a point of order.  

Mr. Cathers: I believe the term “fearmongering” has 

been ruled out of order in this Assembly on many occasions 

and I would ask you to call the minister to order and have him 

retract that statement.  

Chair’s ruling 

Chair: On the point of order, Minister Mostyn, perhaps 

you could find a more suitable word. I know you have a much 

better vocabulary.  

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I’ll retract 

the “fearmongering”, Mr. Chair, in the spirit of cordiality in 

these waning days of this session. I would do that gladly; 

however, I mean, we have seen so much innuendo and stuff 

happening on the floor of the House these days that it is kind 

of disappointing and I’ll just leave it at that.  

As far as the fees go, Mr. Chair, as I said just a few 

moments ago, we now have a structure within this piece of 

legislation that allows any changes, were any to be proposed 

by future governments, to actually come before an advisory 

committee — a mandatory advisory committee — one that 

we’ve created through amendment. So now were we to 

actually seek — not “we” but some future government — 
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some sort of fee increase, it would actually come before the 

advisory committee for comment. I understand why — this is 

new business. This is a new way of doing things. In the past, 

all of these fee increases were done behind closed doors, 

sequestered in a Cabinet room or somewhere, Mr. Chair. But 

we want to be open and more transparent, and provide the 

community the ability to know ahead of time what is being 

proposed and be able to comment on the changes. I think that 

is a very positive step for our community, for the territory’s 

airports and for society as a whole.  

So that is my response, Mr. Chair.  

Chair: Is there any further debate on clause 21? 

Clause 21 agreed to 

On Clause 22 

Clause 22 agreed to 

On Clause 23 

Clause 23 agreed to 

Mr. Cathers: I would like to, at this time, move an 

amendment, based on the amendment that the Minister of 

Justice brought into the Missing Persons Act, which includes a 

review clause.  

 

Amendment proposed 

Mr. Cathers: I move:  

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended by inserting the following clause immediately after 

clause 23 on page 9 and by renumbering the latter clauses and 

any cross-references to them accordingly: 

“Review of act:  

“(1) At least once every five years, the minister must 

cause there to be a review of this act and must submit a report 

respecting the review to the Legislative Assembly within one 

year after the commencement of the review; and  

“(2) for the purposes of subsection (1), the first five-year 

period begins on the day after this section comes into force.” 

I do have copies for distribution. 

Chair: The amendment has been reviewed and is in 

order.  

It has been moved by the Member for Lake Laberge: 

THAT Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, be 

amended by inserting the following clause immediately after 

clause 23 on page 9 and by renumbering the latter clauses and 

any cross-references to them accordingly: 

“Review of act:  

“(1) At least once every five years, the minister must 

cause there to be a review of this act and must submit a report 

respecting the review to the Legislative Assembly within one 

year after the commencement of the review; and  

“(2) for the purposes of subsection (1), the first five-year 

period begins on the day after this section comes into force.” 

Is there any debate on the amendment? 

 

Mr. Cathers: In the interest of time in the House, I’m 

going to be very brief in speaking to the amendment — just 

noting that the wording is borrowed directly from an 

amendment that the Minister of Justice brought in to amend 

the Missing Persons Act and insert a five-year review. We’re 

making the same suggestion for the Public Airports Act that 

the NDP made with regard to that piece of legislation. Since 

the wording is borrowed, with the exception of the references 

to numbers in the section of the act from the Missing Persons 

Act, it should also allow the government to not be delayed in 

the passage of this bill because the French text of the 

legislation can be pulled from the other bill upon which this is 

based. Again, this would simply insert a five-year review. If 

the government chooses to support this, it would be seen by 

the aviation community, which is concerned about this bill, as 

a good-faith gesture to ensure that the legislation will come 

back for review within five years after the act is proclaimed 

into force. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for his 

continued interest in this piece of legislation. 

We have spoken to industry and have had feedback on 

what changes they wanted to see about this legislation. This 

was not one of them, Mr. Chair. As a matter of fact, the 

legislation would be continuously monitored by the 

mandatory advisory panel that we put in place.  

That advisory committee will provide advice on how well 

the act is working and will suggest any changes that are 

needed. It will oversee the regulations as they come forward. 

That is one of the reasons why the advisory committee is in 

place — continuous input — and, as a result, such a review 

clause as the member is suggesting is really unnecessary in 

this case. 

This government will not be supporting the member’s 

amendment. 

Mr. Cathers: In the interest of time, I am going to be 

very brief, but I just do feel that it is important to note that a 

number of the members of the aviation industry actually asked 

the minister to pause the bill and to take it back out for public 

consultation. There are many more concerns identified than 

the simple amendment — the only amendment that the 

government agreed to support. 

It is clear that the government is not going to support this 

and it is unfortunate, but we have seen this government talk 

the talk on collaboration, but it doesn’t put their money where 

their mouth is and that is unfortunate. 

Ms. White: Understanding, of course, that I do not 

have a background in law, my hope is that, if this makes sense 

to the drafters in the room from a standpoint of a review — I 

don’t know that building safety is a bad thing. 

With the Missing Persons Act, the reason we asked that it 

go in is that it was something that required a review. The 

Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board has a five-

year review. There are lots of other pieces of legislation that 

the Yukon government has that have the review in for the 

process. For example, if it turns out that something isn’t 

working so well, it can be adjusted and strengthened. If it is 

working fine, then the review says that everything is going 

well and to stay the course. 

If the minister can elaborate a bit more as to why he feels 

that the appointed board or the advisory panel or — I have 

forgotten the language because it has been awhile since we 

talked about this — but if he can address why he believes that 
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they can cover that without there being a requirement for a 

legislative review, then I would appreciate that. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the member opposite for the 

question on this issue. 

Mandated reviews, such as the one that the member 

opposite has flagged — and these other pieces of legislation 

— I note that there are many pieces of legislation without 

such mandated reviews, and the reality is that such reviews 

are very expensive. They are time-consuming and we want 

this piece of legislation to be nimble. There is no preclusion 

for changes in the future. 

As a matter of fact, we are going to have an advisory 

committee in place that will actually be providing regular 

input into the state of the act, the state of the regulations and 

the state of the airline industry.  

My officials, this government and I feel very comfortable 

that there are checks and balances — far more checks and 

balances than the aviation industry — that the community and 

our airport users have ever had in place through this piece of 

legislation. With the mandatory advisory committee in place, 

then that will certainly provide the feedback, the input, the 

conduit for communication with the government that will 

provide that safeguard.  

Chair: Is there further debate on the amendment?  

Are you prepared for the question? 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: A count has been called. 

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all those in favour of the amendment to 

Bill No. 6 please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: Would all those opposed please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: The results are six yea and eight nay. 

Amendment to Bill No. 6 negatived 

On Clause 24 

Chair: Is there any debate on clause 24? 

Clause 24 agreed to 

On Title 

Title agreed to 

 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Mr. Chair, I move that you report 

Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, with amendment. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. McPhee that the 

Chair report Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, with 

amendment. 

Motion agreed to 

 

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is Vote 3, 

Department of Education, in Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 

minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair: Order, please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order. 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Vote 3, 

Department of Education, in Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

 

Department of Education  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I would like to take the opportunity 

to welcome here with me today the Deputy Minister of 

Education, Rob Wood, and the ADM in charge of operations, 

Cyndy Dekuysscher. Thank you very much to both of them 

for joining me in the House today. 

I rise here today to speak about the Department of 

Education’s first supplementary budget for 2017-18. Through 

the Department of Education, the Government of Yukon 

develops, provides and supports programs and initiatives that 

help Yukoners. We help Yukoners to learn essential skills to 

become happy, healthy and thriving citizens; we help 

Yukoners to access post-secondary education and training, 

and we help Yukoners to find employment, or sometimes get 

back to work. 

In this supplementary budget request, the Department of 

Education is requesting a net decrease of $8,928,000 in 

funding. This includes a $725,000 increase for operation and 

maintenance expenditures and a $9,653,000 decrease for 

capital expenditures. The overall decrease in expenditures 

requested for 2017-18 reflects deferred funding for capital 

projects that have been deferred into next fiscal year. 

With respect to the operation and maintenance budget, the 

department is requesting an additional $725,000 for operation 

and maintenance expenditures, with increases for Public 

Schools and an overall decrease for Advanced Education and 

Yukon College. With respect to Public Schools, an additional 

$1,894,000 is requested for operation and maintenance of the 

Public Schools division. 

With respect to the Commission scolaire francophone du 

Yukon, of this $1,894,000, an increase of $1,787,000 is 

requested to support our work with the Commission scolaire 

francophone du Yukon, or what is also known as the CSFY, to 

support Yukon’s francophone students. This funding, 

Mr. Chair, will include an increase to the funding formula, 

which is driven by enrolment, that supports the CSFY 

operations, as well as supporting custodian roles at the school 

as CSFY takes on responsibility for those positions; 

100 percent of that funding is recoverable from CSFY, as per 

a formula agreement. 

There is an increase of $67,000 requested to address a 

change in accounting practices for public school programs. 

The Auditor General of Canada recommended that funding 



1806 HANSARD November 23, 2017 

 

streams for some school programs should not be funded 

through transfer payment agreements. These programs include 

the home tutor program, innovation funds, Yukon First Nation 

cultural inclusion, community-based orientation and elder in 

the schools programs. This increase results from funding that 

schools have returned to the department from their trust 

accounts. 

Going forward, funding for school-based initiatives in 

these areas will be approved and controlled by the school 

superintendents. It’s a new way of doing things. I think I 

should be clear that those programs are not ending. 

A transfer of $40,000 from the Advanced Education 

division to the Public Schools division is requested to fund a 

temporary position that will support and train administrative 

staff in our schools — supporting the administrative staff in 

schools across the territory. 

As we all know, the administrative staff in our schools are 

often the first point of contact for members of the school 

community, as well as an important organizational support for 

the staff at the school — the teachers, the administration and 

students. 

This transfer will ensure that these front-line staff have 

the necessary training and support that they need to do their 

jobs well and consistently in order to support students and the 

schools. 

Mr. Chair, a total decrease of $42,000 is requested under 

the Advanced Education division; $40,000 of it reflects the 

temporary transfer of funding to support a temporary position 

to provide the assistance and training to school administrative 

staff — the one I just mentioned — and the remaining 

decrease of $2,000 represents a change in the cash flow 

requirements for the Canada-Yukon job fund. 

With respect to Yukon College, a decrease of $1,127,000 

is requested for the Yukon College. With recent changes to 

the federal regulations, the letter of credit can be increased for 

Yukon College with respect to pensions. This change allowed 

the college to meet their pension funding obligations with no 

additional strain on government resources. 

With respect to the capital budget, the department is 

requesting a $9,653,000 decrease in capital funding for 

2017-18. Work on the demolition of the old F.H. Collins 

Secondary School building was delayed because of a higher-

than-estimated amount of hazardous waste found in the old 

building and on the site. Remediation of the soil was also 

required after the old building was removed, Mr. Chair.  

The Site Assessment and Remediation unit and Property 

Management division are working to ensure that the site is 

ready for development, and this work is underway — as 

we’ve heard recently in answers to questions here in this 

House. I can confirm that it has been completed but there is 

testing to be done. We are now planning to move forward with 

completing additional work around F.H. Collins Secondary 

School, but that will start in the 2018-19 fiscal year because of 

this delay with respect to the property. 

These projects — I’m very pleased to say, Mr. Chair, on 

behalf of F.H. Collins and the Department of Education — 

include a basketball court, an outdoor learning space, a new 

weight room, and 20 to 30 new parking stalls at the north end 

of the school. These new recreational facilities and other site 

features will be ready for the 2018-19 school year. As these 

projects have been deferred, a reduction of $2,998,000 is 

requested for the F.H. Collins replacement project and site 

development projects on that property. These are long 

overdue, Mr. Chair. I’m very pleased that we’ll be making 

progress to complete these services for F.H. Collins and the 

surrounding community. 

$595,000 is requested for the renovation work at the 

technical education wing at F.H. Collins Secondary School. 

During the course of the renovation work, hazardous building 

material was discovered and affected the timeline for the 

tender and for design and renovation of that work. I’m happy 

to say that this project has now been completed. Again, the 

technical wing and the building of F.H. Collins and the 

surrounding services and facilities have been a long time 

coming and we’re happy to move forward on those items for 

the school community. 

Mr. Chair, as you know, we have been working with the 

CSFY on the design for a new francophone high school. The 

plan is for the new high school to be built on the site of the old 

F.H. Collins Secondary School building. The remediation 

work from this fall, 2017, is completed and the next step is 

testing to confirm that it was successful and that it is safe to 

proceed with this site. Once we have confirmation, we will 

update the timeline generally and the construction timeline is 

part of it for this project. 

At this point, we can project that construction will not 

start during the 2017-18 year, so the funding needs to be 

deferred. We are committed to providing a secondary school 

for Yukon’s francophone students and look forward to 

beginning construction. Further details on this project are still 

under confidential negotiation — a joint settlement committee 

with CSFY and conversations between the departments and 

our one-government approach. We look forward to sharing 

more information as it becomes available. 

These requested changes to the department’s 2017-18 

budget reflect our ongoing work to deliver high-quality 

education programs and services to Yukon learners of all ages 

and to work within our existing funding as much as possible 

to deliver value for money. Many of our priority projects will 

continue into the next fiscal year and we look forward to 

continuing discussions on their progress and how the 

Government of Yukon is supporting Yukon learners to 

develop skills, access post-secondary training and become 

lifelong learners. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I would like to thank the DM and the 

ADM for attending today to help the Minister of Education 

and for appearing in the Legislature. 

On January 23, 2017, the Yukon government announced 

its school curriculum changes and they were set to take place 

in September 2017. We have been assured that the rollout is 

happening as was planned. We have heard numerous 

complaints from parents and school councils about the lack of 

consultation and the content of the new curriculum because 

there has been a lot of confusion about the lack of letter 
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grades. This is a government that campaigned on the promise 

that Yukoners would be heard. 

Can the minister tell us any feedback they have received 

to date from either parents or school councils or education 

staff on the new curriculum? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for the question. 

I am going to, I think, start with a small personal 

experience. I have been going to as many school council 

meetings as I can get to and I was at Whitehorse Elementary 

last week. Of course school council is made up primarily of 

parents related to that school.  

The administration is there for the purposes of attending 

the school council meeting. I also then had the opportunity 

this week to attend three grade 4 and 5 classes at Whitehorse 

Elementary. I relay this story because it was at that school 

council meeting that I heard some extensive information about 

work the school council is doing with parents — separately 

with a group of engaging parents, a group of engaging 

teachers, and then dealing with students — with respect to 

focus on their school, how it’s going and the new curriculum. 

As a matter of fact, I also happen to know that the 

principal at Whitehorse Elementary has taken on a leadership 

role and has been looked to by other schools in the territory, 

primarily in Whitehorse — other elementary schools — for 

how they are implementing the new curriculum at that school 

and how the students and the teachers are adjusting to that. It’s 

all extremely positive feedback. 

I want to hear from constituents, if you have them, about 

concerns they might have, but just with respect to that 

anecdote, it was an extremely positive experience. I can 

indicate that change is difficult — it always is. The focus of 

the new curriculum — among other things, one of the focuses 

is to make our life and history and culture and heritage of the 

Yukon front and centre into the classrooms. That includes, if 

not focuses on, First Nation ways of knowing and doing. 

I find this to be an extremely positive move, an extremely 

progressive move for our schools, and we have not heard the 

same kinds of criticism that you have, but I encourage you to 

send people to us, if that’s the case. I have conferred with the 

officials; we’re not getting that same kind of feedback. Of 

course some parents are concerned. As a matter of fact, one of 

the questions at the school council was about that and about 

how both the school council members, the administration of 

that school and the parents are getting together to have 

conversations about how that works. 

I should also note, in answer to this question, that the 

results of the public engagement survey are on the website 

with respect to the feedback that was given with respect to the 

new curriculum. I have to say that the vast majority of that 

work was done before I was here, because the new curriculum 

has been developed over the last number of years. It came to 

my desk in the fall or December of 2016, after being sworn in, 

but it was well on its way to being finalized and implemented. 

I should also indicate that parents, in respect to your 

specific question, can receive letter grades if they want to. We 

have developed equivalency guidelines that meet and correlate 

with the old letter grade system and the new assessment 

system so that, as we change, there isn’t a sort of line in the 

sand or a fence to jump over, where it used to be one way and 

it’s now the new way. We completely appreciate that there 

will be a period of adjustment and that maybe, in the not-too-

distant future, there will be progress into the new areas of 

assessment, but parents are old school. Even young parents 

are a bit old school when it comes to school marks. We 

certainly are trying to accommodate them in that way. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Thank you, that is good to know. We 

were just wondering then — it always goes back. I know 

when we were getting briefed by the staff of the Department 

of Education, it is the communication factor. So are parents 

aware that they can still get — especially for those old-school 

parents, as you say — sort of like, I know what an A is and I 

know what a B is? So if that is available and reports or 

outcomes and progress can be relayed to the parents, it would 

be interesting to know. A lot of people don’t always check a 

website. So is this available to parents?  

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Let me answer the question this 

way — parents have been advised that is the case, but I take 

the point that maybe there is a possibility of some parents not 

knowing that. I know that, on an individual basis, if they raise 

concerns, they are certainly receiving that information. It 

might be a good time for us to remind school councils and 

school administration — maybe in a Christmas newsletter — 

now that the elementary schools have been doing this since 

September, a good four months by the beginning of the 

Christmas break, to check in to make sure that is the case.  

The experience that we are having at the department is a 

positive one, for the most part. But I am mindful of the fact 

that we want to make sure that people know that, during this 

transition, they can have those kinds of opportunities. But for 

the most part, parents are pleased. The first set of assessments 

or report cards are just sort of coming out. The schools have 

been in around two months now or almost three, I guess. 

Parents are finding — I won’t speak for them — that they’re 

getting far more detailed assessments under the new process 

than just a B or a C or an A, because while we think we know 

what those mean, the details that are required for the teachers 

to give to parents with respect to whether or not their children 

and the students are meeting the expectations — the first step 

of that is, you know, what are the expectations? My example 

back to Whitehorse Elementary is that there has been a lot of 

work done with students of all grades over the last month or 

two for them to help formulate what those are. The students 

are actually helping with that — so to determine how they’re 

interested, how they want to learn and how they are going to 

achieve the goals that are in the curriculum. So while not 

putting too much pressure on them, it is a collaborative 

approach with the teacher. The parents have been very 

receptive to that, in my experience recently at Whitehorse 

Elementary, which is my most recent experience.  

The detail that is required for teachers to provide to 

parents is going to be far more extensive than it has been in 

the past. I should also add that the schools are distributing a 

chart that shows the equivalency between the grades and the 

descriptions. I know some may have already done that. I saw a 
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draft of it a few days ago — or they will be distributing it in 

the very near future. It helps with the equivalency, but again 

the option is there for them to have letter grades if they 

choose. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Yes, those are good ideas — a 

newsletter, as you said, and perhaps report cards. There could 

be a little envelope of information there. 

Does the Yukon government’s redesigned curriculum 

feature a technology education plan to provide students with 

building blocks of computer literacy, including coding, to 

prepare them for careers perhaps in the field of information 

and communication technology? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you for the question. Yes, 

the new curriculum or the redesigned curriculum does have a 

large technology component in it for the purpose of expanding 

the skill set of students in the very modern world. You may 

recall from the budget last year that a big component was the 

leasing of iPads to support the new curriculum and the 

learning that will happen in schools. I am advised as well that 

there is a coding component to that as early as grade 5 or 6, so 

that students — well, I don’t pretend to know much about 

coding — in grade 5 and 6 will be able to out-code us all very 

soon. 

Yes, absolutely. There is also the introduction of 

whiteboards and those kinds of learning tools in many of the 

elementary schools. As schools evolve, if I could say it that 

way, with their technological requirements and the ways in 

which they can have hands-on learning with kids so that they 

do acquire these skills, they are being supported in that way. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I was reading the Yukon Foundation 

Skills Assessment and the FSA results from 2016 show results 

at a grade 4 level and then again at a grade 7 level for 

numeracy, reading and writing. It appears that between grade 

4 and grade 7, the percentage goes down in all three areas. 

Can the system track why this is happening and if there 

are areas to improve upon to make sure the kids are learning 

their three Rs and this tremendous range between three grades 

doesn’t keep happening? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate the question very 

much. This is absolutely a key concern for the department. I 

would venture to say that these numbers have been relatively 

consistent over the last number of years. I would also venture 

to say that the department and I are working on how we can 

target exactly that problem. I think, like all issues, Mr. Chair, 

there is more than one solution to any one problem, and we 

will need to be able to deal with it from a variety of 

perspectives. 

One, I think, is the new, redesigned curriculum. It is 

designed to allow us to identify what is happening between 

those grades and try to address it in a way where students 

become the centre of the learning and where their skills can be 

enhanced, as well as meet the objectives of the learning 

through that period of time. 

I would say that one of the others is a focus on reading 

interventions during that period of time. Literacy skills are a 

key component to student success, of course, and this 

government is committed to improving that, and the 

department is working on these issues, Mr. Chair. 

