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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Thursday, November 5, 2009 — 1:00 p.m.

Speaker: I will now call the House to order. We will
proceed at this time with prayers.

Prayers

DAILY ROUTINE

Speaker: We will proceed at this time with the Order
Paper.

Tributes.

TRIBUTES

Women Abuse Prevention Month

Hon. Ms. Horne: November is Women Abuse Pre-
vention Month in Yukon. It is a time for all of us to make a
personal commitment to work toward the elimination of vio-
lence toward women in our communities. According to the
Statistics Canada report, Measuring Violence Against Women:
Statistical Trends 2006, the rates of sexual violence against
women in Yukon are close to three times higher than the na-
tional average.

That same report also states that aboriginal women experi-
ence spousal violence at a rate more than three times that of
non-aboriginal women. As a society and as individuals we need
to work on changing societal attitudes about violence against
women. In order that it can be prevented and eliminated, we
need to change the attitude that violence is an acceptable means
of resolving disputes. We all need to speak out against violence
against women when we see it happening in our communities
Whether it is physical, sexual, emotional or psychological vio-
lence, it must stop. We need to teach our children about the
importance of healthy, balanced relationships. Boys need to
grow up knowing they need to respect women and girls. Girls
need to grow up knowing they can stand up for themselves.

If children grow up believing that men and women are
equal in society, it will help to address the power inequity be-
tween men and women that is at the very root of violence
against women.

I want to take this opportunity to acknowledge the valuable
front-line work done every day by women’s groups and chil-
dren’s shelters by Victim Services and by equality-seeking
women’s organizations. Their work and support to women is
key to eliminating violence against women in this territory.

During the month of November, the Victoria Faulkner
Women’s Centre and Les EssentiElles are organizing their now
annual 12 Days to End Violence campaign between November
25 and December 6. Some of the activities will include screen-
ings with the Yukon Men’s Society of the Tough Guise film
that explores the roots of violence and espouses a new mascu-
linity that does not condone violence. There will also be a
screening of École Polytechnique about the horrific events that
took place there 20 years ago.

The campaign will also include a postcard campaign, ask-
ing for men to pledge toward a specific action that reduces vio-

lence. The postcard campaign hopes to have at least 520 men
make a pledge. The number 520 represents the present number
of missing or murdered aboriginal women in Canada.

I encourage everyone to participate in these events, to
speak out against violence in our community and to actively
support the eradication of violence against women.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Elias: I rise on behalf of the Official Opposition to
pay tribute to Women Abuse Prevention Month. Women Abuse
Prevention Month presents an opportunity to raise awareness
about violence against women and its prevention. It is every
woman’s fundamental right to live in safety and security in
their homes and communities free from the threat of violence.

Abuse can take many forms, such as assault, domestic vio-
lence, spousal abuse and physical or mental cruelty. Some
forms of violence have a greater physical or emotional impact
than others. Not all violence leaves physical scars, but all forms
of violence contribute to a very real fear and suffering that
women in our society today endure.

No matter its name, it has to end. Every year, thousands of
children are exposed to domestic violence at home and this has
a significant impact on the lives of these children and their fu-
tures. These children not only see one parent violently assault-
ing the other, but often hear the distressing sounds of violence
and may also be aware of the unmistakable signs of it.

Exposure to these types of abuse poses significant risks to
the child’s physical, emotional and social development. Chil-
dren who witness violence and abuse at home are more likely
to display physically aggressive acts of bullying than their
peers and are at a greater risk of depression and anxiety. Stud-
ies have also revealed that children who witness domestic vio-
lence are more likely to be affected by violence as adults, either
as victims or perpetrators. We need to work on changing social
attitudes about violence against women. We need to speak out
against violence or abuse when we see it happen. We must
teach our children that men and women are equal in our soci-
ety.

We would like to pay tribute and express our thanks to the
many organizations, agencies, front-line workers, staff, the
volunteers and supporters who work with women who have
been abused or are in abusive situations. As we educate and
raise awareness of violence against women, we must all ac-
tively work toward its eradication. We must work together to
change attitudes and behaviour. We must teach our children by
example that all forms of violence are unacceptable. Every
woman has the right to be treated with respect and to live a life
without violence. This month, as we heighten our awareness of
this issue, let us make it a year long, lifelong effort to end the
violence.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Hardy: Mr. Speaker, I rise for the NDP caucus to
recognize Women Abuse Prevention Month, which is Novem-
ber each year.

Physical, emotional, financial and psychological abuse of
women has long been an urgent problem. There were more
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than 38,000 incidents of spousal violence reported to Canadian
police forces in 2006. We can assume with confidence that
those numbers have increased in the past three years. Eight out
of 10 victims of spousal violence were women, and we can also
assume that what is reported to police is just the tip of the ice-
berg. Statistics show that spousal assaults are more prevalent in
the west and the north in Canada. Major assaults which involve
a weapon or serious injury were highest in Manitoba, the
Yukon and Saskatchewan. The Yukon and Northwest Territo-
ries were highest in Canada for common assault, which does
not involve a weapon or serious injury. On every front, vio-
lence and abuse in the northern territories far exceeds that of
any of the provinces.

These disturbing statistics are even more shocking when
we look at the rate of abuse against aboriginal women. In 2004,
Amnesty International released a report called Stolen Sisters
that documented the large number of indigenous women who
have been murdered or who have gone missing in Canada. This
year marks five years since the original report was published.
Amnesty International is calling for governments to work with
indigenous women to institute a comprehensive national plan
of action to protect their rights. Any plan must include effective
measures to address social and economic inequalities that in-
crease the risk to aboriginal women. Nationally, this means
funding to fulfill the Kelowna accord. Internationally, response
must be full implementation of the human rights standards con-
tained in the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of In-
digenous Peoples.

In both cases, Yukon can be instrumental in supporting
and promoting these initiatives. The process that has been es-
tablished through the aboriginal affairs working group, which
is attended by our Premier, is to identify and implement con-
crete and tangible actions to improve outcomes for First Na-
tions, Inuit and Métis people in priority areas.

It is vitally important for our northern voice to be on that
working group to reflect the extreme importance to us of pre-
vention of abuse against aboriginal women, but violence
against women is everywhere and in every culture. We must be
vigilant within our own families, with each other, with the
neighbours, with strangers, that we engage to prevent violence
against women.

Violence against women often means violence against
children. I can speak from experience about the impact that has
on people. Every single man must stand up and fight this —
fight against their brothers if they are abusing women and chil-
dren. We cannot be silent, Mr. Speaker. We have a responsibil-
ity to end this trend that continues to grow in our society.

In recognition of Veterans Week
Mr. Inverarity: I rise today on behalf of all members

of the Legislature to pay tribute to Yukon veterans and to all
veterans during Veterans Week, November 5 through 11. We
pause and reflect, remembering all men and women who died
in war, lived through conflicts and served in peacekeeping, and
who are still in the service of our country today.

Veterans Week is an opportunity to thank all those who
have served and are serving in our Armed Forces. Many of our
veterans were young when they left their families and loved

ones behind to fight for their country on foreign soil, never
knowing if they would ever return home again. They came
from many different backgrounds and from all regions of the
country — ordinary men and women who did extraordinary
things when we needed them most. They suffered hardships,
injustices and the horrors of war, and many veterans paid the
ultimate price for our freedom.

The World War I’s Battle of Vimy Ridge was the first time
all four divisions of the Canadian Corps worked together as one
formation. The Canadian triumph at Vimy Ridge was one of
the most complete offensive victories up to that point in the
war. Canadians became well-known for their skills in offensive
operations on the Western Front. The victory at Vimy set the
momentum that would carry the Canadian Corps successfully
to the end of the war.

The First World War was the largest conflict the world had
ever seen up until that time, and 68,000 Canadians died. The
triumph at Vimy and other victories over the final three months
of the war is referred to as “Canada’s 100 days” and earned
Canada a separate signature on the Treaty of Versailles, which
officially ended the First World War. Tragically, the 1914-18
war, to end all wars, was followed scarcely 20 years later by an
even more widespread and destructive war, the Second World
War.

It is important to remember the sacrifices and achieve-
ments of those who served in the cause of peace and freedom
around the world. Remember those who gave their lives. It is
important that our children and their children remember the
sacrifices that were made.

This year, 2009, marks the 91st anniversary of the ending
of the First World War. The peaceful society we live in in Can-
ada and enjoy today is only a dream to the many people in the
world who live in countries that are torn apart by violence. We
owe a debt of gratitude to all who served Canada in times of
war, military conflict, and peace, and who are still serving
Canada today. We encourage everyone to wear a poppy in re-
membrance of their sacrifices for our freedom. A Remem-
brance Day flag raising ceremony was held yesterday at the
Veterans Square by City Hall. There will be veterans recogni-
tion dinner tomorrow evening on Friday, November 6, at the
Royal Canadian Legion and our November 11 ceremonies,
which will be held at the Canada Games Centre. Please re-
member to be seated there by 10:00 in the morning.

As the 11th hour of the 11th day of the 11th month ap-
proaches, we stand in remembrance of these men and women.
We honour their memory and give them the recognition they so
rightly deserve. Never forget the cost of the freedoms we enjoy
today. We will not only give our thanks, but we also give our
respect and appreciation to all our veterans, not only this week
but each week and every day of our lives — lest we forget.

Speaker: Are there any further tributes?
Introduction of visitors.
Returns or documents for tabling.
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TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS

Hon. Mr. Lang: I am pleased to stand today to table
the Yukon Solid Waste Action Plan in this Legislature. The
Yukon Solid Waste Action Plan will be made available to
stakeholders in the Yukon public today. Officials with Com-
munity Services will be arranging a briefing for members of the
opposition.

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Pursuant to section 22 of the Yukon
Development Corporation Act, I have for tabling the Yukon
Development Corporation 2008 annual report and the Yukon
Energy Corporation 2008 annual report.

Speaker: Are there any further returns or documents
for tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?
Are there any petitions?
Are there any notices of motion?

NOTICES OF MOTION

Mr. Nordick: I rise today to give notice of the fol-
lowing motion:

THAT this House urges Canada Post to provide service to
all Yukon communities, including the community of Marsh
Lake, and establish post offices in communities where no post
office currently exists.

I give notice of the following motion:
THAT this House congratulates Air North on providing

the first 737 jet service to Old Crow on November 4, 2009,
following improvements completed by the Government of
Yukon at the airports in Dawson City and Old Crow.

Mr. Mitchell: I give notice of the following motion:
THAT this House urges the Yukon government to intro-

duce legislation enabling the establishment of credit unions in
the territory.

Mr. Cardiff: I give notice of the following motion:
THAT this House urges the Yukon government to recom-

mend to the Government of Canada to direct the resources
saved by eliminating the long-gun registry toward programs of
abuse prevention and violence prevention.

Mr. Hardy: I give notice of the following motion:
THAT this House urges the Yukon government to defer in-

troducing amendments to the Yukon’s Oil and Gas Act until
the 2010 spring sitting of the Legislative Assembly, at the ear-
liest, to allow more time for meaningful review and input by
individuals, First Nations, renewable resources councils, com-
munity groups and other interested and/or affected bodies and
organizations.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motion?
Hearing none, are there bills to be introduced?
Hearing none, is there a statement by a minister?
This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD

Question re: Student absenteeism

Mr. Fairclough: Again, absenteeism is raising its head
in our education system. This time it seems to be due to influ-
enza and the H1N1 epidemic. This morning, the territory’s
chief medical officer was announcing that he didn’t think we
have hit the peak yet. We know there is a direct correlation
between being absent from school and low grades. Students
who have missed school generally do not achieve high grades.

The Department of Education and this minister need to
provide all students with the opportunity they need to succeed.
With parents keeping their children at home from school be-
cause they’re sick or wanting to keep them from catching
H1N1, we are seeing extremely high absences, in some cases
around the territory.

Can the minister tell us what the plan is for making sure
these students are able to keep up with their studies?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: I appreciate the question coming
from the member opposite. Indeed, this is a question on the
minds of many parents and students and people in our educa-
tion system.

The Department of Education has worked very closely
with the public health officials and with the Department of
Health and Social Services to take appropriate steps and to en-
sure we had appropriate plans in place as to how to address this
flu season that is well before us. We’re encouraging students to
take all the appropriate steps, including keeping safe distances
between people, washing hands, using hand sanitizers and tak-
ing the appropriate preventive steps. Of course, we encourage
those who are ill to stay home.

The good news is that homework can be sent home. One
piece of good news about this flu is that it is my understanding
that it doesn’t last for that long, so the absences are not ex-
tended periods that we might see with other diseases. We’re not
expecting students to be away for prolonged periods of time.
Certainly, homework can be sent home, and we would encour-
age kids to do extra work to catch up.

