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Whitehorse, Yukon Territory
Thursday, April 27, 1978

Mr. Speaker: | will now call the House to order.

We will proceed at this time with Morning Prayers.
Prayvers

Mr. Speaker: Before proceeding with Orders of the Day
this morning, it is with a great deal of pleasure that I draw the
attention of all Honourable Members to the presence in the
Speaker's Gallery this morning, of several distinguished par-
liamentarians from the Legislative Assembly of Alberta.

Our visitors have travelled to Y ukon as representatives of
the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association Branch of that
great province, These visiting MLA’s include: Dr. Walter
Buck, representing the constituency of Cloverbar: Les Young,
representing the constituency of Edmonton Jasper Place; Don
Hansen, representing the constituency of Bonneyville: Charlie
Stuart, representing the constituency of Wainwright: and
George Wolstenholme, representing the contituency of
Highwood.

 am sure that all Members would join me inextending to our
distinguished visitors a very warm welcome to Yukon and to
these Chambers today.
Applause

Mr. Speaker:
Paper.

We will proceed at this time to the Order

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

Mr. Speaker: Are there any Documents for Tabling?
TABLING OF DOCUMENTS

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, | have for tabling this
morning a letter from the Alberta Workmens' Compensation
Board, regarding guides and outfitters.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling a re-
port entitled **Programs for Pioneers, Cost and Delivery’”,
prepared by the Economic Research and Planning Unit, Gov-
ernment of Yukon,

Mr.Speaker: Arethere any further documents for tabling?

Are there any Reports of Committees? Petitions? Introduc-
tion of Bills? Notices of Motion for the Production of Papers?
Notices of Motion or Resolution?

Are there any Statements by Ministers?

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, | would like to take this
opportunity to briefly outline for Members, the recent thoughts
and plans concerning the very important area of Territorial
parks, campgrounds, and historic sites.

This program has been an ongoing function of YTG since
1972, transferring from the Department of Highways and Pub-
lic Works to the Department of Tourism and Conservation in
1933, and then to the Department of Renewable Resources in
1977.

The concept of a Territorial parks system first surfaced in
1968 when a cursory survey of the Territory was conducted by
the Department of Indian Affairs and Northern Development
to determine areas considered to have prime outdoor recrea-
tional potential. However, it was not until 1972 that the Ter-
ritorial Government instructed the Tourism and Information
Branch to commence planning and establish a Parks program.
Ln that year the Y ukon Territorial Government assumed con-
trol of the Y ukon campground system, formerly managed by
the Y ukon Forest Service, and applied for land reservations on
a number of areas throughout the Territory to form the basis of
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a future parks system.

Funding for additional planning was located in 1974 and
several reports dealing with Territorial Historic Sites and the
establishment of a Parks sytem were completed. A park plan-
ner was permanently appointed late in that year. Since then,
efforts have centred around providing adequate maintenance
for campgrounds and providing a sound planning base upon
which to establish an overall physical program for parks and
historic resources in the Territory.

Unfortunately, an adequate program has failed to materialize
largely due to the magnitude of the job and budget restrictions.
Nevertheless. we are, or should be, on the threshold ofembark-
ing upon a maior thrust in this area. Let me assure you that
program of this nature is not to be considered as a frill of the
Yukon Government, but a very necessary and almost urgent
task in the light of the development pressures facing Y ukon
today.

In the past, the demands placed upon our natural resources
in the out-of-doors has bee n seemingly minute. With a vast land
area and a small population base, we have thought we have
been able, in our outdoor recreational pursuits, to use the
natural resources without fear of ever exploiting what has
become known as our inalienable rights,

Indeed, in a recent survey, "*Outdoor Recreation in
Yukon™', tabled in this House, it was shown: *Y ukoners taking
advantage of their vast and unspoiled natural environment
participate in outdoor recreation much more often than most
other Canadians’’.

However, there is now a growing awareness among Y ukon-
ers that the need to protect and conserve certain tracts of
Territorial lands and unique natural and historic features from
development pressures and over exploitation,

The infrastructure society in Yukon in 1978 is undoubtedly
morecomplex than it was in 1898, when the first major exploita-
tion of our natural resources began. Similarly, our demands on
our natural resource base are infinitely greater, but basic
human nature has not changed in the past 80 years.

Once man satisifies his basic needs, such as food and shelter,
he seeks to balance his working hours with leisure time. He
seeks many forms of outdoor recreation to satisfy his own
physical, mental and emotional wellbeing.

If facilities are provided to accommodate these needs, the
outdoor recreation enthusiast is quick to take advantage and
use them in a socially acceptable manner. Lack of facilities
normally leads to what has been termed a laisser faire attitude,
where outdoor recreation participants do their own thing
wherever they happen to be at that time.

This type of participation in the out of doors can only lead to
the eventual deterioration of the natural environment. A
marked increase in users can only speed up this destruction
process.

Government must assume the responsibility to ensure that
our natural resources are maintained for future generations of
Y ukoners. This may be accomplished in one way through the
provision of good facilities, services, location and access to
outdoor recreation opportunities.

The parks, historic resources, and outdoor recreation prog-
ram in the Yukon at the present time, however, consists of
solely outdated, overused, and tourist oriented system of
campgrounds. A rapid increase in use or diversification in
demand would damage the existing system and potential out-
door recreation areas beyond repair. Furthermore, the absence
of enabling legislation, policies, directives, and the present
outdated regulations only serve tocompound the problems and
issues which the managers in this Government program are
attempting to resolve,

Through the establishment of a system of parks, historic
sites, campgrounds and similar outdoor recreation facilities, it



may be possible to retain and conserve some of the natural and
historic resources of the Y ukon, Within this context, I propose
to establish a Parks and Historic Resources Branch within the
Department of Renewable Resources. A definitive set of
branch objectives prefaced by the overall goal of providing a
broad range of outdoor recreational and educational oppor-
tunities and conserving unique and representative aspects of
Y ukon's historic and cultural heritage for the benefit of Y ukon
residents and visitors will be established.

New legislation dealing with the Territorial parks and
amendments to both strengthen and broaden the base and the
scope of the existing Historic Sites and Monuments Ordinance
will be introduced for the consideration and approval of Mem-
bers at the Fall (1978) Session,

An aggressi ve research and planning component is the most
important aspect of the program at this stage of development,
and 1 propose to strengthen this area to allow for the proper
outdoor recreation inventories, analyses, and assessments re-
quired for rational decision making. From this process, de-
velopment policies wil be formulated which meet the overall
conservation goals and objectives, as well as to ensure the
econontic well being of the Territory through integrated use of
these areas.

The development of co-operative and co-ordinated projects
with other groups and agencies will be of immediate concern.

The existing outdoor recreation system, comprised mainly of
campgrounds, will be upgraded, expanded and rehabilitated to
an adopted standard of architectural and landscape design
principles.

Our operation and maintenance capabilities must and will
correspond with the number of areas requiring maintainence.
As we have seen in our existing system, the best and most
functional site can soon be overused and be dangerous and an
eyesore without proper maintenance.

Mr. Speaker, the above will, 1 hope impart some of the
overall philosophy within which we plan to approach outdoor
recreation management in Y ukon.

In closing, I would like to point out that Y ukon remains the
last area in Canada, and perhaps in North America, without an
organized system of parks and outdoor recreation areas, and
the time has come to do something about it,

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Statements by
Ministers?

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a
comment regarding the northern Y ukon and the projected Wil-
derness Park proposal.

1 would like to bring Members up to date regarding the
Wilderness Parks proposal in northern Y ukon, intight of recent
announcements by the Minister of Indian and Northern Af-
fairs, concerning their progress in this area.

As 1 indicated in the House previously, the Y ukon Govern-
ment has not beenextensively consulted regarding the proposal
and any input or advice by YTG officials has apparently been
largely ignored to date.

Our initial reaction to this proposal was not so much con-
<erned with the concept of a national or wilderness park, but
serious concern over the ad hoc and piecemeal approach to the
Atimate disposition of the very important renewable resource
»ase in northern Yukon,

Members are aware that YTG is reponsible for the manage-
nent of game in Yukon, and in particular, the Porcupine
caribou herd. This is an extremely important herd of interna-
tional and inter-territorial concern, perhaps one of the last large
free-ranging and unmanaged herds in the world. The range of

this population covers many thousands of square miles, from

the northern coast in Alaska and Canada, to the southern
reaches of the Dempster Highway.
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YTG has only limited ability to protect the caribou and othey .~

wildlife under present federal land use regulations, This legisla-{

tion is oriented primarily towards non-renewable resource ex- -

traction and not overall land use pianning,

Furthermore, Y TG plays an advisory role only, in the appli-
cation of the legislation.

One of our major concerns is the possibility of dealing with
only portions of the range of this population, at one time, and
further fragmenting the mangement responsibitity, such as may
happenwith the northern national park or other tand alienation.

The Yukon Territorial Government also has clear jurisdic-
tional authority to manage the Dempster Highway, which
bisects the range of the Porcupine caribou herd.

Whereas the Yukon Territorial Government has established
a working group to prepare a Dempster Highway management
plan, and has requested the joint involvement of the Northwest
Territories officials in formulating this plan, we are equally
concerned with dealing with this one small portion of the
caribou range in isolation.

There is a clear and urgent need for an overall and detailed
land use planning process in northern Y ukon, as it relates to the
caribou management throughout the total range. and to other
non-conforming uses of renewable resources. The manage-
ment of the Dempster Highway must form an integral part of
this plan and the plan must also have the capability to deal with
where and how non-renewable resources will be used.

The Yukon Territorial Government has made this position
clear to the Minister through correspondence and through
meetings with the Northern Yukon Conservation Planning
Task Force. Further representation will be made urging that no
land withdrawals occur without a definite plan and funding
commitment to investigate and analyse the broad spectrum of
total resource management in northern Yukon,

We feel strongly and will urge that YTG take the lead role in |
this regard, or at least be given equal status in this planning
process.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Statements by Minis-
ters? We will now proceed then to the Question Perjod, have
you any questions,

QUESTION PERIOD

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling an answer
to a question asked by Mr. Berger concerning Cassiar Asbes-
tos moving their operations from Whitehorse to BC.

Hon.Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to table the
answers to a question asked by Mr. Fleming on April 24th
concerning gravel for Y ukon residents and a question asked by
Mr. Berger on April 25th regarding meetings being organized
by the Government of Alaska concerning railroads.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to table the
answer to a question asked by Ms Millard on April 24th regard-
ing optometric examinations.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, | have for tabling Legisla-
tive Returns in response to anoral question asked by Members
regarding the closure of the Clinton Creek Mine, and an oral
question asked by Mr. Berger on April 20th regarding briefs
submitted to the Executive Committee concerning telephone
operations in Yukon.

Question re: NCPC Debt Write-off

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Speaker, 1 have a question for the
Commissioner this morning. In view of the fact that it is
rumoured, with some substantiation 1 presume, that the Fed-
eral Government will be making concessions to the NCPC
with a possible write-off of the Aishihik overrun, my question
this morning is: if in fact the Federal Government does ac-
commodate NCPC for the debt overruns of the Aishihik Pro-
ject, is this Government prepared to take steps that will ensure

——



L/\\ that all users of electrical energy in Y ukon will benefit from this

({,.

~

+" grant of public funds and not just the users of the electrical

energy generated and/or distributed by the NCPC Company?

Mr. Commissioner: Mr. Speaker, certainly any relief pro-
vided to a major supplier of energy in the Y ukon should be for
all Y ukoners and we would certainly look at e very way possible
to ensure that this does happen.
Question re: Carcross Bridge Approaches

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Speaker, a question for the Minister of
Local Government this morning. There has been some concern
by the Carcross residents, as the Minister knows, for some
time as to the approaches to the new bridge that is proposed
there. As it gets closer to the possible construction of it, they
are wondering, still wondering, if the approach, especially from
the north, will be widened and straightened out? If it is, there is
an absolute necessity for the Government, of course, to get
land from private entrepreneurs that have it there. Is there
anything new in this respect, Mr. Minister?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: At Carcross or Tagish, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Fleming: Carcross.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, we looked at the
feasibility of a new bridge site with new approaches and the
problems that you get into with Indian land private land, the
whole gamut of different land problems, the Environment
Canada, all of the environmental agencies because of the nest-
ing of the swans in that area, all of these just dictated by putting
the bridge and the approaches exactly where they are at the
present time. 1 guarantee the Honourable Member, if we had
have gone any other way, that ten years down the line we would
still be debating in this House whether we could get a new
structure at Tagish or not.

N ltis just acanof worms that you do not even want to lift the

)lid on, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Supplementary from the Honourable
Member from Hootalinqua.

Mr. Fleming: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker, | think the
Minister has explained very well the location of the bridge, but
my concern is actually the north entrance to the bridge and the
approaches to the bridge because this, at the time, and the
Minister knows thatat the time there is a very, very sharp curve
there to get on to the bridge. The residents expect that some-
how there is a very good likelihood of them having to give up
some land somewhere to rectify that when the bridge is put in
that area.

Will this be the case?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, if residents of Tagish
want to give up land to the Government of Y ukon so that they
can straighten out the curve in the approach, we would be the
most gracious recipients of such a public spirited action, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: A final supplementary from the Honourable
Member from Hootalinqua.

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, supplementary, will the
right-of-way be changed at the north end of the bridge, the
approach?

Hon. Mr.McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, there are noplansinthe
present design in approaches to the bridge to change the loca-
tion of the bridge or the approaches. It was, in one design,
indicated that it would be advantageous to do so. When we got
in to the total problems of dealing with bridge and approach
relocation, we decided to leave things as they are, Mr. Speaker,
and itcertainly has the ad vantage of slowing people down inthe

J approach to the bridge, at any rate.

Question re: Remdial Tutor ‘Program

Ms Millard: Mr. Speaker, questions for the Minister of
Education concerning the remedial tutor program: could he tell
the House how far along the transfer from the control of the.
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Y ukon Native Brotherhood is to the control of the YTG? Isthe
Management Committee formed, which was proposed, and are
we assured of funding in future years for this program, under
YTG?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, the transfer of the administ-
ration of the remedial tutor program has, to my understanding,
has gone very well. Most of the remedial tutors have signed
contracts withthe Government of the Y ukon Territory and it is
my understanding that they were having a workshop yesterday,
with the educators, on the classroom techniques and this type
of thing and, at the same time, explain just exactly what the
transfer entailed.

As far as the Management Committee is concerned, Mr.
Speaker, we have not progressed very far with this. | have
abouta twoinchthick file in respect to asking for the commennts
of the Y ukon Native Brotherhood and other people interested
in this area. It would appear at the present time they do not
want to pursue this concept.

As far as for the monies being made available for the Reme-
dial Tutor Program, that is just like any other budgetary pro-
cess within the Government. ltis a decision that will be made
every budget session.

Ms Millard: Mr. Speaker, on the Management Committee,
has any consideration been given to allowing native groups
some kind of majority on the Committee or some kind of real
administrative input, or is that idea being rejected by the
Department?