Addressing the literacy needs, of course, is a complex 

task as it is and will be for dealing with the facts that the 

member opposite had in the preamble to her question. None of 

these solutions will be overnight, but it certainly is a piece of 

the puzzle moving forward. We hope the new curriculum will 

help put the focus there; we hope that an emphasis on literacy 

and numeracy skills in the redesigned curriculum will help 

that as well. 

We also have some work to do with respect to early 

education and early learning. There are studies to suggest that 

a key component and a key element of how a young person 

carries on through their education and learns — in whatever 

arena, in whatever format — is formed very early in their life, 

between the ages of being born and three or three-and-a-half 

years old. It is an important focus that we assist and that we 

expand, if necessary, and that we take a look at what those 

early learning outcomes are — and intervention at that age 

with families and expanding a school community. There are 

some programs where children come for one half of a morning 

a week, they get used to school and they get used to the older 

kids, and they’re toddlers. Among other things, the early 

learning component is critical. 

One of the other issues — or, hopefully, items that we can 

focus on — is attendance. If children aren’t in the school, they 

can’t be part of the class and they can’t be part of the school 

community. Sometimes there is an adverse effect on them as 

part of the larger community, frankly. They can’t learn and 

they can’t achieve what they all want to achieve, which is 

great numeracy and literacy skills. 

As a result, it has been one of the elements of education 

that I have been focused on and that I have asked the 

department to focus on, so that, as a web of responses — none 

of these things, one at a time, is going to work to completely 

change those numbers from grade 4 to grade 7, but some of 

them will work in some place, and some of them will work in 

others, and we hope that the myriad of options and focus on 

having our learners reach their full potential will be the 

outcome. 

Ms. Van Bibber: One of my questions was about 

attendance and how it is tracked to make sure that those 

children do appear — every child in school every day. I know 

it’s a difficult issue, for sure. 

This assessment goes on to separate First Nation and non-

First Nation students, and the numbers are even more 

startling. Again, from grade 4 to grade 7, the drop is even 

more significant. I can see the reason for a huge dropout rate 

among our First Nation students — because they’re just not 

learning. 

Is there a plan in place to assist those students who are 

obviously falling behind, somewhere in that three-year level, 

and to ensure that they improve their academic results? I do 

know we have a huge system of supports in our schools, but I 

was just startled to see the figures. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I just wanted to confirm a number, 

and we’re looking for it — if that will be of some assistance.  



November 23, 2017 HANSARD 1809 

 

In response to the question that has been asked — and I 

appreciate it — we have education agreements with a number 

of First Nations here in the territory because they too are 

concerned. It’s a topic at the Yukon Forum; it’s a topic that 

always comes to the table when I or my colleagues meet with 

First Nation governments. The Government of Yukon has 

signed education agreements with six — I have the number 

now — First Nations in the Yukon, including Tr’ondëk 

Hwëch’in, Vuntut Gwitchin, Selkirk First Nation, Kluane First 

Nation, the First Nation of Na Cho Nyäk Dun, and 

Carcross/Tagish First Nation. That’s just one piece of the 

puzzle. 

I think I have already said quite a bit about the new, 

redesigned curriculum. Hopefully new ways of learning will 

address the fact that not only some First Nation students, but 

some other students in our schools — we’re just not meeting 

them where they are. We’re not conveying the information to 

students in the way in which the modern-day student is 

learning. I know that the new redesigned curriculum is to 

address that.  

There are also a number of pilots of specialized support 

for K to 3 in seven schools in the Yukon Territory. The pilot 

of that specialized support is designed to ensure that students 

are ready to learn by grade 3. So if we can get the early 

learning in this pilot for specialized support to make sure that 

from kindergarten to grade 3 we are giving the children a 

foundation, then we will see better outcomes in grades 4, 5, 6 

and 7. I think we’re really trying to focus on programs that 

will, as early as possible, change the way that students learn 

and meet them where they are so that we can, in fact, have a 

serious impact. 

Just to add to that, I have a note here that the early 

intervention pilot project offers targeted literacy and school 

readiness support to primary students over a three-year period 

from kindergarten to grade 2 in seven classrooms. They are in 

Takhini Elementary, Jack Hulland Elementary, Elijah Smith 

Elementary and Tantalus School. 

If we are seeing the results here that we expect, we will 

continue to expand that because we know how important it is. 

It is like the foundation of any building. If it is solid, what 

comes after that comes easier and becomes, in this analogy, a 

strong education and a strong ability to learn over years — 

lifelong learners — which is what the goal is. 

Ms. Van Bibber: The implementation of the First 

Nation ways of knowing and learning can be startling to new 

educators and new teachers from outside the territory, creating 

a very different environment and we also know there is an 

issue of trust with many First Nation families and parents due 

to many factors around schools. The schools, I know, are 

trying to be active in ensuring that their areas are more 

welcoming and comfortable for families. 

Is there a noticeable increase in parents interacting with 

the educators and helping their children through the school 

system? Maybe this is a factor in the drop in — what 

programs can we encourage parents to interact in with the 

school that maybe are new and innovative? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: It is a very important question that 

is asked and I don’t at all mean to sort of not answer it 

directly, but there is a bit of an explanation.  

What we’re finding is that, back almost to the first 

question asked of me, the more information and the broader 

scope of information, the more detailed information that’s 

going from schools to parents about students and their 

learning and their path through school — we found that it’s 

bringing more parents into the schools. The one thing we do 

know is that parents’ involvement with a student’s education, 

whether it be in kindergarten or grade 12 or beyond, is a 

primary indicator of success for students. Regardless of their 

background, regardless of socio-economic status, regardless of 

any of the other details, parents who are involved with their 

children through the school system and involved — it doesn’t 

have to be every basketball game — in other ways throughout 

their education is a primary indicator of success. 

Collaboration between parents and teachers in schools is 

absolutely critical.  

There have been mentioned trust issues with the schools. 

The schools I have visited — and that’s almost all of them — 

have truly taken a focus with respect to understanding the 

issue of welcoming families — all families — and particularly 

First Nation families because of the history. Again, just from 

my own observations, I can say that the community schools 

seem particularly well suited for taking on the new redesigned 

curriculum, because they’re often doing projects, doing 

activities, having programming that involves being out on the 

land and involves being out in their communities, because, 

quite frankly, they have been a few steps ahead of the new 

curriculum. It is an excellent way for families to be involved 

and, in a small community, the school is often the centre of 

many activities in the territory. 

In addition to that, the training for school staff — all 

school staff have been required to take the Yukon First 

Nations 101 training through Yukon College for the purpose 

of having an excellent background. They have more 

knowledge in their own arena. They can appreciate Yukon 

First Nation ways, not only ways of knowing and doing, but 

Yukon First Nation history and heritage, and presumably be a 

better participant in the school system in any of those 

communities, or in any communities where there are First 

Nation students. 

We had the introduction of cultural inclusion standards 

this year in schools, which we expect will have a great effect 

— again, one piece of a very large puzzle. Literacy and 

numeracy are really foundational in the new curriculum, and 

we expect and hope that those changes will show 

improvements over the years. I think there’s one exception to 

this, but we’re fixing it. 

There is guaranteed representation of First Nation 

governments or First Nations themselves on school councils 

throughout the territory.  

The guaranteed representation of those individuals on 

those school councils I can tell you from experience is critical, 

because it always brings — any group of diverse people 

coming together always bring a perspective that adds to the 



1810 HANSARD November 23, 2017 

 

group and adds to the diversity of the school council and the 

decisions that they make about individual schools and student 

learning. 

Ms. Van Bibber: During the radon testing in a variety 

of the schools, a number of buildings showed higher levels 

than normal and the need for remediation. This remediation 

was undertaken in an order of priority, but I understand a few 

of the schools are still going through tests. 

Can the minister provide a schedule for this work as it is 

taking place and has there been any disruption to the schools’ 

daily activities? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think the dates I’ve been given are 

— over the next two to three weeks, all schools will be visited 

and a new schedule for radon-testing equipment for the 

purposes of getting baseline with respect to those schools, and 

then an updated list of priority, if I can say it that way, for re-

testing — going back to re-test or remediate some issues, if 

they are found — will begin as a result of that baseline. The 

plan is also for that to happen in the next — let’s say in 

December of 2017, and then again in March of 2018, so that 

we can gather the data that will be necessary. 

Sorry, just to clarify — the testing equipment has to be 

there for a while, so it will go out in December and be picked 

up in March so we’ll have that data — is what I should have 

said. 

There will be no disruption to schools, based on making 

sure that we can get that data. 

Ms. Van Bibber: This week, I’ve been asking 

questions on student support services. Thank you for the 

Legislative return yesterday.  

The question that I had asked was whether there was a 

backlog or not. In the report it states how many current cases 

are students that Student Support Services are working with. 

What I was specifically requesting though is: How many 

students are currently waiting to be seen by the department, 

meaning a backlog. I would point to this section in the 

legislative return called “summary of process for referral to 

Student Support Services” — point 3 of that act states that the 

school-based team invites relevant Student Support Services 

staff to participate based on the nature of the concern or issue 

that has been identified.  

Step four states that Student Support Services and the 

school-based team will collaborate on a recommendation for 

whether a referral is needed or not. 

What I was wondering was: How many students, if any, 

are currently at steps three and four, as outlined in that 

legislative return? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I do understand the question now. I 

don’t have that number with me. It is a bit of a moving target, 

obviously, because, as you can see from the chart in the back, 

students might move from one of those areas to another. I 

think this is the same number. 

The information that I have been given — and I will 

confirm this — is that the school-based teams, as has been 

said in the question, invite Student Support Services staff to 

participate. There is not an assessment done automatically — I 

think that is fair to say — because that may not be necessary 

for a student. Clearly, in some or many cases, an assessment is 

required, but part of the decision about getting to the 

assessment is the concept of a school-based team and Student 

Support Services working together with the staff, with the 

teacher and with parents to determine what the best course of 

action is. 

I would like to be able to say that there are X number of 

students in a queue waiting for an assessment — I think the 

question is that they have made the decision to have an 

assessment, but when is the assessment going to happen? 

They’re on a list, but when will an assessment happen? I 

would like to say that I can provide that answer. I will 

endeavour to do so, but I don’t know that it is ascertainable 

with any certainty, except for sort of today or tomorrow or 

next week, depending on the day. 

I have now been told there are 104. That’s territory-wide. 

I just want to make sure — and I’m answering your question. 

I think you’re asking that a determination had been made that 

an assessment should happen, but the assessment hasn’t 

happened yet. That is, I think, where we are. 

Ms. Van Bibber: In the minister’s legislative return, it 

states that, when a new referral comes to the Student Support 

Services and after those initial steps, as you had outlined, are 

completed, staff initiate a response within four weeks. Just for 

some clarity, does that mean that the staff will actually see a 

referred student within four weeks, or does it mean simply 

that the department has the file and they’re going to figure out 

how to step the student through within that four weeks? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I think, in fairness, it depends on 

the case and I am not trying to be obtuse about it. I think, in 

some cases, it will mean that someone comes out to see the 

student at the school, and in other cases it will mean that they 

cooperate and they have a meeting within that period of time, 

or at least by that — I am having difficulty properly 

answering that. 

The other piece I want to make clear is that the number of 

104 students is not necessarily a backlog. They are in the 

process and the assessments will go forward as they are 

available. I struggle with this as well, in that I am trying to 

provide the answers for the member opposite, but it is not — 

and I know that she is well aware of this — as simple as you 

pass the line for assessment, then you get in this line, then you 

wait for an assessment, and all the assessments happen either 

by the same team of people, by the same professional or by 

the same principal. It is a very fluid process because the 100-

percent goal is to provide students with the services that they 

need. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I have just one more question on 

Student Support Services. In the table, there is a number after 

each consultant type. Does that mean, for example, speech and 

language pathologist listed as “4”? Are there four people who 

do that? I just want to clarify that the specialist categories are 

that particular number. Are these positions for specialists 

currently staffed with permanent and full-time employees, and 

is it sufficient for 104? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Yes, the numbers on that chart 

behind those professional designations are the number of 
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people who are employed in those positions. There are 21 

people providing services — not in addition to those, but the 

number of people providing student support services as 

consultants in the department — the most recent number I 

have is 21. So those individuals are part of that number of 21. 

The information that I have today is that they are all currently 

staffed, although there are some individuals who might not 

work full-time or might work — I want to say on contract, but 

certainly not as a full-time FTE for every position. There is a 

variety, based on the needs. 

Ms. Van Bibber: We had heard the original plan to 

build the new francophone school was for approximately 200 

students, and now we understand that the number is going to 

be for 150 students. Can the minister give us an enrolment 

projection, and when the school is anticipated to be full? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: I appreciate having a chance to 

speak with the officials. 

Mr. Chair, the current enrolment at École Émilie 

Tremblay, in their high school or secondary school division — 

the number we have is 58 students, but I must indicate that 

this number includes grade 7. I understand the enrolment in 

grade 7 to currently be 18 students. Projecting the enrolment, 

going forward, is a complicated issue. It is my understanding 

that the CSFY intends that the grade 7 students would attend 

at the new French first language high school — that’s their 

intention — and so the number of those current students in 

that situation is 58. 

I can tell you that the CSFY would also say that their 

enrolment at the secondary school level is being affected by 

lack of proper facilities for secondary school students. I can 

also indicate that — and maybe these are answers to future 

questions that I expect will come from my friend on the other 

side of this House — the budget for this project, as everyone 

has probably heard by now a few times, is $20 million, not 

including the Canadian Heritage piece, and that it can 

appropriately accommodate a 150-student school. There is the 

likelihood that some students will return to, or decide to go to, 

the French first language secondary school who currently 

don’t go to the secondary program at the current French 

school. 

The CSFY would say — and I don’t disagree — it is 

based on the facilities that are available. The system itself is 

projecting — when the school would be full is not something I 

am going to speculate on. It’s just not a possibility. 

What I can say is that enrolment in schools in the Yukon 

Territory is growing in all sectors. It is certainly growing with 

respect to the French first language school, and the 

anticipation would be that building a 150-student school is the 

appropriate number for all of the reasons I have said — 

budgetary responsibility, availability of classroom space. One 

of the reasons that the French first language secondary school 

— we have every hope to believe — will go next to F.H. 

Collins and next to Selkirk school, where there is French 

immersion in both communities, is that ultimately some space 

or programming can be cooperative. 

Ms. Van Bibber: As we had said, we heard the original 

number was 200. Because of the amount set aside for the 

building — it was a hard budget — is that why it’s for 150 

students now? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Some of the early projections — 

and I’m trying not to speculate on this — might have been 

based on the cost of building F.H. Collins, and that was a 

number of years ago now. Obviously the costs increase as 

time goes by with respect to what a dollar can buy in the 

world of building capital projects. But that’s not really the 

focus. The current enrolment — the projections that have been 

done, or tried to be done, by the department and others 

involved in this project indicate that the 150 students will be 

adequate for a very long time to come. 

I can also indicate that the design is not complete, but you 

have heard that there is up to $7.5 million from Canadian 

Heritage for community-type spaces. I think the individuals 

who work on this project are trying to build a modern school 

with modern amenities, and community-heritage-cultural 

component community spaces that will serve the entire 

community well. 

There is a gymnasium planned that will allow two 

gymnasiums to be side by side — the one at F.H. Collins and 

the one at the new francophone secondary school. As a result, 

we hope — along with that and the other things I have 

mentioned earlier about the outdoor facilities that will be 

completed at F.H. Collins — for that area of our city to 

become a very well-used location for all kinds of cultural, 

heritage and sport activities. 

Ms. Van Bibber: The minister tabled a legislative 

return today about the O&M costs of the new francophone 

school and the document says that the government estimates 

are $895,000. I’m sure we will get a detailed breakdown as we 

go through into the spring session. Could we know whether 

there are going to be decreases in the number of teachers and 

resources at other schools due to students moving into the new 

school, such as École Émilie Tremblay? The O&M costs 

might go down there — or will they be shifted to the new 

school? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you very much for the 

question. Teachers and education assistants at schools, 

sometimes staff at schools, are all based on the allocation 

given to the schools, which is based on enrolment. It is not 

possible at this point for me to say that some students — a 

bunch of high school students in Porter Creek — all of a 

sudden want to go to the French first language high school. 

We have no way of knowing that.  

Rest assured that those numbers for each individual 

school are based on enrolment. I expect that, once we move 

58 students from École Émilie Tremblay to the new French 

first language high school, there is likely to be an adjustment 

in the O&M costs at the current French first language school 

up in Copper Ridge because there will be fewer students there. 

As far as losing teaching positions, losing EA positions or 

losing administrative staff positions, I wouldn’t expect so. As 

I said earlier, the enrolment overall for the territory is growing 

in almost all sectors, and certainly in this sector, and those 

numbers are allocated to schools based on the enrolment. 
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Ms. Van Bibber: Watching the time, I would like to 

switch up the game. 

Constituents have raised concerns this year regarding 

safety issues on the school bus. Overcrowding, in particular, 

has been mentioned. While it is understandable that perhaps 

the registration process was problematic and accounted for a 

lot of last-minute changes, I think the overcrowding is a 

problem and creates headaches for drivers, parents and, of 

course, the children — and difficulty keeping up on the route 

schedules. 

Is the Minister of Education able to confirm whether steps 

are being taken to mitigate this concern, and if options are 

being looked at to address overcrowding on school buses? 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: The department continually works 

to ensure that its students are safe. Obviously effective 

transportation to and from school every day is a critical part of 

the services that are provided to students. Whenever school 

busing concerns are raised, the department works directly with 

the busing company on a regular basis. In particular, the ADM 

we have here today works with the busing company on a 

regular basis and those families who are affected to ensure the 

concerns are properly addressed. 

If there is overcrowding for a short period of time — 

because while we in this House may find it hard to believe 

that it changes so regularly, apparently it does. If it was just a 

day or two or a short period of time, efforts would be made to 

address that on an individual basis without changing a route or 

adding a bus, that sort of thing, but if it was a consistent 

situation, then it would need to be addressed properly because 

safety is a concern. 

I happen to know that, at the beginning of this year — it 

has already been alluded to — because of the families getting 

around to registering their kids often quite late during the 

summer, this year in particular, there were a number of 

concerns raised. We responded — not me personally; the 

department responded. I know we got a couple of calls back 

from individuals — constituents, though not my constituents, 

but other Yukoners — who said, “I called and I spoke with the 

person in charge of this at the department and the adjustment 

was made very quickly,” and they appreciated the service. 

It is a moving target. I can also indicate that it is a priority 

for us to make sure that children are properly bused and are 

safe on their bus. We will be making great efforts to remind 

parents to register their children in advance. We have already 

had some discussions about that. We have already had some 

ideas about having them register perhaps before children leave 

school in the spring or early summer here in the territory, so 

there isn’t the sort of idea that I have to get to that in the 

summer, but reaching out to parents in March, April and even 

May, to determine who is going to be on the bus next year. If 

that changes, that’s a lot easier than dealing with 1,400 people 

we thought were coming and probably do eventually show up, 

but weren’t registered. 

Lastly, I’ll say that behavioural issues or concerns with 

respect to students on the buses, if they were to arise, are 

reported by the driver to the school principal. The feedback 

I’m getting — again, it’s anecdotal — at school council and 

meetings with administrators is that they’re very pleased with 

the current bus company, the service that is being provided, 

and the way in which they respond. 

I know some of my colleagues and I have been at school 

council meetings in their neighbourhoods and their 

constituents have brought concerns forward. I can think of one 

where a bus went on the wrong road early on and immediately 

we made a call, and that was clarified and an apology went to 

the school council. It was a mistake early on. 

I say that only to illustrate that busing issues are critically 

important. We know how they important they are to parents 

and students. It wasn’t that long ago — it doesn’t feel like that 

long ago — when my little one was going on a bus, and if I 

thought for a second that — he’s not little anymore. He’ll kill 

me for saying that — if he was going on a bus, I needed to 

know that he got on that bus at home, on the country road, that 

he was getting to that school safe and he was going to be 

brought home safely.  

We completely understand and appreciate how important 

that is for parents and for students — but also parents and 

families. Yukoners rely on the safety of this process and the 

security of this process, because often they’re at work, or 

children go to different locations after school, and that web of 

things that happens with school buses and students in this 

territory is enormous. Providing that service is something of a 

challenge, but it is a challenge that we meet every day. Any 

complaints about that should please come to the department, 

so that they can be addressed immediately. 

Ms. Van Bibber: This was a big one. I too have been 

attending a few school council meetings and talking with 

parents and members of the staff. The other big safety concern 

is school drop-off areas, both at Jack Hulland — it is a huge 

concern on Fir Street — and at Elijah Smith in the 

roundabout, where people go in and then come back out on to 

the turnaround, creating a backlog danger. In fact, Elijah 

Smith said it is not a matter of if a child is going to get hit, it is 

when, due to uncontrolled crossings. 

Teachers do the best they can. I know Jack Hulland has 

tried parental help to try to keep students safely crossing the 

street, but they have been accosted by other parents and that 

quickly becomes an issue, so it is not working. 