Mr. Fairclough: In ensuring that we have appropriate
educational outcomes for our students, there needs to be a
catch-up plan. Right now, there is high absenteeism in Car-
cross, and in my own community of Carmacks the reported rate
of students absent has been almost 80 percent.

We need a plan to help these students get back on track
when they return to classes. We need to have more educational
assistants to assist the students transitioning to coming back
into school after being gone for quite some time.

The minister says that perhaps homework could be sent
home, but whatever it is we need a plan to make sure — espe-
cially in the communities — that students have every opportu-
nity to succeed in their education. Has the minister thought
about providing more educational assistants or teachers to en-
sure that the students are able to continue to reach their educa-
tional goals and get caught up?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: We will continue to ensure that
students have the opportunities that they need to succeed in our
education system and grow up and lead healthy and productive
lives in our community. Indeed, we do see some significant
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absenteeism rates throughout the territory. Here in Whitehorse,
on average, we see students who miss between 14 and 19 days
a year, and in Yukon communities some students are missing
up to, on average, 29 days a year. That is a tremendous amount
of absenteeism. Those are historical numbers, not based on
absenteeism this year, due to one particular flu.

We will continue to work with all our teachers, our educa-
tors, our parents and others to provide the best educational sys-
tem in the territory. As the member opposite knows, we have
the best student/teacher ratio, the best ratio of education assis-
tants to students of any jurisdiction in Canada.

Mr. Fairclough: We haven’t heard from the minister
whether they have a clear plan to address this issue. The unfor-
tunate thing is that the communities will suffer the greatest
from the effects of this influenza.

We know that the department is tracking student absentee-
ism, but what about the teachers? We need to make sure that
there are enough people to cover off teachers’ absenteeism as
well, and we know that schools will stay open as long as they
can function operationally — and I’m not saying that this will
happen, but what about if they need to close? We need to have
a back-up education plan — a catch-up plan — to make sure
that our students’ education does not, in the end, suffer. With
H1N1 on the upswing, we need to be preparing for the after
effects. Again, will the minister ensure that there is not a lag in
the education of our students?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: Mr. Speaker, I want to assure the
member opposite — and indeed all parents in our education
system — that the Department of Education has a comprehen-
sive plan in place to deal with this situation. We are taking
steps to prepare students to prevent the transmission of any flu.
As well, we’re working with all our teachers, with additional
substitute teachers. We’re looking at other people in the com-
munity to ensure that we’re able to keep our schools open. Yes,
Mr. Speaker, once we see the final effects of this situation that
is facing the territory — that is ever evolving, that is changing
every day — we will look at what steps have to be taken. If that
means rescheduling things like student/teacher interviews, or
school trips, or other things, we will take a look at that based
on the evidence that we have.

Mr. Speaker, rest assured, the Department of Education,
our principals and our teachers have appropriate plans as to
how to address the situation, and I have the utmost amount of
faith in them.

Question re: Yukon Energy Corporation/ATCO
Mr. Mitchell: The former chair of the Yukon Energy

Corporation Board and three former board members blew the
lid off the government plans to privatize the Energy Corpora-
tion this past summer; they exposed the government’s plans.
They also exposed the former minister’s astonishment that the
Premier had gone behind his back and was already well down
the road to privatization before the minister responsible really
knew what was going on. At a meeting in December of 2008,
the minister was finally informed of what was going on behind
his back and declared he would have to resign.

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the former minister responsible
for the Yukon Energy Corporation finally addressed this issue.

The minister now says, “The discussions never happened. None
of it is true.”

The former board members and the chair say it did. Does
the Premier believe the four former board members or his min-
ister?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Mr. Speaker, I think it has been
clear over the last number of days in this Legislature that we’ve
effectively established the fact that the Leader of the Official
Opposition has been privy to statements — in some cases
documents of any sort, other comments through the media. I
think we’ve talked about the state of confusion the member is
in over all this. We’ve tried to express to him factually where
this situation is at. A lot of this has to do with cherry-picking
snippets of information from transcripts and letters, correspon-
dence, omitting other factors in that correspondence.

The government feels the best course of action to help the
Leader of the Official Opposition and all members of this
House — given the confusion that is going on, especially with
the Official Opposition — that we would go before the Public
Accounts Committee with this matter and help clear that up for
them.

Mr. Mitchell: What’s becoming increasingly clear is
the Premier stands alone as the only arbiter of what really hap-
pens. He’s right. Everyone else is wrong.

The public is once again presented with two conflicting
stories. In this case, the former minister responsible for the
Yukon Energy Corporation has told his version of events. He
has said the discussion never happened, none of it is true. One
of the former board members is not happy with the minister’s
denials. He feels the former minister is now accusing him of
lying.

The former board member repeated in an interview with
local media yesterday that the meeting did, in fact, occur and
that the minister offered to resign. The public is left to decide
whom to believe.

I’ll ask the Premier again: whose version of events does he
believe, the one made public by the former chair and the three
board members or the version put forward on Monday by his
former minister?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: That’s the problem — the member
has just pinpointed the problem. We’re discussing versions of
events. There is a correct process to establish the facts, and the
government is proceeding with that.

There’s another point to be made here, and it has to do
with correspondence this member has referred to now a number
of times in the House but has omitted other content of that cor-
respondence. The proposal received by the government from
ATCO was first presented to caucus. Obviously, members of
caucus were aware of the proposal.

If we keep dealing with versions of events, confusion be-
tween concepts and concrete actions, the member has confused
proposed models with actual agreements.

The member has confused other matters. I think the best
course of action for the Yukon public, the members of this
House, and for all concerned, is the Public Accounts Commit-
tee. It will do its work and report to this House, which is in
keeping with the obligations that we in the Assembly all hold.
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Mr. Mitchell: This Premier has stood on his feet for
five days so far this sitting and repeatedly refused to answer
questions. That’s what’s confusing the issue — a Premier who
won’t answer questions. They are straightforward questions.
The former Board member is a long-time Yukoner. He is
someone who is very well regarded in his community and
throughout the Yukon. The former minister is the former minis-
ter. The Premier pushed him out of a job as minister responsi-
ble for the Yukon Energy Corporation earlier this summer. He
was obviously not satisfied with the minister’s performance.

We believe that at a meeting in December of last year, the
former minister offered to resign. He did so in front of many
witnesses. The former chair said so, and so do three former
board members. Once again, everyone is wrong, but the Pre-
mier and this Yukon Party government. Funny how that seems
to keep on happening.

We’ll ask again: whose version of events does the Premier
agree with — the minister’s or the former board members’?
Simple question; answer it.

Hon. Mr. Fentie: By raising the decibel of discussion,
it’s pretty impossible to turn confusion and the version of
events into fact. That is why we will have the Public Accounts
Committee deal with the matter.

The member again has stood on his feet and made a num-
ber of assertions, and I don’t think anyone would take issue
with an individual’s opinion. It is the member’s opinion and
that may be his interpretation of the version of events. That’s
his choice, but our job in this Assembly is to ensure that the
public is informed and informed factually, and that we do our
work in the public interest. That’s what the government’s side
is doing. We would hope that the Official Opposition would
also honour that code of conduct in this Assembly and make
that contribution as they should.

Question re: Infrastructure funding
Mr. Hardy: The government is building, directly and

indirectly, a number of projects around this territory. When you
sit down and add up all the costs of all the spending on infra-
structure, the amount is absolutely staggering and growing rap-
idly. But there is a problem, and that is around the lack of fi-
nancial accountability and transparency. The public has re-
ceived very little information to date about how these projects
are being financed and yet work on them is moving ahead. All
you have to do is drive around the territory and you will see
projects everywhere going on. An example — just looking out
the window here — is Yukon Hospital Corporation’s new
building that has already been started.

Will the minister responsible for the Yukon Hospital Cor-
poration please tell us what the financial arrangements are and
what the final cost will be?

Hon. Mr. Hart: For the member opposite, the White-
horse Hospital Corporation is constructing the residence facil-
ity across the river and they are doing so based on the recom-
mendation from their board. They are following the board’s
review and are also following its mandate as prescribed in the
act.

Mr. Hardy: Just for the record, Mr. Speaker, the min-
ister never answered the question. Typical transparency here,

isn’t it? From the NDP’s perspective, this government is oper-
ating in a manner that is not as open as it could be and should
be, and the end result could be significant unexpected costs to
the taxpayers down the road. We’ve already seen this in the
past. Mayo B is another prime example of a major infrastruc-
ture project that will end up costing taxpayers tens of millions
of dollars with very little public disclosure to date about where
the money is coming from.

We know what the federal government is contributing —
that has been announced time and time again — but we do not
have a clue about how much the territorial government will put
up, how much the Na Cho Nyäk Dun First Nation or any other
First Nations will be putting up or contributing, and how much,
if anything, the private sector is investing and what it will get
in return.

Will the minister responsible for Yukon Energy Corpora-
tion please tell us what deal is being cut here so the public can
be kept informed?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: First off, we have to recognize that
the Yukon Energy Corporation and the act that governs it does
allow the Energy Corporation to access or solicit finances,
funds, within the parameters of its mandate. The agreement
between Canada and Yukon is an agreement — a contribution
agreement between Canada and the Yukon Energy Corpora-
tion. Mr. Speaker, the government is working through the
Yukon Development Corporation, which is the Crown corpora-
tion that is the owner or the overseeing body of the wholly
owned subsidiary of the Yukon Energy Corporation, to assist
the Yukon Energy Corporation to be able to meet its obliga-
tions — especially its financial obligations under the contribu-
tion agreement.

The Yukon Energy Corporation is doing its work as we
speak. Once they have completed that work, we will ensure that
this House and the public are well aware of exactly what the
Energy Corporation has been able to accomplish.

The other point on the First Nations side of this is yes,
there is provision in this project for First Nations to invest and
there is work ongoing with the Na Cho Nyäk Dun.

There is a memorandum of understanding in place meeting
the government treaty obligations, and at this time the Energy
Corporation is in discussions with Na Cho Nyäk Dun.

Mr. Hardy: Well, that’s nice to hear that the minister
has finally admitted that the Energy Corporation is in discus-
sions, but once again we didn’t get the answers. There are no
figures, no projections, no information for the public to be able
to either support or criticize what this government is doing and
the direction they are going in. We have serious concerns
around the costs of the Whitehorse Correctional Centre, an-
other major project costing tens of millions of dollars.

This government has a terrible track record delivering pro-
jects on budget and on time because it does not follow normal
tendering processes. It prefers using fast-track methods, cost-
plus, design/build project management which have a history of
resulting in delays and cost overruns.

Will the minister responsible for Whitehorse Correctional
Centre please tell us what the financial arrangements are and
what the final costs will be?



HANSARD November 5, 20094890

Hon. Mr. Fentie: The budget documents are very
clear. The announcement of the overall cost of a multi-purpose
facility has been made quite some time ago.

The member of the Third Party alludes to this govern-
ment’s processes around contracting. I would remind the mem-
ber that, on this particular project, there was also a land claim
obligation for us to ensure that we had a Yukon asset construc-
tion agreement with the Kwanlin Dun First Nation.

All that material is available for the member. If he’d like
more detail on that, we can certainly provide him that detail.
The contract has been let; the construction is well underway,
and we’re very pleased to be delivering a multi-purpose facility
in this territory that will hopefully contribute to a reduction of
recidivism and other valuable programs and services that can
be provided.

Question re: Whitehorse Correctional Centre rebuild
Mr. Cardiff: On Monday, the Minister of Justice said

that the new correctional facility was being built on time and
on budget, and then refused to give any details and told me to
direct my questions to the Minister of Highways and Public
Works.

What is the time frame for the correctional facility, and
what is the total budget, the total cost of the facility, when
completed?

Hon. Mr. Lang: As Minister of Highways and Public
Works, we’re overseeing the actual construction site for Jus-
tice. I’d like to report to the House that it is on budget and it is
on time. In fact, the report I just recently got is that it is ahead
of schedule at the moment, but of course it’s expected to open
in 2012. They are within the budget and within the timelines
that were set out, with an optimistic look at a completion date a
little less than they projected when the contract was let.

Mr. Cardiff: Let the record show the minister didn’t
answer the question. Time and budgets with many projects
have been a moving target with this government. The an-
nouncement in March was that the government would be pay-
ing $21.6 million — that’s what was budgeted in the spring —
for the new treatment and corrections centre. That’s on top of
previous announcements of $5.6 million for design and $2.7
million for construction management services. There was about
$30 million committed.

If you look at the contract registry, it lists 16 contracts re-
lated to this project that come in at $63.5 million, most of
which is in the form of a $55-million contract to the Dominion-
Kwanlin Dun Joint Venture. Can the minister explain how this
is still on time and on budget?