Hon. Mr. Lang: M. Speaker, the concept of the Manage-
ment Committee was to get representatives from the native
organizations to be involved with the Department of Educa-
tion. I was not looking at it from a majority situation or a
minority situation, it was a case of trying to bring the two
parties together and we did leave the various options open
trying to get ideas from the Native Brotherhood of exactly how
they would envisage a Management Committee working. To
my knowledge, to this date, we have received nothing con-
structive or positive in that direction,

Question re: Department of Renewable Resources/ Additional
Man Year

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for the Minis-
ter of Consumer and Corporate Affairs. This morning the
Minister announced the formation of a new Branch of the
Department of Renewable Resources. Is it the intention, does
this announcement also carry with it a commitment to an addi-
tional man year for the fiscal year of 1978-79?

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, | would like to be able to
say yes, but the answer is no.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further questions?
Question re: Indian Education

MsMiilard: Mr. Speaker, afurther question to the Minister
of Education concerning Indjan education. It has been learned
pretty informally, but also by good resources, that the Federal
Government is not going to be funding the Indian Language
Program. I am wondering if the Department of Education or
one of the other Executive Committee Members would tell me
if this program is going to be instituted throughthe YTG, or s it
going to be let by?

Hon.Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, I have heard rumours to that
effect that monies may not be forthcoming to the CYl to
continue their linquistic study. I have had no official word in
this respect. I understand the amount of monies that they were
requesting was a great deal, in the area of about $120,000, as
opposed to what it was three years ago, I believe in the area of
$25,000. So it gives an indication of the magnitude of the funds
that have been requested.

1 really cannot comment, Mr. Speaker, until officially we
have heard from the Government of Canada in respect to that



particular area. [ do know that in respect to the working capital
that the Government of the Y ukon presently has, that monies
of that magnitude, it would be very questionable whether or not
we could find it.

Mr. Speaker: Supplementary from the Honourable
Member from Ogilvie.

Ms Millard: Supplementary, is the Department consider-
ing reducing that budget so that it is a workable amount? What
my question really is is the Government of Y ukon seriously
considering having that program one way or another within the
Territory, or is it going to allow it to die simply because the
Federal government cannot find the funding, because I feel that
it is a very necessary program—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please, could the Honourable
Member kindly state the question.

Ms Millard: Is the YTG going to commit itself to having
this program continue in Y ukon? That decision can be made
now, Mr. Speaker.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker,l can make no commitment
of this nature. There has been no request come to this Govern-
ment, we have had rnio word from the Federal government in
respect to what their position it, Therefore,  am in no position,
Mr. Speaker, to make any commitment of any kind or comment
any further on the subject until I get more information.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: It is not our program, at the present.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further questions?

Question re: Riverdale Proposed Elementary School Survey

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, I haveaneasy question for the
Mirister of Education this morning, It is with respect to the
survey, the door to door survey, in regard to the new elemen-
tary school, proposed elementary school for Riverdale. Has
the survey been completed and when do you expect to know
the results and when do you expect to get the results out to the
public?

The other part of that question is, is the Selkirk Street gym-
nasium, is the construction of that particular facility on
schedule and do you expect that facility to be in use for the fall
opening of the school?

Hon. Mr.Lang: Mr. Speaker,tomy knowledge, the survey
has not been completed. It should be completed in the very
near future.

At the same time, depending on the success of the question-
naires that were sent out, the Department of Education is
looking at possibly doing a survey in the Porter Creek area as
well, to give us some statistical data.

In respect to the Selkirk Street School gymnasium, to my
knowledge, it is on schedule and should be completed for the
forthcoming school year.

Question re: Indian Education (Cont.)

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Speaker, supplementary to the linguistic
program, to the Minister of Education: is this Government
prepared to recommend that the linguistic studies program be
transferred to the YNB, the Y ukon Native Brotherhood, for
administration and, in that way, ensure that they would receive
probably unlimited funds?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, the linguistic study is not the
responsibility of this Government, it is the responsibility of the
Council for Yukon Indians. So, itis not a case of a transfer from
this Government to the Council of Y ukon Indians in respect to
the funding for that program,

The request for fundings came directly from, the way I
understand it, from the Council for Yukon Indians to the
Treasurer Board, not through this Government, because it is
not a program that is within the school as far as the linguistic
study is concerned. It is a very technical area and it is an area
that they are looking at attempting, I understand, attempting to
come up with a dictionary to preserve the Indian language.
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Mr. Speaker, if all Members recall, there was no monies
voted in this past budget for that particular program, strictly on
the fact that was a program that was felt that it was the CY!
respensibility, not this Government's.

Question re: Acorn Lumber Facility

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for the
Minister of Local Government. | ruised the subject probably
well over a year ago, the matter pertaining to Acorn Lumber,
the Acorn Lumber facility that used to exist and now is sitting
there in abandonment.

I asked the Government, or | asked the Minister, at that time
if the Government had any responsibility in seeing that that
particular site could be cleaned up and that the company would
live up toits obligations, whatever they might be. | am wonder-
ing now, what is happening? We have quite a bit of waste
lumber, waste material sitting at that particular site. | have had
people raise concerns that here the Government are letting
contracts and tenders for cutting firewood and what have you,
and yet we have a lot of this—

Mr. Speaker: Order please, I wonder if the Honourable
Member would kindly get to the question.

Mr. Lengerke: —going to waste. My question is, is the
Government satisfied with what the situation is at Acorn
Lumber to date? If they are fine, if they are not, are we going to
do anything about it?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I do not recall the ques-
tion from the Honourable Member but I will certainly look into
the matter to ascertain whose land it is. [ think the land and the
permits and everything else went forward from the Federal
Government, but I would have to ascertain whether that is
correct. We are right in that area of no man’s land as towho has
control and responsibility. I would have to determine that first,
Mr. Speaker, which | would be happy to do.

Question re: Teslin Swimming Pool

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Speaker, I think it was on the first or
second day of the opening of the Session that I asked the
Minister of Education a question regarding the swimming pool
at Teslin and the work that was supposedly tobe done onit so it
could be open again this year. At that time he said there had
been alittle work done, as I mentioned to him. He did not know
if there was going to be anything more done because it was
being done by Public Works or something. i felt the Minister
would get me that answer. 1 would ask the Minister of Educa-
tion, or the Minister of Local Government, if Public Works is
doing the work and if there is going to be, or has been since the
session started, I have not been home, any work done on the
pool or going to be done on the pool?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, 1 know my colleague, the
Minister of Local Government, would love to answer that
question, but I do not have the further information in this area
for the Honourable Member at this time. I will check up on it
either this afternoon or tomorrow and I will contact him and let
him know whether or not more work will be done or whether or
not it is up to standard that we expect in 1978.

Question re: Taxation Assessment/New Roll

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for the Minis-
ter of Local Government, the Minister of Assessments. In
view of the fact that we had a delegation before Committee who
made some very valid recommendations regarding assessment
and taxation, my question this morning is that is the Govern-
ment prepared to act onone of their reccommendations? That s,
namely, that a new assessment roll be adopted in order to
relieve the Court of Revision of trying to sort out the over-
whelming inconsistencies of the present assessment roll?

Hon.Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, 1 of course donot agree
with the argument of the overwhelming inconsistencies of the
present assessment roll. I think the present assessment roll. [
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' ‘Wink the present assessment roll is quite valid with changes

.aat can be affected before the Court of Revision.

Mr. Speaker, a short answer to the question, last fall we
realized that we were not going to meet the deadline under the
Taxation Ordinance, for presenting the assessment roll to the
City of Whitehorse. We met with the City officials and we
outlined different plans of action that could be made. One, that
there could be an update of the existing assessment roll. It was
indicated by our assessors that that would take about five
months to the time of March 15th and we would need taxation
amendments at any rate to update the old assessment roll.

When we finished that, we really had nothing but wasted the
time of the assessors and the taxpayers’ funds, because we
could utilize that time, that five month neriod, in bringing ina
brand new assessment roll,

Mr. Speaker, I realize fully and I took the Honourable
Members at that time that it would have been much more
politically expedient, knowning what happens in any general
assessment, to just update the old assessment roll, that the
City, my authorities, that all peoples concerned urged and told
us that, in their judgment, that we should go ahead with the new
assessment roll, during that period of time and present a revised
assessment roll.

Mr. Speaker, regardless of what delegations and Members
hear from lobby groups anywhere, it is my advice that it would
take this Government, at least in-the period of four or five
months and they would have to completely and totally disre-
gard any of their planned assessment work for this year, to
revise and update an outmoded completely archaic assessment
roll to the City of Whitehorse. It would just be an impossibility
to do at this late date. The decision that was taken by the City,

-

-\v Territorial officials at that time, Mr. Speaker, was a proper
.

acision, regardless of the political problems that it presents to

h

_lonourable Members of this House and to Members of the

“City of Whitehorse Council, Mr. Speaker.

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, supplementary, [ do not
think the Honourable Member actually answered my question.
My question was, is this Government prepared to adopt the
recommendation that a new assessment roll be developed for
taxation 1978? That is my question and I understand that it
would not take as long as the Honourable Member is indicating
to update the existing assessment roll to provide for 100 per
cent taxation, assessed value of land and improvements?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, there is a new as-
sessment roll for 1978. With some inconsistencies, it is a valid
and a good reassessment that has been done. It creates much
less problems than other jurisdictions that are presently going
through the trauma of reassessment, one of those jurisdictions
happening to be Alberta, at the present time, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: A final supplementary from the Honourable
Member from Kluane.

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, supplementary, it was
rather noticeable that the Minister accepted the fact that there
were some inconsistencies and there are some significant in-
consistencies. Is this Government prepared, if these inconsis-
tencies continue even after the Court of Revision’s decision, to
attempt at least to make some accommodation to the people
who will be carrying the burden of the archaic philosophy inour
method of assessment?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, of course that is a
hypothetical question because this Government always, al-
ways, always stands to believe that the institutions which this
Legislative Assembly has created are exactly the reason why

Jey are created to take care of such inconsistencies as the
--r{onourable Member mentioned. Before having the report of
the Court of Revision, it is impossible to say whether this
Government will have to act any further or not. I would sin-
cerely trust, Mr. Speaker, that because the Court of Revision is
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set up exactly for that purpose, that following their report this
Government will not need any further action.

I do not think that any Honourable Members have found me
over the time of the term of their office to be inflexibie and not
to be able to move and move quickly where I see that there are
real injustices or hurts being done to any sectments of society,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: I will not permit any further supplementaries
on this question from the Honourable Member if that is the
intent. Any further questions? We will then proceed to Orders
of the Day, Motions and Resolutions.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MOTIONS
Madam Clerk: 1tem Number | standing in the name of the
Honourable Member, Mr. Lengerke.

Mr. Speaker: [s the Honourable Member prepared to deal
with Item 1?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the Hon-
ourable Member from Kluane, that the House, at its rising, do
stand adjourned until it appears to the satisfaction of Mr.
Speaker, that the public interest requires that the House shall
meet. Mr. Speaker may give notice that he is so satisfied, and
thereupon the House shall meet at the time stated in such notice
and shall transact its business as if it had been duly adjourned to
that time; and that in the event of Mr. Speaker being unable to
act owing to iliness or other causes, the Deputy Speaker shal!
act in his stead for the purpose of this order.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, 1 do not think too much has to
be said about this motion. [ am sure Members are aware that
there may be a number of matters that will have to be brought
forward to this House in the course of the next few months,
With that, I would just call question.

Motion agreed to

Madam Clerk: Item Number 2, standingin the name of the
Honourable Member, Mr. Lengerke.

Mr. Speaker: Is the Honourable Member prepared to deal
with [tem 2?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the Hon-
ourable Member from Ogilvie, that the terms of reference as
tabled in this House pertaining to the Minister’s Special Rep-
resentative for Constitutional Development in Y ukon be refer--
red to Committee of the Whole for discussion.

Motion agreed to

Madam Clerk: Item Number 3, standing in the name of the
Honourable Minister, Mr. Lang.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, seconded by the
Honourable Member from Whitehorse South Centre, that the
Yukon Legislative Assembly, pursuant to subsection 9.(2) of
the Yukon Act, is desirous of dissolving on the date of the
Issuance of the Writfor the 1978 Territorial Election, and thata
copy of this resolution be transmitted to the
Governor-in-Council.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, the Yukon Act states as
follows: “‘Every council shall continue for four years from the
date of the return of the Writs for the general election, and no
longer but the Governor-in-Council may, at any time, after
consultation with the Council, where he deems such consulta-
tion be practicable or, otherwise, after consultation with each
of the Members of the Council with whom consultation can



then be effected, dissolve the Council and cause a new Council
to be elected.””

Mr. Speaker, the elections in Yukon have traditionally been
held in the Fall. In order to hold the next Territorial Election
this Fall, it will be necessary to obtain dissolution of the 23rd
Legislative Assembly. Otherwise, the life of this Assembly
would expire on December 11th and election following such
expiration would take place on January 22nd, 1979.

Mr. Speaker, Members will note in the resolution, we have
not stated a firm date, as has been the custom in prior Legisla-
tures. The major reason for this, Mr. Speaker, is the fact of the
uncertainty of the forthcoming Federal election. For Mem-
bers’ information, the present Government of Canada can
legally exist to July of 1979,

Atthe same time, another aspect has to be taken into account
is the fact of the municipal elections, which are held in
December.

To give an idea of what the Government is looking at tenta-
tively for dates for the forthcoming election, we are looking at
September 22nd for dissolution; September 23rd for Issuance
of the Writ, and therefore, polling day would be November 6th.

The reason, Mr. Speaker, we have not put the firm date in is
that we feel we have to have the flexibility within a week to two
weeks on either side of the tentative dates that 1 have projected
here in order to possibly accommodate the forthcoming Fed-
eral election,

Mr. Speaker, the other point that should be brought, is that
we feel an election should be in either late October or early
November. Sometime in that timeframe, is the fact that the
summer season has come to anend and people are coming into
their various communities and settling down for the winter and
therefore they can become actively involved in the political
process.

At the same time, Mr. Speaker, it should be noted that a
conference is to be held, 1 believe it is on September 6th, which
is of historic significance to Yukon, the First
Federal/Provincial Conference will be hosted by the Minister
of Health and Welfare.

1 have just been informed that it is not Federal, it is provin-
cial, but I think it does a great deal to enhance Y ukon and the
evolution that Y ukon is going through towards more responsi-
ble government and the recognition by our counterparts in the
provinces.

So, Mr, Speaker, with this inmind, 1 once again reiterate that
the tentative date that we are schedulingis September 22nd for
dissolution, If we have to change that before it is formally
issued, all Members will be contacted to let them know just
exactly what our plans are. ’

Mr. McCall: Yes, Mr. Speaker. | was just wondering at the
remarks that the Minister has just made, is there anything else
on the agenda so that we could fit in the election between the
various activities that are going on, because | am a little curi-
ous. Do you think we will be able to make it before Christmas?

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, | am a little reluctant, in
fact, 1 have not decided whether | am going to be supporting
this motion or not,

Inthe past, it has always beena decision of this Legislature. 1
know that in other jurisdictions that it is a decision of the
Government that has been duly elected on party lines and
reflects the thinking of the constituents and reflects the thinking
of the constituency organization that it represents.