I just wonder if the minister is interested in considering 

funding and helping the city with an interest in changing some 

of the access in and out of the school areas. 

Hon. Ms. McPhee: Thank you very much for this 

question. It is a great opportunity to speak about some work 

that has been going on in this area. It’s absolutely a concern 

for the department. It doesn’t really feel like that long ago, but 

I was at Jack Hulland — I know that has been brought up. My 

colleagues who represent ridings in Porter Creek also have the 

same concerns. 

I can’t say too much about it, Mr. Chair, but 

conversations are happening with the City of Whitehorse, 

again with the idea of bringing a number of resolutions to this 

issue or to this problem. I know that, in some areas, we need 

to look at where students cross — whether or not that is where 

the crosswalk is, or whether it’s where — by virtue of a group 
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of students and the convenience and where the houses are — 

that maybe they don’t cross where the crosswalk is. 

In addition to that, there is the option of some crossing 

guards. I know at Elijah Smith it has been, I think, a volunteer 

for a very long time who was a crossing guard there.  

I know there’s one in Riverdale who seems to be a 

student, but I think we should look at trying to help with that a 

bit better. 

The conversations with the city involve crosswalk 

locations, lights, whether or not we can partner with them for 

the purpose of sharing costs, or those kinds of things, to 

address these issues. It’s not just the schools you have named, 

although that’s clearly an important piece; it is something I 

have asked the department to come back and tell me about the 

cost for putting flashing lights at all schools — elementary or 

otherwise — in the territory because, as the member opposite 

has partially indicated, it’s dark a lot of the time the kids are 

going to and coming from school here in the territory. 

I should also indicate that one of the pieces of the puzzle 

— and I keep going back to that analogy, but I think it’s a 

good one — is that the RCMP are running a Think of Me 

student competition currently to promote driver safety. We 

think the more opportunities there are to address these issues 

at every level — student level, administration level, 

government level — the better. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Seeing the time, Mr. Chair, I move 

that you report progress. 

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Van Bibber 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?  

Chairs report 

Mr. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole has 

considered Bill No. 6, entitled Public Airports Act, and 

directed me to report the bill with amendment.  

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill 

No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, 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.  

 

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.  
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Yukon Legislative Assembly  

Whitehorse, Yukon  

Monday, November 27, 2017 — 1:00 p.m.  

 

Speaker: Je vais maintenant appeler l’Assemblée à 

l’ordre.  

 

Prayers  

Withdrawal of motions 

Speaker: The Chair wishes to inform the House of a 

matter relating to the Order Paper. Motion No. 215, notice of 

which was given last Thursday by the Member for Lake 

Laberge, has not been placed on today’s Notice Paper. Part of 

the motion is now outdated as the House has now given third 

reading to, and passed, Bill No. 14, Legal Profession Act, 

2017. 

DAILY ROUTINE 

Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order 

Paper.  

Tributes.  

TRIBUTES 

In recognition of National Day of Remembrance and 
Action on Violence Against Women 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I rise today on behalf of the Liberal 

caucus to pay tribute to December 6, Canada’s National Day 

of Remembrance and Action on Violence Against Women. 

On this hard day, we remember 14 young women 

studying at École Polytechnique in Montreal who were killed 

simply because they were women. National Day of 

Remembrance and Action on Violence Against Women and 

the ongoing challenges and violence facing women, those who 

identify as women or non-binary, is a solemn reminder that 

we still have so much to do to combat gender-based violence. 

This is an ongoing crisis. We need look no further than at the 

situation facing our indigenous communities and the tragedy 

of missing and murdered indigenous women and girls to know 

that we have a real problem in this country. 

In Yukon, the rates of violence against women are almost 

four times higher than those in the provinces and those rates 

are higher still for indigenous women and girls. 

This year, several high-profile campaigns on social media 

like the #MeToo campaign, which I participated in, and 

recurring instances of sexualized violence in the workplaces, 

politics and police forces have demonstrated how pervasive 

the issue is. It is unacceptable. 

As Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate, one 

of my main priorities is to build safer communities and 

increase our government’s efforts to reduce violence against 

women.  

The Women’s Directorate actively works to prevent 

violence in our community, whether through working with 

community partners and First Nation governments to make 

program funding more readily accessible or supporting the 

National Inquiry into Missing and Murdered Indigenous 

Women and Girls. 

We also know that in order to be effective in reducing 

violence, we need to listen to our local needs and concerns 

and focus on locally and culturally appropriate responses. I 

want to thank the incredible equality-seeking organizations for 

your work to encourage speech and action against violence.  

In Yukon, we are fortunate to have dedicated NGOs 

leading important activities such as: BYTE’s MOVE! Youth 

Ending Violence workshops; the women’s legal advocate 

position at the Skookum Jim Friendship Centre; the Girls and 

Trans Club at the Victoria Faulkner Women’s Centre; and the 

family gatherings hosted by the Yukon Aboriginal Women’s 

Council — to name a few. Thank you for everything you do 

all year long and for your work on events and public 

information campaigns during the 16 Days of Activism 

Against Gender-based Violence. My colleague will speak 

more to that shortly. 

If ending violence against women was easy, we would 

not still be here talking about it. It is such an issue in our 

society that we all need to be working together on these 

complex and systemic issues with very deep roots. It is not 

just up to the NGOs and governments to work to end gender 

violence. We all share a responsibility to model our 

behaviour, to support one another and to uphold the dignity 

and respect of all women.  

December 6 is an opportunity for all Canadians to reflect 

on what they can do to stop gender-based violence. We need 

to do more and we need to do it better.  

This year’s vigil will be held at the main administration 

building on December 6 at noon. I encourage all honoured 

members and all Yukoners to join me there in solidarity for 

those who were killed and those who face gender-based 

violence today.  

We have a number of guests whom we will introduce 

during that portion of our Order Paper, so please stay. We 

want to acknowledge you. 

In recognition of the International Day for the 
Elimination of Violence Against Women 

Ms. McLeod: I rise in the House today on behalf of the 

Official Opposition to pay tribute to November 25 as the 

International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against 

Women.  

It is an unfortunate fact that gender inequality and 

violence against women persists worldwide. While progress 

has been made for equality, there are a number of statistics 

worldwide that show that progress is slower when we’re 

talking about violence. 

According to the UN Women website, one in three 

women and girls face violence at some point during their 

lifetime. To quote further: “It happens in every country and 

every society. It happens at home, in schools, on the streets, at 

work, on the internet and in refugee camps. It happens during 

war, and even in the absence of war. Too often, it is 

normalized and goes unpunished.” 
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Nationwide, it’s difficult to estimate violence against 

women due to the private nature. It’s estimated by police that 

only 33 percent of spousal assaults and 10 percent of sexual 

assaults are reported.  

Canada’s rates of spousal violence, spousal homicide and 

sexual assault are higher in the territories than in the 

provinces. Further to these already high numbers, it’s reported 

that rates of spousal abuse and homicide are three times higher 

for aboriginal women.  

While violence against women continues to be faced 

worldwide, there are proven solutions to discontinuing the 

cycle of recurring violence. We must work together toward 

prevention, early education, empowering women and girls, 

speaking out against violence, and enforcing laws to protect 

women’s rights. 

 

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus 

to speak in recognition of the International Day for the 

Elimination of Violence Against Women.  

Mr. Speaker, women’s activists have marked November 

25 as a day against violence since 1981. This date was chosen 

in recognition of the brutal assassination 21 years earlier of 

“Las Mariposas” — or “The Butterflies” — three sisters from 

the Dominican Republic who actively campaigned against the 

brutality of the Trujillo dictatorship. Their assassinations 

cemented them as symbols of feminist resistance. In 1993, the 

United Nations adopted the Declaration on the Elimination of 

Violence Against Women and, in 1999, designated November 

25 as the International Day for the Elimination of Violence 

Against Women.  

Mr. Speaker, I can cite statistics that, I’m saddened to 

say, don’t get better between one year to the next; I can talk 

about the lack of available funding worldwide to meaningfully 

tackle this issue; but instead, today, in recognition of this 

year’s theme “Leave No One Behind”, I want to acknowledge 

the passing earlier today of a strong and resilient Cree women 

named Marlene Bird.  

Her story has many facets, Mr. Speaker. I don’t want to 

focus on all the heartache and the pain that she endured 

because her story is so much more than that. She is 

remembered with love by her family and friends and by her 

community. You may have heard about her death on the radio. 

After living a pretty tough life and after recovering from 

disabling injuries from violence, she became an outspoken 

advocate — speaking out about ending violence against all 

women.  

Mr. Speaker, every day, every hour, somewhere a woman 

is experiencing violence, and many are losing their lives. It’s 

time for less talk and more action from us all.  

In recognition of 16 Days of Activism Against 
Gender-based Violence 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Today I rise, along with all men 

— and, I hope, boys — in this Legislature to pledge to never 

commit, condone or remain silent about violence against 

women and girls. Twenty-eight years ago, I was doing my 

graduate studies in engineering and lecturing at the University 

of New Brunswick. On December 6, 1989, a very troubled 

man entered École Polytechnique, an engineering university in 

Montreal, armed with a semi-automatic rifle. He separated the 

male and female students. In 20 minutes, he killed 14 women 

and then himself. From notes he left behind, he said it was 

because women were taking jobs from men. It was a 

profoundly shocking display of violence, clearly gender-

based.  

I remember that when we heard the news, I stopped my 

class to talk about the tragedy. My students, both men and 

women, were all affected. We felt loss, shame, dismay, fear 

and anger. The event affected me and prompted me to try to 

understand and challenge violence, and here’s what I learned. 

Both men and women suffer from violence; however, when it 

comes to who is committing the acts of violence, it’s really 

men. Statistics Canada says that victims of violence are about 

50/50 men and women, yet nine times out of 10, it is men who 

commit those assaults. Clearly, it is we men who need to work 

to change the situation.  

Another thing I discovered is that most violence against 

women is not random. Most victims, it turns out, know the 

person who is assaulting them.  

Society has changed over the past 28 years, but we still 

have too much violence. Here in the Yukon, we know of 41 

missing and murdered aboriginal women and girls and I thank 

the Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate and all 

Members of this Legislature for supporting the National 

Inquiry into Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women and 

Girls. 

I am honoured to rise to pay tribute to the 16 Days of 

Activism Against Gender-based Violence White Ribbon 

campaign. The theme for this year’s campaign is: “It’s Never 

Okay”. It underscores that victim-blaming and excuses made 

for gender-based violence are part of the problem. 

Thank you to the Victoria Faulkner Women’s Centre, Les 

EssentiElles, and the Aboriginal Women’s Circle for 

challenging gender-based violence and engaging the 

community in conversations about what we can do to end this 

violence. Thank you as well to White Ribbon Yukon, who 

will have their AGM this Thursday evening at (co)space. They 

are hosting a film and conversation on Tuesday, December 5 

at 7:00 p.m., just a day before the ceremony on the 6
th

. The 

film is at the Old Fire Hall and it’s called A Better Man. It’s a 

National Film Board documentary about a man coming to 

terms with the violence he inflicted on his partner. 

I hope all men will wear a white ribbon and take the 

pledge. Unfortunately, this is a once-a-year campaign for a 

year-round problem. I encourage us all to speak out against 

violence in all its forms and to support and believe victims 

when they come forward, not just during the 16 Days of 

Activism Against Gender-Based Violence, but every day. 

 

Mr. Istchenko: I rise in the House today to pay tribute 

to the 16 Days of Activism Against Gender-Based Violence 

— why we wear the white ribbon today. 

The Status of Women Canada defines gender-based 

violence as involving the use and abuse of power and control 



November 27, 2017 HANSARD 1817 

 

over another person, and it is perpetrated against someone 

based on their gender, identity, gender expression or perceived 

gender. This includes violence against women and girls, but 

also expands to cover the violence faced by the LGBTQ and 

gender non-conforming people. 

As we position ourselves as a society against inequity, 

against violence and against discrimination, we are reminded 

that all gender-based violence is in fact a product of an 

unequal society. In order to end violence, we must continue to 

fight against inequality. 

The theme for this year’s campaign, as the minister said, 

is “It’s Never Okay”. This speaks to the fact that there is never 

an excuse for violence against anyone. I encourage all 

Yukoners to stand up against violence and become part of the 

solution. Make your voice heard and take a stand against 

gender-based violence. One of the most important things to 

take away from the 16 Days of Activism Against Gender-

Based Violence is taking the opportunity to shape the minds 

of our children and the children in your life to respect all 

people. Be a role model for positive behaviour and remember 

that kids watch and mimic the way you act and the way that 

you talk. Modelling respectful behaviour is one of the best 

things you can do for the kids in your life and that gives them 

the tools to grow into happy, healthy and respectful adults. 

 

Ms. White: I rise on behalf of the Yukon NDP caucus 

to speak in support of the 16 Days of Activism Against 

Gender-Based Violence.  

I am hopeful that the world as I knew it, as a young 

woman growing up and as a woman coming of age, is 

changing and will be different for the young girls in the world 

today. I think that I will always remember how I felt that time 

I saw #MeToo in a public post and how I felt when I read 

comment after comment — not only in my own social media 

field, but on Twitter and news articles — and how I felt that 

moment when men’s violence against women was being 

discussed so openly for the first time and, most importantly, it 

was being believed. 

The comments were honest, heartbreaking, strong and 

brave and showed the resiliency of survivors. Maybe for the 

first time it showed men — who maybe thought for a moment 

that the hashtag #NotAllMen was appropriate — that every 

women they knew had been affected by gender-based 

discrimination or violence at one time or another — every 

single one.  

We’re all too quick to talk about how many women were 

harassed, assaulted or raped, but we don’t seem to get around 

to talking about how many men harassed, assaulted or raped 

women. We talk about how many girls in school were 

harassed last year, but not about how many boys harassed 

girls. We talk about teen pregnancy in terms of the mother and 

rarely do we speak about the teen or the adult father who was 

involved. By not addressing both sides of every story, we 

absolve men of all responsibility.  

Violence against women does not happen in isolation of 

others. We know we’re talking about violence from partners, 

from acquaintances and yes, sometimes even strangers. 

Canadians are reminded during the 16 Days of Activism that 

they can take action and take responsibility now and 

throughout the year to eliminate violence against women and 

girls in all its forms.  

The hashtag #MYActionsMatter is being used to ask 

Canadians what they can do to prevent gender-based violence. 

They invite us to use one of the five ways in which we can 

become an ally in our efforts to end gender-based violence. 

We can listen, be open to learning from the experience of 

others; we should believe by supporting the survivors and 

those affected by violence; we should speak out and add our 

voices to call out violence and we should intervene — so find 

a safe way to help when you see acts of gender-based 

violence. Most importantly, we should act to give our time to 

organizations working to end violence and to be the change 

you want to see.  

May we all be brave enough to never be passive 

observers when we know something is wrong and remember 

that it’s never okay. 

 

Speaker: Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I would like to just first say that I 

am so pleased that this is our final tribute today in this Sitting 

and that this is the topic we chose to talk about. 

We have many visitors here: from the Yukon Women’s 

Transition Home Society, Barb McInerney is the executive 

director; Yukon Aboriginal Women’s Circle — 

Adeline Webber is the executive elder; Susan Burns is the 

Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls outreach 

coordinator, and Jedine Medcalfe is the administrative 

assistant.  

From the Yukon Status of Women Council, we have 

Charlotte Hrenchuk, who is the coordinator, and from 

Les EssentiElles, we have Elaine Michaud and 

Kathryn Vincent. From the Public Service Alliance of Canada, 

we have Linda Moen, who is also part of the Women’s 

Coalition. 

From the Women’s Directorate, we have Kirsten Madsen 

and Alex Hill. I would like to also just thank Jessie Stephen 

— she is my executive assistant. She works very hard with the 

Women’s Directorate on behalf of all Yukoners. 

I just again want to thank all of you so much for the work 

you do on behalf of all Yukoners. It has been such a pleasure 

to be the Minister responsible for the Women’s Directorate in 

Yukon, so thank you very much for all of your hard work. 

Applause 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Following up on the minister’s 

welcoming remarks, I would also like to acknowledge 

Michael Vernon, who is part of White Ribbon Week and has 

volunteered with that group for many years. Welcome to the 

Legislature. 

Applause 
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Hon. Ms. McPhee: I would like to welcome here today 

Madame Sabrina and her grade 5 class from Whitehorse 

Elementary School. Je suis ravie de vous accueillir. I would 

like to ask all of my colleagues to help me welcome them 

today. We have with us: Angus, Gabriel, Emma, Julia, Noah, 

Syd, Matthew, Chris, Jonah, Annie, Kate, Nicole, Atlin, 

Callum, River, Hudson, Canyon, Sydney, Hailey, Jake, Kale 

and Cora. Thank you very much for being here. Welcome. 

Applause 

 

Ms. McLeod: I ask all members to join me today in 

welcoming the former Speaker of this Assembly, Mr. Dave 

Laxton. 

Applause 

 

Mr. Gallina: I would like to take the opportunity to 

recognize Conrad Tiedemann. He is a constituent in the riding 

of Porter Creek Centre. I know Conrad’s father from our time 

working together at the same company, and I look forward to 

getting to know Conrad more in my role as an MLA. 

Welcome. 

Applause 

 

Ms. White: I ask my colleagues to join me in 

welcoming someone who has sat in this Legislative Assembly 

more than half of us have, and that is Mr. Gerry Whitley. 

Gerry came in every day for Question Period for an entire five 

years and now comes periodically. It is always a pleasure to 

see him and know that he knows the proceedings better than 

most of us. Thank you for being here again, Gerry. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors? 

Are there any returns or documents for tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I have for tabling a legislative return 

that provides the costs of the report to Yukoners sent out this 

past September and, for comparison purposes, the return 

provides costs for similar publications in 2016 under the 

previous government. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I have for tabling two legislative 

returns in response to several questions raised in this 

Legislative Assembly recently. 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I have four items for tabling today: 

first, the annual report for the health care insurance programs 

for the 2016-17 fiscal year, as required under section 7 of the 

Hospital Insurance Services Act — and it also includes 

information related to the health care insurance plan; second, 

the Yukon Hospital Corporation Consolidated Financial 

Statements March 31, 2016 and the corporation’s annual 

report for the same year, entitled Closer to Home: Year In 

Review 2016-17, pursuant to subsection 13(3) of the Hospital 

Act; third, a response to the Member for Porter Creek North’s 

question on October 24, 2017 regarding anti-microbial 

resistance; and, finally, a response to the Member for Takhini-

Kopper King’s question on November 22, 2017 regarding the 

bear protocol for Yukon government conservation officers. 

 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling a 

legislative return regarding a question that was posed to me on 

November 23 by the member opposite regarding the erosion 

along the riverbank at Fort Selkirk. 

 

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. Hutton: Mr. Speaker, I rise to give notice of the 

following motion: 

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

work collaboratively with Yukon First Nations to ensure oil 

and gas exploration and development is conducted responsibly 

and with the support of affected First Nations. 

 

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

motion:  

THAT this House supports efforts in Yukon to end 

gender-based violence.  

 

Mr. Cathers: I rise today to give notice of the 

following motion:  

THAT this House urges the Minister of Energy, Mines 

and Resources to improve access to the research forest by 

adding a new gate to allow foot traffic from the Hot Springs 

Road side.  

 

I also give notice of the following motion:  

THAT this House urges the Minister of Community 

Services to ensure the Tagish crew of Yukon Emergency 

Medical Services continues to have a four-wheel-drive 

ambulance.  

 

I also give notice of the following motion:  

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to include 

funding in its 2018-19 capital budget to add a walkway to the 

Takhini River bridge on the Mayo Road to accommodate 

pedestrians, cyclists, equestrians and ATVs.  

 

I also give notice of the following motion:  

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to include 

funding in its 2018-19 capital budget to develop 

communications infrastructure in rural Yukon, including 

partnering with the private sector to expand cellular phone 

coverage to people without service in areas including Grizzly 

Valley, Deep Creek, Fox Lake, Ibex Valley, Junction 37, 

Champagne and Mendenhall. 
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Ms. White: I rise to give notice of the following 

motion:  

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to 

review and update the Elevator and Fixed Conveyances Act 

and regulations and ensure that government buildings with 

elevators are following the same act and regulations.  

 

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: Reduction of expenditures through 
government staffing 

Mr. Hassard: Mr. Speaker, two weeks ago, the Premier 

told media that one way he might look to reduce costs to 

government is by shrinking the government through attrition 

or retirements. This, in fact, echoes comments from the 

Deputy Minister of Finance who told the Yukon News in May 

that, if the Liberals decided to head in that direction, her 

department would look at who is retiring or nearing retirement 

and offer them retirement packages.  

Mr. Speaker, would the Premier be able to tell us how 

much he projects the government will save through attrition 

and retirements?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: This gives me a good opportunity to 

thank the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel for their efforts to 

date and to thank Yukoners as well for all of the responses 

that we’ve seen in over 60 meetings, and over, I believe, 800 

individual Yukoners have committed to giving their opinions 

on this particular front.  