Hon. Mr. Lang: I could get that information across
to the member opposite. I don’t have the figures right here with
me today. I have been briefed on it. I have been told it’s on
time and it’s on budget. I have had a tour of the multiplex up
there, and it certainly seems to me to be moving at a fast pace.
They will have the flex building open in November of this year,
and that building will be utilized for women’s accommodations
until such time as the other building is up and ready to be oc-
cupied. But I am told and assured that this is on budget and on
time.

Mr. Cardiff: The government press release in March
said that the correctional facility would be completed by late
2011. On Monday, the Minister of Justice said 2012. In the
spring, the Minister of Justice, on April 1, said that it was $67
million. Now, with $63.5 million committed, and almost two
years to go, we’re wondering whether it is on time or on
budget. The minister just said it was ahead of schedule, and
we’ve gone from 2011 to 2012, so how can that be? Can the
minister tell us, what is the final cost and when will it be com-
pleted?

Hon. Mr. Lang: In addressing the member opposite,
2012 was a January date and that’s the move-in date. There is a
time lapse between the finish date and actually when they oc-
cupy the building, so there is a space there where it’s equipped
for the occupying of the facility. So 2012 is in January 2012,
but optimistically, we could look at maybe at the end of 2011 at
the moment. So it’s a moving target per se, but it’s moving in
the right direction. I recommend anybody here to go on a tour
of the facility. At this moment they’re putting a tent over it so
that they can work through the winter season. It’s certainly an
interesting thing to look at and certainly it’s great to see Yuk-
oners working there in the construction trades to get that build-
ing up and running. But as far as the final figure, I will work
with the department to get something in front of the member
opposite as quickly as I can.

Question re: House business
Mr. McRobb: Yesterday afternoon, this Yukon Party

government again demonstrated how it governs like a dictator-
ship. Instead of allowing debate on the Yukon Energy Corpora-
tion Protection Act, it used its majority in this House to end
debate without any further discussion. Such practice is known
as “hijacking.” The hijacking occurred after a very short debate
lasting about half an hour. There was ample time for fuller de-
bate, but the Yukon Party didn’t allow that. In fact, ending de-
bate so soon created a problem on what other business to dis-
cuss. We ended up debating two government bills without first
being provided with briefings, which is another compromise of
democratic principles. Why does this government insist on
usurping democracy and ruling like a dictatorship?

Speaker’s statement
Speaker: Prior to the honourable member’s answering,

the Chair is going to reserve the right to make a ruling on the
honourable member’s comments. My memory serves me that
some of the adjectives the honourable member used have been
ruled out of order in the past, and I’m not going to hold the
member responsible right now, but I’m going to do some re-
search on this.

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Bill No. 110 did receive debate in this House yesterday —

I thought, from our side and our perspective, a very construc-
tive debate. There was good input from the Member for
Kluane. There was also some very constructive input from the
minister responsible for Energy, Mines and Resources, and of
course, as minister responsible for the corporations, I did en-
gage in the debate.



November 5, 2009 HANSARD 4891

The government’s side also pointed out that there were a
number of issues that we wanted to look through and work
through, and I can tell the Member for Kluane here and now
that work by the Department of Justice has already commenced
in reviewing the bill itself to ensure conformity and to ensure
that there are no other pieces of legislation that may be im-
pacted by such a bill. That is standard procedure and work we
must do. Also, direction has been given to the president of the
Yukon Development Corporation to provide to the Yukon De-
velopment Corporation Board — its chair and directors — the
bill for their thorough analysis, to report back to the president
of the Yukon Development Corporation. I’m not sure where the
Member for Kluane is coming from, but we are proceeding
with work on the bill.

Mr. McRobb: Mr. Speaker, the Premier talks a good
story, but doesn’t live up to his own words. How often have we
heard him challenge us to full debate? Those words rang hol-
low yesterday afternoon, and it is not the first time the Yukon
Party government has hijacked democracy. It has done it sev-
eral times already —

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Unparliamentary language
Speaker: Order. We established a line; the honourable

member stepped over it. You’re in front of it now. “Hijacked
democracy” is not in order, and I’d ask the honourable member
not to use that term. You have the floor.

Mr. McRobb: This government has done it several
times on bills that we have brought forward for debate in this
House. The public demands protection of its ownership of as-
sets in the Yukon Energy Corporation from secret sell-offs.
This Yukon Party government doesn’t agree; otherwise, it
wouldn’t have done what it did to the bill.

This fuels speculation that this government is continuing
its attempts to privatize these public assets. Why did the Pre-
mier refuse to put a stop to any continuance of his secret priva-
tization plan?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Let me go about it this way, Mr.
Speaker. The bill hasn’t stopped, so I don’t understand where
the Member for Kluane is actually coming from on this matter.
The bill has not stopped. We adjourned debate on the bill, as
the government side pointed out yesterday, to do the work nec-
essary on the bill for it to proceed. I don’t think there is any-
thing wrong with that. That’s pretty standard.

We’re also reviewing and analyzing whether or not 30
days of consultation on this matter is sufficient.

I pointed out moments ago that the Yukon Development
Corporation and its chair and board of directors will be receiv-
ing the bill for their analysis and report back. Justice is working
on the bill in terms of its conformity and other related and pe-
ripheral impacts.

Mr. Speaker, I can’t understand where the Member for
Kluane is coming from when he suggests that we’ve stopped
something. If I may be facetious for a moment, “hijacking” is a
time-honoured tradition of organized crime and I’m sure he’s
not referring to the government side being involved in that.

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Speaker: Time for Question Period has now expired.
We will proceed to Orders of the Day.

Mr. McRobb: Point of order.
Speaker: There’s no point of order. Question Period

has now elapsed.
Mr. McRobb: There was extra time.
Speaker: Question Period has expired.

Speaker’s ruling re question of privilege raised
October 29, 2009

Speaker: Prior to proceeding to Orders of the Day, the
Chair will rule on a question of privilege raised last Thursday
by the Leader of the Official Opposition. The Chair would like
to thank the Leader of the Official Opposition for bringing this
issue to the attention of the House and would also like to thank
the Government House Leader and the Leader of the Third
Party for their contributions last Thursday.

In raising the question of privilege, the Leader of the Offi-
cial Opposition charged the Premier with contempt for alleg-
edly deliberately misleading this House with a statement the
Premier made during Oral Question Period on April 27 of this
year.

Before ruling on the question of privilege, the Chair will
address some procedural matters. Standing Order 7(4) says that
the Speaker must rule on (a) where there appears, on the face of
it, to be a case of breach of privilege, and (b) whether the mat-
ter has been raised at the earliest opportunity.

I shall deal with the second matter first. The Leader of the
Official Opposition raised the question of privilege on the first
day of the 2009 fall sitting. This statement made by the Premier
occurred during the 2009 spring sitting. However, the Leader
of the Official Opposition stated that information that allegedly
impugns the Premier’s statement only became public after the
spring sitting had concluded. The Chair accepts the position of
the Leader of the Official Opposition and agrees that last
Thursday was his earliest opportunity to bring this issue to the
attention of the House.

I shall now address the issue of breach of privilege itself.
In dealing with questions of privilege it is not the Chair’s role
to rule that a breach of privilege has or has not occurred. That
is a matter for the House to decide. The question for the Chair
is whether there appears, on the face of it, to be a breach of
privilege. Should the Chair decide that is the case, the Leader
of the Official Opposition will be invited to place before the
House a motion that would address this issue. All other busi-
ness before the House, with the exception of the Daily Routine,
would be set aside until this issue is dealt with.

In order to rule on this question of privilege, the Chair
must first consider the nature of contempt as an aspect of privi-
lege. House of Commons Procedure and Practice, at page 52,
defines contempt as “any conduct which offends the authority
or dignity of the House, even though no breach of any specific
privilege may have been committed…”

The first question to be answered is whether the charge of
misleading the House can be considered by the Chair as a mat-
ter of contempt. The answer appears clearly to be “yes”.
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The 23rd edition of Erskine May’s Treatise on the Law,
Privileges, Proceedings and Usage of Parliament, at page 132,
says, “The Commons may treat the making of a deliberately
misleading statement as a contempt.”

The second question is whether the Premier’s statement, in
the context described by the Leader of the Official Opposition,
amounts to a contempt of the House. The facts, as presented by
the Leader of the Official Opposition, can be summarized as
follows: On April 27, the Premier told the House, in response
to a question from the Leader of the Third Party, “No, we’re
not involved in any process to privatize any public corporation
in the Yukon, whether it be energy, hospitals or whatever the
case may be.”

According to the Leader of the Official Opposition, the
Premier’s statement has been contradicted by the former chair
of the Yukon Energy Corporation Board of Directors and the
Member for Lake Laberge, who was the Minister of Energy,
Mines and Resources at the time the Premier made the state-
ment in question.

The Premier’s statement has also, allegedly, been contra-
dicted by the Premier’s own officials and government officials
who handle access to information requests. The Leader of the
Official Opposition asserted that the Premier was aware that
negotiations to privatize all or part of Yukon Energy Corpora-
tion were ongoing when he made his statement on April 27,
and that the Premier was personally involved in the negotia-
tions.

This evidence, according to the Leader of the Official Op-
position, means that the Premier’s statement in the House on
April 27 was not only misleading, but deliberately misleading.
As a result the Leader of the Official Opposition concluded that
the Premier is guilty of a contempt against this House.

The Leader of the Official Opposition, other members of
this House, members of the general public and members of the
press gallery are free to use whatever criteria they wish to as-
sess these statements and to draw their own conclusions. How-
ever, in dealing with the issue of contempt the Chair must rely
on the principles of parliamentary democracy, established rules
of procedure, and relevant precedents.

David McGee, the former Clerk of the New Zealand
House of Representatives, has, in his book, Parliamentary
Practice in New Zealand, articulated a standard for establishing
a prima facie case of contempt. Mr. McGee says, “There are
two ingredients to be established when it is alleged that a mem-
ber is in contempt on this ground: the statement must, in fact,
have been misleading; and it must be established that the mem-
ber making this statement knew at the time the statement was
made that it was incorrect and that, in making it, the member
intended to mislead the House”.

This standard has been cited in cases in the House of Com-
mons of Canada, the Legislative Assembly of Alberta, and in
other Canadian jurisdictions as well. It is also the standard I
will follow in ruling on this matter of contempt.

McGee is not alone in focusing on the necessity of demon-
strating intent. For example, in a 1987 ruling, Speaker Phillips
of Manitoba said, “A Member raising a matter of privilege

which charges that another Member has misled the House,
must support his or her charge with proof of intent.”

The Leader of the Official Opposition supplied evidence
that he believes supports that assertion. However, the evidence
offered by the Leader of the Official Opposition did not, in the
Chair’s view, establish a deliberate intention on the part of the
Premier to mislead the House. The Chair appreciates that it is
difficult to establish intent and notes that this difficulty has not
been lost on other Canadian Speakers. Nonetheless, that is the
standard to which the Chair must adhere.

Another factor to consider is the nature of the evidence of-
fered by the Leader of the Official Opposition. As stated, he
cited statements from a number of individuals that contradicted
the statement the Premier made in the House in April. From the
research conducted for this ruling it was found that in those
instances where Speakers ruled that a prima facie contempt
existed, the case against the member accused of misleading the
House was founded on contradictory statements — either oral
or written — made by that member. The assertions of others —
including elected members — or documents supplied by others,
were not enough.

Parliamentary authorities point to the importance of self-
incrimination as the means of establishing intent in the cases of
contempt. Joseph Maingot, on page 224 of his second edition
of Parliamentary Privilege in Canada, says, “An admission by
a Member that he misled the House would constitute a matter
of disorder, and an admission of deliberately misleading the
House would constitute a breach of privilege or, more properly,
contempt.”

The 23rd edition of Erskine May, at page 132, cites one ex-
ample where an admission of deliberately misleading the
House resulted in the finding of contempt against a member.
This was the infamous case from 1963 involving a British cabi-
net minister by the name of John Profumo. In this case, the
member delivered a prepared statement to the House of Com-
mons, which he subsequently admitted was not true. Minister
Profumo’s admission was the basis of the successful contempt
case against him.

Members are also aware that this House, like others, oper-
ates on the basis that all members are honourable and are to be
taken at their word. Annotation 494, in the 6th edition of
Beauchesne’s Parliamentary Rules and Forms of the House of
Commons of Canada, says, “It has been formally ruled by
Speakers that statements by members respecting themselves
and particularly within their own knowledge must be ac-
cepted.”