We have not progressed to that stage at the present time. |
understand the next Legislature likely will. I look forward to
that, But until we are, | do not feel that 1, as an ordinary back
bencher, or opposition or whatever you call it, should give up
my right to have my political input in the date of when the
election should be.
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What you are asking me to do is to say to the four people
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sitting across the aisle, that they can take into anything that™_ '

they consider is politically in their favour for the date to set the
e.ection. 1t is quite obvious from the little political speech that
was made by the Member of the Government.

Mr, Speaker, 1 would have hoped that this motion had not
been brought in at this time. We do have to be called back in
again sooner or later, we hope this summer, when we receive
certain report. At that time we would have an idea of what Mr.
Trudeau is going to do and 1 do believe that the Federal Elec-
tion will have some bearing on the state of our election. But
there are other things that have a bearing on it, and I would like
10 have my input on to the date too. So 1 will be opposing this
motion and asking it to be left until we meet again later in the
summer,

Mr. Speaker: Any further debate? Question has been cal-
led are you agreed?
Some Members:

Some Members: Disagreed. Division,

Mr. Speaker: Division has been called, Madam Clerk
would you poll the House.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon;: Agreed.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Agreed.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Agreed.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Agreed.

Agreed.

Mr. McIntyre: Agreed.

Mr. Fleming: Disagreed.

Ms Millard: Disagree.

Mr. McCall: Disagree.

Mrs. Watson: Disagree. .
Mr. Lengerke: Agree. {
Madam Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results of division on Re-(; ,

solution 17: 6 yea, 4 nay.

Mr. Speaker: 1 shall declare that the motion is carried.
Motion agreed to

Madam Clerk: ltem Number 4 standing in the name of the
Honourable Membcr Mr, Berger.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member has indicated to
the Chair that he will not be with us this morning and asked that
Item 4 be stood over, is this agreeable.

Some Members: Agreed.
Mr. Speaker: So ordered.
Madam Clerk: Item Number 5, standingin the name of the

Honourable Member Mr, Lengerke.

Mr. Speaker: Is the Honourable Member prepared to dis-
cuss ltem 5?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the Hon-
ourable Member from Kluane, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:
the Government of Y ukon forward all applications presently
before them, with respect to the distribution of power to the
Marsh Lake Recreational Area and Cottage Subdivisions as
well as those for the distribution of power to Jakes Corner, to
the Electrical Public Utilities Board of the Y ukon Territory for
its consideration,

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I will not go into too
much history on this one. | hope that Members are aware of the
situation that does exist. They will know that, 1 am sure, that
the Y ukon Electrical Company made application to distribute .
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power to the Mayo area and the Marsh Lake area sometimeQ )

back in 1975, 1 believe. .

At that time, permission was given to them to distribute
power to the Mayo area, but the matter of the distribution of
power to the Marsh Lake vacinity was not considered because,



ﬁ\ at that time, NCPC had indicated that they wanted to build a

transmission line and distribute power right to the Teslin area.

So. | believe the matter had been leftin abevance and 1 think
that was & matter that this Government made that decision, or
somebody made it at that time.

In the meantime. NCPC did construct the line, u 34.5 KV
line from the Carcross Corner to the NCPC Muarsh Lake con-
trol dam. That line, as you know. you have heard me stand
many times and ask the question when it was going to be
energized, that line stood bright and shiny and big and expen-
sive, but was never enegized, because the Yukon Electrical
people and NCPC apparently could not resolve the matter,

I understand that has finally been resolved and equipment
has been brought in and the line is being energized. So that
provides a further line and transmission link to the NCPC
Marsh Lake control dam,

As you know., it is not very tar from there to the Marsh Lake
recreational subdivision, the cottage subdivision and | would
think that it would be a most opportune time now, that the
Government would make a decision as to who is going to
distribute power to that area.

It in fact they do have applications before them, that a
decision should be made that they should refer these to the
Electrical Public Utilities Board so that some action can be
taken, because we have been waiting a long. long time for this
development to take place. The longer we wait, the cost goes
up. I think there is an opportune time now to make a decision,

Mr. Speaker: Any further debate?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: My, Speaker, I wonder whether the
Chair would rule as to just who would have aconflictof interest
in this area in speaking or voting on that subject? Would it be
someone who happened to have a recreational lot in the Marsh
L.ake area, Mr, Speaker?

Mr. Speaker: The Chair would have to consider such a
matter if such was placed before it.

Is there any further debate?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Speaker, [ would certainly hope thatone
Member from the Government side would stand up and speak
to this motion. We know that the progress and how slow this
whole procedure has been developing, since 1975, there must
be some reason, | surely hope there is some reason ot why the
Territorial Government has not acted upon it.

We should have some indication from the Government of
what their intentions are for the future. 1 must have more
information before 1 am able to either support this motion or
reject it. ltcertainly will be dependent upon the Government’s
position. | think one of the Members across the aisle has a
responsibility to speak to this motion.

Mr. McCall: Mr. Speaker. 1 have reservations on this par-
ticular motion dealing with the point that the Minister of Local
Government has brought up. I think the Chair should consider
aruling as to the conflict of interest that some Members of this
House have on this particular matter.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, I thank the Member from
Kluane for the invitation to speak on this. The motion indeed
does have my support, but 1 do have some problems with it,
First of all, [ am not aware of any applications being made at
this time with regard to the distribution of power in that area.

1 would like to point out to Members that the delays that have
been taking place in getting power to these areas has not been
the responsibility of Government, and I think Members are
fully aware that it has been a problem that has not been sorted
out between the NC PC and the power distributor, the Y ukon
Electric. It is on the resolution of their differences and how
they wish to see it sorted out is the opportunity that we wiil
have to review it when they make application.

1 would also like to remind Members that that would go
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through the normal route of an independent board. the Electri-
cal Public Utilities Board. and it would be dealt with under their
mandate.

I quote from Section 33.(1), “The Bourd muy on its own
motion inquire into. hear and determine uny matter or thing
respecting the production, transmission, delivery. or furnish-
ing of electricity to the public.” 11 is their mandate to deal with
this, and when they have the opportunity to deal with it. when
the application is being made, they will indeed do so. It is their
responsibility to investigate and make the decision regarding it,

There has been, to my knowledge. no application forthcom-
ing at this time.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Speaker, | find it very interesting that the
Government does not even want to seem to take a hand in to
help with it, any sortof electrical equalizatin or unything else in
the Territory. Asa point of interest. as for acontlictof interest,
Mr. Speaker, 1 might have a conflict ot interest. very much so,
but it so happens it is only going 1o Jakes Corner. So 1 do not
think possibly that | have. The Honourable Members across
the tuble would have been up letting me know. most likelyv oy
now. :

I have no problem whatsoever with the motion. 1 wili be
voting tor it. Itis just about time that these people in that area
do get power the same as anybody else. T will take i chance an
the conflict of interest in this areua with no problem whatsoever,

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: My, Speuaker. | no longer have a con-
flict of interest in that area. having turned over my previous
interest to a grandson. But 1 would like 10 say that this i~ the
first time this problem has been brought to my attention, |
would undertake to pursue itand continue to hav ¢ aninterestin
what is happening to these applications that | do not know
about at the moment. 1 am sure that what the Minister of
Consumer Aftairs has said here is assurance to Members that
the matter will be taken care of,

Mr. Speaker: A reply from the Honourable Minister of
Highways and Public Works.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, the Government's pos-
ition on this has been adamant and very strong. We retuse and
remain in opposition to a right-of-way being granted trom the
Whitehorse power dam 1o the Cuarcross cut-oft to parellel un
already existing line and create another corridor along an al-
ready thrice or quintuply impacted corridor, with pipelines,
with roads, with powerlines, when two grown people getting
together could use one line. if one provided the energiziation to
the other.

We said no way that there should be another corridor estub-
lished with another line of NCPC that would be nothing more
than an extra cost on to the consumers ot all the Y ukon Territ-
ory for powey and it was time the Y ukon Electrical Company.
NCPC got together and sorted out their differences and we
would do anything in our power to act as an arbitrator, a
conciliatory tor them to sort out their differences.

After two years, Mr. Speaker, the boys got together, sorted
out their disagreements and agreed that one could use the
other’s line to have power energized as far as the Marsh Lake
dam,

Now, Mr. Speaker. the next stepis for them to make applica-
tions as to who is going to transmit and who is going to distri-
bute power any further from the Marsh Lake Dam. That has
not been done to this point in time, So how can there be a
decision made on who should transmit. who should distribute,
until those applications come forward to this Government or to
the Yukon Electrical Public Utilities Board?

It would seem to me. Mr, Speaker. and I am speaking totally
personally in this regard, that as far as 1 understand, NCPC
transmits and Y ukon Electrical distributes and maybe the two
of the boys can get together once again to decide what their
responsibilities in this area should be and so apply to this



government, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, | am very glad to hear those
comments because at least, if nothing else, we have given some
direction to two utility companies and maybe if they have not
got application before this Government that they will do so but
| believe. as 1 said, the Y ukon Electrical Company did make
application in 1975, That was before the 34.5 KV line was built
by NCPC. There was not any problem of two corridors or two
lines or anything at that time but somebody made the decision
that NC PC would be the utility that would take the line right to
Teslin so | think the decision was made then that the applica-
tion by Y ukon Electrical would not be considered. Since that
time, as I pointed out, we have had alittle bit of development
take place. We are not, as the Minister has said, the two
companies at least have agreed that they are going to energize a
line that was sitting there at the taxpayers’ expense but not
doing anything.

I might add that I am very pleased to see that finally getting
energized because certainly, that is a waist of good public
funds, Now, a decision can be made, 1 am sure, if the Govern-
ment wants NCPC to extend the line from the Marsh Lake
control dam on further and ask them to do that or have Yukon
Electrical pick up and distribute from there, or from whatever
point.

[ think what we are doing here is at least making it certainly
apparently clear that the Government is not standinginthe way
of any application and | suggest that we take a look back
through the files and see if in fact the application by Y ukon
Electrical is still valid, which [ believe it would be, and have
that forwarded to the Electrical Public Utilities Board.

That is all 1 want because, as 1 say, this question has been
sitting for some time not answered and the Minister of Human
Resources has said it is the first time she has ever heard of it. |
am rather surprised because 1 can bring you some Debates and
Proceedings and show you where T have raised this questionon
a number of occassions.

You know, sometimes things like this seem to go unaware
because maybe it is not a very magnificent subject or anything
else.

Mr. Speaker: The Member having twice spoken has now
closed the debate,

Motion agreed to

Mr. Speaker: We will now proceed to Public Bills.
PUBLIC BILLS

Madam Clerk: Bill 101, Mr. McCall.

Bill Number 101: Third Reading

Mr. McCall: Mr. Speaker, I would move, seconded by the
Honourable Member from Klondike, TH AT Bill 101, An Or-
dinance to Amend the Mining Safety Ordinance be now read a
third time.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Pelly River, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Klondike, THAT Bill 101, be now read a third
time.

Motion agreed to

Mr. Speaker:
Bill?

Mr. McCall: Yes, Mr. Speaker, 1 would move, seconded
by the Honourable Member from Klondike, THAT Bill 101 do
now pass and that the title be as on the Order Paper.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Pelly River, seconded by the Honourable
Member Klondike, THAT Bill Number 101 do now pass and
that the title be as on the Order Paper.

Motion agreed to

Are you prepared to adopt the title to the
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Mr. McCall: Mr. Speaker, I would move that Mr, Speaker
co now leave the Chair and the House resolve into the Commit-
tee of the Whole.
Mr. Fleming: [ second the motion.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Pelly River, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Hootalinqua. that Mr, Speaker do now leave the
Chair and the House resolve into Committee of the Whole.
Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Mr. Chairman: Would Committee please come to order.
The Bill for discussion this morning will be An Ordinance to
Amend the Taxation Ordinance, Bill Number 17, after a brief
recess. | will now declare the recess.
Recess
Mr. Chairman: Committee please come to order.
Bill Number 17, An Ordinance 10 Amend the Taxation
Ordinance .
On Clause |

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: My, Chairman, I think everybody
knows the reason for this section. It has been debated on
second reading.

I can only comment, Mr. Speaker, that the Court of Revi-
sion, in their decisions of the last two days, have reflected this
opinion which we thought that they were capable of doing,
under the existing Ordinance. The only problem being that
these sections of the Ordinance are necessary for those people
who did not have appeals before the Court of Revision at this
time,

Mr. Chairman: Any further discussion?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, now how will the Govern-
ment deal with this? Are they going to review the applications
before the Board of Revision and then, in fact, go to the areas
where residences are in different zones and reassess their prop-
erty and send out a new assessment notice?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Yes, Mr. Chairman,

Mrs. Watson: Are yougoingto dosome ad vertising, incase
we do miss people. 1 would hope that we do not, or are there
records within the Taxation and Assessment Branch valid
enough so that there is no danger of not giving someone the
benefit of this?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Yes, Mr, Chairman, The difficulty
before was that with all the notices, all the schools, and every-
thing that was done in assessment, there were some that were
missed.

I had a delegation of some of the old age pensioners in
downtown Whitehorse and [ just got to be satisfied in my
conscience that this is the type of legislation that does not miss
any of those people, because it just would be tragic. I just could
not live with those people being affected.

With these amendments in the legislation, we will have the
flexibility and the ability of going through our records and doing
exactly that, Mr, Chairman.

Mrs. Watson: Mr, Chairman, this infact, though, does seta
precident, I believe, that at least if a residence is being used, ifa
property within a, say, an area that is zoned commercial is
being used as a residential property, and that propertyis sold as
aresidential property, they will still continue to be assessedasa
residential user, even though it changed hands three or four
times.

I think, in the past, | think court decisions have stated that if
you are a residence in a different zone, you may remain a
residence in that zone, but once you sell it, you must sell it, it
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Mthen becomes a commercial property or whatever.

How does this fit into that?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Very difticultly, My, Chairman. The
question is is whether we go into a tremendous set of guidelines
of what owner/occupier means with the dependency of interre-
lationship of who is available for exclusion or not. The Court of
Revision likes the owner/occupier section with that type of a
definition. The Government of Yukon really agrees with the
philosophy of that type of a section as the Honourable Member
has indicated. The City is of the opinion that at the present
time, the difficulties of indicating and getting down into the line
of relationship that would be allowabtle, that for the minimal
amount of money, which their Treasurer has reflected would be
available, that the difficulties are too extreme at this late date of
doing so.