The member opposite is now asking us where we’re 

going to go with this advice. My response right now is that we 

are analyzing the data coming in from all of the responses 

from Yukoners and, from that, we will make a determination 

of how to move forward. We are moving forward in a 

direction that does not involve massive layoffs; it doesn’t 

involve increasing the royalty rates and includes not having an 

HST. Work is ongoing for any of the other considerations 

from the Yukon Financial Advisory Panel’s report, and we 

will be updating Yukoners and the opposition as they come in.  

Mr. Hassard: I wasn’t, in fact, asking questions about 

the Financial Advisory Panel. I was asking a question 

regarding the Premier’s suggestion of finding savings for 

government through attrition.  

Could the Premier please tell us which departments might 

be looked at? Would departments such as Health and Social 

Services or Education be on the table? Simpler yet: Which 

departments would not be included? 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Once again, we went through a 

process of involving the Financial Advisory Panel for a 

reason. We wanted to get a third party to come in and give us 

all of the options on the table. When the member opposite is 

trying to needle me into an answer about specific departments 

and maybe layoffs one day, and maybe attrition the next day, I 

will say what we on this side of the House are going to do. We 

received the final report from the Financial Advisory Panel, as 

a government, and we are going to review those options — 

those options — and we are going to determine which options 

to implement.  

I do look forward to continuing the discussion with 

Yukoners in the future. As to his specific questions right now 

— if we had something to announce as far as any attrition, we 

would have announced it by now, as opposed to waiting for 

the opposition to ask us a specific question about a specific 

department here on the last day of the Legislative Assembly 

Sitting for this year. 

Mr. Hassard: I think it’s important to note that I didn’t 

actually mention layoffs.  

As highlighted earlier, the Deputy Minister of Finance 

told the Yukon News that one avenue that her department 

would look at is early retirements with retirement packages. 

I’m curious as to if the Premier would be able to tell us how 

many people they would consider giving early retirement 

packages to. Has he done any calculations on how much 

would be spent on early retirement packages?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: As the member opposite knows, they 

have mentioned layoffs before. As the member opposite 

knows, they’ve mentioned HST. We keep on hearing from 

them that they’re hedging their bets as to what we will do or 

what we’re not going to do. What I won’t do is play “gotcha” 

politics here in the Legislative Assembly and make some kind 

of announcement here on the floor about what we are going to 

do after the Financial Advisory Panel met with Yukoners and 

suggested options. What I will do is commit to Yukoners that 

we will listen to them and move forward in a very responsible 

way to make sure that we get our finances back on track.  

Question re: Hospital bed shortage 

Ms. McLeod: The bed shortage at Whitehorse General 

Hospital has probably been the biggest issue that this Liberal 

government has had to deal with. Unfortunately for Yukoners, 

the Minister of Health and Social Services has dropped the 

ball on this file.  

The hospital has told us that this problem has gotten 

worse over the last year. Almost 40 percent of their patients 

should be in another type of health care facility. The previous 

government had taken actions to help alleviate this issue, such 

as the creation of new beds, starting Whistle Bend place and 

taking action to expand home care. We’ve been asking this 

minister for a month to come up with a plan and she still 

hasn’t been able to provide anything beyond vague talking 

points.  

This is an urgent issue. Will the minister get to work and 

take immediate action to address the bed shortage at the 

hospital? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Yes, we are getting to work, 

Mr. Speaker. We are addressing the housing shortages, we are 

addressing bed shortages, and we are looking at an expanded 

scope of care for home care patients. We are working with our 

partners to find solutions that have taken us, this government, 

this Yukon, 13 years to get to. It will not take nine months, but 

we will work expediently with our partners to find the 
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solutions that are required for Yukoners. That means that we 

will engage with Yukoners and we will engage with our 

partners — so yes, we will address the issues. 

Ms. McLeod: If the minister wanted to, she could take 

action today. In fact, she should have taken action months 

ago. Earlier this Sitting, we found out that Health and Social 

Services is underfunding the hospital by only providing them 

with funding based on 75-percent occupancy. We know that 

occupancy is way higher than that. In fact, it is around 

100 percent right now. The hospital is telling us that this is an 

urgent situation. 

The Liberals have been in government for almost 400 

days, and the time for vague talking points is over. It is time to 

come up with a plan and actually start governing. If the 

minister won’t provide us with a plan today, can she at least 

provide us with a timeline for when she will have a plan? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. 

I’m not going to provide a plan today, but I will commit 

that this government will work with the Hospital Corporation 

and work with our partners to address the pressures in the 

hospital. We will work with our rural Yukon hospitals and our 

rural Yukon partners. 

Ms. McLeod: I am pleased that the minister brought up 

the mention of rural Yukon because home care in 

communities is one way to help to address the bed shortage at 

the hospital, and we have talked about that. But unfortunately, 

this minister is getting a bit of a reputation for dismissing the 

concerns of communities — emergency housing to Ross 

River, not providing assistance to Yukoners seeking to deal 

with fentanyl addictions, refusing to review medical travel 

rates, refusing to meet with the Watson Lake daycare centre. 

These are all areas where the minister has left the 

communities to hang out to dry. 

We have asked the minister to tell us what she is doing to 

address home care in our communities to help alleviate the 

bed shortage, and the minister has refused to answer questions 

on this. 

So Mr. Speaker, will the minister tell us now what she is 

going to do? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: A very interesting line of questioning 

and accusations, Mr. Speaker — we have done a significant 

amount of work in these past few months, and I can highlight 

the work around home care, the extended support we have 

provided to our partners — an additional $771,000. We are 

looking and working with the Hospital Corporation to address 

the pressures in our communities. So yes, we have done 

amazing — and I would like to commend the staff through the 

Hospital Corporation, commend the staff in the Housing 

Corporation and in Health and Social Services for advancing 

the interests of Yukoners, hearing Yukoners and reaching out. 

With that good information and the good, positive 

feedback, we will work toward addressing the issues and we 

will tie that into our next fiscal plan. We will tie that into the 

next five years.  

I can assure the member opposite that we have addressed 

the issues with the Ross River Dena Council. In fact, we have 

letters acknowledging the great work and the great 

partnerships. We have support from the Hospital Corporation 

— you heard the comments through Committee of the Whole 

— from the chairperson at the hospital, as well as the CEO, 

that they are working within their means and are working with 

the department to address the issues and we will continue to 

do that good work. 

Question re: Minimum wage 

Ms. White: I asked the Premier last week why his 

government is conducting a review of MLA and ministers’ 

salaries while refusing to do the same with minimum-wage 

workers. The Premier answered that the MLA pay review was 

a — and I quote: “legislatively mandated” review. The only 

problem is that the Premier’s statement is not what the law 

says. One could say that it is at odds with reality. 

The law allows for an MLA pay review but does not 

mandate it. So a choice had to be made, just like the choice 

that this government is making to not review the minimum 

wage. Now that the Premier is bit more familiar with what the 

law says, can he explain why his government believes that 

MLAs deserve a pay review but minimum-wage workers 

don’t?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: This question is enlightening as to the 

NDP’s understanding of fiscal comparisons. It is not 

necessarily how things happen, but I will leave that to the 

Minister of Community Services.  

What I am saying about the review is: that review is 

legislated by the Members’ Services Board, on which the 

NDP, Yukon Party and the Liberals are all members — this 

all-party board — to do a process where a review is looked at 

it. It’s part of the legislation. We go through it all the time. 

The member opposite is correct; we can decide, as an all-party 

board, whether or not we are going to that review. But again, 

that review itself does come up.  

Now, to compare oranges to apples like this and to make 

it seem like, for some reason, this is going to have any bearing 

or determination on the good work that this government does 

on social issues — to me, it just speaks to the lack of 

knowledge, I guess, of how government works for the NDP.  

Ms. White: The record will show that the NDP has not 

supported a pay review for MLAs without requesting that one 

be done for minimum wage.  

When it comes to the MLAs and ministers, this 

government allocates money to hire an independent contractor 

to perform a formal pay review that includes a cross-country 

comparison of different jurisdictions. When it comes to 

minimum-wage workers, who are paid $11.32 an hour — a 

salary that would keep any worker well under the poverty line 

— the government doesn’t lift a finger until there is extensive 

pressure. After five questions in the last Sitting of the 

Legislature, the minister reluctantly picked one jurisdiction 

that he felt like comparing us to and came back saying that the 

comparison with the Northwest Territories is equivalent — so 

we’re all good and there is nothing to see here.  
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Mr. Speaker, why do MLAs get a comprehensive 

independent pay review, but not minimum-wage workers? 

Why is there a double standard?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: What I will say is that, here in the 

Legislature and outside of the Legislature, it didn’t take the 

questions coming from the member opposite. Because of what 

happens with our minimum wage — it has an inflationary 

rider against the cost of living here in the territories. It goes 

up. We’re always watching to see how it compares with other 

jurisdictions.  

Based on the conversations here, one of the points that 

was raised was whether it is a living wage. I have always 

stated that it is not a living wage, but it is important to look at 

how that minimum wage compares against the market mass 

measure, the cost of living for a modest family in the 

territories.  

The member opposite has now asked that it be done for 

the provinces, and I’ve stated that I’m happy to do it. So we 

will continue to look at it and to provide feedback here for all 

members of the Legislature.  

We do think it’s important to look at the minimum wage 

and see how it compares against other jurisdictions, and we’re 

happy to do that work.  

Ms. White: We’re trying to get this government to 

acknowledge the unfairness of reviewing MLAs’ salaries but 

not minimum-wage workers. We’re trying to get this 

government to understand that Yukon’s minimum wage is an 

embarrassment when BC, Ontario and Alberta will soon all 

have a $15-an-hour minimum wage. But to tell you the truth, 

Mr. Speaker, all of this should not matter. The only thing that 

should matter is that our minimum wage, at $11.32 an hour, 

will keep a full-time worker living in poverty. That alone 

should be enough to get the government to act. With a median 

rent above $1,100 a month, minimum-wage workers end up 

spending more than half their salary on rent. That should be 

enough to get any government moving.  

This government could direct the Employment Standards 

Board to do a review of minimum wage. At the end of the 

day, the minimum wage is set by government to be 

accountable for it.  

Mr. Speaker, why is this government happy with a 

minimum wage that keeps workers living in poverty?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Speaker, I want to try to draw 

a distinction between a living wage and a minimum wage. 

Minimum wage can be an entry-level wage. It’s not a wage 

that we expect people to be able to live on or to live above the 

poverty line on, so it’s not a question of whether — in fact, to 

the member opposite’s point, the work done by the Yukon 

Anti-Poverty Coalition would let us know that $15 would still 

have people living in poverty; it’s not enough.  

Minimum wage shouldn’t be equated to a living wage. 

The minimum wage that we have here is — I believe it is 

currently the sixth in the country — sixth out of 13. If we drop 

into the lower half, then there’s an automatic review with the 

Employment Standards Board. In the meantime, I’m happy to 

go out and do the work, and I have reached out to the Bureau 

of Statistics to get information about how our wage compares, 

because, even though the minimum wage is tied to inflation 

and even though it is sixth, it doesn’t compare well. I look 

forward to that analysis. I’m happy to bring it back here to the 

Legislature and to share it with all members so that we can 

look at it in a transparent fashion.  

Question re: Gender-affirming surgery policy 

Ms. White: A new policy, entitled “Criteria for 

Coverage of Gender Affirming Surgery”, came into effect in 

October 2017. This policy lays out the criteria, process and 

insured services for an individual to undergo gender-affirming 

surgery. This policy was issued with little fanfare and next to 

no publicity. What is troubling, though, is that this policy was 

created and issued with no input or consultation with the 

transgender community — those individuals who will be 

directly impacted by these regulations. In talking to 

individuals, many were dismayed by the restrictions and the 

application process put in place.  

Mr. Speaker, can the minister explain why consultation 

was not done with the transgender community before the 

policy was implemented?  

Hon. Ms. Frost: What I can commit to the member 

opposite is to get the details around the process that has taken 

place with respect to the policy that she’s referring to. I will 

provide further details around who was consulted, the 

timelines and the results from that.  

Ms. White: I look forward to that answer.  

At about the same time, another policy was issued, 

entitled “Financial assistance for Puberty Suppression 

(Puberty Blockers) Prescription Drugs”, for a young person, 

or someone under the age of 18. This is great news and much 

welcomed by All Genders Yukon. 

Unfortunately, the same coverage is not applicable to the 

same individual once they reach the age of 18. It is not 

applicable to adults. Nothing has changed except that the 

individual is now a day older. They are still the same person 

with gender dysphoria. They still require the same drugs and, 

in fact, if they take the steps to surgery discussed in the 

previous question, the criteria for generalist surgery specifies 

12 continuous months of hormone therapy. 

Mr. Speaker, can the minister explain why the coverage 

of hormone suppressors does not apply to adults? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I am not able to respond to that very 

specific question at this point in time, but I would be happy to 

provide the response to the member opposite around the 

decisions that were made and the rationalization as to why 

those decisions were made. 

Ms. White: The new gender-affirming surgery policy 

states that surgeries must be performed in British Columbia. 

This strays from the practice for other surgical interventions 

of going to either Alberta or British Columbia. This policy 

also includes requirements for medical escorts. Mr. Speaker, 

most gender-affirming surgeries are extensive. Surgeons 

require that you have somebody who can take care of you for 

a minimum of three days post-operation, or they will not 

perform the surgery. 
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If a transgendered or two-spirited individual has family in 

Calgary who could take care of them after surgery, the Yukon 

government would save the unnecessary expense of flying a 

medical escort and paying for their per diem. But the 

government policy does not allow for individuals to receive 

this treatment in Alberta. 

Why would individuals be restricted to British Columbia 

for gender-affirming surgery when options exist in Alberta as 

well and, most importantly, why would government remove 

the individual’s ability to choose? 

Hon. Ms. Frost: I thank the member opposite for the 

question. With regard to medical travel or support services, 

what we continue to do is look at the options in ensuring that 

all Yukoners have access to medical services that are not 

available in their community — or in Whitehorse, for that 

matter — and look at medical treatment programs outside the 

territory and where those treatment programs are offered. 

I will look into getting more information with respect to 

the two jurisdictions and provide those details back to the 

member opposite. At this point in time, I am not able to 

respond specifically to the question around why the decisions 

are made the way they are. I will work with the medical 

association, I will work with the staff, and I will be happy to 

provide those details. 

Question re: YESAA process 

Mr. Kent: I have some YESAA-related questions for 

the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources. 

Almost a month ago, we asked the government what they 

had done in follow-up to the mining industry in March to 

address issues with reassessments and timelines for projects 

through what they called a “collaborative framework”. At the 

time, it was clear that the government had done little to live up 

to this promise and once again was dismissing the concerns of 

industry. 

Mr. Speaker, now that the minister has had an extra 

month to look in to this file, could he please tell us if he has 

started work on developing this collaborative framework to 

address industry’s concerns, and when will it be completed? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I thank the Member for Copperbelt 

South for his question. 

Certainly at no point have we ever — or have I ever — 

dismissed the concerns of industry — quite the contrary. What 

we have tried to do is ensure that we build a foundation for 

stability in an area that has had a lack of stability. Over the 

geoscience weekend, once again, we had representation from 

Council Yukon First Nations Grand Chief Peter Johnston 

coming in to meet with MAC — the Mining Association of 

Canada. We also had the Yukon Chamber of Mines. We had 

YESAA — we had that branch. We had a series of individuals 

from across the board coming together. At that point we heard 

— at least from our First Nation partners — that they wanted 

to ensure that the framework was signed off on the YESAA 

review.  

I am happy to say that we have heard now that the federal 

minister has signed off and all First Nations have signed off. 

We are moving forward with that discussion. On December 15 

will be the intergovernmental forum, and we are looking to 

have more meetings at that point in time. We are also 

continuing to look at a framework that parallels that with 

industry. We had some great conversations and there are 

commitments that I have made to the Yukon chamber to 

continue to work together to have two processes moving, but 

never undermining the first process and trying to build that 

trust that was lost over the last couple of years. 

Mr. Kent: I appreciate the detail from the minister with 

respect to that issue. The second question — again, these are 

YESAA-related questions — has to do with the YESAA 

submission for the all-weather road into ATAC’s property 

north of Keno City. When the company submitted its initial 

proposal, they submitted two different options — one that 

went through category A land and one that did not. I am 

wondering if the minister can tell this House if the First 

Nation of Na Cho Nyäk Dun is a decision body for both 

options or are they only a decision body for the routing option 

that goes through their category A land? 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I appreciate the question. As far as the 

process — we have spoken about it in the House — 

delineating the point of how the decisions are made within 

Energy, Mines and Resources. The member opposite knows 

full well that the decision body — the structure — is done 

internally within the department as a decision body.  

The trigger normally would be that, if there is a process in 

place where there is an effect on settlement land, then you 

would have a joint decision body. Under this process, I am 

taking my nods at this point in time in respecting the process 

within the department, and certainly, as I understand it, the 

decision that is being looked at is a joint decision. We 

certainly support everyone as they work through that process. 

I must say that I want to thank ATAC. The company has 

been so patient, and the First Nation of Na Cho Nyäk Dun has 

been so patient. Everybody has been comfortable with the 

process. The member opposite is the only individual who 

seems to be lacking patience in it. Certainly, I look forward to 

how this decision rolls out. 

Question re: Carbon tax 

Mr. Hassard: As we all know, the carbon tax scheme 

that the Premier signed on to in December of last year is 

scheduled to be implemented in 2018. Despite it being over a 

year ago, we still have no details from the Premier on what 

this will look like or how it will be implemented.  

As a matter of fact, the very first question that this 

Premier ever received in Question Period was whether or not 

he had conducted an analysis of what the financial impacts of 

this carbon tax would be on Yukon families. At the time, he 

had not. But it has been seven months since we asked him that 

question so hopefully he has done some homework on this 

file. Maybe today the Premier can tell us if he has conducted 

this analysis yet. 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Of course putting a price on carbon 

pollution is one element of the Pan-Canadian Framework on 

Clean Growth and Climate Change. We are very supportive 

of a nation-wide price on carbon emissions because it is one 
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of the most cost-effective ways to reduce those emissions and 

it will drive innovation toward a low carbon future. Carbon 

pricing is one of those actions to address the complex changes 

of a changing climate. Again, we stand behind this initiative.  

I do get a lot of questions from the members opposite on 

carbon pricing. It is always a good time to correct the record 

because we have heard from the members opposite lots of 

confusing details when it comes to this initiative. To say that 

we’ve done nothing in the particular pursuits that the member 

opposite speaks of is not true. We do a lot of work on this, but 

really the lion’s share of the work has to get done out of 

Ottawa, seeing as this is their federal pricing mechanism. 

Again, it’s always a good opportunity to get up and to 

correct the record from the members opposite’s perspective. It 

seems to be different from what we see from other 

jurisdictions. We have heard them talk about Manitoba in the 

past as well. Manitoba is on board. It seems to me that 

everyone is on board except for the Yukon Party. They’re 

asking very specific questions right now about particular 

pursuits. Any new information, of course, we will get out as 

soon as possible.  

Mr. Hassard: I’m not sure that the Premier heard me 

because my question was actually about the financial impacts 

that this carbon tax would have on Yukon families, so let me 

try another one — a fairly straightforward question so 

hopefully maybe we will get an answer this time.  

The Premier has told this House many times how great he 

thinks this carbon tax is, as he just did again, so no doubt this 

is why his very first action as Premier was to jet off to Ottawa 

to sign on to this carbon tax scheme.  

Mr. Speaker, since we know that the Liberals think that 

this carbon tax scheme is so great, could the Premier please 

tell us how many tons of Yukon’s greenhouse gas emissions 

will be reduced as a result of it?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: For the record, I answered the 

question. The financial impact is something we are looking at 

as a government. Lots of ongoing work is happening between 

not just my department, but with Community Services and 

other departments as well — Environment as well. We are 

doing a lot of work. I signed on to the pan-Canadian 

framework, but it was the member opposite’s government that 

signed on to this conversation to begin with — to the 

Vancouver Declaration — so it’s rich for them to say that they 

didn’t sign on to this as well. They did. They also said that 

Manitoba didn’t sign on to it, but again we’re pleased to see 

the Province of Manitoba did sign on to a plan to agree to 

introduce a price on carbon. 

We do have questions and it’s a very good question that 

the member brings up as far as emissions and whether or not 

the federal pricing is going to actually work. As premiers we 

got together and made sure that in 2020, there will be a 

review. That review will see if the actual carbon-pricing 

mechanism, as signed off by the member opposite’s party and 

all other jurisdictions in Canada — whether or not it hits the 

mark.  

That is the good work we do on this side of the House. 

We want to make decisions based upon science and based 

upon evidence, making sure that we can transfer ourselves to a 

low-carbon economy and be at the forefront of a new 

resurgence in technologies as well. 

Mr. Hassard: The Premier seems to be hung up with 

the fact that we’re in Manitoba. He’s the only one who is 

talking about Manitoba, so maybe if he would just concentrate 

on the Yukon and not worry so much about other 

jurisdictions, it may help Yukoners.  