In the House of Commons of Canada, for instance, it is ac-
cepted that if a member denies having misled the House, the
Speaker accepts the member’s assertion and the case is closed.
Similarly, in the Quebec National Assembly the President has
consistently ruled that in order to open the way to a question of
privilege, a member must overturn the presumption established
in Standing Order 35(6), according to which a member must be
taken at his word. This presumption can be overturned only
when a member, in making some statement, deliberately mis-
leads the Assembly and thereafter acknowledges having misled
it, thus placing himself or herself in contempt of Parliament.
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In a ruling in 2002, Speaker Carr of the Legislative As-
sembly of Ontario spoke of the high threshold regarding
charges of contempt. Speaker Carr said, “The threshold for
finding a prima facie case of contempt against a member of the
Legislature on the basis of deliberately misleading the House is
… set quite high and is very uncommon. It must involve a
proved finding of an overt attempt to intentionally mislead the
Legislature. In the absence of an admission from the member
accused of the conduct, or of tangible confirmation of the con-
duct independently proved, a Speaker must assume that no hon-
ourable members would engage in such behaviour or that, at
most, inconsistent statements were the result of inadvertence or
honest mistake.”

As I mentioned at the beginning of this ruling, the question
for the Chair is whether there appears, on the face of it, to be a
breach of privilege. Based on the standards established for the
Canadian legislative assemblies and the precedents cited above,
the Chair concludes that there is no prima facie contempt in
this case.

Members — and others — may ask why the threshold for
demonstrating a prima facie contempt is so high. The Legisla-
tive Assembly is primarily a forum for debate on bills and pub-
lic policy. Members have different and sometimes conflicting
perspectives on the issues that come before them. Members
will table documents or offer other evidence that supports their
point of view, or counters that of other members. If the presen-
tation of evidence that contradicts the statements of a member
could be taken as the basis of a contempt charge, the House
might find itself devoting more and more time to that issue,
rather than the bills and policies it is supposed to debate.

Perhaps more importantly, members should also keep in
mind that the powers of an Assembly to discipline its members
are substantial. A member found in contempt of the House
could be censured, suspended from the service of the Assembly
for a specified period of time or expelled from the House. Fur-
thermore, the exercise of the disciplinary powers is part of the
Assembly’s collective privilege to control its own proceedings;
therefore such decisions are not subject to judicial review. For
these reasons the Chair must exercise great caution before al-
lowing a motion based on a question of privilege to be placed
before the House.

To quote again from Beauchesne, there are times when the
House has “to accept two contradictory accounts of the same
incident.” That, in the view of the Chair, is the situation faced
by the House in this instance.

Standing Order 7(5) says, “If the Speaker rules that there is
no prima facie case of breach of privilege or that the matter has
not been raised at the earliest opportunity, the matter is then
closed.” However, this only means that it is closed as a matter
of privilege. The Leader of the Official Opposition — or any
other member — may still bring this issue before the House.
This could be done by raising a question during the Oral Ques-
tion Period or by giving notice of substantive motion, which
could then be called for debate using the usual rules of proce-
dure.

The Chair thanks all members for their attention to this rul-
ing. We will now proceed to Orders of the Day and government
bills.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

GOVERNMENT BILLS

Bill No. 17: Second Reading — continued
Clerk: Second reading, Bill No. 17, standing in the

name of the Hon. Mr. Fentie; adjourned debate, the Hon. Mr.
Lang.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I’d like to thank the House here to-
day for the time I have to discuss Bill No. 17, brought forward
by the Minister of Finance and Premier Fentie. Certainly, re-
viewing the departments that I am responsible for, Energy,
Mines and Resources, Highways and Public Works, and, of
course, Community Services — three very, very important de-
partments in the territory, departments that touch and work
with communities and also individuals in many aspects of
Yukon’s daily life.

As we move forward, I’d like to take the departments one
at a time and review a bit of what we’re doing, looking forward
to the debate we’re going to have here when we get into Com-
mittee where we will have a chance to answer some of the
questions I know the opposition will be bringing forward.

The Department of Energy, Mines and Resources is a very
busy department. It works with the other departments and the
mining community, energy, forestry and all the other engines
of our economy and has worked very hard. I’d like to thank the
department itself for the work they do on a daily basis to ad-
dress the issues we have, to resource the things we do and to
push forward the government’s agenda in this department.
Without a doubt, they are probably one in the territory and in
the government that is held in high regard for their work ethic
and the product they turn out at the end of the day.

I’ll go over the corporate services in the department. If we
were to look at what we’re going to talk about in the depart-
ment, we’re looking at approximately a $1.6-million expendi-
ture, an increase for capital. That is put forward by Energy,
Mines and Resources to continue the good work they do on a
yearly basis. In Corporate Services, it would be a $100,000
revote for the development of a forestry information system
required to support the Yukon’s new Forest Resources Act and
related regulations. That again is work in progress and is how
we’re going to go forward, managing our forests and our forest
resources.

The system will provide a central collection area for elec-
tronic information related to forest tenures under the Forest
Resources Act — in other words, modernizing the industry.
Maybe industry is the wrong word; I guess we would be mod-
ernizing the management of our forests. That is a very impor-
tant component of any of our departments, to make sure we can
keep up and modernize and work forward so we have a mod-
ern, high-tech forest management facility on the ground here in
the territory.
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In addition to tracking forest licences and permits, the sys-
tem will also provide important guidelines to forest manage-
ment branch staff to ensure all appropriate procedural steps are
followed, such as providing timely responses to applicants and
timely referrals to Yukon First Nations.

In other words, it’s a tool we’ll use in managing the forests
and making sure that we get the information out, not only to the
individuals in the forest industry, but First Nations and other
governments. The system will also link to EMR’s geographic
information system — GIS — to enable on-line public access
to up-to-date mapping information when applying for forest
tenures. In other words, it’s another tool to manage our forests.

As we move through the forest management branch, we’re
requesting $545,000 for planning, design and initial contracting
of the Yukon’s forest research infrastructure. The project will
allow for the upgrading and renovation of the greenhouses built
in 1968 and 1989 and the development of a research laboratory
at the forest management branch’s compound and the research
centre at the Gunnar Nielsen Mickey Lammers Research For-
est.

I’d like to take a few seconds here to recommend to every-
body in the House that they go do a tour of the Gunnar Nielsen
Mickey Lammers Research Forest and see the work that the
forestry department has done to date on that investment we
have. It’s on the corner of the Takhini Hot Springs Road and
Mayo Road. It’s accessible on a daily basis — cross-country
skiing in the winter and other activities — and it certainly is an
eye opener of what the department has done with that. I cer-
tainly look forward to working with the department to enhance
it even more.

This will enhance Yukon government’s current research
capacity, as well as create new opportunities for northern for-
estry research partners. In other words, this is going to be an-
other tool that we will have in the research partnerships that we
are working toward.

There is $110,000 allocated for planning and the devel-
opment of design options for the H. S. Bostock Core Library
project. This is operated by the Yukon Geological Survey. The
H. S. Bostock Core Library is a facility that supports geo-
science research in the Yukon — another very important part of
the department. Certainly, as we move forward into the man-
agement of our resources, this has really been a diamond in our
department in how they have managed to move forward and
put this technology on the ground for the general public and
how the general public has acted with this in a very positive
way.

The facility supports mineral exploration in Yukon, and of
course it provides valuable information to enable stewardship
and sustainable development of the territory’s energy, mineral
and land resources — another great, great thing, Mr. Speaker.

Funding will allow for the identification of options to pro-
vide increased secure storage for current and future specimens,
as well as for the storage of equipment required for geological
field research. This will be a support part of the department
and, as I said, it will be the storage of equipment required for
this very extensive and important part of our management tool
for the department.

We’re supported by the Arctic research infrastructure fund.
These projects are fully recoverable from the Government of
Canada — another partnership we worked on with the Gov-
ernment of Canada in the past, and in the future we’ll hopefully
have the success we’ve had on these kinds of projects.

Let’s go to other resources. Two allocations in support of
the Government of Yukon’s joint land project, Teslin Tlingit
Council — a very productive partnership. We’re working to-
gether to address the demand for recreational lots. The Yukon
government and the Teslin Tlingit Council were pleased to
recently offer 19 recreational cottage lots for sale on Little Tes-
lin Lake. This is the first partnership between the two govern-
ments — the government of the Teslin Tlingit Council and the
territorial government — putting recreational land out for Yuk-
oners on Little Teslin Lake. This is a very successful partner-
ship.

Between Squanga Lake and Johnsons Crossing, the 12
public land lots and seven lots on settlement land have been
offered for lease through a joint lottery process. That is in the
process right now, so we will be having those recreational lots
out and available to the general public. $194,000 was allocated
to this project for the necessary planning, survey and design
work, funded under the northern strategy fund. An additional
$390,000 had been allocated for Little Teslin Lake roadwork
necessary for the project. In other words, it’s access to these
lots.

The land planning branch — $85,000 revoted from Com-
munity Services to Energy, Mines and Resources to complete a
number of area plans. Funding will enable Energy, Mines and
Resources’ land planning branch to continue work on the Car-
cross, Marsh Lake, West Dawson/Sunnydale local area plans.

That is just a rough overview of what we’re doing in En-
ergy, Mines and Resources. I look forward to moving forward
here in the next week or so and debating this with the members
opposite on what this department is doing on a daily and
monthly basis and the request for this $1.6 million we put for-
ward to the government of the day.

Highways and Public Works is again a very large depart-
ment. It has a large budget and, of course, as we move through
this budget and in this supplementary budget, the requests are
that the department’s O&M expenditures will increase by ap-
proximately $1.8 million, capital expenditures will increase by
approximately $11.8 million, revenues through capital recover-
ies and O&M recovery will increase by approximately $3.9
million, and other figures are out there that we will be able to
debate when we get this into Committee. I’m looking forward
to that debate.

As we go through this, we can look at what we are doing
as a department. I work with the department on a daily basis
and have for a period of — I guess it would be two years. I’d
like to take a moment to thank all the people who work in our
communities and also in the City of Whitehorse and in the De-
partment of Highways and Public Works, and compliment
them on the job they do. They do touch and work with every
Yukoner. We all take advantage of our roads, take advantage of
buildings, and this department certainly is a department that
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oversees all that. I’d like to compliment all of them for the hard
work they’ve done.

I had the honour of giving a bit of a presentation to all the
foremen who work throughout the territory. They have these
workshops here in the City of Whitehorse. As I looked around,
it was refreshing to see all the new faces and, of course, the
older faces — but they’re all Yukoners. All these people have
come through the Department of Highways and Public Works
and now are working in management positions and doing an
excellent job for Yukoners.

Again, hats off to them and I look forward to working with
them into the future because they do a lot of hard work and
they certainly represent us well when they’re out in the field.
That’s a compliment to them and it certainly makes my job a
lot easier when I have those kinds of people out in the field
working for the Yukon to make sure that our roads and all our
other structures are kept up to a standard that’s acceptable.

There are some increases — there’s an increase of $69,000
in Corporate Services for a revote of funds to complete contract
regulations and procurement review. This is a review that we as
government task the Department of Highways and Public
Works to do. This is to review our contract regulations and
procurement review. This is something that has been ongoing. I
look forward to the final review getting in front of us because
that was the question about how the process worked in the past
and we feel that it should be modernized.

It says that this review has been ongoing, and we’ll be
modernizing the government’s procurement process. It’s very
important for us as Yukoners to make sure we keep up to date
with procedures and sort of take advantage of what is happen-
ing out there in different jurisdictions and how we can stream-
line the process. So we’re looking forward to the end of those
discussions and having something in front of us so we can
modernize that.

An increase of $159,000 for O&M costs to ensure mobile
telecommunication capacity in southeast remote sites — these
are sites that we’re putting up as we modernize our communi-
cation. The transport division will see an O&M increase of $1.6
million, due to the emergency washout repairs on various
highways. That was something that happened this spring; we
had washouts. Repairs were required for the Klondike High-
way, North Canol, Freegold Road, Hunker Road, Granville
Road, Mount Nansen Road, Campbell Highway, Bonanza
Creek Road and various other smaller locations. But as you see,
the responsibility goes from main arteries to roads like Hunker
and Granville and Mount Nansen Road — all these roads are
being utilized by Yukoners — and that money is being re-
quested because of those costs.

The highlight of the 2009-10 supplementary capital expen-
ditures include the following: corporate and computer equip-
ment — of course that’s ongoing; a revote of $522,000 for the
purchase of a new core operating environment for our network
infrastructure; revote for $462,000 for project work on phase 3
of the geometric Yukon high-resolution mapping process, an-
other modernization thing within the government; a revote of
$108,000 toward the human resource management system;
telecommunications — a revote of $245,000 to continue pro-

ject work to dismantle and remove all MDMRS equipment
located in southeast Yukon — again, an obligation we have. As
we modernize, we have to take out the equipment that is obso-
lete.

There is $415,000 for supply and installation of two south-
eastern remote sites — again, more resources, so that we have a
modern communications system; transport facilities and
equipment — increase of $238,000 due to revote to continue
work on projects not completed by year-end on miscellaneous
projects, such as retrofit towers and cables for the Pelly Barge
ferry, work on potable water wells at Destruction Bay and Tes-
lin highway maintenance camps. Those are ongoing mainte-
nance costs.