I justhappen to agree with the philosophy of the Honourable
Member from Kluane, and I know that there are other jurisdic-
tions that have faced this, that have looked at it, and that is
exactly what we are going to have to do with the review of the
Taxation Ordinance of making the decision, which I happen to
agree with from a philosophical viewpoint that when it is sold
and if it is sitting there by an absenrtee owner, that it should be
charged at the rate in which it is zoned. The difficulties inherent
at this assessment of doing that to this point in time, which we
indicated to the City we would like to do in these amendments
to the legislation, their arguments on the difficulty of administ-
ration at this point in time indicated that they would much
rather, for the minimal amount of money involved, which is
indicated by the Treasurer, go to this amendment at this point
in time.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, [ cannot of course agree with
the amendment, only in the sense that it is a necessity at this

" time. 1 feel that the amendment should never have been here

1due to the fact that the assessment in the first place was wrong,
If 1 had known at the time that the main Ordinance was here, or
the main assessment was here before, | think 1 could have
probably spoken on it then and given some advice to the Gov-
ernment. Now that we just have the amendment, and I have not
any choice but to go along with it-,

I would like to ask the Minister how he is going to deal with a
piece of property, for instance, that is out of the area of the
townhere and it is isolated and was assessed at $1,000, roughly,
and now is assessed at roughly $10,000? As near as ! can see,
there is no area around there that he could base this paper on.
How do you base that and how do you come up with a fair
assessment for that person?

| was really amazed, in checking through, just as acomment,
last night, with some people in this town and their tax assess-
ment notices, that there are many, many people who are paying
less tax than they were last year. | am not guessing or anything,
I know that there are these things. I found the whole assess-
ment, of course, very unfair.

But how do you deal with that situation?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, | do not deal with it
and 1 am not pretending to deal with it by these amendments to
the legislation, except, that under these terms and legislation, if
any of those people make their arguments and those arguments
are accepted by the Court of Revision——

Now, take a look at the five members of the Court of Revi-
sion, They are long-time, involved Y ukoners who know the
score in Yukon, Mr. Chairman, by these amendments, if one of
these properties affected make their point before that Court of
Revision, this amendment to the section allows for the assessor

. to reassess all of those properties falling in the same category,
~ along those lines decided by the Court of Revision.

Mr. Chairman, I have great faith in the public of the Y ukon
that sits on these boards and thesz Courts of Revision. I do not
think that you could have come up witha better bunch of people
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than the present Court of Revision is. | have been watcatng the
decisions which they have made in the last several days. They
are very humane and take into consideration all the facts that
the Honourable Member is presenting to me.

Those facts should be presented to the Court of Revision for
that decision and we allow the Court of Revisionto do what the
Honourable Member would like to see done, upon those argu-
ments that he is making to me. being accepted by the Court of
Revision, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chuirman, [ agree that | think that
there will be a lot done, because [ agree wholeheartedly with
the Member that we have a Court of Revision that is
concerned.

However, [ am a little worried about the guidelines that they
do have, that they just have to find a property somewhere that
is valued at so much and then go down to the others when they
come in to see the Court of Revision, they could drop to that
level.

But I am speaking more specifically of an area where there
are not a whole lot of properties and nothing to go by. What
guidelines does the Court of Revision have in this case?

If the Minister can prove to me that, under this, they do have
the freedom. 1 should say not guidelines butfreedom to assess
whatthey feel is proper, then I could feel alittle better anyway.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Yes, Mr. Chairman, our assessors
are there constantly at the Court of Revision. The Court of
Revision says what guidelines did you use to base this assess-
ment on? The assessors state their guidelines, this is what we
did, this is how it went about, and the Court of Revision, as the
assessors have made a subjective decision, they make what
they feel is an objective decision on the subjective analysis of
the assessors, saying, we do not agree with that analysis of your
assessment and we are making the decision that, in this in-
stance, we do not feel that your assessment was correct und we
are doing this,

Yes, the Court of Revision has that_tlexibility. Yes, they
have already exercised that tlexibility in decisions that have
been made by this current Court of Revision. 1 think that they !
understand their role quite well, My. Chairman.

MsMillard: Mr. Chairman, I have been following this taxa-
tion debate with greatinterest, because I have learned alot. But
I stilt have not received an answer to the questionin my head. 1t
seems to me the problem is that there are a lot of people who
disagree with the assessment and the Government is saying
okay you have a process. you go to the Court of Revision to
revise that. But you are not saying to us that the result of those
assessments that the Court makes are goingto come into effect
some change in the whole policy of assessments anyway.

I wonder if we should be giving all that responsibility to the
Court and to make them do all that work? Is that really their
role to sit there and try to change the whole assessment
philosophy? 1 do not think it is. I think that is the Minister of
LLocal Government’s responsibility, and 1 am not hearing that
that is what he is going to do is respond to the changes that the
Courtof Revision are suggesting and the assessment people are
sitting there also understanding what changes are really neces-
sary, it seems to me. So [ cannot hear the Minister telling us
that sometime in the future, all this material and things that are
going in front of the Court of Revision is going to be used for
positive change in the whole assessment routine. | would like to
hear that. .

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, there is absolutely
nothing wrong with the whole assessment routine. If there are
any problems, it falls with a taxation philosophy that needs
some renewal or updating to a new type of philosophy of
taxation which is now being undertaken in every jurisdiction
across the country. Evegy jurisdiction is going through the
problems of reassessing their philosophy on taxation and bring-



ing in major taxation ordinances.

Mr. Chairman, we have, as part of our legislative program-
ming, that a total new Taxation Ordinance had to be looked at
and had to come into effect in the 19791 egislative calendar year.
We have had people gathering information. working on all the
work that the provincial jurisdictions have been doing in this
area. Some of the Maritime provinces have gone to this new
philosophy on taxation. The Provinces of Ontario and Alberta
are moving towards it. I kid you not when I say that it has taken
ten years for Ontario to start with the Smith Study on Taxation,
property tax reform, in 1967, which was the first year they had
gone through about eight major studies and since that time
come up with their final study, which is the Blair Report, and
now the Treasurer of Ontario, Darcy McKeough is trying to
get through the property taxation reforms which we are talking
about in the Legislature of the Province of Ontario.,

I have been following. with great interest, the problems and
the things that happen when you go into the total reform of
property taxation. Itis nice and simplistic to think that there is a
total panacea that if you go 100 per cent on improvements and
100 per cent on property, then strike a percentage, that all of
your problems stop overnight,

Mr. Chairman, all we would get would be another group of
dissatisfied taxpayers who would be presenting different prob-
lems before the Court of Revision and before this Government,
no matter what changes in philosophy are made on taxation,
and no matter what type of guidelines are used for an
assessment.

So, when we go through the whole problem of property
taxation, which is the most politically sensitive area that any
Government can deal with, you are going to go through a
tremendously traumatic time in Government.

Mr, Chairman, 1 make the point again that this obviously
should be an area where the Executive Committee Member
responsible is an elected Member, because there is nothing
more sensitive and more down to the public of Yukon than the
area of property taxation, which, of course, entails the whole
financjal formula of Y ukon.

We have made the point that this should be, should happen
and, up to now, our representations have not been listened to
by the powers that be. But that does not mean that I am not
going to be active in attempting reforms, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, 1 still have aquestion for
the Minister, and it does deal with this amendment.

I do not think that we should have had this amendment here.
I do not think this amendment needed to be here. If, in the
assessment, they had not just jumped straight on to the land
entirely, and I did not quite understand the committee here
yesterday, to sit here and try to get that knowledge through, itis
just not there, 1 had toget outandlook at abunch of tax notices,
assessments and so forth, talk to people to find this out, but, if
they had not gone straight to land with entirity, and forget this
100 per cent business and fair, what the Government calis fair
value, because what the Government calls fair value is what-
ever possibly they could get out of it.

[ do not think we would have needed this amendment here if
they would have gone the way they were asking yesterday, to,
yes, bring the land tax up a certain amount, but put more tax
also on the improvements, to get the same amount of money
that you needed. Because the idea of the whole principle of the
thing is they need the money.

Now, if you had done this, you would have, and I see some
scowls, my heavens', eh? I do not think they understand either,
but I stood here and never understood lots of time, too, that you
would have been hitting the bigger businesses, such as, and I
will just name a bunch, Hougen’s, Whitehorse Motors, the Inn,
all these places in town with large amounts of improvements,
and you would not have been hitting the little person, nor even
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the big person that had land alone that was not developed yet, (/ \» '

neir so hard, You could have come up with the same money.

Y ou would not have needed this amendment here, the same
people, certainly, would not have been in here yesterday that
were, it might have been another group, but they would have
been a different type.

Thatis all l am sayingand [ am goingto say no more. But that
philosophy, to me. is what the Government should be going to
and gradually bringing this thing to a head, not just slapping 100
per cent of what they cail fair value, which is a myth, on to land
all at once.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, I understand com-
pletely what the Honourable Member says. [ have the respon-
sibility for the assessment sections of the Taxation Ordinance.
I did exactly what what | was instructed and demanded to do
under the terms of the Taxation Ordinance by assessment.,

Now, Mr,. Chairman, [ am saying from that assessment, | see
the anomolies of which the Honourable Member speaks of, and
[ am telling that if you are here for another four years. that your
major concern, one of your major concerns in this House is
going to be exactly what the Honourable Member says, a total
reform of the property taxation system in Y ukon, along the
lines which he is indicating and it is going to be every bit as a
difficult situation as all Honourable Members are going
through now with these amendments.

There is no panacea just because you change the formula.
You just affect a different group of taxpayers to a greater
extent. The Province of Ontario and the Maritimes, when they
went to the different formula that the Honourable Member
says, the lobby groups and the professional groups and the
ability was exactly the same as the trauma that we are going
through now.

I cannot allow the Honourable Member to get away with that
there was not a major shift in taxation, not only to the small
property holder and the small businessman, but it was pretty
effective on the major industrial and commercial properties
also, Mr. Chairman.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, ona Point of Privilege,
I think, the Honourable Member misinterpreted my facial ex-
pression. It was not a scowl, it was amazement at his statement
that we had jacked up the rate of assessment on land to 100 per
cent, because that is what it has been for years.

Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, it is still not clear to me if the
Minister is.committed to changing the assessment process the
way it is. 1 know it is very early in the stage of proposed
legislation, but it seemed to me obviously one of the very basic
things that have to be considered. Can we have some informa-
tion from the Minister whether this is being considered and is it
being considered if the land basis for the assessment is going to
be changed?

Mr. Chairman: Ms Millard he has already answered that
question, He said there was going to be a complete review of
taxation next year and that it will be up to the Members of the
House at that time to decide whether it is going to be 100 per
centor 50 per cent or what the distribution wili be. Itisnotupto
him as the Minister at the present time.

MsMillard: Mr. Chairman, my experience with legislation
that has been brought in this House, if it is going to be in the
legislation that is going to be brought here, we do not have
much choice in changing those clauses that are put in there. I
am wondering whether the Minister is proposing a clause to this
new legislation to get at the root of these problems we are
bringing up. I still have not heard that assurance, and I would
like to know whether he is?

Mr. Chairman: Well [ have heard the assurance and I think
your question is repetitive and I am not going to tolerate it.

Mrs. Watgon: Mr. Chairman, I believe we are dealing with
Section 1, are we not?
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Mr. Chairman:
Mrs. Watson:

Well, 1 and anything in general.
I know we have been going into 2. But I

" would like to comment on Section 1.(2). 1 support the amend-
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ment to Section 13 when it is being “‘used as a single family
residence, it shall be assessed according to its residential use.™”
1 am pleased that it was brought in. I know that the need should
not have been to have broughtitin, but it does alleviate some of
the situation within the Whitehorse area now.

But greater than that 1 see it reflected in many of the small
communities in the Yukon, because many of them now are
embarking upon zoning. When you have never had any zoning
or any land use allocation within a’community, you are going to
get a mixture, and it is going to take a time, quite a long time
before you get your zoning pattern to be really reflected.

One of the biggesst things that opposes the zoning is the single
family resident who finds himselfin an area thatcould be zoned
oris zoned for some other use. They are concerned about their
insurance, which makes a difference. But another thing is the
taxation and this is why many of them have opposed zoning is
because they are afraid because their residence is ina commer-
ical zone, they will be taxed according to that zone.

There has always been that grey area within our legislation. 1
know there have been court cases filed on this and won, but
why should people have to go to court all the time?

Sothis, 1 think, clarifies it very distinctly if there is a residen-
tial use you are assessed as a residential use, I am pleased to see
it in here.

Mr. Chairman:
Clause 1 agreed to
On Clause 2

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, because this section
is so inextricably and intrinsically tied with the section which
we have already debated, 1 think we have realized the necessity
for the amendment and primarily it does what I answered the
Honourable Member from Hootalinqua. With the additional
advantage of those people so effected by the first amendment,
who have not fited before the Court of Revision will be au-
tomatically taken into consideration by the assessors, Mr,
Chairman,

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, of course I am certainly [ am
going to support this motion because I stood up in the House
and asked for it because of the restrictions or, it appeared to be
restrictions on a Court of Revision in the present Taxation
Ordinance .

1dohave some concern, though, The Courtof Revision has a
big job, an extremely big job this year, and when you give them
what we are asking them to do in this section, you sort of
wonder whether really you should be putting this load on a
Court of Revision, because it is a tremendous load.

What we are sayingis that they can getinvolved in the setting
of market value. What is happening, people, individuals from
certain areas are coming in, are objecting to their assessment,
they go to the assessors and now the Court of Revision has to
be completely and absolutely involved in how the assessors set
that market value.

When you look at a whole area, say for example when you
are looking for acreage residential, there is no way they can
even order a reassessment, unless they become involved in
setting what that average market value for industrial.... That is
a big, big job for them.

So, Mr. Chairman, I know that this is one way of giving them
the power to do what they have to do and I am prepared to go
along with it, but when the Minister, or whoever, brings in
other legislation, let us not put our Court of Revision up against
the wall the way we are this year. 1 do not think that we should
be doing that. We should try to write the legislation, not to

Any further discussion on Clause 1?

restrict their powers, but not to give them the responsibility of -~ -

trying to sort out so much.
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I am going to support this, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, 1 had some of the same. how-
ever, to add alittle further to it. I just hope thatit does notcause
a problem in the field of the Court of Revision being more or
less looked down upon later on, because, possibly, someone
may not get down to that level or may think he is not down to
the level.

This is the problem. They may take an area and say, okay,
we are going to assess this certain property at that value. Then,
I take it from the Minister that it is the Government's or the
assessor’s position then to gn and see that all of the others in
that area are straightened out, hopefully.

If this is the case, thenthat is fine. Let us hope that they do do
that, because if they do not do that, even though a property
ownerayear or so later, really will have no right to goto a Court
of Revision or anything, but he will be up and hollering and
yelling because his property was not just done the way, and he
will blame it all on the Court of Revision. [ would hope that this
would never have to happen.

Mr. Chairman:
Clause 2 agreed to
On Clause 3

Mr. Chairman: There is an amendment to this Section.
Moved by K. McKinnon, that Bill Number 17, entitled 4n
Ordinance 1o Amend the Taxation Ordinance be amended as
follows: By deleting Section 3 thereof,

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, regardless of what
Honourable Members may like to think, I stand as firm as they
do in my dislike of retroactive legislation. Mr. Chairman, it has
been pointed out to me, that we already do have a piece of
retroactive legislation in the City of Whitehorse. The Assess-
ment Notices, which allows the Commissioner to do those
things which we all dislike for the term of this taxation year
1978, so it makes this section superfluous and we donot have to
compound the mistake by another section, Also, Mr. Chair-
man, the Court of Revision is fulfilling those functions as has
been outlined in the two amendments previous.