The Premier has told us that the analysis is done, but we 

certainly haven’t seen it. I know that there are plenty of 

Yukon families who would like to know what that information 

is. It appears that he doesn’t know what the financial impacts 

are going to be. He clearly doesn’t know by how many tonnes 

it will reduce our emissions. In fact, in the last 400 days that 

he has been in office, he can’t provide a single detail on how 

this tax will be implemented, yet he still thinks it’s great. 

The Premier has had over a year to come up with details. 

Will the Premier at least commit that groceries and essential 

goods such as children’s clothing will be exempt from this 

carbon tax?  

Hon. Mr. Silver: This is a great example of why we 

always have to correct the record with the Yukon Party. Four 

hundred days? I believe we were sworn in on December 3 — 

the first week of December. According to my calculations, 

that’s not 400 days, Mr. Speaker. It’s this type of analysis 

from the Yukon Party and it’s this kind of “numbers don’t 

matter” type of opposition that we see from the Yukon Party 

that begs us to complete the story — like the Manitoba story. 

Sure, he didn’t bring up Manitoba today, but they have in the 

past. Also, Ontario’s Tories have endorsed the federal carbon 

pricing in their election campaign released Saturday. It seems 

to me that the only party left on the planet that is against doing 

something for climate change is the Yukon Party.  

We have already said that, on a federal basis, we have 

worked with the federal government to make sure that the 

analysis piece is baked into the agreements at 2020. We did 

that. That happened. Here, we are working with Yukon 

businesses and families. We will make sure that we will give 

all that money back, like we promised. We are working with 

our departments to figure out all of the science that needs to 

be figured out behind the scenes and we will give the 

members opposite any new progress on those when they come 

up. I didn’t have that ready for him yesterday when he asked 

the same question. I don’t have that ready for him today. 

That’s all I have to say on that.  

 

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. 11: Act to Amend the Health Act (2017) — 
Third Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 11, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Ms. Frost.  
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Hon. Ms. Frost: I move that Bill No. 11, entitled Act to 

Amend the Health Act (2017), be now read for a third time and 

do pass.  

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Health 

and Social Services that Bill No. 11, entitled Act to Amend the 

Health Act (2017), be now read a third time and do pass.  

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: We have had a lot of debate on the act 

— a lot of really great feedback and comments. At this point 

in time, we are looking at advancing the act as amended and 

the considerations that we have taken — 

 

Speaker: Order, please. I just have a comment.  

I have conferred with Mr. Clerk and it is our 

understanding that, during debate, this act has not been 

amended. This is an act to amend the Health Act. Unless there 

is an MLA who wishes to refresh my memory otherwise, I 

think that is the situation.  

So just for all further debate, it is not the act as amended. 

It is Bill No. 11, entitled Act to Amend the Health Act (2017). 

Is that clear?  

Minister of Health and Social Services.  

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: My apologies. It is Bill No. 11, 

entitled Act to Amend the Health Act (2017). Thank you for 

that correction.  

The amendments will serve the purpose of dissolving the 

Health and Social Services Council and the government 

recognizes and appreciates the efforts and contributions of the 

Health and Social Services Council. As you know, the health 

council was established nearly three decades ago to provide an 

open and transparent process to review the Health Act and 

social and justice issues.  

Since then, the council and its members have provided a 

valuable service to government, informing many initiatives; 

for that, we are grateful and we would like to acknowledge 

them for that work.  

Today, our government has advanced and has other ways 

and means in which to engage Yukoners that did not exist 

previously — the Internet, by other means and, as well, our 

public engagement process, and new technologies have 

enabled us to put forward a consolidated effort to directly link 

with Yukoners and citizens on a vote to various media outlets 

and social streams, as well as face-to-face engagements. In 

addition to these technologies, our government has 

demonstrated an increased commitment to public consultation, 

regularly engaging with a diverse range of Yukoners through 

community visits and targeted consultation with First Nation 

governments and stakeholders. 

The FASD inter-agency committee is an example of an 

active group made up of government and non-government 

service providers, along with caregivers and individuals with 

FASD, working toward the development of a strategic plan. 

The interrelated and complex nature of many Health and 

Social Services issues, such as FASD, requires a one-

government approach to ensure that our programs and services 

are delivered in a seamless manner to improve the lives of 

Yukoners. 

As per section 37 of the Health Act, the minister will still 

have the authority to establish issue-specific committees to act 

in an advisory, investigative or administrative capacity. One 

example of a committee established under this section of the 

Health Act is the Yukon Advisory Committee on Nursing, 

which is in the process of being reinvigorated to take a more 

specific role. As a government, we are committed to being 

open and transparent when making decisions, balancing the 

needs of society and serving the broad interests. The decision 

to dissolve the council was made in the interest of respecting 

the resources of both the government and the public, while 

maintaining a firm commitment to be inclusive of our public 

responsibilities. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I would like to reiterate this 

government’s commitment to maintaining a people-centred 

approach to involving Yukoners in the conversations that will 

help shape the government’s decision-making. 

 

Ms. White: In speaking to the Act to Amend the Health 

Act (2017), what it does is it removes the Health and Social 

Services Council. We have spoken at length, in Committee of 

the Whole, about our desire to not see that happen. 

Government had the ability to change the language so that the 

council could be put on hold until such a time where 

government or future governments would like to reinstate it. 

Instead, the government has chosen to remove it altogether. 

As we have just been told again, government now is 

going to look toward surveys and Internet promotions to 

collect information. We believe that the Health and Social 

Services Council really did serve a strong purpose in the 

community and we will not be voting in favour of these 

changes. 

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on third reading of 

Bill No. 11? 

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. 
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Mr. Kent: Agree. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Agree. 

Mr. Cathers: Agree. 

Ms. McLeod: Agree. 

Mr. Istchenko: Agree. 

Ms. White: Disagree. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 16 yea, one nay. 

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 11 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 11 has passed this 

House. 

Bill No. 6: Public Airports Act — Third Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 6, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Mr. Mostyn. 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I move that Bill No. 6, entitled 

Public Airports Act, be now read a third time and do pass. 

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of 

Highways and Public Works that Bill No. 6, entitled Public 

Airports Act, be now read a third time and do pass. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: As I have mentioned many times 

over the last several weeks during second reading and 

Committee of the Whole, the purpose of this legislation is to 

establish an act that is built for the aviation world and that will 

allow the Yukon government to properly manage and support 

its critical aviation infrastructure. This bill will also provide 

industry and Yukoners with the certainty that they will 

actually be informed and will have a say into the regulations 

that are coming with this piece of legislation. 

This issue is not new. The government has been 

struggling with its lack of authority since the airports were 

devolved from the federal government way back in the 1990s. 

However, it is becoming more critical as airport traffic 

continues to increase. The patchwork legislative approach we 

have been using since airport — 

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible) 

Point of order 

Speaker: Member for Lake Laberge, on a point of 

order. 

Mr. Cathers: Pursuant to Standing Order 19(c), the 

Minister of Highways and Public Works is persisting in 

needless repetition. He has already read this script many, 

many times this Sitting. 

Speaker: Minister of Community Services, on the point 

of order. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: While I will agree that many of 

the points being raised are a common theme, I don’t believe 

that this is a script that is being reread. 

Speaker’s ruling 

Speaker: I conferred with Mr. Clerk on this topic in the 

last few days and, although I don’t necessarily personally 

agree with this interpretation, I understand that fine and long-

standing parliamentary tradition is that issues raised at 

Question Period and speeches made at second reading and 

speeches made at third reading are distinct and discreet 

entities, and the relatively well-established parliamentary rules 

are that concerns raised in Standing Order 19(c) with respect 

to needless repetition do not necessarily apply, as these 

separate areas of debate and questions are discreet 

compartments. 

That having been said, I personally, for whatever it’s 

worth, have certainly heard the Minister of Highways and 

Public Works on this topic over the course of the last two 

months, but I will give the Minister of Highways and Public 

Works some latitude to continue. Thank you. 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I’m a bit disheartened the members 

opposite have tired of my voice so soon, but I will continue in 

this vein and try to get my points across.  

As I have mentioned, this issue is not new. The 

government has been struggling with this lack of authority 

since airports were devolved from the federal government in 

the mid-1990s, but legislation is becoming even more critical 

these days as airport traffic continues to increase. The 

patchwork legislative approach we have been using since 

airport devolution is inadequate. It doesn’t work. This act 

brings Yukon in line with all other Canadian jurisdictions — 

every single one. We’re the last one in Canada without any 

such legislation. This brings us into the fold and is a long time 

coming.  

As I mentioned previously, we were legally required to 

comply with federal legislation. It is also our responsibility as 

a government to ensure safety at Yukon airports and this act 

will allow us to just that. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I am going to conclude my 

remarks on the Public Airports Act and hand it over to the 

members opposite. I am sure they have something to say. 

 

Mr. Kent: I am going to be brief in my remarks here 

today. We have been very clear in the Official Opposition — 

the Yukon Party — with our thoughts on this act. Of course 

we won’t be supporting it here today at third reading. 

The way the consultations were handled on this act will 

perhaps be a case study in political science courses across the 

country for years to come on how not to conduct 

consultations. The minister incorrectly stated the views of 

industry. He later went on to incorrectly state how the City of 

Whitehorse was consulted as well as incorrectly stating how 

municipalities were consulted. With what we would describe 

as a disaster, the minister managed to snatch defeat from the 

jaws of victory on this particular act. It all culminated in the 

minister being forced to pull down his news release and 

remove any mention of consultation altogether.  

All of these troubles could have been prevented if only 

the minister had asked some simple questions such as: “Hey, 

should we consult industry?” It would have been very helpful, 

I think, if the minister had asked those questions and asked 

questions about consulting the public as well. We do hope that 

this particular minister and the government as a whole have 

learned from these mistakes. 
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We are pleased that the minister sent a letter to the editor 

on the airport improvement fee. However, during Committee 

of the Whole on this act, we proposed an amendment that 

would have further prevented the government from creating 

any new fees. However, that amendment was opposed by the 

government. In fact, the Minister of Justice at the time got up 

to complain that such an amendment would prevent their 

government from bringing in new fees and taxes. I think that 

tells you everything you need to know right there, 

Mr. Speaker. 

Also, the opposition brought forward an amendment to 

require a mandatory five-year review of the act. It is important 

to note that the language from this was copied directly from a 

similar amendment that the Minister of Justice had moved in 

this House earlier this session, so we would have hoped that 

the government would have had no problem supporting it. 

Unfortunately, they opposed it. For a government that claims 

it is all about collaboration and taking ideas from all sides of 

this House, they seem to oppose any idea that isn’t theirs.  

I do just want to take a moment here and thank the Third 

Party, and in particular the Member for Takhini-Kopper King, 

for their support on that particular five-year review 

amendment. I think that was a true sign of collaboration and 

wanting to work together, and I hope that the government will 

one day try to work with the other two parties in this House. 

With that, I will close my remarks by saying that this act 

had the opportunity to be a simple piece of housekeeping, 

although it is a new act. Unfortunately, the minister chose to 

not consult industry. He chose not to consult the public as 

well. When industry raised this as an issue, he picked a fight 

with them in the media. This has the opportunity to be a 

learning moment for this government and this minister. Stop 

fighting with industry, start consulting properly and you can 

avoid this problem in the future. 

 

Ms. White: It is always a novel experience to be 

represented on this side by my colleagues next to me here. We 

did, of course, support the amendment that was moved by the 

Member for Lake Laberge because the argument was sound 

and it seemed like it made good sense. 

Mr. Speaker, we will be supporting this bill and I guess I 

should be looking forward to hearing this bill referenced many 

times in the future as “one of those moments”, I take it. We 

will be supporting this act and we look forward to moving on 

to the business of the day. 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will just try to add a few notes 

here. As I was reviewing Hansard, looking back at this act and 

comparing it to the other act which is a brand new piece of 

legislation — the Missing Persons Act — I noted that this is 

nine pages long. I noted that the members have stood up, 

counting today, 143 times to speak to this legislation. That is a 

great number. That is 17 times per page. That is a lot of debate 

that we have had here on the floor. It wasn’t just one 

amendment that was proposed; there were six amendments 

proposed.  

The reason that the act is so short and, again, for a 

moment, let me compare it to the Missing Persons Act, which 

is more than twice as long and which had — I don’t know — 

one-tenth of the debate. We spoke here in the Legislature on 

eight different days, counting today, and that averages out I 

think to about once a week. So Mr. Speaker, there has been a 

lot of conversation here. 

If there was casework on consultation, I would choose the 

Whistle Bend continuing care facility. There is casework, in 

my mind, because we didn’t have consultation. When I look at 

this act and I look at how it is laid out and I take a look at it, I 

have referred to it here as a framework — a legal framework 

— within which is established an industry advisory committee 

to talk to the minister, to work on the development of 

regulations and to provide ongoing feedback to the legislation. 

So the way the legislation is established is to put the 

framework into the legal side of it and to allow for the details 

on the regulatory side. That is why we believe that there is 

ongoing review of the act and that there is ongoing review and 

input into the regulations. 

The Member for Copperbelt South says he spoke about us 

not wanting there to be accountability around bringing in fees. 

That is exactly what the industry advisory committee — 

which is now a requirement and a must-have through the 

amendment that the Minister of Highways and Public Works 

brought in — will provide for us. At the time, the members 

opposite argued to remove all this, presumably to allow us to 

fall back on the Financial Administration Act, which has no 

advisory committee around it and which had no consultation 

around it as fees were brought in. 

From my perspective, I don’t understand how that is 

better. From my perspective, that feels worse — that we 

would have the ability to introduce fees through the Financial 

Administration Act, which wouldn’t have such oversight. So 

that is why I think it is important for us to support the new 

Public Airports Act today. 

I’m very excited that maybe the Minister of Tourism and 

Culture might have an opportunity to comment. We just heard 

about the great Air North flight for viewing the aurora 

borealis. From the accounts that were presented to us, it was a 

great success. There are all sorts of innovative things that we 

would like to be doing with our airports. It’s important that we 

have a legal and regulatory framework in place to ensure that, 

as we advance and grow our industry, it is done in a well-

thought-out fashion, in consultation with industry and 

community members. I look forward to that.  

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate on third reading of 

Bill No. 6?  

If the member now speaks, he will close debate.  

Does any other member wish to be heard at this time? 

 

Hon. Mr. Mostyn: I thank the members opposite for 

their deep thoughts on this legislation. We have been going 

through these nine pages of legislation now for more than — 

my colleague to the right of me has outlined some of the 

statistics around this piece of legislation. They are just 
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astounding. I think the time that this House has spent is in 

excess of 12 hours. I’m happy to do it.  

My understanding of the way that the process works is 

now much deeper. I’m always a self-reflective kind of fellow, 

and I look at these things and how we can do it better.  

I am very proud of the work that my department officials 

have done on this piece of legislation, both in the drafting and 

the consultation — which has been given short shrift by the 

members opposite. But I know how much work they put into 

this — how much thought and effort they put into actually 

getting before industry, the efforts they went to get industry 

input into these nine pages of law. They did an awful lot of 

work to secure the feedback from industry. I’m proud of the 

work they did.  

Here we are, Mr. Speaker, at the final end of this. We are 

talking about case studies and consultation. I know there are 

lots of them. I know there is the Peel watershed consultation. 

That’s one that we could actually reference at some point as a 

case study. My colleague to the right, again, has mentioned 

the Whistle Bend continuing care facility. That too would 

make a really good case study in consultation. I’m sure that, 

with a little bit of thought, I could go into chapter and verse on 

a number of different initiatives in the last five to 14 years. 

There would be amazing case studies. There are rich veins of 

case studies and consultation that researchers could plumb in 

the future.  

I’m not going to belabour that point, Mr. Speaker. I know 

that this act is going to improve our airports. It’s certainly 

going to make managing our airports a lot simpler, both for 

industry and the public. It will put everything under one roof 

— into one hangar, so to speak. We will have a place where 

we can park our thoughts when it comes to legislation. We 

won’t have it all over the place, scattered like seeds in 16 

different places. It will all be in one bin. That’s actually a 

good thing for everybody. We won’t have a Financial 

Administration Act where nobody can see what is going on. 

The industry and Yukoners will actually be able to see. There 

will be some transparency into what this government and 

future governments will plan. I know that the members 

opposite weren’t fully in support of that process. They seem to 

like the old process where they could make decisions behind 

closed doors, but this government wants to do things in the 

open and wants to have industry have some advance warning 

about the things that are coming and to be able to talk with 

them openly about it.  

I have been dealing with industry now for almost a year 

— not quite 365 days. Unlike the members opposite, it’s not 

quite 400; it’s less than 365, but I have been working with 

industry since I was appointed to this post in early December 

2016. That work is going to continue. I respect industry and 

the views they have, and I look forward to our conversations 

going forward. 

With that, I will close off and let the vote fall where it 

may. 

 

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: Disagree. 

Mr. Kent: Disagree. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Disagree. 

Mr. Cathers: Disagree. 

Ms. McLeod: Disagree. 

Mr. Istchenko: Disagree. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 10 yea, six nay.  

 

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried.  

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 6 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 6 has passed this 

House. 

Bill No. 12: Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017) — 
Third Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 12, standing in the name 

of the Hon. Ms. Frost. 

Hon. Ms. Frost: Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill No. 12, 

entitled Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017), be now read a 

third time and do pass. 

Speaker: It has been moved by the Minister of Health 

and Social Services that Bill No. 12, entitled Act to Amend the 

Hospital Act (2017), be now read a third time and do pass. 

 

Hon. Ms. Frost: The proposed amendment will ensure 

that the board is better positioned to perform its role in an 

effective way. These proposed amendments have been 

developed in partnership with the Hospital Corporation and is 

an attempt at accomplishing two specific goals. The first is to 

increase the board’s ability to make decisions in a timely 

manner. To achieve this, the proposed amendment reduces the 

size of the board from 15 to nine and the amendments allow 

the board to come together more efficiently, more effectively 

and as well, to engage in thorough debate and dialogue. While 

increasing board efficiencies, the proposed amendments will 

continue to ensure that we look at the diversity of Yukon. To 

accomplish this, the amendments will allow for the selection 

of the board based on specifics that have competencies.  

I want to end by thanking all former and current board 

members for their contributions. Because of their 
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contributions to our community, we have the opportunity to 

provide even more tools to the board and we will continue to 

support the Hospital Corporation in their delivery of programs 

and services to Yukon. 

 

Mr. Kent: I’m going to be very brief in speaking to 

this. The Official Opposition Yukon Party will be supporting 

this bill. We particularly appreciate the inclusion of 

representatives on the board from Dawson City and Watson 

Lake where there are community hospitals.  

The one disappointment that we had was that we did 

support the NDP’s proposed amendment on the inclusion of a 

representative of the francophone community. However, that 

is not enough to cause us to not support the bill in its entirety. 

We thank the minister for bringing it forward and we will 

be supporting this legislation here today. 

 

Ms. White: In speaking to the changes to the Hospital 

Act, it may come as no surprise to the Chamber that we will be 

voting against it. 

In my initial briefings with the officials, all the changes 

make sense. I’m not disagreeing that it should be a smaller 

board or that it should be built on proficiencies and 

competencies. I’m not disagreeing with that at all. When we 

received the letter, as did the other leaders of the other parties, 

from l’AFY talking about their conversations with 

government, that’s when it first raised a flag for us.  

During Committee of the Whole, we asked questions and 

we expanded the importance of the Languages Act — the 

language as protected under the Constitution of Canada. We 

brought forward the differences in culture and how the 

francophone culture is actually protected. 

So as it stands, although we believe in principle to the 

changes, we won’t be able to support the change to the act 

because of the exclusion of the francophone community in 

having one specific chair on that board.  

So we look forward maybe to that being amended in the 

future, but as it stands right now, we will not be voting in 

favour to the Act to Amend the Hospital Act (2017). 

 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I would like to thank the NDP for 

raising their concerns. I would also like to thank the 

Association franco-yukonnaise — l’AFY — for bringing 

forward their concerns. Even before their concerns were 

raised here through the letter, I had a conversation with the 

new incoming president of l’AFY to discuss ways in which 

we could strive to ensure that our two official languages were 

represented on the board using the clauses that the minister 

had built in to ensure that there is diversity of representation 

on the board.  

One small point that I wanted to try just to correct the 

record on is that our francophone community here in the 

territory, which is the third highest in the country — currently, 

five percent of the community is francophone. With new 

statistics that we just got, just around 14 percent of the 

territory is French-speaking. With those notes for the record, 

we will continue to work with l’AFY and the French 

community here because, as they identified, health care is one 

of their most pressing concerns. The Minister of Health and 

Social Services and I have been working to try to get more 

French services across health care available for the French 

community. We have had some great results recently — some 

new investments from the government, Tel-Aide and several 

other initiatives. We will continue to do that work and to work 

with l’AFY.  

 

Speaker: Is there any further debate at third reading?  

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 12 agreed to  

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 12 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.  

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 before the Committee is general debate on 

Vote 54, Department of Tourism and Culture in Bill No. 203, 

entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18.  

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.  