Environmental rehabilitation — we need an increase of
$140,000 for a revote to continue the work on the oil/water
separator project at Swift River maintenance camp and site
remediation at the Whitehorse grader station.

I haven’t got enough time to debate at length all of the
things that we are doing in Community Services, which is an-
other department, but I look forward to debating and talking
about all these requests we are going to have here in the
budget, and I certainly look forward to the support of all mem-
bers of the House to make sure that these questions again are
answered, but also that we have the votes we need to let these
departments do the work we assign them to do.

I would like to take just one minute — and I know that I
haven’t had time to speak to Community Services — another
responsibility I have — but again I would like to thank all the
staff at Community Services for the hard work they have done
over the past year. It has been a very interesting year for me,
but also for the department as we acquired responsibilities —
EMS and other responsibilities. I would like to commend them
in what they have done in a very timely fashion and certainly in
a businesslike way. It is a pleasure to work with them, and I
look forward to debating their budget here in the near future
when we talk about Community Services and what their de-
mands are.

Thank you.

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS

Mr. Nordick: I’d like the members of this House to
welcome a friend and a constituent of mine, Mr. Stephen John-
son. I’d like to congratulate him also on becoming a councillor
for the City of Dawson.

Thank you.
Applause

Mr. Inverarity: First I’d like to say there were some
comments made the other day, on Tuesday, regarding members
on this side of the House not speaking on Tuesday. I was here
Tuesday, but I have to say that I developed some sort of reac-
tion, I’m not sure if it was to my shot or whether or not it was
because of my previous illness earlier in the week. I was kind
of prepared to do it, but I just was overcome and I couldn’t
actually speak on Tuesday. It wasn’t that I wasn’t prepared to
do it.
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In moving forward in my opening remarks — I think that
I’d first like to thank the members opposite for the opportunity
to speak today on the supplementary. I don’t think I’m going to
speak for a long term, because I know that we’re pressed for
time; we have lots of bills. We have lots of departments to go
through and certainly I’m going to leave most of my question-
ing and my issues to the departmental debate.

I would like to thank, of course, my wife Mary and my
children for supporting me in my decision to seek public office.
I do that every time I get up here. I think it’s important that we
acknowledge those people who stand behind us — make us
better than we are — and they certainly deserve that recogni-
tion.

I would certainly like to thank the residents of Porter
Creek South for electing me, for my opportunity to represent
them. It gives me great privilege to be able to do that, and I
look forward to many continued years as their representative
within the Legislative Assembly.

Certainly I would like to thank the Porter Creek Commu-
nity Association. I’ve been attending a lot of their meetings
over the last two or three years, and I find that their insights
and their advice for me — in terms of representing my con-
stituents — to be very, very helpful. I look forward to that con-
tinued advice and that continued support. I know — as do the
other members from the Porter Creek area — that they offer
their support too.

Certainly out of the Porter Creek Community Association
rose the Friends of McIntyre Creek. I don’t know if they’ve
actually incorporated or not as a separate entity, but certainly
they were a sub-committee of the Porter Creek Community
Association early on. They carry forth the valid concerns they
have for the McIntyre Creek area. I think we all stand here
looking at that area. We’ve seen the abuses that have gone on
in terms of the lower end of it, closer to the mouth, being used
as a dump.

Over the summer I had an opportunity to attend a number
of walkabouts, I guess we’d call them — nature walks in the
McIntyre Creek area, the wetlands at the top end, and I found it
very interesting. There were 30 or 40 people at each of the out-
ings and that showed a high representation. We need to seri-
ously consider what is going on with the McIntyre Creek, and
I’ll speak a little bit more about that.

Finally, I’d like to thank my riding association, which
stands behind me within Porter Creek South and helped me get
elected. Without their support and continued guidance, I would
have a lot of difficulty standing here and representing Porter
Creek South.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, my critic areas are Tourism,
Highways and Public Works, and the Yukon Liquor Corpora-
tion. These are new to me this year and, as I find my way
through each of these departments, I look forward to having
some lively debate with the ministers. I know he has alluded to
it already in terms of Highways and Public Works. I know last
spring we left off with debate on Tourism. I enjoy the spirited
debates we have with the Minister of Tourism.

I’m not going to get into much in terms of the department
in these opening remarks. I’ll leave them for when we get into

departmental debate, but I am looking forward to it and wel-
come the constructive input that the minister will have for us.

Within the Highways and Public Works area, as always, I
will be revisiting the Auditor General’s report of a couple of
years ago to make sure the issues there will be addressed and
that there is a continuation of achieving the goals and objec-
tives set out by the Auditor General’s report, specifically the
master space plan that I’ll be looking forward to discussing.
I’m also interested in talking about roads, which are always
good things to talk about in the Yukon.

This summer on the north Klondike Highway and the Sil-
ver Trail — there are still issues I brought up in the spring.
They’re still there today. I’m looking forward to seeing what
will happen. Of particular concern to me are the vehicle acci-
dents that are happening on the roads as a result of some of the
maintenance that’s going on — perhaps not as a direct result,
but certainly the washouts in the spring caused a number of
accidents. I realize that, to a large degree, they were acts of
God, but they are a concern and we need to be diligent to make
sure our highways are kept up to a standard that is safe. I know
nobody wants to see deaths on our highways, so we need to do
the diligence in that area.

I know later on in the sitting we’re going to be talking a bit
about the Motor Vehicles Act and the change to that. I know
specifically that they’re going to be addressing the issues re-
garding the communities, with regard to ATVs and the disabled
parking slots within commercial properties. I think those are
worthy causes and I think they need to be addressed so that the
communities in which they will be affected will have the op-
tions to be able to enact their own bylaws to extend that.

But on the same issue, I think it’s important and I hope, as
we discuss the Motor Vehicles Act, if friendly amendments do
come forward, they will be accepted in the spirit that they are
intended and that these amendments will receive a fair hearing
as opposed to some of our other amendments at other sittings
we’ve had earlier on. I look forward to debate within that area
also, Mr. Speaker.

I notice that the Member for Klondike, I believe, intro-
duced some cellphone motions this year, along with the Mem-
ber for Vuntut Gwitchin. Certainly this is of high concern to
me, particularly where individuals are driving down highways,
texting. The concept of doing that is really foreign to me. I just
don’t know how people can do that and think that they are ac-
tually being safe on the road.

I know that within the Porter Creek area this year we have
had a death up there — a traffic death — and I believe it might
have been related to this specific issue too. It is important that
we address these issues and that we move this issue about cell-
phone use in vehicles to its conclusion and get in line with what
is obviously happening not in the rest of Canada but certainly
around the world.

The issue, when I think about it, of driving down the
highway — and we see the ads for the new vehicles out there.
They have TVs in the back for the kids and they have GPSs
that talk to you and certainly the distractions that are being
caused are an issue. I am a ham radio operator, as you know,
and have on frequent occasions — in fact, within motor vehi-
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cles we have been using hand-held microphones for probably
50 years within motor vehicles for emergency preparedness. I
am not sure how this will affect the overall cellphone usage,
but maybe it’s time to consider how we deal with not only cell-
phone issues but how we deal with these other issues of distrac-
tions that are going on within a vehicle.

I’d like to turn my discussion a little bit today to what’s
happening in the Porter Creek area, specifically the Porter
Creek South and the Whistle Bend area, as it’s going to signifi-
cantly affect some things that are going on there. There might
be an argument that might be made that this may or may not be
a suitable location, that it could be or could not be something
that should be related to the city. However, I believe that it’s an
important issue to bring up because it does affect a significant
number of people within the city, and I think that the govern-
ment has a role to play in this area.

Specifically, I’d like to talk about the traffic study that was
recently released by, I believe, the City of Whitehorse with
regard to travel in and out of Porter Creek — specifically the
Whistle Bend area. I think that I have some concerns about
this. I don’t particularly feel that there was enough public dis-
cussion about this particular traffic study prior to the study be-
ing done. To some degree it appears to be a foregone conclu-
sion, and that’s always risky, I would have to say, when studies
are put out that say this. Obviously, there’s criticism about
whether or not there has been sufficient public input for the
contractors of the study to actually do their job.

The areas in question are the areas around what I will call
the intersection of the Whistle Bend access road — this would
be the new access road — and where it will come on to Moun-
tainview Drive. I think it’s still to be decided exactly where but
the approximation is up near the top of Mountainview Drive.

I have had phone calls; I have had letters from constitu-
ents, specifically on Tamarack Street where this access road
may be coming very close to a playground that’s there. It’s a
concern that needs to be addressed. Individuals who have these
concerns have come forward already, but it’s worthwhile put-
ting on the record that the new Whistle Bend will cause signifi-
cant impact on the city. They’re talking 10,000 new residents
over a period of 20 years. The time for planning that is now.

We need to do that due care to make sure that traffic flows
are valid. Personally, I’ve attended most of the charettes that
have been available within the city around the Whistle Bend
development and, quite frankly, I’ve been happy with the cha-
rettes. The problem is that, every time I brought up the issue of
traffic flows, it was sort of a we’ll-get-to-that, we’ll-get-to-that
attitude, and that’s not the right one because it’s part and parcel
of the whole development.

I think it’s not only going to affect Mountainview Drive;
it’s going to affect the north end of the city, or the north end of
Whistle Bend/Wann Road area. I think those issues need to be
dealt with.

Likewise, at the — I’m not sure if it’s a roundabout now or
if it will be an intersection with traffic lights, but I believe the
intersection will go through to what I call the connector road
through McIntyre Creek to the Alaska Highway. I think this
road has been marked on some maps and not marked on others.

I believe there’s a real concern here that this will affect the
wildlife corridor coming through the McIntyre Creek area. The
Friends of McIntyre Creek have brought this issue up on a
number of occasions. Part and parcel of that issue is the exten-
sion of Pine Street down to this connector road. If you see in
your mind’s eye the McIntyre Creek area, there will be signifi-
cant road access. I can see Mountainview Drive being twinned
all the way down to the Superstore. With 10,000 people mov-
ing into the Whistle Bend area, I can see the connector road, if
it were to go ahead, being twinned. I could see a twinning of
Wann Road also. So these issues need to be addressed, and I’m
bringing them up for my constituents in the area. I think that
it’s worthwhile that we spend the time today to make sure that
we are going in the right direction and we look at all the possi-
bilities for traffic flows and not just accept the one report.

Certainly other issues that come up in my constituency are
affordable building lots. A lot of my constituents are original
owners of their property. Their children are now raised and
they’re looking for building lots for their young — what I call
young adults or their children — first-time homeowners need
to have affordable lots and I hope that both the government,
which makes the land available for these lots, and the city don’t
put profit ahead of our youth who want to build their lives. We
spend thousands and thousands of dollars educating our chil-
dren and trying to get them to come back to the Yukon to live.
We should make it available to them so that they can in fact
have affordable places to live. Apartments are very hard to
come by in this town and yet I see no apartment buildings go-
ing up. I understand that there are some issues around that that
need to be addressed so that certainly people can have low cost
apartments. Certainly I think the lots should be sold at least to
first-time homeowners at cost and that we should not be mak-
ing a profit on this so we can accommodate our youth to stay in
the Yukon.

This brings up the issue from the Housing Corporation
where they ran out of mortgage money this spring. I don’t be-
lieve they’ve replenished that fund at this point in time and
that’s something that needs to be looked at. I think it’s impor-
tant that perhaps they look at a first-time homeowner’s mort-
gage program. Maybe the old program might need to be fixed;
maybe it just needs to be revised so that young people —
young adults, first-time homeowners — have an opportunity,
when they can’t qualify at a bank, to be able to go to Yukon
Housing Corporation to get them started. It may not even have
to be a full mortgage; it may be assisting them with a down
payment. We see microloans for businesses, for example,
where you go in and you get a little loan to get you going and
then you pay it back. It allows you to actually leverage that into
more dollars. It might be something worth looking at so that
first-time homeowners can in fact afford to buy or build within
the city.

I think I would like to address some concerns within the
legislation that’s coming up at this point in time. There are a
few bills. We haven’t really received too much in the way of
briefings on some of the legislation. I know we’re going to be
talking about one this afternoon, the ATIPP act, when we get
through the speeches today. However, I believe, if I see the
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schedule right, the actual briefing for the ATIPP act is next
week, and it could be passed by the end of the day — through
second reading. I’m concerned that we’ve had no real opportu-
nities to discuss it. My biggest concern about the ATIPP act
isn’t really with who is going to be included in it; it’s more
about the second part of it, which is, as I recall, the medical act.
I maybe have it wrong.