Any time that I can be party of not havingto bringin retroac-
tive legislation unless it is totally and absolutely compulsory
and necessary, 1 am with the Honourable Member from
Kluane 100 per cent.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, 1 agree, but there is one
thing, because of that other piece of legislation which gives the
Commissioner the authority to enact these things retroactively
forthe City of Whitehorse, will the Government make sure that
this is also enacted for the whole Territory? 1 want to make
definitely sure that those sections apply to all of the Territory.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Yes, Mr, Chairman, those will apply
automatically now in this assessment. year coming up, any
assessments that are being done.

Mr. Chairman: Any further discussion?

Amendinent agreed to
Clause 3 agreed to

Mr. Chairman: The Commissioner of the Yukon Territ-
ory, by and with the advice and consent of the Council of the
said Territory, enacts as follows: An Ordinance to Amend the
Taxation Ordinance. Shall the preamble and title carry?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: Shall the Bill be reported with amendment?

Some Members:Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: We will now recess until 1:30.

Recess

Anything further?

Mr. Chairman: Would the Committee please come to
order. s

We had a motion by Mrs. Watson, when we were discussing -
the paper on the harvesting of grizzly bear and other animals,



and we delaved any action on it. waiting for either an amend-
ment or a revised motion, Are you ready to proceed with that,
Mrs. Watson?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman. if 1 may be given the oppor-
tunity to have a revised motion, I would appreciate it.

Mr. Chairman: Yes,

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I would move, seconded by
the Member from Hootalinqua, that it is the opinion of this
House that the Territorial Government should continue
studies and field work in order to establish an accurate inven-
tory of the grizzly bear population of Y ukon, and
that pending the delivery of the datafrom this work, the present
system of restraint on grizzly bear harvest practised by the
outfitters, in co-operation with the Game Department. should
be continued until the end of 1979, at which time a new man-
agement system policy can be implemented.

Mr. Chairman: 1 will read the motion. Moved by Mrs.
Watson, seconded by R. Fleming, that it is the opinion of this
House that the Territorial Government should continue
studies and field work in order to establish an accurate inven-
tory of the grizzly bear population of Y ukon, and
that pending the delivery of the data from this work, the present
system of restraint on grizzly bear harvest practised by the
outfitters, in co-operation with the Game Department, should
be continued until the end of 1979, at which time a new man-
agement system policy can be implemented.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, | well recognize the
problem that is portrayed in this motion. The outfitters do
indeed have the problem of having to meet bookings well in
advance, perhaps two years in advance, or even more on occa-
sion. | also realize that there are severe limitations on the data
we have available. Data on grizzly bear is difficult to obtain,
The statistics that we are using are, of course, on the basis of
harvest only.

Mr. Chairman, this does place a problem for the Game
Branch. The concern, of course, is that there might be areas
where we find that the grizzly population is in danger. 1 have
spoken to the outfitters regarding this matter, and they assure
me this is the case, but we certainly do need the reassurance
that the outfitters will continue to exercise restraint and will
indeed increase the restraint at which they are harvesting ani-
mals in th meantime before an overall management plan can be
instituted.

In addition to that, the Game Branch is obviously not out to
do in the outfitters. Their mandate is to protect the wildlife as
they see itand they are trying to do that the best way they can. I
would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that they still must have the
opportunity to be able to move in where they recognize there is
a weakness in the population of grizzly. With that, I would like
to bring in an amendment to the motion which I will read, Mr.
Chairman.

Moved by myself, which is in addition to the present resolu-
tion, however, this should not preclude the Game Branch from
intervening where necessary in areas where evidence dictates
that there is a danger of serious depletion of the grizzly bear
population.

Mr. Chairman: 1 would suggest that when Members are
proposing amendments to resolutions that they include in their
preamble that the resolution be amended by adding certain
words, and not just put the amendment that they are proposing
without any preamble as to where the amendment comes in,
We have had to correct this one by putting that in.

Moved by Dr. J. Hibberd, that the resolution be amended by
adding after the word “‘implemented’’ the following: ‘‘how-
ever, this should not preclude the Game Branch from interven-
ing where necessary in areas where evidence dictates that there
is adanger of serious depletion of the grizzly bear population”,
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Mrs. Watson:  Yes. Mr, Chairman, very hfieﬂy the com-

ments on this motion and the amendments: I am prepared tof
accept the amendment. I can understand why the Minister
responsible for the Game Branch brought it in.

I think the amendment is implied in the parent resolution, but
if he wants it spelled out, well, that is fine.

I would like to point out that studies have been done by the
Game Branch, both on goats and sheep, which have been
presented to the outfitters, with limitations as far as goats are
concerned in certain management areas and with an indication
that there is a possibility that, in 1979, there will be limitations
placed on sheep hunting, both for resident and non-resident
hunters, and because of the fact that the statistics and the data
that the Game Branch has compiled and because of the fact that
the outfitters are very responsible when they operate in their
own areas, that they recognize that they will have to accept
these criteria that are being placed before them.

We have a problem with the grizzly bear because of the
unavailability of more accurate data. I would like to express
very specifically that this motion does not necessarily mean a
lack of confidence in the ability of the Game Branch to provide
this data at this time.

We have, in Y ukon, a study that was done through field
work, by Dr, Pearson, His data in that study is very different
from the data that is being provided by the Game Branch and
somewhere along the line, [ think we have to get something that
comes together or at least justifies, fairly reasonably, why we
should accept Dr. Pearson’s statistics or whether we should
accept the Game Branch statistics.

I imagine, as a result of this resolution, and as aresult of the
commitment by the Government if they do support the resolu-
tion, will embark upoa further studies.

I would also like to say that I am fully aware that the Game / .

Branch operates on quite a minimal budget. We expect them to/

enforce our game legislation over 207,000 square miles witha ™.~

very limited staff, and we have just gone into the game man-
agement program in 1974, I believe we went into management
zones, or 1973. We have just really started on a program of
game management, We have a limited staff, again, to do the
work to try to do the catch-up that had not been done the 10
years before.

So if the statistics on the grizzly bear are not as accurate as
we would like to have, I think we must understand the ability of
the Game Branch to produce this type of data with a limited
staff and the limited budget that they do have. I did question
where they set their priorities knowing that the grizzly bear,
they were afraid that there may be some problem with the
population of the grizzly bear, that they did not allot more
money for this study in the first place.

I must recall that this House also took a position last spring
that they wanted the Game Branch to give priority to their
studies of the Porcupine caribou herd. So taking this all into
consideration, I certainly am prepared to accept the fact that
we do not have more accurate statistics at this time. I would
hope that with some field work that they do, and I am sure the
outfitters will co-operate with them in the field work that they
are doingif they desire that co-operation, and with the interpre-
tation of some of Dr. Pearson’s data, that we will get a more
accurate picture of the grizzly bear population in Y ukon.

Once that picture is available for the Executive Committee,
and the professional people within the Game Branch will at that
time, 1 hope, make recommendations of how grizzly bear
should be managed over a period of time within the Territory. I
would hope at that time they look at a complete package, not

just looking at quota in isolation. Because I think there are( )

many areas in the Territory, as far as game management, that
can be looked at and that affect our game population.

More specifically, T am looking at the residency qualifica-




tion. You hear the emotional outhursts of people being con-
cerned about these Americans who are coming in and hunting
all our big game, when all we dois require a landed immigrant to
be here for six months and he can buy a resident hunter's
licence.

So, it seems alittle ludicrous tor us to get so up in arms over
this type of thing when we ure not doing the very basic simple
thing that we have the ability to do.

The Shakw:k Project is scheduled to start in May. We know
that some ot their crews will be here fora year or a couple of
years. Everyone of them_oralot of them, atter six months wili
be able. as transient workers, to buy a resident’s licence.

So, management, not just can look at quotas in isolation, it
must look at the whole picture and 1 would hope that this would
give them the time to do this, so that the policy makers, the
people on the Executive Committee can determine a course of
action which should be taken.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. Fieming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, 1 have not got much to
add to that as seconder of the motion and I will agree that the
amendment from the Minister is very much needed, ! think.

The tirst motion is, in my estimation, is something to protect
the game guide who we have now and is a viable industry in this
Territory. Wedonothave, I think, quite enough data tojust say
let us not hunt grizzly bear anymore or let us raise the trophy
fee right at this moment to any certain extent,

So. I would like to see the co-operation between the outfit-
ters and the Minister, as it is today and | think they spoke well
yesterday in feeling that they knew the answers to some of it,
but not all of it either. | think that together they can get it and
that it would protect them in the instance of booking, which is
the only way that their business comes to them. 1t is not like a
store, They do not walk in and buy something. You have to
write to them. You have to find them. They have to find you, 1t
takes time. So, we are protecting that.

The amendment gives the Game Branch that opportunity to
protect a zone if they feel it is being managed badly and 1 am
sure that the co-operation of the outfitters, they will get it there,
too, to let it help them to find these zones. So, | have no
problem with the resolution and the amendment, Mr,
Chairman,

Mr. Chairman: Anyone else?

Amendment agreed to
Motion agreed to

Mr. Chairman: We will now go on to Number 4. that the
paper entitled “*“Memorandum on Electrical Rate Equaliza-
tion™" be referred to Committee of the Whole for discussion,

[ believe there is a resolution forthcoming from our discus-
sion on that particular issue.

Mrs. Watson:  Yes, Mr. Chairman, 1 thank the Committee
for standing this item over to give me an opportunity to prepare
the resolution, 1t is a very basic follow-up resolution that fol-
lows up the discussion we had in Committee when we were
discussing the paper on rate equalization for ail of the Y ukon
Territory.

I feel that we cannot just leave that discussion and that paper
without making some specific further recommendations of
some ty pe of action that should be taken by the Government on
behalf of this House and on behalf of the people of the
Territory.

Therefore, | am moving, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Hootalinqua, that it is the opinion of this House
that the Government undertake a further detailed study that
could define in detail various alternatives that could be fol-
lowed to develop an equalized electrical rate for all Yukon.

Mr. Chairman, I specifically did not puta date on that so that
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it would bind the Government, if there were not sums available
to, it gives them the ability to budget for this study. 1 think that
it needs to be done, itis very essential that it needs to be done.

It is very difficult, 1 know that it would take a considerabie
expenditure of money, and 1 would like to see it staried on this
year, if not completed.

Mr. Chairman: | will read the Resolution. Moved by Hilda
Watson, seconded by Bob Fleming, that it is the opinion of this
House that the Government undertake a further detailed study
that could define in detail various alternatives that could be
followed to develop and equalize the electrical rate for ull
Y ukon.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, perhaps I could ask the
mover of the motion for some clarification in this. The way this
is phrased, “*to develop and equalize the electrical rate for all
Yukon'', are vou precluding any other torm of equalization
except limiting it to one equalization over the entire Y ukon? Or
are you considering the various area equalizition schemes that
were proposed in the first paper, or are you precluding those in
this motion?

Mrs. Watson: My, Chairman, no, [tis good that the Hon-
ourable Member asked the question, it is an equalized electrical
rate forall Y ukon. So this precludes the area equalization. This
specifically refers to all of Yukon., But I am saving ““sarious
alternatives that could be followed todevelop™ over a pertod of
time or what “*an equalized electricai vate forall of Yukon.”" So
that does not preclude for considering going on an area inorder
to reach the equalized for all ot the Y ukon, 1 tuink the motion
would give you enough scope to permit your studies to be done
within the policy and the direction that the Government wants
10 g0 or to even get the direction from this study. It was made
broad.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, I might add to that. Tt does
give the Government achance to go into various wayvs. Iwould
suppose that if that way would happen to be that they had 1o
takeitinareasinthe Yukonanddoit, and thencome to thefind
conclusion, we would have it. more or less because we do not
really tell them not to doit. However, I will say while Fum here
that 1 do not agree with that method and would not really be
agreeing with that method although [ huppen to be standing in
the House at the time.

In no way, shape, or form would I agree 1o a picce-meil
method. However, itdoes not stop the Government from using
that type of method here, it merely says that they will try 10
come to an equal rate across the Yukon, in other words, Mr.
Chairman, 1 think thatin seconding the motion. I think itis time
that we really did look at it and do this very thing. We have been
talking about it for years and nobody does anything. | think itis
time the Government just sits down and finds a way. there has
got to be a way, There has been a way everywhere else in the
world, there must be a way in Yukon.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: I think really what the motion is saying
is that it is following up on what was implied in the paper that we
have been reviewing. It is the natural sequence of events that
we have a preliminary view, as we have just seen, and the
direction of this House is indeed required if we intend to go on
with surveys that have much more significance in terms of
whether it is applicable or not.

So, 1 think we should welcome the resolution as being a
direction given to Government. I would thank the mover of the
motion for not putting a time qualification on this, because
obviously, it can put restraints on that can be difficult to meet
otherwise,

So. in this context, I can support the motion, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman: Any further discussion?

I will just read the motion again. 1t is the opinion of this
House that the Government undertake a further detailed study



that could define in detail various alternatives that could be
followed to develop an equalized electrical rate for all Y ukon.
Motion agreed to

Mr. Chairman: We will go on to nine, Mr. Lengerke, are
you ready for dealing with 9, dealing with the Moror Transport
Ordinance?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, you can go ahead.

Mr. Chairman: Nine on page 5 of the Order Paper. Mr.
Lengerke, Sessional Paper Number 23, tha the green paper,
entitled “‘Proposals for a Motor Transport Ordinance™, be
referred to Committee of the Whole for discussion.

I wonder if all Members have their copy of that green paper
with them, because | have not got mine.

Mr. Lengzrke: Can we just be given a few minutes to get
out stuff?

Mr. Chairman:
your copies.

We can proceed now. We have a quorum.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, I was going to say that I am
very pleased to see the green paper on the proposals for Motor
Transportation, for the ordinance, because I think that, as we
have said many times and Members do agree that, with the
forthcoming de velopment that we anticipate in Yukon and the
fact that we are a transportation area, we depend on transpor-
tion so much for our livelithood and for our wherewithal, that
certainly, an update of the Motor Carrier Ordinance, orsuch s
required.

I do have some question with respect to the green paper, Mr.
Chairman. 1 do not know if you are going to read it or how we
are going to go through it.

Mr. Chairman: No, I was just going to say that your re-
marks should cease about this time, because the Minister
would like to make a statement in connection with the paper.

Hon.Mr.Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to indicate
some background to this. As all Members are aware, the green
paper is a response to the direction given from this Assembly to
develop what the Member has indicated, a more up to date
legislation regarding motor transport and this green paper is
brought forward to get the opinions of the Assembly on what
they fee! should be inciuded in such an Ordinance.

Mr. Chairman, I would also like direction from the Commit-
tee with what form we should take in striving to gain public
input into this. As the Members indicated, it is indeed an
important issue in the times that we are facing here in Y ukon at
the present time. | believe it will be necessary to permit various
people and interest groups to have anopportunity to make their
representations regarding this Ordinance.

Whether there should be simply briefs that are submitted, or
whether it should be a public hearing process, or just how we
should go about this, I would indeed like to have Members’
opinions regarding this.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, as we go throughit, [ have a
number of points that I would question. Is it the intention of the
Chair to read the Paper outloud or what are you going to do?

Mer. Chairman: Does the Committee want me to read the
Paper? I do not think so. Everyone has had an opportunity, so
you can proceed, Mr, Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Well if I bring forward just some concerns,
Mr. Chairman, I imagine what will happen is the Minister will
note those and he will take those, I guess, into account for
bringing forward an Ordinance, is that the way this would go?