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued  

Chair: The matter before the Committee is general 

debate on Vote 54, Department of Tourism and Culture in Bill 

No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18. 

 

Department of Tourism and Culture  

Hon. Ms. Dendys: As Minister of Tourism and 

Culture, it is my pleasure to introduce the Supplementary 

Estimates No. 1 for the 2017-18 fiscal year. I would like to 

welcome Jonathan Parker, who is acting on behalf of the 

deputy minister today to the House. He will be assisting me. 

The Department of Tourism and Culture works to 

support, protect, promote and enhance Yukon’s tourism, 

culture, heritage and art sectors for the benefit of Yukoners 

and visitors. In all aspects of its mission, the department has 
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made great strides in building on the work of previous years. I 

am pleased to say that there is no increase to the department’s 

operation and maintenance budget at this time.  

For the capital budget, a net total of $775,000 is 

requested, with the breakdown as follows. The department is 

requesting an increase of $785,000 in continuation of the 

capital funding to complete the Yukon Archives vault 

expansion project. This is not a new funding request. Last 

year, the Yukon Archives vault expansion project did not use 

its entire budget as there were delays connecting the HVAC 

system in the old building to the HVAC system in the new 

building. This year, we are using last year’s unspent budget to 

complete the project. At the same time, we are returning funds 

amounting to $10,000 to the Information and Communications 

Technology branch at the Department of Highways and Public 

Works. This funding was allocated for the development of an 

access and dissemination system for digital archival records. 

The project will instead take place in 2018-19. 

The new vault at the Yukon Archives is a major 

expansion project that is now complete. It has been a 

successful and close collaboration with the Property 

Management division within the Department of Highways and 

Public Works and the Department of Tourism and Culture. I 

am happy to report to the House that we received occupancy 

in the week of October 24, and again I would like to thank the 

staff of Tourism and Culture, Highways and Public Works and 

all who contributed to the successful completion of this 

project. The official opening is scheduled for December 11 

during the 45
th

 anniversary of Yukon Archives event. I invite 

all members of the House to join us in that celebration and to 

have a really good, close look at the new facility. The 

Archives facility was originally built in 1990 and designed for 

a 20-year growth horizon; therefore, this project is much 

needed. The expansion will provide safe, secure storage for 

our invaluable records in order to support the preservation of 

Yukon’s unique documentary heritage for years to come.  

Improvements include: increased storage for paper 

records; a separate frozen storage environment for materials 

such as photographs and films; and a separate vault for digital 

records. Yukon Archives receives record donations from 

individuals, families, businesses and organizations as well as 

transfers of government records from departments. I 

encourage all Yukoners to consider donating their archival 

records to the Yukon Archives where they will be preserved 

and made available to researchers. We all contribute to 

Yukon’s history through our photos, films and documents. We 

can share our stories with future generations.  

Again, I would like to express my thanks to the staff of 

Yukon Archives for their tremendous work on this project, 

and to the staff and the public for their patience during the 

period of this major construction. I look forward to questions. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I have just a few questions going 

back to the debate we had the other day on winter tourism. 

There are 12 sections in the Department of Tourism and 

Culture and, of course, we always seem to focus on the 

summer tourism section, mostly because it impacts most 

people over a short period of time — May to September. We 

all know that this is a much-needed cash infusion into our 

economy for that, but it impacts a few businesses. 

As a year-round destination, there is still much to be 

done. The aurora viewing that happened just this past 

weekend — I would like to say kudos to Air North and the 

Yukon Astronomical Society as well as the Government of 

Yukon on such a successful inaugural event to fly with the 

northern lights — how exciting. I know the ball is in Air 

North’s court as to whether it is going to be repeated, but can 

the minister and the Tourism and Culture department continue 

working with them to ensure that this might become an annual 

event? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: It was a phenomenal event, and, of 

course, we were thrilled to partner with Air North and the 

Yukon Astronomical Society. When the idea was floated to 

us, we were like, “Yes, this is exactly what we need to have 

— an authentic northern experience.” It was such a pleasure 

for me and exciting to be able to be on that flight with all of 

our visitors from around the world. We had seven countries 

represented with journalists, so it is well-documented. For 

sure we will be having discussions with Air North and all of 

our partners around the continuation of this. 

What was really interesting is that, when I gave my 

opening comments at the reception, we talked about this being 

the first North American flight of this type. There have been 

two others — one in New Zealand and one in the UK. This 

flight was the first flight of its type to actually see the northern 

lights, so it was an amazing experience and a one-of-a-kind, 

authentic experience, which is certainly what we want to 

promote as we go forward with increasing winter tourism in 

the Yukon and building out our shoulder seasons. 

Thank you for the question. It was quite an exciting 

event. 

Ms. Van Bibber: The other question that I mentioned 

the other day was about the Dome Road, and the member said 

that, perhaps working with Highways and Public Works, this 

would augment Dawson’s tourism. If we can maybe make a 

commitment to work on that particular initiative, I think it 

would be well-received. 

The previous Government of Yukon had been working on 

the idea of converting part of the former library in the main 

administration building as a home for the Yukon permanent 

art collection, which would include an area for public 

viewing.  

Is this something that the Liberal government would 

consider to find a home for the permanent art collection? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: First I will just speak to the Dome 

Road. The Minister of Highways and Public Works has 

committed to investigating the feasibility of keeping the Dome 

Road open all winter. We did meet with the Klondike Visitors 

Association, as I had stated last week during Question Period.  

There are issues that need to be resolved before the final 

decision — as we determine to move forward on this. There 

are a couple of issues that came up that we are looking at right 

now. Some of them include a bit of engagement with local 

residents — there seem to be a few issues there — and then 

looking at potentially some issues around the engineering of 
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the road. We’re looking into those. We met with the Klondike 

Visitors Association during the spring and committed to 

looking into these. A couple of other issues came up since 

then, so we will continue to work on that collaboratively. 

Again, we’re very committed to winter tourism. It is such a 

great opportunity to view the northern lights from that 

particular spot within Dawson.  

In terms of the Yukon permanent art collection — the 

Yukon permanent art collection was created in 1981, as the 

member opposite knows, with the goal of acquiring a 

collection that would represent the Yukon. We now have over 

400 pieces of art in that collection. We’re certainly looking at 

a number of options to consider displaying it and having more 

access for the public. There are a few options that we are 

looking at now. 

I know that the member opposite did bring forward a 

motion, and we were preparing to debate this at one point and 

that didn’t happen. There are a lot of options that are being 

looked at right now around that space — the old library — but 

there are other options that we’re looking at around permanent 

art collection storage.  

As soon as we have more information about that, I will be 

happy to share it with the member opposite.  

Ms. Van Bibber: That was the idea; there are other 

options as well. I’m not sure where the art collection is 

currently housed; however, I’m sure some of the pieces need 

care due to their age and fragility. A space, I think, would be 

needed to be equipped to handle and keep the art in excellent 

condition. 

I know that Yukoners could enjoy this collection a little 

more, as opposed to it being in public government buildings. 

There is a fund so that the Friends of the Yukon permanent art 

collection can buy pieces and add to the collection each year. I 

was wondering if the fund is fully used each year or if it is 

underutilized, or do they need more funds.  

Hon. Ms. Dendys: I will just go back to where the 

permanent art collection is currently stored. It is stored at the 

Yukon Arts Centre, but it has certainly exceeded the space 

that they have there. It is not accessible to the public in the 

space that we currently have to store the pieces. We have 

switched them out into different venues. There are a number 

of exhibits that are happening right now. We have partnered 

with the Kwanlin Dün Cultural Centre. There is an exhibit that 

will be there until March. We have exhibits that we change 

out here in the foyer of the Legislature building, and we are 

looking at other options as well of expanding partnerships 

with other centres to display the permanent art collection. We 

have some innovative ideas that we are looking at right now 

that will bring greater access to the collection. 

The Friends of the Yukon permanent art collection do 

tremendous work every year, and we do spend the full amount 

every year. We actually increased it, I believe, by $5,000 last 

year. That was the first increase we have seen with that fund 

for many years. There have been times where pieces have 

come to us with an option to purchase and we have found 

extra funds. I know that happened last year when a couple of 

pieces of art were purchased over and above the fund that is 

available to the Friends of the permanent art collection. It is 

certainly a very important program that documents the history 

of the Yukon through art and expression and is one that is 

really important to me, as the Minister of Tourism and 

Culture. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Yes, I do know that the price of art 

does go up. One of the sections that I was speaking about is 

headed “Created in the Yukon”, and I think this is a great 

initiative as we have all bought things from craft fairs and 

they get stuffed into a little bag that says that it was made in 

Yukon and showcases local products. You can order 10 cards, 

bookmarks, price tags, stickers, and paper and plastic bags 

through the department. Can the minister tell me how much 

this program costs, and is there a cost to the vendor to receive 

these products to use? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: There is actually no cost to the 

vendors for those stickers and markers. There is no cost, but 

we will have to get back to the member opposite on the exact 

cost to the department. I don’t have that detail with me right 

now. 

As a side note, the visitor centre does a really great 

promotion of Yukon artists. There is a Christmas tree set up in 

the foyer of the visitor centre across the street that showcases 

all of our many Yukon artists’ work as well, so we are moving 

toward having more of our artists’ work in the visitor centres. 

You can certainly see — through the craft fairs that are now 

starting and have been going on for a week or two — the 

made-in-Yukon branding, and that is really important to us — 

a program that we will continue to support. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Yes, it does make an impact.  

The Yukon historic properties assistance program 

provides Yukoners with the ability to preserve, restore, 

develop or interpret private properties throughout Yukon. I 

know there are parameters, costing and the expense eligibility, 

and there is a whole list of do’s and don’ts. 

Can the minister tell us what the uptake is on this 

program? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: We are just trying to locate the 

exact number. Maybe we will go on to the next question. I can 

tell you that the Yukon historic properties assistance program 

is fully subscribed to each year, so it is a well-accessed 

program, but we will endeavour to find out the exact amount 

of our contribution to Yukoners through this program as we 

go through the questioning, and I will come back to it. 

Ms. Van Bibber: Once that number is found and the 

results are proven good for Yukoners, if they can access 

money to update their private property — but using public 

money, can the public access these properties as heritage 

facilities or are there parameters around that as well? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: This particular program is focused 

at private homeowners, so these are essentially private 

properties. However, on an annual basis, we have a program 

called Doors Open and it’s an opportunity for the public to 

visit historic sites that are privately owned, so it’s kind of a 

planned and collaborative approach to bring greater access to 

the public for those properties and really, again, is a really 

strong partnership between our heritage branch and private 
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homeowners and the public to promote preservation of these 

sites.  

Ms. Van Bibber: I haven’t heard about Doors Open so 

I will have to keep an eye out for it. 

Several other areas caught my eye and, of course, there 

are museums. We put a lot of input, care and money into these 

facilities. The programming at these museums is usually very 

well done thanks to the museum directors, staff and 

volunteers. I know with the local MacBride Museum and the 

Dawson museum, which I am more familiar with, the flow of 

information and displays usually are turned over to be current 

and interesting. I was wondering if there was additional 

support for displays changing so that interest is maintained for 

locals and visitors alike.  

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. Yes, the 

museums funding program — actually, we provide funding to 

19 different museums and cultural centres.  

The funding can be used for exhibits and to refresh them. 

We do have a couple of major projects going on right now. 

We do have MacBride Museum underway with the expansion. 

The Dawson City museum is in the process right now of 

developing a plan for a major exhibit renovation that will 

include exhibit fabrication and installation along with the 

renovations taking place in 2019-20 and 2020-21. There’s a 

tremendous amount of work that individual museums are 

undertaking throughout Yukon to refresh and be responsive to 

what our visitors are looking for and also us, as Yukoners, in 

sharing our history.  

I have the answer back about the historic property 

program. It’s $100,000 per year and it’s done through 

matching funds. It’s not 100-percent funded, so if individuals 

are accessing those funds, they must match them.  

Ms. Van Bibber: The department with archaeology and 

palaeontology holds great interest to many around the world. 

It tells our story of our far and our near past as things continue 

to be discovered and the minister hands out awards for great 

discoveries that we’ve found in our backyards. Much of our 

history in that area in the goldfields is well known. As part of 

Dawson City champions to become a world heritage site, 

many more eyes are going to start drifting north.  

Can the minister tell us what priorities are planned by the 

department for helping Tr’ondëk reach their world heritage 

status and — kind of out of your bailiwick, I guess — making 

the miners understand that this might be a good thing to have 

a world heritage site in Yukon? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. It’s a 

good question around UNESCO. It’s an important project 

that’s underway right now. The Tr’ondëk Klondike UNESCO 

nomination, as you know, was submitted and accepted by the 

World Heritage Centre in Paris in March 2017. There has 

been a lot of work done — even from March to now — in 

terms of working with the community. An additional 

evaluation has proceeded this year to determine if this 

nomination site will be inscribed on the world heritage list for 

its cultural heritage value.  

It will certainly bring worldwide recognition of the 

Tr’ondëk Klondike designation as a positive for the Yukon, 

instilling a deep and strong sense of community pride while 

providing for continued community use, protection and 

appreciation of the site. It absolutely will enrich the existing 

tourism opportunities through recognition and understanding 

of the educational and cultural values represented in the 

Tr’ondëk Klondike, and also the whole political story of how 

we got to where we are today. It is also a fantastic way of 

telling the story of self-governance and how we have evolved 

to where we are today. It has such a huge strength and value to 

the whole Yukon. It really showcases our ability to work 

together as our landscapes change and as our relationships 

change. You have probably heard me say it before, but it is 

absolutely living the vision of the elders. This is one of the 

areas of keen interest to me. Our staff is working very hard on 

the committee and working with all of our partners to ensure 

that we are all on the same page.  

There has been miscommunication around this whole 

aspiration to become inscribed on the world heritage list. On 

May 3, 2017, our Premier, the Hon. Sandy Silver, along with 

Chief Roberta Joseph of the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in and 

Mayor Potoroka of the City of Dawson sent a letter to all of 

the interested parties — all of the placer miners — to talk to 

them about our commitment to ensure that their interests will 

be addressed. I have a copy of the letter if the member is 

interested. I can table that to go over all of the points that were 

covered.  

I think that all parties are contributing to the Tr’ondëk 

Klondike management plan, which will align with all partners 

in managing the UNESCO site — optimizing its benefits. If it 

is successful, we have already started discussions around 

specific marketing plans that the Klondike Visitors 

Association will undertake along with other partners. We are 

continuing to work — my staff were just at a meeting on 

Thursday with the committee and representatives from 

UNESCO around where things are at. I have not yet received 

a full briefing on that. Thank you very much for the question. 

Ms. Van Bibber: I had mentioned Fort Selkirk the 

other day and the riverbank, but now I am on to something 

else. As you know, Fort Selkirk is at the confluence of the 

Yukon and Pelly rivers. 

Maybe about 1,000 people or fewer get to see that site in 

any given year because it is difficult to get to and access by 

boat or small plane. There has been an agreement between 

Selkirk First Nation and the department for many, many years 

to ensure that the site is preserved and catalogued and that the 

story is correct. I am very lucky and I get there many times in 

the summer, but I was looking at some of the tourism and 

information handbooks on the area and Fort Selkirk, and much 

of the information is really dated. Not that the story has 

changed — I just wondered if we could get a new look, and 

perhaps the minister could look at it in the next few years to 

make sure that it keeps up with the times and makes Fort 

Selkirk a good and interesting place to visit. Could I get a 

commitment on updated information, perhaps? 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the question. Yes, 

Fort Selkirk is a very rich historic site and one that we have 

certainly invested in over the years. We value our partnership 
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with the Selkirk First Nation and it is a very successful 

relationship. I know that our staff, along with representatives 

of the Selkirk First Nation, have worked very well together. It 

is such a pleasure to step into the role as minister and see that 

these relationships have been well nurtured over the years. 

That is something that will certainly continue into the future. 

I had tabled earlier information around the erosion, but it 

also spoke to some of what the member is further asking about 

today. We are right now in the process of moving toward 

digital content. The travelyukon.com website is a much more 

interactive website where folks can actually upload and share 

pictures and exchange ideas, so there is that element. I know 

you are asking specifically about the books, the hard copy and 

those publications, and I certainly will commit today to look 

into that and see if we can move forward on refreshing that — 

as we are refreshing and moving toward modern ways of 

sharing the rich value of those sites. 

July 3 is a Parks Day and we invite the public. We’re 

providing boat trips from Minto so public that may not be able 

to get there — you’re saying that you have many opportunities 

to go and you’re right, there are lots of Yukoners and visitors 

who do not always have access — so that is one opportunity 

that is planned for July of next year. That’s a really great 

opportunity and, again, I will absolutely commit to looking at 

ways forward on the hard copy documentation that we have. 

Ms. Van Bibber: In the interest of time, I have many 

more questions that I would love to ask, but tourism, being as 

it is — and I did have an opportunity prior — I would like to 

thank the departmental staff member for being here and 

assisting us today. I will turn the floor over.  

Ms. White: I thank the minister, of course, and the 

official who is stepping in today. I actually have quite a few 

questions for tourism, but I have a very large interest in 

getting to Community Services, so I will be sending them in 

written form. 

I thank the minister for her time in the House and for the 

exchange, and I look forward to a fruitful tourism sector into 

the future as it has been one that the economy has definitely 

leaned on in the past. 

Hon. Ms. Dendys: Thank you for the questions today 

and for the exchange. Thank you to our official, Jonathan, for 

stepping in. 

Chair: Is there any further general debate on Vote 54, 

Department of Tourism and Culture? Seeing none, we will 

proceed to line-by-line debate starting at page 9-4. 

Ms. White: 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. White 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 nil agreed to 

On Capital Expenditures 

Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $775,000 

agreed to 

Total Expenditures in the amount of $775,000 agreed to 

Department of Tourism and Culture agreed to 

 

Chair: The matter now before the Committee is 

continuing general debate on Vote 51, Department of 

Community Services.  

Do members wish to take a brief recess? 

All Hon. Members: Agreed. 

Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 

10 minutes. 

 

Recess 

 

Chair (Mr. Hutton): Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order. 

 

Department of Community Services — continued 

Chair: The matter before the Committee is continuing 

general debate on Vote 51, Department of Community 

Services, in Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18. 

Mr. Streicker, you have eight minutes and 19 seconds. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I don’t 

think I will use eight minutes and I hope I’m not overly 

repetitive.  

I will just first of all welcome Deputy Minister 

Paul Moore, and our director of finance, Sarah Lewis. It is 

always a pleasure to have them here in the Legislature to work 

with us today. 

The one reason that we are here with the Department of 

Community Services on the supplementary budget is that we 

are seeking an extra $3.8 million in our O&M expenditures. 

This is basically supplementing our O&M and capital budget. 

Including that supplement, it would then be $163,409,000. 

The increase is due to an active fire season, especially in the 

north of the territory — in and around Mayo, Dawson and Old 

Crow — and the crews were working hard. The overall budget 

then would come up to $10.4 million for Wildland Fire 

Management, which is right in line with the five-year average 

of $10.5 million. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will sit back down and look 

forward to questions from the opposition parties and to 

responding. 

Mr. Kent: I am going to split the remaining time today 

with the Member for Takhini-Kopper King, so I will be up for 

half an hour here, asking a few questions. I would also like to 

welcome the officials back to the Chamber here today. I thank 

them for providing assistance to the minister. 
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The first item I wanted to touch on was one that we left 

off on the last time Community Services was here, and that is 

with respect to the Designated Materials Regulation. I am just 

hoping that the minister can confirm for the House that the 

consultation he extended will now close on February 1. Then, 

if he does have an implementation date beyond that, could he 

share that with us? 

Specifically, I am just curious as to how many businesses 

have reached out to the minister since he extended the 

consultation. I know that I have personally forwarded some of 

the e-mails I have received to the minister. Have there been 

any meetings held with industry organizations like the 

Chamber of Commerce or TechYukon? If so, when were 

those meetings held? 

The final question on that is: Will there be a “what we 

heard” document produced from these consultations after the 

February 1 closing date, and before implementation, so that 

Yukoners — and particularly those companies that are 

affected — can ensure that their voice and comments were 

considered when it comes to the development of these 

regulations? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, to confirm that the 

public input or engagement has been extended to February 1. 

At this point, we don’t have a date at which we can anticipate 

implementation. The reason is that you have to wait and see 

what comes out of that engagement. Part of that engagement, 

again, will be asking about timelines for implementation. 

What we do know is that the regulations themselves 

require 60 days’ notice, but the minimum we can do is 90 

days. The reason is because of making sure we’re plugging 

the holes for online purchasing so that we ensure it’s a level 

playing field for the retail industry here, whether that is tires 

or electronics. 

Another one of the questions that the Member for 

Copperbelt South was asking about was if we have met with 

— I have spoken with both chambers, but I wouldn’t call them 

full meetings, as of yet. We did meet with TechYukon. It was 

in the week when questions were being raised here in the 

Legislature. I think the date was November 8. We sat down 

with — I think it was — four or five members of TechYukon 

and had a good initial conversation with them.  