But what I see happening here is a ganging together of two
acts within one piece of legislation that’s being tabled. I know
the Minister of Health and Social Services was starting to talk
about it at the close of business yesterday, so I’m looking for-
ward to perhaps having him answer some of the questions, if
we get into that bill later today.

But my concern here really does not deal with the acts
themselves or the amendments to them. It’s about privacy. I’m
going to talk a bit about privacy here. I guess I saw it when it
came up with the driver’s licence issues that I brought up over
the last year and a half or so.

I would like to thank the Minister of Highways and Public
Works and the Minister of Community Services for going for-
ward with us getting new drivers’ licences. I am pleased to see
that. It’s too bad that it will be next summer. I would have
thought that once I started actually complaining about this issue
they would have been a little bit more proactive, but I under-
stand and I’m getting used to the fact that we may have to wait
a little longer for things. But that’s okay; it’s moving forward.

I only have two minutes, so let me be fast and brief.
Maybe the minister will get off the hook a little easier. My
concern here is about privacy. I believe that we need to be able
to protect individual privacy, and when I first saw the ATIPP
act, I had some real concerns about what kind of information
was going to be transferred to other jurisdictions. In retrospect,
if I had looked at the definitions a little closer, I think it would
have solved my problem for me, but I was quite concerned
about it. It’s important that we look at privacy — particularly
health record privacy: our records and who we are and how we
have medical records, but also driver’s licence information
needs to be protected. We as individual citizens need to be pro-
tected in this area.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I’ll just close my speech today by
saying that I look forward to having more general debate within
the department.

Hon. Ms. Horne: Mr. Speaker, I would like to begin
by reviewing what it is we committed to Yukoners to do should
we be elected. Our first commitment was to achieve a better
quality of life for Yukoners. Our second commitment was to
protect the environment. The third commitment was to promote
a strong, diversified private sector economy. The fourth com-
mitment was to practise good governance with strong fiscal
management. A good government is one that provides the con-
text in which its citizens can grow and prosper. We want to
help Yukoners achieve a better quality of life.

Mr. Speaker, you know as well as I do the sorry state of
the Yukon economy in the late 1990s and the early 2000s. I
again remember vividly those tear-stained faces pressed against
the rear-view window of the vehicles heading south through

Teslin, but this government has worked diligently to resurrect
our economy, to revive Yukon as the land of opportunities. We
have been successful.

Today we are all aware that Yukoners have a rich selection
of job opportunities. Few things help us achieve a better quality
of life than having a meaningful, rewarding career that provides
for our needs and enables us to be contributing members of
society. Having addressed in our first mandate the economic
plight we inherited, we are now working on other areas to im-
prove Yukoners’ lives. I would like to talk about how this
budget contributes toward accomplishing those commitments.
Many of my colleagues have already spoken to this budget. In
reviewing our budget documents, I would like to mention a few
items in particular.

The Minister of Education has added $65,000 for the Can-
ada student loan program. In talking to my constituents and
other Yukoners, I know that many people appreciate the sup-
port shown by this government to our students. I also note with
some delight the older workers initiative that has received an
additional $202,000. Well done.

Mr. Speaker, I look at all the great work happening in
Community Services. Here is a department that does much to
help Yukoners with their daily lives. For many Yukoners, it
plays a key role in providing clean water and handling the re-
moval of waste water, building the city streets and running the
landfills, either by working with local municipalities and com-
munities or, where there is no local government, doing it them-
selves.

This summer I got to see another side of Community Ser-
vices, the part that handles wildland fires. I was so impressed
with their good work. As a rural MLA, I am very grateful for
the assistance I receive from Community Services and High-
ways and Public Works. Our budget includes more money for
them to do their good work.

The Highways and Public Works budget has more money
for the Robert Campbell Highway, including an extra
$353,000. This brings our Building Canada commitment this
year to $8,853,000. We also have an extra $450,000 investment
by Yukon for the Yukon portion of $2,530,000, for a total
budgeted investment of $11,383,000 this year.

As the MLA for two of the communities this highway
serves, namely Ross River and Faro, I am just delighted this
work is being funded. I know that our government puts a high
priority on improving the quality of Yukon roads, especially
the Robert Campbell Highway.

I would like to note that Energy, Mines and Resources has
additional dollars for a joint land development project in my
riding and for an access road. I appreciate the diligence of En-
ergy, Mines and Resources and Teslin Tlingit Council in bring-
ing this project forward. I think this is a great model for future
development in my riding and for the rest of the territory.

I would like to note that the Health and Social Services
budget includes an extra $78,000 for treatment systems and
$313,000 for detox and treatment practices standardization. We
have extra money in the budget for the receiving home re-
placement, as well as extra funds for seniors facilities. I know



November 5, 2009 HANSARD 4899

Minister Lang and I are excited about the seniors facilities that
are going up in Yukon.

I would like to speak for a few moments about the increase
to the museums assistance in Tourism and Culture. As someone
who has worked in the cultural industries, I appreciate the sup-
port this government has provided. In looking at the time, I
realize there is much in my departments I want to mention. I’m
cognizant of the good work that we are doing in both the
Women’s Directorate and in Justice. I would like to thank the
staff of both departments for their perseverance and good work.

I will be brief today in outlining the highlights of the 2009-
10 supplementary budget request for the Department of Justice.
Some of the items in this budget are directly related to our
overall correctional redevelopment project. I will take a small
amount of time to update this House on this project, so that the
current items are in their proper context.

I am pleased to report that a fully recoverable $34,000 was
allocated to fund our conference, entitled “The Path to Justice:
Access to Justice for Individuals with Fetal Alcohol Spectrum
Disorder” held in September.

This government is committed to replacing the Whitehorse
Correctional Centre, as laid out in our correctional redevelop-
ment strategic plan. The new correctional centre allows for
inmates to maximize their time, to address issues that have led
to criminality, and it provides suitable space for treatment-
readiness and programs. We are constructing a facility and im-
plementing a program model that supports preparing inmates
for treatment and for taking steps to move forward on release
from custody.

The Yukon government has budgeted $21.6 million this
fiscal year to finalize design and begin construction of a new
correctional centre. As we had discussed before, the total esti-
mated cost for the new facility is $67 million. Building design
is at 95 percent construction drawing stage. We continue to
tender and award contracts as the design advances.

This approach has allowed the project to be managed to
meet the scheduled completion date of late 2011. It does take
time to develop all the details that the contractors need to build
a building. Construction has proceeded on selected parts of the
building while the remaining details are being finished. For
example, the superstructure has been raised, the steel inspected,
and placement of the concrete walls has started. All this can be
done before the details of the reception counter are completed.

The living units have been designed to accommodate our
small yet diverse populations. This new correctional centre will
be a combination of structural steel framing, concrete floors
and concrete block walls, high-security doors and windows,
steel cladding and other finishes. The construction manager
continues to prepare sequential tender packages for issuance.
The foundations and site services have been completed. Some
of the structural steel in building walls are done. We are fol-
lowing a building development process that ensures that this
new facility reflects the Yukon’s unique social context, provid-
ing secure custody options, while promoting offender account-
ability, motivation, rehabilitation and, most important, healing.

This project has advanced to the construction stage. We
will soon see the plans materialize to a structure for completion

in late 2011. The new correctional centre has been designed as
a generation 3 facility that supports an enhanced direct supervi-
sion model. The facility will operate much differently in com-
parison to the existing correctional centre.

This direct supervision design and supervision model will
result in increased interaction between inmates and staff. As
you can see, Mr. Speaker, we are building a multi-purpose fa-
cility that will focus on treatment and rehabilitation through
education, programs and treatment in a suitable and efficient
space. The new facility, coordination of services and interde-
partmental cooperation are substantial steps toward enhancing
security for the Yukon public in a modern approach.

We heard through the consultation process that Yukoners
wanted a facility that was more humane, that could address the
needs of those inmates with mental health and addiction issues
and that could provide greater security for inmates, staff and
the Yukon public. Our government is striving to have the best
corrections system in Canada and, to do that, we need a build-
ing complementary to the planning and programming efforts
over the past several years. This new facility provides the op-
portunity to bring life to many of the initiatives that we are
undertaking through correctional redevelopment. The new Cor-
rections Act is a very significant piece of work that supports
our new correctional centre. The Corrections Act’s guiding
principles reflect the values that were developed through the
corrections consultation.

These guiding principles bring to the forefront the protec-
tion of society; collaboration with First Nations in developing
and delivering correctional services and programs; rehabilita-
tion and reintegration planning with offenders; the implementa-
tion of policies, programs and practices that respond to the
needs of female offenders; offenders actively participating in
programming; ongoing support to the corrections branch staff;
the implementation of the least restrictive measures consistent
with the protection of the public; fair and reviewable discipline
processes; and opportunities for the public to participate in the
development and delivery of programming.

The first building to be completed as part of this project is
the women’s transitional living unit. $385,000 is being reallo-
cated from the 2010-11 capital plan to complete this project.
The total cost for this project remains unchanged at $1,604,000
and will be occupied this month by staff and inmates. I will be
touring the completed facility tomorrow morning, which makes
me very happy.

The Department of Justice is working hard to provide bet-
ter services to female inmates. We recognize that the number of
female inmates has increased. The renovations that have been
completed at Whitehorse Correctional Centre and the construc-
tion of the transitional women’s living unit are examples of our
commitment to improve the services for our inmates.

Prior to completion of the new correctional centre, the
transitional women’s living unit will provide accommodation
options in a different supervision environment. This new build-
ing distinctly separates eligible low- and medium-security fe-
male inmates from the main inmate population. This separation
results in safer and more efficient operations by reducing the
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female inmate count and by reducing the number of units occu-
pied by women in Whitehorse Correctional Centre.

Of course, once the new correctional centre is completed,
this women’s living unit will be transferred to the Department
of Health and Social Services. The infrastructure will then be
repurposed for appropriate alcohol and drug treatment options.
Planning for this stage is ongoing.

As previously mentioned, in the new correctional centre,
women will be housed in a separate, secure living area from
men.

Female inmates will have improved access to specific ser-
vices, such as the health unit, and will have program delivery
areas within and immediately adjacent to their unit. The new
Corrections Act recognizes that female inmates have different
needs from male inmates. This is reflected in the new correc-
tional centre design, which includes space purposefully laid out
for programs and services specifically for female inmates.

The Department of Justice is also in the process of updat-
ing its information systems, including replacing the aging court
registry information — or CRIS, as it’s known — with a simi-
lar, newer system that will better provide service for the needs
of both the courts and the correctional system in Yukon. The
department has received $37,000 from the Canadian Centre for
Justice Statistics to conduct a study of Nova Scotia’s system,
document the architecture data model, security model, process
flow and embedded business logic. This funding will be allo-
cated to the CRIS replacement project.

The Government of Yukon is taking the lead in addressing
the barriers faced by those individuals with fetal alcohol spec-
trum disorder when they become involved in the justice system.
One of the key recommendations that came from our confer-
ence held in Whitehorse on FASD was the need to develop
coursework and materials that would educate a wide variety of
justice professionals about FASD. As such, in partnership with
Yukon College, the department is currently developing a cur-
riculum package on FASD for justice professionals.

Our judiciary is one of the most important cornerstones of
our legal system. All provinces and territories were required to
establish an independent judicial compensation commission, or
JCC, as a result of the 1997 Supreme Court of Canada decision.
The act says the JCC’s recommendations are binding on the
government. In this supplementary budget, a one-time increase
of $452,000 was allocated to the court services budget to re-
flect the compensation increases for the Territorial Court jus-
tices and the senior justice of the peace as a result of the JCC
recommendations.

We also have official languages, a key component of our
Languages Act. For the first time in its history the Supreme
Court of Yukon has established its own set of rules, rather than
relying on the British Columbia Supreme Court rules. The De-
partment of Justice received a one-time budget increase of
$100,000 for translation of the rules of court in the 2008-09
main estimates.

I could go on for the rest of the day on the accomplish-
ments and what we’re designing for the Department of Justice,
but seeing the time, I will end my speaking and go into the de-
tails when I come to our budget specifically.

Mr. Fairclough: I would also like to respond to the
supplementary budget that has been brought forward to us in
this House. I would like to talk about some of the line items
and the different departments that affect my riding and my
communities and also the government’s initiatives.

Quite often, when it comes to replying to the budget
speech or the supplementary budgets, often I would bring out
projects for governments to look at or consider for the next and
upcoming budget that would be presented in this House. From
time to time I do have these line items reflect the concerns that
I brought up, or a government initiative that has been carried
out. Of course, I would like to have seen a lot more carried out,
and also would like to see a lot more initiatives reflected in the
line items. I am hoping that perhaps in the next big budget that
comes up in the spring — in March — that we would be able to
see some of these things reflected in there.