Mr. Chairman: Yes, or hecould respond to them when you
bring them up.

Mr. Lengerke: The very first concern I have, Mr. Chair-
man, is when we are talking in the second paragraph, ‘‘motor
vehicles used solely as an ambulance, hearse, for the transpor-

I will give you a few minutes to pick up
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tation of Royal Mail and so on, my concernis I would line to see
that say only Royal Mail, only mail, because the vehicles that (

\

now transport Royal Mail do transport other things as well, so 1 ./

would want to be very specific and say only mail.

As we go on further down, we are talking of rental and lease
vehicles coming under the proposed Ordinance. | am wonder-
ing why this should come under it. If they do, should there not
be a separate classification or commodity classification for
them?

We go on further down, Mr., Chairman, and we talk of
persons operating taxis, rental or leasing vehicles, buses, and
carrying freight, and the providing of freight depots. I would
like to have the Minister's comments why freight depots are
coming under the provision of the Ordinance, how they are
going to come under and why they are going to come under?

Then we go on further and it states that recovery vehicles will
come under the Ordinance. This is really I think a bit of a
contradiction here, because it says this type of vehicle to be
exempted from the provisions of the Ordinance. I think they
should be governed as any other restricted PSV licence. So |
think there is a question there 1 would like to have some
clarification on.

Certainly the Chairman of the Board should be, 1 would like
to see certainly, and I realize this is dealing with expenditures
of money, but | would like to see the Chairman of the Board—

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Perhaps he could indicate as he goes
along what he is referring to, | have no idea what he is saying,
where he is going.

Mr. Lengerke: Okay. Mr. Chairman, | realize the difficulty
and that is why it would have been interesting to go down it
point by point,

Mr. Chairman: Well, if the Honourable Member will sit
down, I will refer the question to the Minister.

Mr. Chairman: The first concern was in connection with
the transportation of Royal Mail, that it should be the transpor-
tation of Royal Mail only, because the vehicles now being used
for the transportation of Royal Mail are occasionally used for
other purposes.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, do you want metoreply
to the questions that have been forthcoming to date?

As far as the provision for only Royal Mail, 1 would suspect
that that would be the way it would come out, although I would
have to know more of the technical data behind it.

On face value of what I see, [ would agree only as the way it
should go.

You referred to rental and lease vehicles and wondered why
should they not be covered or why should they be covered. It
occurs to me that these are indeed vehicles that should have
this kind of restriction placed on them. They should be covered
in this kind of legislation, indeed if any vehicle should be, they
should be covered in this category so they could be controlled
adequately.

Freight depot inclusion was one of the primary concerns of
the transportation association itself. They felt that controlling
the trucks themselves was not enough and they felt that there
should be some area of control over the freight depots and it is
being considered on that basis.

Perhaps I could have more questions, My, Chairman.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, in paragraph six, we dorefer
to the Board and to the Chairman and I was just going to say
that 1 would hope that someplace along the line some consider-
ation would be. given to a full-time position for a chairman, 1
realize this has to be a government policy, but that is certainly a
concern,

Maybe some other Member might have a question, Mr.
Chairman,

Mr. Chairman: From the Chair, Mr. Hibberd, I take it that
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the intention is to have the executive director a full-time emp-
loyee. as distinct from a chairman, who would not be a full-time
employee.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, there is to be no full-
time employee of the Board. It is felt that, although it would
indeed be helpful in many ways to have a full-time chairman,
the amount of work that would be involved would be difficult to
justify the expense that would be involved in maintaining a
position on a full-time basis. There just is not the workload to
justify it, at this time. | can certainly see, as the Member
indicated, where this would be a consideration that would have
to be kept in mind and if the volume did expand to need it, then
indeed, we should have a full-time chairman.

But until a cost justify, it is hard to go along with it at the
present time.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, in paragraph six where we
are talking of the board and the powers of the members, I just
think, and | am sure that there will be, there should be aquorum
of the number of board members needed to meet, for example,
at least four members. In the absence of the chairman, | think
the vice chairman should sign all orders-and, if they are both
absent, I think the remaining members of the board, aslongas |
think there is a quorum, should elect a temporary chairman to
sign all the orders.

I just do not think that one member signing any order, to me,
it seems rather aloose arrangement anyway. That is what that
infers and I have some concerns with that one.

The proposal also says that where there is a vacancy on the
Board, the remaining members may exercise all the powers of
the Board. Certainly I think that is okay as long as there is a
quorum maintained.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, on this paragraph, |
wonder if the Honourable Member could advise me as to his

. opinion on how you make appointments to such a Board which

requires a certain amount of experience ard expertise in a

” special field without appointing people who will have a conflict

of interest and in view of the second paragraph below, where
we see that the Board must be in a position to actindependently
in the granting of authorities and even underlining the fact that
there must be no conflict, and on the other hand, if they have no
experience in that industry are they going to be valuable mem-
bers of the Board? I think this is the problem that faces this
Government at every turn when we try to set up an advisory
body. I would be interested in hearing the comments, Mr.
Chairman, of the Honourable Member.

Mr. Lengerke: | recognize that difficulty, Mr. Chairman, I
do. As the Member says we face that just about every time. I
really have no answer for it. Certainly many times I think
people should be appointed to the Board that certainly have
really tremendous knowledge of this instance, of the transpor-
tation industry. Of course they would have a conflict, so where
do we go. It is difficult, I know, I know the Minister has the
same concerns, '

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, I only have one com-
ment to make on that. I would like to point out that this Board is
indeed going to have a good deal of authority, it is going to be a
very important Board in terms of the transportation industry
here and it is of the utmost importance that people who serve on
that Board are of the highest calibre that we can possibly get to
serve on that Board,

There might a degree of conflict of interest in some areas
involved, but we must have quality people to serve on this
Board.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, is the Minister familiar with
how other jurisdictions, the composition of their boards, do

they have just lay people appointed to their boards or do they
have a permanent board established by the Government?

Hon. Mr. Hibberd; Mr. Chairman, they are permanent
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boards, but 1 am not aware of the method by which they are
assigned to that Board. ‘

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, 1 only have a couple of com-
ments to make that might be of interest to the Minister later on.
1 am glad to see that he has recovery vehicles in here at this time
in the Yukon Territory that something has been done with the
recovery vehicles.

As it stands to date, there is really no legislation other than
you have to L.uve a licence to operate one but there is absolutely
no guidelines whatsoever as to who should have one, what it
should be or how it should be or really nothing, actually. There
is very, very little and | would like to see some regulations in
that field.

On the other one, further on where you are recommending
some of the things that should be done, | see the location of
depots and you are speaking of all depots then and 1 would
presume bus depots, especially too in the Territory which |
think are well needed and should have beenhad a long time ago.
When transportation companies can come in and haul people
up and down a highway, 1,100 or 1,200 miles, you might say
from Dawson Creek to Fairbanks, 1.do think there is only one
or two bus depots inthe bigger centres and of course, the States
do what they like buteven if they do it that way, 1 do not like it.
I think it is time we had something saying that the bus com-
panies will have a place, especially in the winter time, that a
person can sneak in out of a forty below wind anyway and get
behind it anyway if nothing else.

There is nothing being done in that field whatsoever and 1
would say yes, 1 would welcome something in that field be-
cause I asked for it here a couple of years ago, why we were not
doing something about it.

Mr.Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, if the Minister could explain
a little further to me where, I think it is in the very last parag-
raph, ‘‘the board under certain circumstances, issues special
certificates authorizing the operation of a public service vehicle
in any area where the operation of a public service vehicle is
otherwise prohibited’”.

I really wonder why are we allowing the board to Jo this? |
am really not aware of any area, at present, such as this in
Yukon. I do not know, is there some further thinkiny on that
one?

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: The circumstances might arise, as |
understand it, Mr. Chairman, where a PSV might no: have
been issued or there might be certain circumstances wheeby it
has to cover an interim situation, in which case a permit could
be granted in that situation to cover that interim period until
either the situatjon is taken care of or until there is a permanent
PVS assigned, when the board has a chance to meet again.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I am really not that familiar
and have not really put the time and study into it that I should
have to be speaking on it and it is a very complex subjectand a
very important subject in the Y ukon Territory.

I wish I was as familiar with it as I am with taxation. Unfor-
tuneately I am not, However, I have a question, Is there
anywhere in the legislation where the Y ukon Government will
reflect its philosophy or overall policy of handing out operating
authorities?

I am thinking of Yukon residents, in their ability to get an
operating authority and the ability of larger firms comingin who
are able, just by getting those PSV’s, to put so many of our
small people out of business.

If it is the intention of the Government, when they do bring in
legislation, to define basic policies, rather than let a board
establish those | . licies?

Hon. Mr. Hisberd: Mr. Chairman, the Member has raised
a very good point and it is of considerable concern to many
Y ukoners, this problem of the person coming from outside and

. ~obtaining a PSV over those who are resident in Y ukon.



I would indeed like to see it in legislative form, but, as yet,
that has not been embodied. It is a point that will be taken into
consideration when the legislation is drawn up.

To this time, the board does function on the basis that it does
give preference to Yukon residents, Now, I know there are
individual circumstances where it does not appear to be so, but
I know that their primary consideration is to give the Y ukon
resident preference whenever possible to do so,

~ Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, there is also another policy
aspect of it too that has to be considered. This is the
Government’s involvement itself, Government gives out most
of the contracts or an awful [ot of the contracts in the Territory
and they will give out contracts to do various things that require
a PSV. The person does not have the PSV, they put in the
lowest bid and then the Transport Board is almost obligated to
give that individual a PSV. It is a viscious circle.

I do not think any decision has ever been made by the
Territorial Government in conjunction with the Board or de-
fined in legislation what the procedure should be on that. That
in itself causes a lot of problems.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, I do not have the solu-
tion to that, I do not know what the policy is as far as bids for
this Government is concerned, with concern to this particular
point. I can see it being a very difficult one to solve.

It would appear to me, Mr. Chairman, that the obligation
should rest on those who are submitting a bid to have the
necessary equipment to be able to carry out that bid. In other
words ['would think the PSV would be mandatory as partof the
bid, but that is my own personal opinion.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, I think there is another
area that has to be taken into account here, is the capability of
anindividual to be able to perform the job. This is ina lot of the
diffic ulties that one gets in when they are attempting to accom-
modate the residents in the Yukon and the people that are in the
areas of business, but at the same time the ability of that
individual to accomplish the task that he has set out to do. I
think it has been demonstrated in the past couple of years here
in some cases where there has been accommodation made to
various contracts to perform a job and subsequently it has not

been fulfilled.

Itis a very subjective area that one is looking at, and [ think
you have to give enough leeway for when a board is giving out
the PSV to assess the capability of an individual or company to
perform the job, with the thought of Y ukon preferencefirst, but
at the same time, they have to take into account whether or not
they can do that job that they have set out to do on behalf of the
public.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, it is a vicious circle. This is
very true, but they cannot count on that PSV in order that they
can make the investment so that they can accommodate the
job. That answers the question there. Yet, I do not think it
should be a God-given right for anyone to have a PSV forever
now and hand it on to his children. The Government situation,
I wish that this would be resolved, because the Government,

-by issuing contracts, they say that a PSV is required, but they

will still give the lowest bid to someone who has not got a PSV,
when they have applied but they have not got one.

So by giving the contract to that person, they are almost

. telling the Board look, we want them to have a PSV. I think the

Government is going to have to take a position on this. They do
more to destruct and cause problems amongst PSV holders and
giving out of PSV’s than a lot of the other situations.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, I think a great deal of
this is covered on page 3 in paragraph six where indications and
guidelines are spelled out. One of the key sentences, Mr.
Chairman, is in making an application for a permanent author-
ity, the Board will consider the number of permits obtained by
the applicant, the objections of current authority holders, and
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the public need for the requested authority. [ think that is one of
the key lines.

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I think the Member
from Kiuane is actually right in that it is a vicious circle.

However. the Government in letting contracts, just for your
information now, I know we have had some and they have been
smaller contracts and you can get a restricted for just that
certain little job.

I do not know about a large job and | would think that it
would be definitely on the contract. In fact, [ have seen it on
there that they must have it and I think the board still could
actually control it and say yes or no, there is no doubt about
that,

I am just wondering if, once it comes more under the gov-
ernment than it is actually now, we have the board | realize
now, but there is really not anything in legislation here.

Once it is brought in and got into an ordinance,  am wonder-
ing if the freedom would not be more, you know, that there
would not be more freedom, possibly, I would presume that in
this House is where we would have to stop that or let it go, than
there is today. The board today is comprised mainly of, and 1
think 1 am right, of operators of trucking firms and so forth and
so on. -

I ask the Minister, | presume though that the Board will be
the same type then, taken from that area or will it consist of
other people that are not really in the transport business.?

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, the board at present
does not consist of operators primarily. It is predominately
people who are not, at present, engaged in the transportation
industry themselves. | would think that it would-continue on
that basis. They have experience in it, they have a background
that gives them the knowledge to be able to function adequately
on that board, but they are not in a conflict situation in terms of
their active employment they are on the board now.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, I have, on page 2, six parag-
raphs down, where it says ‘“The board shall also have the
capacity to accept and appoint’’, this is with respect to the joint
hearings, ‘‘all costs incurred by members of the board to attend
joint hearings shall be borne by the applicant and the
objectors’’.

I realize, I think that joint hearings, I think that these should
be mandatory on any applications on inter-provincial or inter-
territorial traffic and I think that the benefit of any of this type
of application is really for the shipping public in Yukon and the
cost should be borne by the board, 1 would think. You know,
this is my own opinion.

Having objectors and the applicants pay is, in my mind, not
very practical. A good example, if there were ten objectors,
you would have to divide the cost of that ten ways, but if there
was only one objector, he would have to pay the entire bill of
this whole hearing. You might have a number of applicants, but
one objector.

So, I donotknowif there is practicality in that or not. [ guess
the objectors certainly would have to pay all their, at least what
you are saying, they would have to pay their expenses, they
would have to do this anyway in travelling and getting to the
hearings.

So, there is a concern there anyway. I do not think that the
applicants or objectors should have to pay that.

Mr. Fleming: I see that a little differently, however, I do
not see why the applicant should be stuck for it, really, when he
is a person who is just asking for a licence, that some objector
says no, you cannot have it and forces him to get into an issue
like this, '

I am of the opinion, myself, that the objector should pay for
it. That is my opinion, because he is the one who is saying no,
you cannot have the licence, because I have some reasons, |
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have vehicles on that road. He is the one that is doing the
objecting. The applicant never did anything wrong. He only
asked for what was rightfully his.

So, | would put it that the objector is the one that pays the
hill.