The member opposite asked whether we would produce a 

“what we heard” document; the answer is yes. We do want to 

ensure that those people who come forward — and I should 

note that, when we extended the engagement period, while we 

anticipate that we’ll hear a lot from industry, we’re not 

exclusively talking to industry. If community members or 

municipalities or NGOs wish to come forward as well, we’re 

happy to engage with them as well. 

I wouldn’t be able to answer specifically how many 

retailers or industry folks have reached out to me personally 

already, but it is a good handful. I wouldn’t be the only point 

of contact. They could be coming through the Minister of 

Environment’s contact information and they could be coming 

through the department’s, so we are collecting all of those and 

preparing some responses to some of the early questions. I’m 

sure that, by the time we get to the end of it on February 1, 

we’ll have some numbers about how many folks provided 

input. 

Mr. Kent: I thank the minister for that response as 

well.  

During last year’s election campaign, there was a Liberal 

campaign commitment made around red-tape reduction. I am 

just going to read in a few of the points that were in that 

campaign about the regulatory environment and reducing red 

tape. The first one was: to “collaborate with businesses to 

identify barriers to competitiveness and modernize the 

existing regulatory environment”. The second commitment 

was: to “reduce red tape and regulatory burdens for small 

business while maintaining standards for business operations”. 

The third point was: to “reduce red tape for Yukoners 

accessing services and enhance the availability of services 

online”. Finally: to “expand opportunities to introduce/provide 

more eHealth, eJustice, eEducation and e-Commerce services 

to Yukon’s communities”.  

I am curious as to what role Community Services will 

have in this red-tape reduction initiative. Will they be the lead 

or will they be providing support to another department? If the 

minister can give us an update on what has been done, that 

would also be helpful. What has been completed so far to help 

accomplish these commitments that the Liberals made during 

last year’s election campaign? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I will just read out from my 

mandate letter. There is a line here that I am directed to work 

with the Minister of Economic Development to identify and 

work to remove regulatory and service impediments to 

competitiveness.  

There will be different aspects of this, but I think the 

Minister of Economic Development is more squarely the lead 

on this, although we are happy to be working together and 

happy to take different aspects of this challenge underway. I 

know, for example, that the Minister of Economic 

Development met last week with the Canadian Federation of 

Independent Business — CFIB — and committed to work 

with them to develop a strategy around reducing red tape and 

any impediments to business here in the territory.  

There are pieces of this that the member opposite asked 

about — online aspects or electronic aspects that we are 

working on. I can note that one of the things that we 

accomplished over the past year was that the Yukon corporate 

online registry developed its first phase of online systems for 

our business community. That is a good first step and we are 

anticipating more steps coming up around the online registry. 

I think that, as we work on the Societies Act, we are looking 

for ways in which to make their systems more online-friendly. 

There are a variety of ways in which we are working to 

improve this. I think that the lens that we in the department 

take is always with this notion of communities, whether that is 

virtual communities or physical communities — just how to 

help with the registration and regulatory regime around our 

businesses, NGOs and societies so that they are able to do the 

great work that they want to do and not have to spend a lot of 

time dealing with the administration aspects and that we can 

make sure that everybody is up to date and efficient. 
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Mr. Kent: I know the Minister of Economic 

Development doesn’t have support staff here, but if he could 

commit to get back to us then with a letter on what the plan is 

to reduce red tape and what they’ve identified as some of the 

regulatory burdens for small businesses, that would be helpful 

if that minister could get back to us with a letter on that.  

Then perhaps the Minister of Community Services would 

get an opportunity as well to expand on what they’re looking 

at on the e-health, e-justice, e-education and e-commerce 

services to Yukon communities. I thank him for referencing 

the one improvement that they have made, but we would be 

interested in some more information around this specific 

platform commitment that the Liberals made last fall.  

I want to move on to a couple of other issues. I will just 

roll both of these into one question. The first one is with 

respect to civic addressing for rural Yukon. Can the minister 

give us an idea of how much more work they have to do with 

respect to civic addressing, and then, if there is a list of 

meetings and dates that he could provide with respect to that 

particular issue, that would be helpful. 

The other one is about building inspections. Most MLAs 

in our office have heard concerns from many Yukoners with 

respect to building inspections and how they’re conducted and 

some consistency issues as well, so I’m wondering if the 

minister can give us any sense if there are any plans to review 

that process — if there are any review plans for building 

inspections and what that would entail.  

So the first one is about civic addressing for rural Yukon, 

and the second question was with respect to building 

inspections. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Just to follow up with the earlier 

requests for information, I know that, working with the 

Minister of Economic Development, when that strategy that 

has begun with the Canadian Federation of Independent 

Business — is complete, we will be happy to share it.  

I want to be a little bit careful, because some of the 

questions — it was as though it was Economic Development 

and Community Services, but some of them as well would 

deal with Health and Social Services and so the Minister of 

Health and Social Services. I think we do our best to try to 

share information and requests for information as we can. I 

know that, leading up to this last day of this Sitting, I took a 

look back over the legislative returns and, noting today that 

there were another handful of returns that came in, I believe 

there are now over 100 legislative returns that we have 

provided this spring and fall session. That’s a very significant 

number and much higher than has been in past, and we’ll 

continue to do so. 

With respect to civic addressing, civic addressing and 

street signs have gone into the local advisory areas, including 

Mount Lorne, Ibex Valley, Tagish, Carcross and Marsh Lake. 

Carcross is called the South Klondike local advisory area. 

I know that there have been some recent meetings 

regarding the Mayo Road. I know it is work that is ongoing. I 

will try to check back with the department if there is more 

information about timing for some of those meetings.  

On the last question that was posed about building 

inspections, I have just a little bit of information. In 2016, the 

unit completed over 5,300 inspections, and that included 940-

plus building inspections, 2,800 electrical, over 200 plumbing 

inspections, 460 oil-heating inspections, 120-plus boiler 

inspections, 75-plus elevator inspections — and we heard a 

motion from the Member for Takhini-Kopper King today 

about our elevator code — and over 680 gas inspections.  

There are a lot of inspections that go on year over year. 

There are always some concerns. In a branch that active, there 

are always some issues. I believe that we always strive for 

continuous improvement within our branches. We recently 

discussed Wildland Fire Management, for example, and the 

department had identified some areas for improvement in 

recent years — and did so. That said, I don’t know of any sort 

of formal or large attempt to review the whole of the branch. 

Maybe the member opposite has some specific questions, and 

I can do my best to try to respond to those. 

Mr. Kent: Perhaps it would be better just to follow up 

with the minister outside of the House on those specifics. I 

don’t want to mention specific cases but sometimes it’s hard 

to do that without mentioning those specific cases, so I’ll 

follow up with the minister, either by letter, or we can follow 

up outside the House on some of the concerns that we have 

heard from various businesses and individuals with respect to 

what’s happening there. 

I only have one more question for the minister before I 

turn it over to the Member for Takhini-Kopper King, and 

that’s with respect to the impact that the carbon tax will have 

on municipalities. We had heard at a meeting of AYC that the 

minister suggested to individuals who were in attendance 

there that the municipalities would not be getting a rebate or 

would not be exempted from the carbon tax, but I think it was 

last week in Question Period that the Premier suggested that 

those discussions were still ongoing with municipalities on 

how the carbon tax would impact them. 

I’m looking for a little bit of clarification from the 

minister on what exactly transpired at that AYC meeting and 

exactly what was said, because there seems to be a little bit of 

confusion out there with respect to what the government’s 

position is regarding the carbon tax and municipalities. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I appreciate the opportunity to 

stand up and to try to clarify a bit. I’m going to blur on the 

date of that meeting — I think the Association of Yukon 

Communities meeting was maybe September 23. There were 

several topics that came up that day in conversation with the 

Association of Yukon Communities and with all the 

municipalities having representatives there. There were 

questions about carbon pricing and it was a healthy 

conversation. One of the things that came up at that point was 

that the municipalities were asking about rebates. My initial 

statement to them was that we had made a public commitment 

to rebating the money to Yukon individuals and Yukon 

businesses. 

I had said that we had no anticipation of bringing the 

money in to grow programs or services of the Yukon 

government — that was a platform commitment. In my first 
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comments to the Association of Yukon Communities there at 

that meeting I said that we hadn’t anticipated rebating 

governments. Then when the members of municipalities 

around the table began to express concerns about that, I 

suggested at that point that they continue to follow up with us 

as a government to express their interest in being rebated. I 

took that conversation to the Premier and I alerted him to that 

interest and that we should anticipate some letters from 

municipalities and other governments — First Nation 

governments for example. What the Premier did at that point 

was to reach out to the Department of Finance to pose a 

question to the federal government to try to understand 

whether there would be any issues with rebating other orders 

of government. So that question is now posed and we are 

awaiting a response. 

I met again this morning with the Association of Yukon 

Communities president and executive director. We had this 

item on our agenda, but we didn’t have time to get to it, so I 

didn’t have a chance to follow up to see where things were at 

from AYC’s perspective in the interim. 

So it is a question being explored. I have had several 

meetings with municipalities as I and other colleagues 

continue to do — go to our communities and meet with 

municipal governments and First Nation governments to 

discuss a suite of issues. It has come up a couple of times. 

Some of those letters that I suggested we would welcome to 

receive, have been received, and so I don’t have a response as 

of yet. 

The other thing that I will say though is that when I talked 

to communities about that, I said to them that regardless of 

what we hear from the federal government — whether there is 

an issue of rebating that direction or not and it is my hope that 

we won’t have a problem — we have a sense of what portion 

of the pie belongs to municipal and First Nation governments. 

We have a sense of what kind of dollar value we’re 

talking about and we also have a sense of what kind of 

investments we’re going to be putting into communities 

around green infrastructure and the ability to help all 

communities to reduce their fossil fuel dependency.  

What I can say is that the dollars we’re talking about in 

terms of a carbon price will be less than the investment that 

we intend to make into our communities through, for example, 

the green infrastructure fund or other elements of the investing 

in Canada infrastructure plan. We hope that’s a strong offset 

and, as soon as we get some definitive word back, we’re 

happy to share that information with municipalities and First 

Nation governments, as well as with members opposite. 

Ms. White: I thank my colleague from Copperbelt 

South for so happily agreeing to share the time today. That’s 

really important. I’m going to jump right in. Of course, I thank 

the officials. 

There was a press release about a midwifery committee 

being struck. My question is — we’ve been talking about 

access to midwives in the territory for a long time. There have 

been numerous reports and there have been other committees 

struck at different times. What is the timeline to have this 

committee report, and then what is the hopeful timeline — I 

don’t expect a timeline, because that would be hard to answer, 

but what’s the hopeful timeline when midwives would be able 

to practise to their full scope in the territory? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The hopeful timeline — and I 

want to be a little bit careful. Let me start off with this: In the 

throne speech that was delivered here by the Commissioner, it 

was stated — and it is our goal — to have regulated and 

funded midwifery by 2018. I would have to check back on the 

language specifically for the Member for Takhini-Kopper 

King, but I believe it said for the fall of 2018. That is the 

hopeful goal. 

The one thing I want to put in there — because she also 

used the phrase “full scope of practice”, I think. I anticipate 

that the work we’re doing now, even though it is just 

regulations — it is a big deal. There’s a lot of work that has to 

take place in trying to coordinate with, for example, the 

hospitals, the other medical professionals, Health and Social 

Services broadly, but also us as regulators. We have some 

great examples, but there is a lot of work to take place, so it 

may be that some of the recommendations that come out of 

the advisory committee are that there is a developmental plan 

— like, we put the regulations in place but they might look to 

see how this will expand in time. 

I am not certain yet what will come, so I just want to be a 

little bit careful about that. What I can say about the advisory 

committee is that I have heard from some of the people who 

are involved and, from time to time, they will give me a sense 

of how it is going. I understand that they began their meetings 

last month. I think they have had a handful of meetings — 

maybe it is four already so far — and I think their intention is 

to work together until spring, at which time we would take 

some of that information and start to pull together some drafts, 

which would then go out for a more public round of 

engagement. At a very high level, the timeline is to try to see 

some results from that committee by springtime and to try to 

get fully funded and regulated midwifery in place in 2018. 

Ms. White: I am hopeful to see that come to fruition.  

Libraries — we have talked about libraries. We have 

done tributes to the importance of libraries as community 

spaces, and it is fascinating to know that libraries are one of 

the only free and accessible locales in communities. The fact 

is that if it is minus 45, minus 25 or minus 15 degrees, you can 

go to a library and spend the day in a library. You have access 

to reading materials, computers and it is a pleasant place to 

go. Libraries are incredibly important — the physical structure 

of libraries is important. 

I want to know what the differences are between the 

Whitehorse library and community libraries. How are they set 

up differently as far as staff? What are the differences between 

the Whitehorse library and the community libraries? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I will acknowledge 

that there are 15 public libraries located throughout the 

Yukon. There are differences between the Whitehorse library 

and other community libraries, although I would have to 

check to make sure. I will check with the department, but I 

suspect that all community libraries outside of Whitehorse are 

different. It might be that some of them are in line with the 
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Whitehorse Public Library. The Whitehorse Public Library is 

staffed by Yukon government employees. The other libraries 

are run by local boards, and we have funding agreements with 

those local boards. They choose, based on the funding that is 

there, what hours of service and what remuneration to provide 

for the staff that they hire. It is at their discretion. There are a 

few things that would be governing that through the Public 

Libraries Act about what sorts of services they need to try to 

provide, but in meeting with libraries around the territory, I 

can tell you that people in the communities are fierce 

champions of these services, so not just the books, but as the 

member opposite has noted, the ability for a community space 

for people to congregate and to access information.  

That’s the main difference and I will look forward to 

further questions if the member opposite would like to get 

more detail. 

Ms. White: In conversations with some community 

libraries, it was highlighted that the wages that community 

libraries were able to offer employees were substantially 

lower than that of the City of Whitehorse. Specifically is that 

the AR06 level — so that would be the Whitehorse library 

assistants. That requires a two-year diploma. There were 

communities that were looking for similar staff but were 

unable to have the same level of pay because the applications 

had to be put in and they had to be approved. It’s important to 

note that some of the programming is only able to be offered 

if they’re able to fundraise within the community enough to be 

able to pay for that. Some examples would be — they were 

very specific — that Minecraft membership fees and a puppet 

theatre, for example, had to be fundraised in one specific 

community.  

I wanted to know if the ministers had conversations with 

the community libraries about their funding and about whether 

or not they are able to afford staff, because when you open the 

website and you look at the hours, there are a lot of hours. I 

don’t actually believe that it should be fully run by volunteers. 

Those are community buildings that should have paid staff 

because that would be helpful in the community. The last time 

I was in Beaver Creek, for example, the library had been 

moved into the community hall space because the library itself 

was no longer a space that could be used. I was just wanted to 

know if the minister has had those conversations with 

community libraries about funding and the ability to staff. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Yes, I have had some of those 

conversations, but I have not talked with all libraries as of yet. 

I am happy to talk with all libraries but it just hasn’t happened 

as of yet.  

I also have some experience having been the first person 

in my own community to start the Marsh Lake Little Library. I 

think it was 11-and-a-half years ago. We as a community 

decided not to join the territorial library system. We chose to 

try to fund ours all with — I won’t say “volunteer hours”, but 

to do it within our own funding models.  

The rub here comes down — and noting that I have not 

made it to all community libraries so I may need to stand 

corrected — but it’s not that there isn’t enough money, for 

example, to pay at the equivalent level of an AR06; there is 

not enough money to pay at an AR06 for the hours that the 

library wishes to pay staff. The library can make the choice to 

pay at that level by reducing the number of hours. That’s the 

hard choice that all communities face.  

This is true, and I will state the experience of my own 

library. We chose to stretch the dollars as far as they possibly 

can go by trying to provide as much service to the community 

as we can. That is the hard situation, and if there is, for 

example, a desire — often what happens with the boards is 

that they are given an amount of money and then they take the 

choice at what level to compensate against the hours that they 

can remain open, and that is what drives it. I wouldn’t say that 

they are not able to do it, but I would say that they are not able 

to do it for the amount of hours that they wish to do it. 

Ms. White: Just in reflection to that answer, then it 

would appear that those of us in Whitehorse are entitled to a 

full-time library operated by people who are earning a wage 

reflective of the work they do, but what the minister is saying 

is that the communities do not deserve the same level of 

service. Can he just expand on his previous answer please? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I am very happy to. If, by “full-

time”, we mean 24/7 — no we don’t have a library here 24/7. 

What we have here in Whitehorse — and I would have to 

check on the hours during the week. Am I expecting that 

every community has a library that is open for the same 

number of hours as the Whitehorse library? No, I do not 

expect that. 

On the other hand, earlier, when there was the story about 

Beaver Creek — and I appreciate the challenges — when I go 

and talk to communities about their infrastructure — including 

about libraries, but not exclusively about libraries — what I 

try to do is encourage them as much as possible to co-locate 

facilities because, if they do so, then their dollars can go 

further. Another thing that happens is that sometimes we 

require a critical mass in our communities. If we build a lot of 

infrastructure and we don’t get people out to each thing, each 

piece of infrastructure — for example, if we are talking about 

a pool, a soccer field and a baseball diamond. But if people 

don’t all get there, then we don’t make good use of that. I am 

not worried as much about the dollars that I am talking about 

— what I am talking about is the ability for that community to 

have the critical mass in order to have great turnout at events 

and to create that community spirit. 

I think about these things because, within my own 

community — which might be the next largest community 

after Haines Junction — we still had those very same issues. If 

we put a rink on the lake at the same time as we were trying to 

get our own outdoor rink with boards flooded, then what we 

saw was that we got half the people at each one. With 

libraries, one of the issues is that if we are creating buildings, 

we really want to make sure that those buildings are co-

located with other things. That way, you can take advantage of 

maybe having a library open when you have an afternoon tea 

on or something. There are ways in which we can get those 

advantages. 

But, if what we are talking about here — and I am trying 

to answer the member opposite’s question directly — is: Do I 
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believe that all libraries and all of our communities should be 

open for the same number of hours? My answer is no, but the 

discretion of the number of hours is based on the dollars that 

come to that community, which are based on — I think it’s a 

sliding per-capita scale so that our smallest communities 

would get more per capita, but there’s still less than, say, the 

community of Whitehorse. As a result, they will take a 

decision of how many hours to open and at what levels of 

compensation. 

Ms. White: The benefit of having access to high-speed 

Internet in the Chamber is that I can tell you that the 

Whitehorse Public Library is open from 10:00 a.m. to 

9:00 p.m., Monday through Thursday, and it’s open from 

10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. from Friday to Sunday.  

It’s not that I’m saying that they should be comparable; 

I’m just saying that, as a free space in a territory where 

poverty is an issue, I believe there should be access. Both of 

us had tributes, Mr. Chair, that talked about the importance of 

libraries and access to libraries by citizens. I have had a 

library card in four different countries because, when I 

travelled, I didn’t have a lot of money. By that, I mean I had 

next to no money. So being able to access a library was the 

ability to access the Internet long before smartphones and 

tablets. It was the ability to actually be able to read books and 

to access books and lending books. 

I believe that libraries are important, and I think that there 

are two jurisdictions in the Yukon, outside of Whitehorse, that 

would be considered full-time, and I believe that would be 

Dawson City and Watson Lake. Dawson City is obviously 

shared with the school and Watson Lake is not. It’s just that 

ability to take a look. Is there more that we can do as 

government to support libraries?  

Mr. Chair, I believe they are fundamentally important. I 

know the minister feels the same way. Libraries — I’m going 

to put the pitch out there for funding libraries in communities 

so that the people working can also benefit from that. 

For a lot of years, we had questions about the waste-water 

treatment plant in Dawson City. I thought I would just follow 

suit and ask about the waste-water treatment facility in 

Dawson City. Where do we stand right now? What are the 

proposed changes going to be? When can we see that happen? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I know the member opposite is a 

champion for libraries, and I appreciate that, as a fellow 

champion of libraries. I have travelled much in my life and 

have also had the pleasure of taking advantage of libraries 

everywhere. 

We do seek to support our libraries. Just last week, I 

think, I bumped into our director of libraries. She was at a 

craft fair as one of the artists. She mentioned that there were 

recent meetings of librarians from across the territory, where 

we were working with them here, kind of at a workshop, to 

help build their capacity. 

I know there are other ways in which we are trying to 

support our libraries with pieces of infrastructure and 

supporting infrastructure — so there are ways that we want to 

go.  

Again, I thank the member opposite for her efforts around 

libraries and how they become important access points for all 

citizens to try to provide them with more services.  

I notice that the member opposite referred to the Dawson 

waste-water treatment facility. I think of that as an acronym 

— the WTF. I will say that it is an ongoing issue and so, an 

update: As a government, we took over the operations of that 

facility within the last year, so we do not have one year under 

our belts yet and some of our assessments about costs are 

ongoing. There were some issues remaining and outstanding. 

We continue to work with the company that did the building 

of the facility to try to correct some of those issues. What I 

will say is that we are not done. There is ongoing work and I 

am hopeful that sometime later this summer we will have 

some more information about the facility and how well it is 

working or not.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: If I can just beg the indulgence of 

Mr. Chair, I would love to introduce Ms. Susan Walton, my 

wife, to the Legislature. 