Some of the small ones — and I would like to bring one up
now because it was an issue that was raised with me by some
of my constituents in Mayo, and that was simply having the
school bus route going to a new subdivision to pick children up
for school. This was not taking place. I raised it in the House,
trying to get the bus to go into this new subdivision where the
First Nation administration building has been built. There are a
number of homes there. It didn’t happen and part of the prob-
lem was that it would take between five and 10 minutes off the
bus route to go and do this. I think it was also part of the busing
contract that needed to be changed.

Anyway, that happened and it was raised to me again just
before the start of the school season. Now we have the school
bus going into the subdivision in the community of Mayo. I’m
sure that a lot of the parents are appreciative of that because it
is quite a way from the downtown community. That seems to
be where the community is expanding.

Just before I leave that, I want to explore another project
that community has been asking government to buy into and
this one is probably of interest to many Yukoners. I’m sure it’s
of interest to the government side, and that is with Na Cho
Nyäk Dun and the building of their new administration build-
ing.

They had their grand opening not too long ago. They have
moved into their building; they’re operating out of that building
now. It’s one of the most beautiful buildings I’ve seen in the
territory. I encourage anybody who hasn’t seen that building to
walk through and be taken through that building just to see the
kind of work that has gone into this building. Some unique
things — an elders room, for example, is something to really
look at. Every door in their office has a carving, whether it’s a
wolf or crow or sheep. These are all unique to the community.
The biggest thing that set it apart from most other buildings is
the fact that they built this building to be heated through geo-
thermal technology and have worked with government on get-
ting this system into this building.

From what I’m told, it is designed big enough to heat
many homes that have gone up in that area — about 20 homes
or more. I could be wrong on that. But they have been denied
funding and have been told to try again through the municipal
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rural infrastructure fund, and they haven’t gotten anywhere on
it. In the meantime, of course, the contract to build a building
was underway — the building was being constructed. Of
course they had to make a decision about whether or not they
were going to put the infrastructure of geothermal heating in
the building while they had the chance. And they did. They
decided to do that. Now, having to apply through MRIF money
— having one-third of their dollars going to it — this amount
of money that Na Cho Nyäk Dun has spent on this building is
not recognized as a contribution. It has to be new money.

It’s like we’re going in circles again, and I’m hoping that
this government would work with the community to ensure that
those monies flow to that First Nation for that type of heating
system. Perhaps it could be monitored as a system that we
could put in many buildings around the territory. From what I
understand, after 10 years it starts to pay for itself. In 10 years
it pays for itself, and after 10 years it’s all about saving money
when it comes to heating. So, if there is a direction given, there
is one right there. I have raised this one quite often with the
government’s side, and I’ve got correspondence back, but this
is all about commitment of money.

For the small community of Stewart Crossing, what they
wanted were some safety measures put on their highways.
Simply put, they wanted street lights to come into town on both
sides so that commuters would at least slow down when they
are entering town, because a lot of people do their walking
down that stretch of road — to either the restaurant or the gas
station and the little store that is there, and back home. That
hasn’t happened. I haven’t heard of a commitment from gov-
ernment side to do this yet, and I’m hoping that if we see a
budget come forward in the spring, that this could be put into it.

I’m going to go on to roads a little bit, because I heard the
previous speaker say how much money they’re putting into
road maintenance and so on. One of the biggest complaints I
get from my riding is about road maintenance. They come from
the communities of Keno, Carmacks, Pelly Crossing and Mayo.
I get e-mails on it, phone calls — right down to the blading of
the snow off the road, to brush clearing. I know there’s brush
clearing that takes place. I know there are improvements to the
roads but, in my constituents’ view, not enough. Some of it has
become a bit of a danger and I know the government side
knows about the sloughing of the road near Fox Lake and how
work had to be done on that section.

The Silver Trail — there hasn’t really been any major
money going into reconstruction of portions of that road to
bring it up to better safety standards. The Silver Trail from
Mayo to Keno doesn’t get the kind of maintenance or work put
on to it that satisfies my constituents either. I noted the last
time I was up there — which was probably close to a month
ago now — but it was just after the Premier did his community
tour. I don’t know why they do this, but the Department of
Highways and Public Works blades the road every time the
Premier goes up to that community. It is actually a good road
when you drive up there and you experience it. When I raise in
the House how awful the road is, it is not being seen that way. I
know the Minister of Tourism has experienced the road and
how rough it is. I want to bring that out again because I think,

in talking with people, a lot more work could be put into that
section of road. It’s being used quite a bit now. There is a lot of
activity up there and a lot of close calls, from what I gather
from people. There’s another direction again: to look a lot more
seriously at the Silver Trail, particularly between Mayo and
Keno.

I notice that some monies are going into secondary roads.
That has been noted, particularly by the development commu-
nity. About $200,000 went into the Casino Trail, or the “Free-
gold Road”, they call it now. It’s called the “Freegold Road”,
but it’s the Casino Trail that goes all the way up to the Casino
properties. Money has been put into that — much-needed
money — because the year before, we experienced some pretty
high waters and some flash floods that took place and washed
out a lot of the crossings of creeks and so on.

I did ask the Minister of Highways and Public Works to
look into ensuring the abutments to the Big Creek bridge be put
back in place, because one side of the creek was washed out. I
believe that did not take place but some of the work did go up
to that point on that road.

I bring this forward because there are many big issues that
keep coming up to me in my riding. Mining, of course, is one
of them, but lately I have to say that trust in government is
probably the biggest issue that has been brought to my atten-
tion. The whole discussion about elections and people not be-
ing heard, court cases that are continuing to take place — as a
matter of fact, the court case with Little Salmon-Carmacks First
Nation is scheduled for the 12th of this month in Ottawa and
will go on for a few days, as people are being heard. Later on,
we’ll see a ruling come down.

Whatever the outcome, it will have a lot of effect on the
Yukon, on Yukon First Nations, the development community
and so on. It’s a huge court case that is being looked at by peo-
ple across Canada. They’re also getting involved and people
are looking forward to the outcome, particularly the First Na-
tion of Little Salmon-Carmacks. It’s all about accommodation
and consultation and is an issue we brought forward on the
floor of this Legislature time and time again for governments to
make improvements in that area. You know what? It didn’t
really happen.

My riding could have a tremendous amount of impact from
the mining industry, right from Keno down to even the very
south part of my riding. It could change a lot of things.

We have seen a lot of changes even take place with Cap-
stone at Minto and the number of activities that are taking place
in the community. Of course, people are thankful for having the
transmission line built all the way to Pelly and we would like to
see it continue on to Stewart Crossing for the grid to be con-
nected. That has made life a lot better in the community of
Pelly Crossing, where they don’t have to listen to a generator
that runs 24 hours a day in downtown Pelly Crossing.

I have raised this issue quite a bit here in this House, too,
and that is the college campus in the community of Pelly
Crossing. I did note in here that there is money that has been
identified for that — some $200,000. These are things that we
could support. I’ve also raised the issue of the bridge in Pelly
Crossing and the fact that it needs some paint. It is really an
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eyesore. It’s rusted quite a bit. I know it’s not going to fall
down or anything, but the government could pay some atten-
tion and put some money into that

I’ve also brought up with the Minister of Highways and
Public Works about the approaches to some of the roads on
both ends of the bridge, to have turning lanes on them to in-
crease the safety aspect of that. That hasn’t happened yet so
I’m waiting for that.

Okay, I’m running out of time here. There is a lot of
money that went into water and sewer in this budget. I was
really hoping that perhaps the government would look at the
community of Carmacks when it comes to safe drinking water
and not have them seek money through the Canadian Auto
Workers for a short-term solution. If there’s one direction the
government can go, it’s that — provide and ensure that com-
munities have safe drinking water.

There’s so much. The community of Carmacks raised the
issue of the bypass road again and the government has not
committed to that. I’m hoping to see that in the spring budget. I
did note there is money for the design of a bridge across the
Nordenskiold River. I would say we came close to losing that
bridge this spring. It has sunk about eight inches on one side
and the waters were right up to the bottom of it and it doesn’t
look good if we perhaps have high water again. I think gov-
ernment could be putting some attention to the possible flood-
ing when the spring comes.

I guess I’m out of time, but the community of Carmacks
has also raised their recreation centre.

I wanted to sit down with some of the ministers and go
over the whole issue of a possible training project that could
take place through pipeline training and so on, if the govern-
ment side is interested in that.

The other big issue that people have is in regard to the elk
and how government has been supposedly taking care of it, and
the bison. I know I’m out of time here. There are a million
things that could be raised and I’m hoping that I can go through
it and that we will have enough time in this sitting that I can go
through some of these in the departments.

Hon. Ms. Taylor: It is indeed my honour and privi-
lege to say a few words in response to this particular bill. I, too,
would like to start off by recognizing and extending my heart-
felt thanks to my constituency of Whitehorse West for certainly
their input, for their comments, for continuing to raise issues of
importance to them and for giving me the opportunity to work
on their behalf.

I suppose the one thing I would like to, first off, recognize
is that of the opening of the Hamilton Boulevard extension that
occurred I believe on July 25, earlier this year, and for which I
was really pleased to be able to join with my colleagues from
the Government of Yukon, the Government of Canada, and the
City of Whitehorse to officially open the extension itself. It was
indeed a great moment of gratitude for me because certainly
since being elected in 2002, I have indeed advocated for the
extension, and I have done so because it has been indeed the
number one priority for citizens of Whitehorse West and ac-
companying area residents as well.

I have worked very closely with my government col-
leagues and the area residents to see this project come to frui-
tion and, on July 15, I was very pleased to be part of that cere-
mony opening the extension itself.

The extension enhances the public safety, provides an al-
ternative access in times of emergency and has really signifi-
cantly helped alleviate traffic pressure for any of us who have
lived in that area. I have lived in the Copper Ridge area for the
last 12 years, not to mention my years in Granger prior to that
and so forth. There has been a significant degree of population
growth in the area, which is wonderful because it says our com-
munity is evolving and continues to evolve. With that come
additional demands and pressures on the neighbourhood, in-
cluding infrastructure such as transportation corridors.

I would like to thank everyone who contributed to the
planning process, including organizations such as the Klondike
Snowmobile Association, the Yukon Rock Climbers Associa-
tion, to the Copper Ridge Neighbourhood Association, the
Granger Community Association, Hillcrest Community Asso-
ciation, and many, many others. Thanks to their contributions,
the route is very functional, but it’s also a scenic one at that,
with multiple uses.

I would also like to thank the three governments for fund-
ing the initiative and in particular the Yukon government for
putting forward the lion’s share of funding of $6.5 million to-
ward this initiative. Most importantly, I would like to thank the
constituency of Whitehorse West and the area residents who
live in the area, as well, for making the extension the priority
and for keeping it a priority, whether it was chatting with me at
the doorstep, on the phone, by e-mail or certainly during the
public meetings that were held by the government. I thank
them for their patience. I certainly also recognize and thank the
hardship that some residents also most unfortunately endured
during the construction phase.

As I said at the opening on July 15, this project has been a
long time in coming but it very much marks yet another mile-
stone in the evolution of our community.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to just recognize in my rid-
ing of Whitehorse West, the Copper Ridge Place. Earlier this
year, the minister responsible for the Department of Health and
Social Services announced the opening of the remaining 12
additional beds at Copper Ridge Place, for a total of 96 resi-
dents. We all know that it is a home to many residents and with
that, Copper Ridge Place provides a full range of specialized
care to seniors, elders, adults and children.

In fact, I also was accompanied by the Minister of Health
and Social Services earlier — I believe it was just last month
— in the unveiling of the under-the-sea theme of the children’s
unit. It was a beautiful makeover of that children’s unit. I’m
sure that if my son were there, who is a big fan of Nemo and
Dory, he would very much have especially appreciated the im-
provements made to that particular unit.

It was wonderful again to be able to have the opportunity
to thank the professionals who work day in and day out at the
Copper Ridge Place and to be able to recognize the stellar ser-
vice that these professionals provide. They not only provide
specific health care to the residents, but they really have gone a
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long way in ensuring that Copper Ridge Place is the home that
it has become to now 96 individuals in the unit.

I was very pleased to see that, again, the remaining resi-
dences were opened at Copper Ridge Place. Of course, housed
within the supplementary budget, there are additional resources
for other health care professionals who will certainly assist
Copper Ridge Place and many others.

I again would just like to offer my thanks to their staff for
their dedication to the residents and for making the facility a
very welcome home. As well, just another big thank you to all
the many volunteers from the community who have given of
their time to enhance the quality of life for our residents within
Copper Ridge Place, whether it has been providing recreational
programs, helping out with special events, or even one-on-one
visits. There’s a multitude of individuals to recognize, but I
think it’s really important that Copper Ridge Place has really
grown as a community within the community of Copper Ridge,
and I couldn’t be more proud to be able to represent those resi-
dents who live within Copper Ridge Place as well.