Mrs. Watson: Mr, Chairman, not very often the Honoura-
ble Member from Hootalinqua and I disagree, but the applicant
could be a very large company and these small objectors from
the Y ukon would have to bear the costs. It is a seesaw affair.
Maybe the Board should be bearing the costs.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, there is another question I
wonder if we go on to the next paragraph, the Commissioner on
recommendation of the Executive Committee, (a) and (b) it
goes on, he may make provisions of the Ordinance including,
and (b)the nature oflivestock, liquid goods or merchandise that
need to be carried, is this not covered in the commodity clas-
sification anyway? Why would you have to make more regula-
tions? That s just a point youdo not have to answer at this time,
but I think it is something that you should look at.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr, Chairman, I cannot help but think
that this comes from the technical aspects of drawing up a bill
and it is hardly pertinent to the principles we are trying to get
involved with here. I would really like some direction from
Committee, Mr. Chairman, as to what [ indicated earlier. What
kind of a public input process should we have in order to draw
up this legislation? I would like to get their ideas on it.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, I do not see the Honourable
Member from Pelly River here or he probably would back me
upin this, [ am sure thata lot of people will say go completely to
the public all over the Y ukon Territory, but [ would just ask
.what has so far gone with the Labour Relations Bill. You go to
the little towns in this Territory and they are really not in-
terested in some of th things, they are so many things that are
just, you will have two people at a meeting where there should
be 100 in some cases. In this case here I would think that the
Government would definitely, of course, go to all the transport
companies because they are the ones that are going to be really
involved, and then I would certainly let the rest of the people in
the Yukon know.

But I think to put on a real show and go around the Y ukon, |
am not so sure that that is really the answer, it is the answer to
maybe spending a lot of money. But they certainlv should
know, somehow you should inform them that it is going to be
done. Then they can put in their complaints,

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, [ am very disappointed.
I have been looking forward to going to hearings in Old Crow,

Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, they could use some kind of
regulation, as the Minister knows, in that area in Old Crow —
hint, hint. | am interested in this process of getting some infor-
mation from the public. I think you have brought up a very good
concept that I do not think so far has ever been really attempted
inthis Government. So I am glad to see it and [ am glad to have
some input into it.

What I have done on this is I have copied the Green Paper
and I have sent it to all my constituents who I felt were in-
terested. I think that is what all Members should do. I think we
should take a very active partin trying to get some kind of input
intowhat is happening with not only this Ordinance, but e very-
thing that is happening. So I am waiting for replies from those
people. I have asked specific questions according to what they
operate, say a garage or taxi or something like that, and asked
them how they feel about it.

When I get responses, which I hope 1do, 1 will forward them
to the Minister. I think we could take that into consideration
that we should be doing that, for sure, on all items,

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Along that line, Mr. Chairman, [
should mention that the Department stands ready to send ou*
alt of this information in the green paper to anyone who so

Page 494

requests. ltis difficult to formulate a list of who should get it. It
goes on, you do not know where to stop, so I think it is wiser
that we fill any requests that come our way.

So, I would like to make that known.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, first we have a great ability.
It would not get down into the nitty-gritty, for sure, but I think
the general philosophy could be felt if the political parties for
the next election took philosophical stands on how transporta-
tion, motor transportation in Y ukon should be handled. It
would be very good if some of the parties did come up with a
support of a more liberal method of handing out PSV’s or a
more restrictive only where there is a need for it type of thing.

If this ever happened, this would give it the best type of
publicity and also would give whoever got elected, a mandate

‘to carry out what they, in fact, said that they would do.

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, I have lots of other quesi-
tons and I realize that maybe some of them would be of a
technical nature and so I am certainly not going to go through
this thing on that basis. I think the Minister has made a good
request and made a good comment with respect to the fact that
he is looking for public input.

Of course, he knows full well that we have a Transportation
Association, the Yukon Transportation Association, who
would be more than willing to sit down at any time. He knows
this. He sat down with them aiready on a number of occasions
and I think that kind of thing should be continued. I think that
kind of input should certainly be utilized to the utmost in
developing the ordinance that you are going to bring forward in
the Fall,

Youcando alot of spade work with respectto that and come
up with some excellent legislation just by virtue of doing it
alone.

Only one concern I have with respect to policy I would just
like to know just what the Government’s intention is? It is
dictated in this Paper just in, maybe I am wrong, I might be
interpreting it wrong, but again where you say that the Com-
missioner on the recommendation of Executive Committee,
will have the authority to do such things to and you are talking
about freight rates, express rates and soon, I am just wonder-
ing, is the Government now going to get into the problems of
setting freight rates, are you now going todothis, setting up and
maintaining, I would imagine you would have to set up a
department to do this and it would cost you a lot of money todo
it, to maintain and monitor rates, is this the intention?

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr, Chairman, at the present time no,
that is not the intention of the Government. As the Member
indicated, the logistics of doing this is tremendous, To be able
to set this up and to monitor it would be a monumental task. [
should add that this is not the procedure that is followed in
otherjurisdictions. The rates arefiled, it is mandatory to file the
rates. They are open for public re view at any time. But the rates
are not set in other jurisdictions.

Mr. Chairman: [ wonder if I could ask a question of the
Minister from the Chair. It was my understanding when we
were in Alberta some time ago that it was possible there for any
bona fide resident to obtain a PSV licence without any frills
whatsoever and take his own chances on going broke. Are you
intending to make it that open in the Territory so that any
resident of the Y ukon Territory that has the cash to buy a truck
can get into the public service business without having to be
protested and everybody objecting to him having one?

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: No, Mr. Chairman, it is not our inten-
tion to get involved in the marketplace to that extent. It is not
the usual thing in other jurisdictions because indeed everyone
would go broke.

Mr. Chairman:
recess.

Any other discussion? We will declare a

Recess



Mr. Chairmaa: Would Committee please come to order?

We have before us the Terms of Reference pertaining to the
Minister’s Special Representative for Constitutional De-
velopment in Y ukon, which was referred to this Committee for
discussion.

Ms Milard has a resolution to put before the House in con-
nection with this paper and we are giving her the opportunity of
presenting the resolution and speaking to it.

Ms Millard: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The resolution is
just being typed up, so when it comes, I will certainly make it
news to everybody.

Inthe meantime, I would like to make a few comments about
the terms of reference of the Minister’s Special Representative
for Constitutional Development in the Y ukon Territory.

The first thing 1 would like to point out are the main differ-
ence between the terms of reference here and the ones that
were given to the Northwest Territories for the Special Gov-
ernment Representative for Constitutional Development in the
Northwest Territories.

There are four main differences, apart from the fact that the
Northwest Territories appointee is appointed by the Prime
Minister and ours is only appointed by the Minister of Indian
Affairs and Northern Development, which is presumably a
minor difference.

There are four distinct differences, which most of them 1 find
relevant to the fact that we are being treated quite differently
from the Northwest Territories.

The first really important difference is that-in our terms of
references, number 1.(1), we are told that this gentteman would
have the right to conduct informal consultations with various
people towards changing the institutions in Yukon, short of
provincial status,. That is not specified in the Northwest Ter-
ritories terms of reference and 1 find that really completely
unacceptable and quite insulting.

The second main difference is, under the same Section
number 1.(4), we are told that this man is going to have to
consider generally the implications of a lack of territorial finan-
cial self-sufficiency.

Now again, that is not in the Northwest Territories’ terms of
reference and 1 find it very insulting that they would give this
gentlemen the ability to do that. ’

The third main difference is in administering resources,
natural resources and in resource revenue sharing. There is a
big sort of difference and I think it probably would have to be
discussed very thoroughly with them to discover whether or
not we are better off than the Northwest Territories, in both
cases, the Federal Government still wants to retain the right of
the actual resources which, of course, to us, is the key to
independence.

Inours, we are being allowed to administer natural resources
on behalf of the Federal Government. In the Northwest Ter-
ritories there is a discussion of resource revenue sharing with
Federal ownership. Federal ownership is not specified in our
terms of reference, but I wonder if they just were a little afraid
of actually putting it down in black and white.

) The fourth main difference is that in the Northwest Ter-
ritories, the man who is going to be the special representative
there is told that he should expenditiously implement his re-
commendations or come to his recommendations. In ours, we
have one year which is completely impossible, as far as I am
concerned. In one year’s time, as we all know, there will be a
new Assembly, they will have only been active for three or four
months, so we are really being virtually told that we will not
have'Very much input into what is happening with something
that is extremely important in the Y ukon Territory.

I would like to urge Members to pass a motion which does
not approve of these terms of reference. I cannot approve of
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them myself because of the basic concept of a special represen-
tative. We have debated this and rejected it. The Constitutional
Committee of this House tabled a report stating that we did not
want a special representative and just rejecting the whole idea.

We have also found that it is unworkable in the Northwest
Territories. Any experience they have had over there has been
negative with the special representative. Beyond all that, there
is the general concept that it is completely undemocratic. 1t is
another step in the colonial progress downward that we have
been seeing over and over again,

1 could not approve this because of it being short of provin-
cial status. [ think that sure we can discuss a lot of things with
the Federal Government, but they are putting their own terms
onit, It should be less than something that maybe the people of
Y ukon want. We do not even know what the people of Y ukon
want. Are we going to tell them that no, you do not want
provincial status right from the beginning?

This is also tying responsible government to financial self-
sufficiency. 1 do not believe that is a normal concept in a
federalist society. | think that we should be, simply by democ-
ratic means and natural progress, having our own responsible
government. 1t should not be tied to financial self-sufficiency,
and financial self-sufficiency is certainly debatable. They are
not even debating it, they are kind of implying that because we
do not pay our own bills at this point that we will never be able
to.

1 find the conditions for the implementation of controls on
natural resources are again unacceptable. It continues to tie us
to economic dependency on the Federal Government, which
obviously is what they want,

I feel that again back to the one year limit, over the next year
the CYI1 is going to be having to do a lot of discussion on
constitutional development itself and how is it going to fit into
our system after land claims. 1 do not feel they would agree to
one year term. I do not know what their opinion is on this
because I have not discussed it with them, but 1 would feel that
we are not only hampering ourselves, but also the native people
in their land claims.

The most despicable part of this whole terms of reference is
that the representative that the Minister wants to appoint is
consulting and recommending in areas which are our responsi-
bility in this House.

He is consulting on the legislative amendments to Territorial
ordinances. He is to co-ordinate with land claims, concerning
adminstrative adjustments within the YTG. He is to be re-
commending a phased restructuring of political institutions in
Y ukon. He is going to be talking about the allocation of respon-
sibility between the YTG and local government bodies — if
that is not our responsibility I do not know what is. He is going
to be promoting native participation — that is our first respon-
sibility. He is going to be talking about economic
developmenmt.

All these things he is going to be doing without direct assis-
tance from this House and that is so totally undemocratic we
cannot go along with it.

In his efforts, he is going to be assisted, by the way, by an
advisory group of Yukoners. He may be assisted, if you will
note in the terms of reference, by an advisory group. Well, that
is just adding insult to injury, because we have had enough of
advisory groups and certainly the advisory groups the federal

government or any federal government representative has

never had any positive response.

So, this gentleman’s final recommendations, also, show no
provison for Yukon input after the recommendations are made
to-the federal government. So, we are hemmed in now and we
are going to be further hemmed in if we support these terms of
reference.

The question, Mr. Chairman, really is, are we willing to sit
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here and remain a colony or are we going to do something about
it?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Chairman, again my comments
will be short and sweet. Thatis why 1 asked that this particular
paper be referred. We did have quite a bit of discussion and
questions on when it would be coming before this House and
we certainly should be reacting to it.

My reaction immediately is that we certainly do not need a
third party in Y ukon, a third party to assist us in looking at this
matter at all. 1 think it infringes onour rights, our rights that we
should, in fact, be looking at the terms of reference, how we
want to develop this Yukon ourselves. We have a Standing
Committee on Constitutional Development. They should be
involved and any other committees that come as a result of the
next Assembly that are structured in that way.

I would hope that there certainly would be that input.

There are so many things that are distasteful in this particular
piece of, I do not know what it is, that are just completely
unacceptable. There are other things in here that right now this
Government, the Standing Committee has already addressed
itself to.

We are looking at many of the possibilities, and there is work
going on right now to come up with answers. Certainly things
like statutory and other safeguards, like for instance on page 2
there, I would say that that has to be statutory and other
safeguards for language culture and traditional pursuits of all
people of Yukon, not just native interests.

1 would suggest, on the first page, that in Yukon Territory
and at the same time accommodating the legitimate interest of
all groups in Yukon society. I would certainly wipe out “‘espe-
cially those of Indian and Metis people’’, because of all Y ukon
society.

I think these are the things that are wrong. Thisis Yukon. All
people in Y ukon have to be represented and we are best suited
to come up withour own terms of reference and I would suggest
that thatis the way we go and not let a third party, afederal third
party interfere.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, I just want to make a few
comments on a lot of things that have already been said. One
thing that really alarms me in the terms of reference is the
possibility of the Minister appointing a representative. I think
we saw the results of the Berger Inquiry in the Northwest
Territories and seen what it has done to the economy of the
Northwest Territories and probably have set them back by
thirty years by an individual who was sent there to assess the
situation in the Northwest Territories, make recommenda-
tions, and now does not have to live with the results of those
recommendations. I think that is very, very important that
people realize that if this were to go ahead, we could quite
conceivably get somebody that is high political profile, and
have to live with the results of them whether we like it or not.

I think the Lysyk Inquiry demonstrated to Y ukoners that we
do have people of calibre that can go and hear the views of
people and at the same time come up with a report that is
balanced, and at the same time overall acceptable to the people
of the Y ukon.

I think there is one thing that should be mentioned, Mr.
Chairman, that is the fact that within six months time we are
going to have anelection. [ think that is a very important factor
that has to be taken into consideration. As far as [ am con-
cerned, the next election will be probably one of the most
critical in Yukon’s history with the developments that are
taking place in Yukon and the various problems that we are
confronted with with the Federal Government. With the evolu-
tion of political parties, this is going to necessitate a platform
across the Y ukon that a party will have to run on. I think it will
give afair demonstration as far as the Government of Canadais
concerned that there is a platform that has been developed and
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that is what the people of the Y ukon want.

| think there is one important major point here that has not
been touched on so far in debate, and that is in the terms of
reference in 1.(3) which states ‘‘to co-ordinate these activities
with negotiations taking place concurrently on land claims
between the CYI and the Federal Government’’. If you will
note in that particular statement that the Federal Government
in its terms and conditions is not recognizing the Government
of Y ukon formally at the land claim negotiations, which is one
of the most important political issues at the present time facing
Y ukon.

I think the Government of Y ukon must get this position
clarified because we are under the impression that we were to
be a third party that is recognized and one of the major people
involved in those negotiations. I think at the same time, in
conclusion, Mr. Chairman, the 1.(7)is a real slapin the face and
it states, ‘‘to report progress regularly to the Minister of Indian
Affairs and Northern Development to make final recommen-
dations for action by the Federal Government within one
year.” Itdoes not even mention the Government of the Yukon
or the Legislature of the Yukon which is embodied with that
responsibility.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, [ have very little tosay
except that | welcome this resolution coming from the Assem-
bly. It gives support to the opinions of your Members of Execu-
tive Committee at the legislative level and it cannot do anything
butgood, Mr. Chairman, [ want all Honourable Members to be
very clear about the stand that at least one Member of the
Executive Committee on that paper and the position 1 had was
communicated very briefly to the Minister when he handed it to
us.