Applause 

 

Ms. White: In a world full of acronyms, that could 

possibly be my favourite now when I think about a 

government facility. 

One of the issues that was happening before and the 

reason why Dawson City itself did not want it to be 

transferred over is that it had not reached — and I am looking 

for a correction because this is based on memory — I seem to 

remember that it was 90 days that the water testing had to 

come back as acceptable. The minister should please feel free 

to correct me on whether it is 90 days or not. Have we now, as 

the Yukon government who is now running the facility, ever 

reached that timeline of the free and clear? Was it 60 days or 

90 days or something every close to that? 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: The original 90-day benchmark 

was met and that is what led to us taking it over. However, 

there are other benchmarks, which we are still working 

toward. The performance of the plant is not yet how it should 

be, and it will take more time in order to even assess it. For 

example, there were some deficiencies we were working on 

with the company to try to correct those deficiencies. Then we 

need more time to understand — and some of that time is 

seasonal in nature so we have to wait and see whether those 

performances are met or not. 

What I want to say for the member opposite is that I don’t 

believe that this was necessarily the most critical reason that 

the municipality did not wish to take over the responsibility of 

that facility. It’s that the costs are much, much higher than 

were originally anticipated prior to construction.  

So there was an anticipation of what it would cost to 

operate that facility and now there’s a reality that we’re 

landing with here, which, as I’ve noted already in my previous 

answer, is still going to take some time to resolve to get a real 

sense of what those numbers look like because it’s always 
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different when it’s under the company that is constructing it 

and when it will transfer over to government. 

We don’t have all the answers as of yet. We still have 

many concerns and we’re working with the company and the 

community to try to resolve the issue. It will still be ongoing 

for some time yet.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: If I can beg indulgence again — 

although I don’t recognize everyone, I would like to 

acknowledge a constituent who has just arrived here, 

Ms. Dale Stokes. 

Applause 

 

Ms. White: Does the minister have the cost to date of 

running that facility since the Yukon government took it over?  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: What I can say for the member 

opposite is that what we budgeted for this fiscal year is 

$850,000. I do not anticipate that number is going to be a final 

number, if I can just provide that piece of information. That’s 

an order of magnitude that gives us a sense — that’s what we 

budgeted for. 

Ms. White: Then I can go back to the acronym for that.  

I’m going to move on, knowing I have 14 minutes to go. I 

appreciate the website very much, so whoever works in the 

Department of Community Services I appreciate that, on their 

home page, I can click on a button that says legislation A 

through Z, and legislation that is under the responsibility of 

Community Services comes up. I am just going to put a pitch 

out to IT sections in government that not all departments have 

that, so it can become very complicated to figure out who is 

responsible for what legislation.  

The reason why I find this so fascinating — and I’m very 

appreciative of the IT people within Community Services — 

is that I know that the Minister for Community Services is 

responsible for the Elevator and Fixed Conveyances Act and it 

turns out that the regulations haven’t been updated since 1998. 

I would point out that in 1998 there were not very many 

buildings with elevators and things have really changed since 

1998.  

The motion I put in today was tongue in cheek as to 

whether or not I could actually table something that looked at 

the ups and downs of the Elevator and Fixed Conveyances 

Act, but one of the reasons why I talked about updating it is 

that we’ve seen a lot of things change in the territory. We’re 

building seniors residences that have elevators — multi-storey 

buildings now typically have elevators — so I just wanted to 

know if this was on the minister’s radar as something that 

maybe should be reviewed in the 34
th

 Legislative Assembly.  

Hon. Mr. Streicker: I really appreciate the humour that 

we have here in the Legislature with us. I will say that it is on 

our radar screen. I will also say that, in working with the 

department, we have been looking at more recent changes to 

codes around elevators and have been making sure we are 

accommodating those changes to the National Building Code. 

It is on our radar screen. We have put it on the list of 

possibilities for this legislative session, but the member 

opposite will know that there is always a lot of legislation that 

we’re attempting to get at. Today, when the member raised the 

motion, we all sort of looked at each other, because we have 

had some of those same conversations. 

Ms. White: The reason I’ll put the pitch in as to why I 

think it should be looked at is that, with the creation of 

facilities like the Whistle Bend place, which is substantially 

different from, for example, the legislative building which, I 

would point out, does not have an elevator certificate in its 

elevator, and I think that is actually part of the legislation. 

Just before we run out of time, I want to give the minister 

an opportunity. There has been a lot of discussion and 

controversy around tiny houses, including people being given 

— I’m going to have the wrong language, but essentially posts 

being put on the door about not being able to access the 

property. I know that on the Community Services website it 

does actually have what’s required for a tiny house to meet 

occupancy. It’s important because it doesn’t say that you can’t 

build a tiny house, it just says that if you build a tiny house, 

make sure you do these things, and it involves getting an 

inspection and making sure that you meet code so that it’s 

safe. 

Mr. Chair, there are so many more questions, but I’m 

going to leave it with the minister to talk about tiny houses 

and maybe where people can find that information, because I 

really believe that tiny houses are an important form of 

housing in the territory. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: Mr. Chair, I would like to begin 

by acknowledging that tiny homes are a very independent type 

of solution toward affordable homes, right? So if we can just 

bring our living down to modest means — it costs less to 

build; it costs less to maintain. It’s an interesting solution that 

I hope we’re supportive of. 

There are some challenges. For example, when you build 

within municipal boundaries, you still have to make sure that 

you’re hooked up to the water and waste-water system — 

unless, sorry, we’re out in rural residential, but if we’re in the 

urban containment boundary, we have to ensure that. 

There are some anachronistic rules that we’ve been 

looking at within the Department of Energy, Mines and 

Resources around what constitutes a building. There were 

some historical issues where people were putting up a shack 

and saying that’s them living there. So there were some rules 

that were put in place that said that your building has to be a 

certain size. 

I have begun conversations with the Minister of Energy, 

Mines and Resources to try to understand if we can find a 

better way to ascertain that something is lived in versus just 

sort of slapped up to try to hold some ground. 

When it comes to building inspections, even small homes 

need to be safe homes. That is the whole purpose of building 

inspections. It is all about trying to ensure that there is safety, 

and I know that this frustrates some Yukoners. We have a 

history of people going out on the land and building homes, 

and then suddenly you get a department that comes and says, 

“Here are some rules.” 
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But we also have the history of having some tragedies 

here in the territory — for example, around carbon monoxide. 

Those sorts of things have led us to say no. When it comes to 

where people live, we need to ensure that those places are 

safe, and that includes heating appliances, that includes 

electrical, and that includes making sure that, structurally, 

buildings are sound, even if they are small — sometimes very 

importantly if they’re small, because, of course, when it is 

small, you might not worry about egress, but I know our 

inspectors worry about that. 

So those are the challenges that we face, and as we started 

looking at this issue within the department, we noted that 

there was a lot of concern and lack of understanding around 

tiny homes and also a lot of interest. What we did was we 

asked that they pull together some information proactively so 

that, if people are interested in tiny homes, they get a sense of 

what is needed. We pulled together a small brochure. It is still 

available, I believe, on our website and certainly at the 

building inspection office, which is by the Motor Vehicles 

office. 

We want to support tiny homes because we recognize that 

they are a good piece of the affordable housing spectrum, but 

we just need to make sure from the building inspection 

perspective that they are safe. 

Ms. White: Just a pitch, of course, for building 

inspectors — they are open to conversations prior to 

construction, and if anyone was looking at building a 

structure, they should consider having a conversation first 

because building inspectors are there to facilitate the 

successful build — just to put that out. 

One of the topics I talk about the most is obviously 

housing, and within the purview of housing and what the 

minister is responsible for would be the Residential Landlord 

and Tenant Act, but more importantly the Residential 

Tenancies Office. I just wanted to know if there is the 

expectation of there being a review of how that office is going 

and whether they have the budget to do the work they need to 

do. Particularly I have questions about whether or not the 

appeals are working best. They happen via telephone right 

now, so you have different parties in different locations, all 

via teleconference, and I have concerns about that because 

sometimes being in a room makes it easier. I just wanted to 

know if there is going to be a look at how that office is 

operating. 

I made a pitch, originally, when this office was set up and 

asked questions about mobile homes. It was whether or not 

the office was available to divide numbers, to be able to have 

information about different types of housing, including 

sometimes, possibly, different buildings or different landlords. 

What is the ability to get information out of that office? 

The last bit I will say is that the work that they do is hard 

and it’s not easy, because people don’t go there when things 

are going well, so I appreciate the work that the Residential 

Tenancies Office is doing. I appreciate that they come to 

Whitehorse Connects. I appreciate that they are available. You 

can make a phone call; you can go in person. I just want to 

know if there’s a way that we can strengthen that office 

because, to be perfectly honest, I would really like them to be 

able, when they identify a problem, to reach outside the office 

to correct that — if, for example, a lease in a mobile home is 

incorrect, they can let the park know that changes need to be 

made before hundreds of people sign it. 

Hon. Mr. Streicker: First of all, I would like to thank 

the member opposite for making that comment about our 

building inspectors being there to try to facilitate the public. 

With respect to the Residential Tenancies Office, it came 

into being in January of last year, so we’re coming up on the 

two-year mark. I don’t have a date in mind, but we do want to 

review the office to make sure that it is doing what it can. To 

use the language that the member opposite used — to try to 

make sure that it’s as efficient and as effective as possible. 

One small thing I want to say is that, after the Member for 

Takhini-Kopper King mentioned calls being required, I 

checked with the office just to be sure. My understanding is 

different. My understanding is that calls are not mandatory. 

When there is the ability to resolve the conflict between 

landlords and tenants, it’s not a requirement that it happen 

over a phone. There are times when, if there is significant 

tension between a tenant and a landlord, there is a suggestion 

of going on the phone just to try to mediate some of that 

tension, but it’s not a requirement. It’s an offer. 

I thank the member opposite for her suggestion regarding 

different numbers. That’s something that we could look into. 

I’ll take that back to the department and have a conversation. 

I’ll make one more offer here. Ahead of that review — I’m 

sorry that I don’t have a date in mind. I know that sometimes 

we’re very keen on ensuring there are dates, but I can 

guarantee that, within this term, we will do that review. 

What I would offer is that maybe we could set up a 

meeting with the Member for Takhini-Kopper King and others 

of the opposition, as they wish, to sit down with the 

department and the RTO to pose questions and thoughts about 

what ways there might be to improve the system as part of that 

review, just as a step leading into it. 

I will certainly make the commitment here to share back 

with this Legislature via a return, or even something that is 

tabled more formally regarding that review so that everyone 

can see it. I want the public to see the way in which that 

works. The one difference between that review and what we 

did, for example, internally with Wildland Fire Management 

— the issue there was that, when we talked with staff, we told 

them it was an internal review, so it became hard for us to 

then share that information back out.  

I’ll sit down in case the member wishes to ask one more 

question before we get done here. 

Ms. White: Mr. Chair, I can end it on a happy note. I 

thank the minister for the engagement and the exchange. I 

thank the officials for being here. I will pitch again that, if 

people are constructing a tiny house, please talk to building 

inspectors, and I look forward to being involved in a 

conversation on the Residential Tenancies Office. 

 

Chair: Order, please. 
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Termination of Sitting as per Standing Order 76(1) 

Chair: The time has reached 5:00 p.m. on this, the 30
th

 

sitting day of the 2017 Fall 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;  

“(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: Mr. Chair, the government directs 

that Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, 

the only government bill before Committee of the Whole, be 

called at this time. 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
continued 

Chair: The Committee will now deal with Bill No. 203, 

entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18. The Chair will 

now recognize Mr. Silver, as the sponsor of Bill No. 203, for 

the purpose of moving a motion pursuant to Standing Order 

76(1)(b). 

Hon. Mr. Silver: Mr. Chair, I move that all clauses, 

schedules and the title of Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18, be deemed to be read and carried. 

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Silver that all clauses, 

schedules and the title of Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18, 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 $6,684,000 agreed to 

On Capital Expenditures 

Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $6,013,000 

agreed to 

Total Expenditures in the amount of $12,697,000 agreed 

to 

Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to 

Schedules A and B agreed to 

Title agreed to 

 

Hon. Mr. Silver: I move that you report Bill No. 203, 

entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, without 

amendment. 

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Silver that the Chair 

report Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18, without amendment. As no debate or amendment is 

permitted, I shall now put the question. Are you agreed? 

 

Some Hon. Members: Count. 

Count 

Chair: A count has been called.  

The bells will ring and a count will be conducted. 

 

Bells 

 

Chair: Would all members in favour of the motion 

please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: Would all members opposed to the motion 

please rise? 

Members rise 

Chair: The results are 10 yea, six nay. The yeas have it. 

I declare the motion carried. 

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. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 

2017-18, 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 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 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. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, be called 

for third reading at this time. 

Bill No. 203: Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 — 
Third Reading 

Clerk: Third reading, Bill No. 203, standing in the 

name of the Hon. Mr. Silver. 

Mr. Silver: I move that Bill No. 203, entitled Second 

Appropriation Act 2017-18, be now read a third time and do 

pass. 

Speaker: It has been moved by the Hon. Premier that 

Bill No. 203, entitled Second Appropriation Act 2017-18, be 

now read a second 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. 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. White: Disagree. 

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 10 yea, seven nay. 

Speaker: The yeas have it. I declare the motion carried. 

Motion for third reading of Bill No. 203 agreed to 

 

Speaker: I declare that Bill No. 203 has passed this 

House. 

We are now prepared to receive the Commissioner of 

Yukon, in his capacity as Lieutenant Governor, to grant assent 

to certain bills which have passed this House. 

 

Commissioner Phillips enters the Chamber, announced 

by the Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms 

ASSENT TO BILLS 

Commissioner: Please be seated.  

Speaker: Mr. 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 Workers’ Compensation Act 

and the Occupational Health and Safety Act (2017); Missing 

Persons Act; Act to Amend the Income Tax Act (2017); Act to 

Amend the Pounds Act (2017); Legal Profession Act, 2017; 

Act to Amend the Health Act (2017); Public Airports Act; Act 

to Amend the Hospital Act (2017); and Second Appropriation 

Act 2017-18.  

Commissioner: I hereby assent to the bills as 

enumerated by the Clerk. 

Before I leave you today, this is going to be the last time 

that I have an opportunity to speak to the Legislative 

Assembly as Yukon’s Commissioner. I want to take an 

opportunity to thank a few people.  

First of all, my office has always worked very closely 

with the current government of the day, so I would like to 

extend my sincere thanks to former Premier Pasloski and to 

the current Premier Sandy Silver. I would also like to thank 

members of the House past and present for their support of my 

office over the years. My staff work on a regular basis with 

the Executive Council Office, and I would like to thank the 

Executive Council Office and their staff for their advice and 

support over these seven years.  

Most of all I would also like thank my Aides-de-Camp 

who are with me again today. They appear with me in various 

events throughout the territory all on a volunteer basis, so I 

want to thank them for their support of the Commissioner’s 

Office. 

I would be remiss if I didn’t thank my staff. 

Pavlina Sudrich, who is with us in the gallery today, and 

Rosemary Scanlon are the people who sort of tell me what to 

say and what to do and when to do it, and I appreciate all their 

hard work in the office. 

But most of all I would like to thank the people of the 

Yukon for their support and the privilege and honour to serve 

in this position for the past seven years.  

Last, but not least, I want to thank my strongest 

supporters: my family. Some of them are in attendance today 

and I would ask the House to recognize them. First of all, I 

have my daughter Natasha, who is with us today and — one 

of my strongest supporters — I have my grandson Kyle 

Hammond, who is with me today also. Also, one of our family 

members, Rose Murdoch, has come to be with us here today 
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— and, of course, my partner in this incredible journey, my 

wife, Dale Stokes. Thank you for your family support. 

I know you all remember my speech when I swore you in 

— about family and family support. It is extremely important 

to have your family on board for this journey. It is not always 

pleasant. There are some wonderful things about being in the 

political or public life, but there are some things that aren’t so 

pleasant, and it’s really the backbone, the support you get 

from your family, that helps you get through the tougher times 

in this job. 

But I’m not done yet. My last day in the job is January 

18, 2018, and there are a few more events that I have before I 

leave. First of all, I hope to see all of you — especially those 

with young families — at our annual Christmas open house on 

the afternoon of December 8 at Taylor House. This is a 

magical Christmas event with Christmas carolling by the 

Whitehorse Community Choir and a bonfire and hot chocolate 

served by the Canadian Rangers.  

I’m pleased to announce this year that we have just 

received confirmation this afternoon that Santa will be able to 

attend the event. So bring your children to the event, if you 

can. 

Part of Santa’s job is to grant children’s wishes, but I’m 

told that Santa grants everybody’s wish. I have made wishes 

over the years for things that I would like. I know that, when 

I’m speaking to the Members of the Legislative Assembly, 

every single one of you has things you wish for. So I 

encourage you to come by on December 8 and sit on Santa’s 

knee and ask Santa for your very special wish in your future 

as Members of the Legislative Assembly. 

The other event we have this year is the New Year’s 

Levee. That will be my final appearance at a major public 

event. We’re going to be hosting it back here again in the 

main administration building in the foyer. I’m looking 

forward to saying goodbye at that event to all Yukoners. I 

hope it will be a great event that day and, if you have the 

opportunity to come out on New Year’s Day, I think it’s 

2:00 p.m. to about 5:00 p.m. Come on down and enjoy. We’re 

going to have some youth performing and some other events 

that are going to be happening that day as well. 

Once again, on my very last time in this House, I want to 

thank all of you for your support over the years and I want to 

wish you all a very Merry Christmas and the best of health 

and happiness in 2018. Thank you very much. 

Applause 

 

Commissioner leaves the Chamber 

 

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.  

In the fine tradition of this House welcoming people, I 

would be remiss if I didn’t provide one final opportunity for 

an introduction of visitors. I understand there might be one at 

least. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 

Hon. Mr. Pillai: I want to ask the Assembly to help me 

in welcoming someone whom I have had a chance to work 

with over the last year, the ADM from Economic 

Development, Stephen Rose. Steve stopped in today because 

he will be retiring in just a few short days. Many of us here in 

the Assembly have had an opportunity to work with him, and I 

want to thank him — very innovative. There have been a lot 

of great things that he has worked on, things that will continue 

to change the landscape of the economy in the Yukon. Please 

help me in welcoming Steve here today. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of 

visitors?  

Before I adjourn the Fall Sitting of the Yukon Legislative 

Assembly, I would like to extend my thanks on behalf of the 

Speaker, the Deputy Speaker and the Deputy Chair of 

Committee of the Whole, and on behalf of all MLAs, to Clerk 

Floyd McCormick; Deputy Clerk Linda Kolody; Acting Clerk 

of Committees Sarah Edwards; Director of Administration, 

Finance and Systems Helen Fitzsimmons; Operations 

Manager Brenda McCain-Armour; and our administrative 

assistant, Lyndsey Amundson — all of the Yukon Legislative 

Assembly Office, 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 were sent here to do on behalf of 

all Yukoners. Thank you. 

As well, I would like to take this opportunity to thank the 

skilled team at Hansard for their timely and accurate service, 

which somehow magically appears in the Blues every 

morning.  

Thank you very much. 

Applause 

 

Speaker: As the House has now reached the maximum 

number of sitting days permitted for this Fall 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 5:25 p.m. 

 

 

 

The following sessional papers were tabled 

November 27, 2017: 

34-2-45 

Health Care Insurance Programs — Health Services 

2007-2017 — Annual Report April 1, 2016 to March 31, 2017 

(Frost) 

 

34-2-46 

Yukon Hospitals — Year in Review 2016-17 — Closer to 

Home and Yukon Hospital Corporation Consolidated 

Financial Statements (March 31, 2017) (Frost) 

 

https://yukonhospitals.ca/files/yhcyearinreview2015-16webversionpdf
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The following legislative returns were tabled 

November 27, 2017: 

34-2-97 

Response to matter outstanding from discussion re: 

Report to Yukoners (Silver) 

 

34-2-98 

Response to matter outstanding from discussion re: 

debate on Vote 55, Department of Highways and Public 

Works, in Bill No. 203, Second Appropriation Act 2017-18 

(Mostyn) 

 

34-2-99 

Response to Written Question No. 20 re: Respectful 

Workplace office statistics (Mostyn) 

 

34-2-100 

Response to oral question from Ms. Van Bibber re: pan-

Canadian framework on anti-microbial resistance to 

antibiotics (Frost) 

 

34-2-101 

Response to oral question from Ms. White re: protocol for 

human-bear conflict in Yukon (Frost) 

 

34-2-102 

Response to oral question from Ms. Van Bibber re: 

erosion along the riverbank at Fort Selkirk (Dendys) 

 

The following written question was tabled November 

27, 2017: 

Written Question No. 21 

Re: Impounding vehicles under the Motor Vehicles Act 

(Kent) 

 

http://legassembly.gov.yk.ca/pdf/34/34-2_legislative_return_51.pdf