That was, that it is redundant, unnecessary, after the fact, he
has already a reportfrom the Standing Committee on Constitu-
tional Development in this Government saying how it should
be proceeded with. There is no need to waste time and money
and man years to do another kind of approach to the same job.
Mr. Chairman, I must add that was not a very popular opinion
to hand to the Minister. Obviously someone in the Department
has decided that this is what is going to happen.

It intrigues me, Mr. Chairman, to find that there are always
dollars and man years available if somebody in the Department
in Ottawa wants to put on another committee or inquiry. But if
we ask for them, there are not any dollars or man years. Itis a
good resolution, 1 have no problem with it, and I hope some-
time soon somebody will listen to it.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I thank the Honourable
Member for doing all the work she did on the terms of reference
and her comparisons with the Northwest Territories. 1 am
afraid 1 have not done that. She certainly assisted me, and |
think she did many other people.

I would support the motion right down to unacceptable to
this Assembly. 1 wonder, I will support the motion, but I
wonder whether the Standing Committee for Constitutional
Development at this stage of the game wants to be the body that
develops terms of reference for this type of hearing process.
We are rejecting the process to start with and then we are
saying our Constitutional Committee will work with you to
develop terms of reference.

I think we should just say it is unacceptable to us. Goinginto
an election, and [ know that the constitutional future of the
Territory is going to a part of partys’ election platforms. 1
wonder whether we are assuming something that the new
Members of the Legislature will have to take a position on on
behalf of the parties that they represent? :

I would favour, 1 would support the motion so that you can
say unanimously, but [ would favor it just saying it is unaccept-
able to us. If it is unacceptable then we do not want to even
bother looking at terms and conditions of this kind of a hearing



in the Territory. We do not like that, so why bother with terms
and conditions.

1 will accept it, but 1 would prefer to have that bottom part
deleted.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, 1 do not read the
motion in that way at all. 1 just do not want to get into all the
bumpf of this verbiage that is in front of this on these terms of
reference, except to say one thing.

I have not heard of a reincarnation in the East lately, regard-
less of what people would have you believe, and there is not a
man that 1 know of in the face of Canada who could fulfill the
terms of reference that this garbage calls for, Mr. Chairman,
He is just not present. There is a very intelligent and a very
capable person who has been given the direction in our sister
Territory. Mr. Chairman, we all know of the impossibilities
that he is meeting with in coming to grips with this situation. No
wise man from the East, Mr. Chairman, is going to come on a
shiny white charger to the Yukon and let the people of the
Y ukon know what should be done in any way, shape or form
about constitutional development and political reform in the
Y ukon.

There has never been in the course of history, and we just
have to look to our brothers and sisters in the State of Alaska
for the last experience, that was not generated from the people
at a grassroots level. This is just another in the long line of
procrastination verbiage to try and prevent the evolution of
responsible institutions in the Y ukon at the earliest opportun-
ity, and the way it wa . borne and in the controversy that it was
was just another example of how, if anything is going to be
done, it is going to have to be done from the people of the
Y ukon taking it into their hands and starting from square one,
Mr. Chairman.

That is exactly what 1 see this resolution giving the Constitu-
tional Committee the ability of doing. We reject the Minister’s
proposal or whoever dreamed it up outof hand, and we say give
a political body, an elected body, the ability of dealing with
other Y ukoners regardless of what level, the political level, the
level of the L.1.D.’s, the level of the general public, groups,
organizations, the native representations, the native political
leaders, anybody and all Y ukoners who are interested in de-
veloping reform at the Yukon level,let’s have an elected group
who have the ability to be able to at least begin a process of
coming up with what the public of the Y ukon from all aspects
and all walks of life see developing in Yukon from a constitu-
tional point of view in the next few years.

Mr. Chairman, 1 do not see by the resolution that this ties us
in any way, shape, or form of doing anything in conjunction
with the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Develop-
ment, or coming up with any answer to the terms of reference
that he has proposed, but rather coming up with a specific and a

- unique plan coming from all the people of the Y ukon to give, as
afait accomplis, not asking the Minister, but by your leave is it
okay that we can do this. This is what the people of the Y ukon
want, this is what the people of the Y ukon demand, this is what
the people of the Y ukon are going to do, and [ do not care what
your concept is of it, this is what the people of the Y ukon have
said and ignore us Mr. Minister, and ignore us Federal Gov-
ernment, at your own peril because your time is just getting a
litle short, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, 1 do not think after all the
Members have had their say that [ have much to say. I think it
has all been said, and I will absolutely agree with everything,
and also agree with the motion,

I still have the little difference to the latter part, this is laying
the work on a committee now that may not even be here in the
next election. There may be another one. I have no problem
with the motion at all. Howe ver, I did not have to go any further
than the first paragraph when I started to see the Federal
Government and the Ministers always been putting something
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in as the Indian people or something, now | see they have the
Metis people and Indians. Well what are they going to include
next? 1 just get tired of listening to their stuff.

When I read the first line the Minister's Special Representa-
tive to the Government of the Yukon Territory shall be ap-
pointed by the Minister, that is enough there. He is going to
conducteverything, we are just undermined entirely, vze have a
foreman now that is going to run us between the Minister and
here. We do not need that, they do not need us, if we put this
paper through, There is no need for us whatsoever, we are
finished, done, So 1 am going to support this motion and 1 spoke
to the Member that put it forth before and said that she could do
it very simply and have it say further, burn it, and we should
have burned it.

Hon. Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Chairman, it would appear that we
are rapidly approaching the stage of unanimity as far as the
opinions regarding this paper are concerned.

I view that with some irony in view of the fact of how this was -

so well protected on this side of the House from the prying eyes
on the other side and nobody wanted it anyway.

Mr. Chairman, I do think that the last part does have some
value, the resolution. 1 think that we are too often accused of
reacting to what the Federal government places before us and |
think that it is time that we did take a positive stance albeit
before an election, but we should take a positive stance and go
from there.

We must have our own terms of reference and we must be
able to react from that kind of a background of our own, in a
positive direction instead of merely reacting to what is placed
before us by a Minister who is not very familiar with what our
problems really are.

Mr. Chairman: Anything futher?

Some Members: Question.

Mr. Chairman: 1 will just say that [ am disappointed that
the Member from Pelly is not here because his salty language
would have improved the tenure of the discussion,

Motion agreed to

Mr. Chairman: We are not able to proceed as we had
planned because there is a search party out looking for the
Commissioner, so [ will declare a recess until such time as the
Commissioner has been found.

Recess

Mr. Chairman: Would Committee please come to order.

The lost has now been found and | will entertain the motion,

Mr. McCall: Yes, Mr. Chairman, | would move that Mr.
Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Mr. Fleming: | second that.

Mr. Chairman: It has been moved by Mr. McCall, sec-
onded by Mr, Fleming, that the Speaker do now resume the
Chair,

Motion agreed
Mr. Speaker resumes Chair

Mr. Speaker: 1 will now call the House to order. May we
have a report from the Chairman of Committees?

Mr. MclIntyre: Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole
has considered Bill Number 17, An Ordinance to Amend the
Taxation Ordinance and directed me to report the same with
amendment.

The Committee have also considered a motion respecting a
brief from the Y ukon Outfitters’ Association and directed me
to report as follows: that it is the opinion of this House the
Territorial Government should continue studies and field work
in order to establish an accurate inventory of the grizzly bear
population of the Y ukon, and that pending the delivery of the
data from this work, the present system of restraint of grizzly
bear harvest practised by the outfitters in co-operation with the
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Game Department should be continued until the end of 1979, at
which time a new management system policy can be im-
plemented. However, this should not preclude the Game
Branch from intervening where necessary in areas where evi-
dence dictates that there is a danger of serious depletion of the
grizzly bear population.

The Committee aiso considered a motion respecting the
Memorandum on Electrical Rate Equalization and directed me
to report as follows: that it is the opinion of this House that the
Government undertake a further detailed study that could de-
fine in detail various alternatives that could be followed to
develop an equalized electrical rate for all Yukon.

The Committee also considered a motion respecting the
Gréen Paper on Proposals for a Motor Transport Ordinance
and directed me to report progress on same.

The Committee also considered a motion respecting the
terms of reference for the Ministers Special Representative for
Constitutional Development in Y ukon and directed me to re-
port as follows: that it is the opinion of this Legislative Assem-
bly that the terms of reference for the Ministers Special Rep-

resentative for Constitutional Development in the Y ukon Ter-

ritory are unacceptable to this Assembly and that the Standing
Committee for Constitutional Development, at the earliest
possible date, formulate specific terms of reference for a con-
stitutional development in Y ukon and present these terms to
this Assembly and the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development.

The Committee ask leave to sit again.

Mr. Speaker: You have heard the report of the Chairman of
Committees, are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: Leave is so granted.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing
Order 58, 1 would ask leave of the Assembly to proceed with
the first and second reading of amendments to Bill Number 17,
and with the third reading of Bill Number 17 at this time.

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member have leave?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: Proceed.

Amendments to Bill Number 17: First and Second Reading

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, | move that the
amendments to Bill Number 17, An Ordinance to Amend the
Taxation Ordinance be now read a first and second time.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable Minis-
ter of Highways and Public Works that the amendments to Bill
Number 17 be now read a flrst and second time.

Motion agreed to

Mr. Speaker: Whenshall the Bill be read for the third time?
Bill Number 17: Third Reading

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill

Number 17, An Ordinance to Amend the Taxation Ordinance
be now read a third time.

Mr. Speaker: [t has been moved by the Honourable Minis-
ter of Highways and Public Works that Bill Number 17 be now
read a third time,
Motion agréed to

Mr. Speaker:
Bill?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I move that Bill
Number 17, An Ordinance to Amend the Taxation Ordinance
do now pass and that the title be as on the Order Paper.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable Minis-

Are you prepared to adopt the title to the

+ ter of Highways and Public Works that Bill Number 17 do now

/ pass and that the title be as on the Order Paper.

Motion agreed to

Mr. Speaker: Bill Number 17 has passed this House.
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Mr. Speaker: The House is now prepared to receive Mr.
Commissioner in his role as Lieutenant-Governor to give as-
sent to certain Bills which have passed this House.

This House now stands in recess.

COMMISSIONER ENTERS THE CHAMBERS
ANNOUNCED BY THE SERGEANT-ARMS

Mr. Speaker: Mr, Commissioner, the Assembly has pas-
sed a number of Bills to which, in the name and on behalf of the
Assembly, I respectfully request your assent.

Madam Clerk: Bill 9, An Ordinance to Amend the Com-
munity Assistance Ordinance ; Bill 10, An Ordinance to Open a
Certain Portion of Land in the City of Whitehorse; Bill 11, An
Ordinance to Amend the Highways Ordinance, Bill 12, An
Ordinance to Amend the Medical Profession Ordinance; Bill
13, An Ordinance to Amend the Students' Financial Assis-
tance Ordinance; Bill 14, An Ordinance to Amend the Tobacco
Tax Ordinance; Bill 15, An Ordinance to Amend the Stabiliza-
tion Fund Loan Ordinance; Bill 16, Special Rural Develop-
ment Agreement (Special ARDA ) Ordinance ;Bill 17,An Ordi-
nance to Amend the Taxation Ordinance; Private Members
Public Bill Number 101, An Ordinance to Amend the Mining
Safety Ordinance.

Mr. Commissioner: Mr. Speaker, | hereby give assent to
the Bills as enumerated by the Clerk.

Myr. Speaker resumes Chair

Mr. Speaker: I now call the House to order.

May I have your further pleasure at this time?

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, | move that we do now call it
five o’clock.

Ms Millard: I second that.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the Hon-
ourable Member from Whitehorse Ogilvie, that we do now calil
it five o’clock.
Motion agreed to

Mr. Speaker:

Adjourned

This House now stands adjourned.



The following Legisative Returns were Tabled on A pril 27, 1978

78-1-30
Ttelephone Operations in Y ukon
(Oral Question - April 20, 1978 - Page 378)

78-1-31
Teslin Gravel Availability
(Oral Question - April 24, 1978 - Page 39¢ )

78-1-32
Railroad Extension from Alaska Conventing
(Oral Question - April 25, 1978 - 1 age 42 )

78-1-33
Optometric Examinations
(Oral Question - April 24, 1978 - Page 397)

78-1-34
ERPU/Clinton Creek Mine
(Written Question No. 31 - December 5, 1977 - 1977 - 2nd)

78-1-35
Cassiar Asbestos Moving
(Oral Question - April 20, 1978 - Page 378)

The following Sessional Papers were Tabled on April 27, 1978

78-1-43
Letter re:  Workers” Compensation Board

78-1-44
Programme for Pioneers - Cost and Delivery

LEGISLAT

RETURN H¢3/

{1979 First Session)

Mr. Speaker,
Members of the Assembly

on April 24, 1978, Mr. R. Fleming asked the following
Juestion:

"I am wondering if there is anything this

year that will allow the residents of Teslin
to go somewhere and get gravel?"

The answer to the question above is as follows:

Some time ago discussions on this question were held
with the L.I.D. Basically the Federal Government,

Land Resources, have indicated their willingness to
assist the community (L.I.D.) in identifying a location.
Once a location has been identified the administration
of the pit operation could be handled by the Federal
Government through the local RMO or by the L.I.D.

The L.I.D. should contact the Land Resources Branch in
order to cooperatively select a site and further determine
whether or not they wish to accept the responsibility of
managing a local gravel pit.

April 26th, 1978,
Signature
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Mr, Speaker,
Members af the Assemblv

On Tuesday, doril 25, 1978 Mr. Seraer asked the fallowing question:

“The Government of Alaska recently had meetings concerning the
feasibility of a railroad extension from the southern states to
Alaska. Was the Minister asked to attend these meetings?™

Mr, McKinnon reptied: “No*

Wr, Berner then wanted to know if anyone else had been jnvited?

THE_ANSWER 70 THE ABOVE QUESTION IS AS FOLLOWS:

A letter has been received by the Commissioner from Alaska
Governor Jay Hammond proposing a meeting of officials to Jiscuss the
feasibility of a cost-benefit study of a transcontinental railway
from Alaska through the Yukon and British Columbia to the southern
United States. The meeting has been proposed for late May in Alaska
and would be at the officials’ level. It is understood that invitations
also have been sent out to British Columbia, Alberta, Transport Canada
and the United States Department of Transportation. No response to
the invitation has been made as yet.

LA S
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LEGISLATIVE RETURY # 33

{1978 First Sessiorn)

Mr ., Speaker,
Members of the Assembly

On April 24, 1978, Ms. Millard asked the Zollowing
question:

“Some time ago the question of including
optometric examinations in YHCIP was
discussed and I am wondering how Iar along
that is? Has an answer been given on
whether or not that might be included in
the near Zfuture?”

The answer to the question above is as follows:

No.

some difficulties are being experienced in Jetermiaing :
what the actual costs would be to the Plan. e.j. II ev
resident were to avail themselves cf the service one
examination every two vears ¥ 510.00 the cost woulé De
ip excess of $100,000 per year on average.

Quite obviously this would require scme adjus’_me:'.:v:«_:
premium rates but by the same token not everycne will use
the service. To develop a reliable user ‘aon user ratio
is the prime difficulty at this time.

April 26, 1978. s -
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