I would also like to recognize the good work of the Copper
Ridge Community Association. They held another of their an-
nual summer barbecues. Actually, it was more like a fall barbe-
cue that was held just within the last month and a half I think it
was — another successful community gathering. I congratulate
them for their ongoing work in developing the proposed Laz-
ulite Drive neighbourhood park as well as their continued work
on fire abatement within the community. I was very pleased to
see that just over $40,000 has been approved in FireSmart
funding for the Copper Ridge Community Association to en-
hance fire safety within our own backyard.

I was very pleased with the turnout for my own annual
constituency barbecue that I held earlier this year. It’s always a
wonderful occasion to get together with community residents,
to see them on an informal basis and to be able to see their
families. I thank each and every person who was able to make
it out. I think it was only about 28 degrees that day, so it was
perhaps not as hot as some of the other days we experienced
earlier this year, but it was a wonderful one at that.

There is a lot to address here, and perhaps I’ll just say a
few words about my own two respective departments, starting
with Tourism and Culture. Over the course of the summer
months, since we last adjourned the Legislature, we have been
busy on a number of initiatives and have announced a fair
amount of them. As I’ve said from occasion to occasion, an
integral component of growing tourism is that of partnering,
whether it has been partnering with the private sector or the
public sector, and in that regard our government very much is
pleased to continue its work with the Government of Canada,
certainly in making strategic investments in Canada’s north.

In fact, we were very pleased to be able to sign on to a
memorandum of understanding with our two sister territories
and the Canadian Tourism Commission, which really enables
Canada’s north to participate as a single partner, and thereby
cost-share in marketing initiatives offered by the Canadian
Tourism Commission.

This has been one initiative that I have been lobbying for
for many years as the Minister of Tourism and Culture. In ef-

fect, in order to be able to participate in Canadian Tourism
Commission programs, you have to pay to play. Up until just
recently, it has been quite cost prohibitive to do just that, but
this agreement provides Yukon with access to a much wider
range of national and international marketing programs. Also,
recently we were very pleased that Canada was able to approve
our application for around $250,000 for a number of marketing
tools that will enhance Yukon’s marketing efforts, including
dollars for a high-definition video shoot, a website tool that
enables visitors to upload personal testimonials, a website user
tool called “airline wizard”, which is enabling visitors to find
information on flights, such as Air North, and the great north-
ern adventure air pass, among many others.

Again, I just want to recognize that Air North, Yukon’s
airline, Canadian North airlines and the Government of North-
west Territories also contributed an additional $142,000 toward
this project. We were also very pleased to be able to make a
number of announcements in collaboration with self-governing
First Nations on a number of key strategic investments that will
also directly benefit tourism in the territory, including the
Champagne and Aishihik First Nation cultural centre and that
of the Kwanlin Dun First Nations cultural centre, both of which
mark instrumental or very unique partnerships that we’ve been
able to garner.

Of course, when we talk about our visitor centre, we’re
very pleased to be able to become a long-time anchor tenant
within the cultural centre, and we think that this will be a win-
win for everyone involved.

Likewise, with the Kwanlin Dun First Nation cultural cen-
tre, through the Department of Community Services, we’re also
very pleased to be able to house the future community public
library within this particular facility.

Again, both initiatives have been a long time in coming,
and I just want to comment and congratulate both First Nations
for their diligence, for all their monumental efforts and the
work behind the scenes over the years, to recognize their long-
term vision for the waterfront and for their area. It’s of signifi-
cant importance to the First Nation heritage, their historic val-
ues and also from a tourism perspective. It is also a great win-
win, which also entails the participation of Parks Canada when
it comes to Champagne and Aishihik First Nations cultural
centre.

Earlier this year, we were also pleased to co-sign the
Tombstone Territorial Park Management Plan with Tr’ondëk
Hwëch’in First Nation. Again, this has been another initiative
that has been some 10 years in the making but it is effectively
protecting the natural cultural values of the area for all time. It
recognizes the Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in’s traditional ongoing use in
developing and managing the park.

Mr. Speaker, we were also very pleased to be able to com-
plete a number of runway ramp improvements, both at Dawson
City and Old Crow airports, which has accommodated 737 jet
service in these communities for the first time ever.

I see that my time is running short already, but I did want
to take this opportunity to extend my heartfelt thanks to indi-
viduals who participated in the Olympic and Paralympic
Games and had to do with the Olympic torch relay.
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Yesterday and the day before, I was very privileged to be
able to take part in ceremonies here in Whitehorse and, as well,
in Dawson City and the community of Old Crow in being able
to bring the torch home, so to speak. It was an unbelievable
experience to be able to witness the torch being lit by individu-
als such as Ramesh Ferris, who is a very strong ambassador for
the Yukon all around. And to see his very feat, having hand-
cycled thousands of kilometres across the country, and for him
to be able to earn the privilege of being able to light the actual
torch, was really quite a moving experience.

Likewise, seeing athletes such as Alan Benjamin and Mar-
tha Benjamin — there were many, many others who took part
in the torch relay in Old Crow and Dawson City. But these in-
dividuals remind us of what we can do and what we can be
when we do our very best, and really, that’s what the Olympics
are all about — encouraging us all to be the best we can be.

It was very inspiring to see these individuals, and I just
want to congratulate every one of them for doing what they did
on behalf of Yukon. I also want to recognize all the Yukon
artists who performed at each of the venues in each of our
communities, because it’s really through their entertainment,
through their performance, that they also were able to articulate
a story about the Yukon and what we stand for, what our values
are. So to them I also say, a job well done.

But I also wanted to extend a great thank-you to all the or-
ganizers for the tremendous job that they did in each of the
communities. Putting together each of these events, in collabo-
ration with the Vancouver Olympic organizing committee, the
respective communities, and many, many volunteers is cer-
tainly anything but easy. But, you know, they did a tremendous
job, and they did the Yukon very proud by showcasing the
Yukon on the international stage. I just wanted to commend
them for all that they were able to do.

I know that I am running short on time, but I also wanted
to recognize that some of the events earlier this year — the Hug
the Legislature event, which I also had the honour of being able
to participate in — which was held just about a week and a half
or two weeks ago. I want to thank BYTE — Bringing Youth
Toward Equality — and the Canadian Youth Climate Coalition
for organizing this event. There were over 400, I believe —
approximately 400 — Yukoners who showed up at the Legisla-
ture to take part in international action on climate change. It has
been said here in the Yukon — across the circumpolar north —
that we know that the effects of climate change are becoming
increasingly more apparent, but they are also becoming better
understood. I just wanted to congratulate them for their good
work in raising awareness about the importance of climate
change, of the impacts that climate change is bringing to areas
such as the north and why we need to keep continuing to en-
courage our respective national governments to take aggressive
action on climate change.

Seeing the time, again I thank you for the opportunity and
I certainly look forward to engaging in a more rigorous debate
on our respective departments.

Mr. McRobb: I thank all previous speakers for their
comments on the record. Once again, this is the opportunity to

make some general comments and I’m going to focus on the
bigger picture. A lot has transpired since the spring sitting that
deserves mention and closer attention but, as we know, time is
limited so I’ll try to focus on what I think are the top three.

The first one has to be the Yukon Energy Corporation
bombshell and the resignations that followed. The second has
to be the resignation of the Premier’s right-hand man, the
Member for Lake Laberge and former Minister for Energy,
Mines and Resources and the former Government House
Leader. The third issue has to be the floor crossing by the for-
mer Independent Member for McIntyre-Takhini. In my estima-
tion, those are the three big issues that have occurred since the
spring sitting and have resulted in changes within this Assem-
bly.

Of course the latter two matters were related to the top is-
sue — the secret negotiations to privatize the Yukon Energy
Corporation. Without the YEC bombshell, the other two likely
never would have occurred. The YEC bombshell issue has sev-
eral aspects of interest to the public, including integrity and
honesty of the government. Probably the aspect of the greatest
concern to the public is the sell-off of their interests in the pub-
licly owned Yukon Energy Corporation.

Yukoners consider their ownership in the territory’s elec-
trical infrastructure nothing less than sacred. That is why we
brought forward a bill to protect the public’s interest yesterday.
I introduced the bill; the energy minister responded; then the
Premier spoke and suddenly closed debate.

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that is not democracy, not
even close. The government in effect invoked closure on our
bill. Nobody else was permitted to speak to the bill. Debate was
shut down. The Yukon Party government decided, in its own
opinion, that it shall prevail and its ears were closed to any fur-
ther discussion. This is sometimes called the my-way-or-the-
highway approach.

It certainly indicates that what we have in this Assembly
today does not resemble a democracy. Had the Yukon Party
allowed debate to continue, others could have spoken on the
record. For instance, I know the former Leader of the Third
Party had something to say, and he voted against the closure
motion, as did we in the Official Opposition. All members on
the opposition benches voted against the government’s motion
to invoke closure, but the ruling Yukon Party used its majority
to, once again, dictate the agenda of this House.

What makes this unilateral action so undemocratic is that it
occurred on private members’ day. Mr. Speaker, we know that
private members’ days occur only once every two weeks while
the House is sitting. That’s the opportunity available to opposi-
tion members to bring forward matters in the public interest.
Those opportunities are rotated between the Official Opposi-
tion and the Third Party, according to a roster.

Now, in looking at that roster, along with the scheduled
sitting days of this fall sitting, as best as we can determine we
in the Official Opposition will have only two private members’
days during this entire sitting. Yesterday was one of them. As
the government side knows, the other has been stated publicly
to be used to bring forward our non-confidence motion.
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So, in effect, by prematurely closing debate on the Yukon
Energy Corporation Protection Act, the Yukon Party has de-
layed any further progress on this bill until next spring, at the
very earliest. Yukon Party government has therefore dictated
the agenda to the Official Opposition and told it what its
schedule should be.

That is not democracy, Mr. Speaker. That is not how this
institution is supposed to function. The government of the day
should never be allowed to do that. As we know, the Official
Opposition has a primary responsibility to hold the government
side accountable. It must be allowed to proceed unencumbered
within all available opportunities allowed by the Standing Or-
ders. Only then can our system function properly. A govern-
ment in power should never use its majority to interfere with
that right.

And if it does, Mr. Speaker, then hard questions need to be
asked, such as what is the government hiding? Why is the gov-
ernment interfering? The Official Opposition has the ability to
bring heat or propose better alternatives. When the rights of the
Official Opposition are stifled, then our democracy does not
function properly. We in the Official Opposition are charged
with the main responsibility of holding the government side
members accountable to the public. In addition to that very
important role, the Official Opposition can propose alternatives
to what the government is doing.

The public wants to see such alternatives. The public
wants to see the ability of all members in this Assembly func-
tion as best as possible in the public interest.

In yesterday’s case, the Official Opposition proposed a
new option to better serve the public. The Yukon Energy Cor-
poration Protection Act was created in response to public con-
cern and to protect the public interest. In fact, the public helped
to improve this bill through input received during the month-
long public consultation process. But, Mr. Speaker, did that
matter to this Yukon Party government? No sir. It invoked clo-
sure on the bill, which ended debate and virtually eliminated
any opportunity to bring back this bill until sometime next
spring.

So the public’s interest in Yukon Energy Corporation as-
sets remains unprotected. There is a very good question that is
provoked from that. Why did this Yukon Party government
choose to invoke closure on this bill and to remove the possi-
bility of protecting the public’s interest with respect to Yukon
Energy Corporation assets? Very good question. Mr. Speaker, I
would submit the Yukon Party government’s action fuels
speculation it is continuing to privatize the Yukon Energy Cor-
poration.

There’s a second option that is obvious — that the Yukon
Party government is working on diluting the public share of
energy infrastructure in the territory. That would be what I
would call a de facto privatization by attrition. That’s exactly
what was set out in the joint position paper — a document ta-
bled in this House on the very first day of this fall sitting.

The joint position paper outlined how the Yukon Party
government was working to form a partnership with ATCO, an
Alberta-based private company, and this partnership would
give ATCO the first right to invest in the territory’s future capi-

tal projects until such a point as ATCO’s assets reached half
the total book value of both companies’ assets.

Well, what would that accomplish, Mr. Speaker? In my
opinion, the net result would be a considerable gain to the pri-
vate company, simply because Yukon Energy Corporation’s
assets have such a low book value. Why do Yukon Energy
Corporation’s assets have such a low book value? Well, Mr.
Speaker, for several reasons, namely the fact that the 1987
NCPC transfer agreement, which transferred the assets of the
Northern Canada Power Commission to the Yukon govern-
ment/Yukon Development Corporation, involved a massive
writedown in the book value of the assets. As a matter of fact,
the Whitehorse dam was essentially reduced to a $56-million
note.

What would it cost to replace that facility today, Mr.
Speaker? We don’t know but I’ve seen some figures in the
neighbourhood of $1 billion.

There are other assets like the Aishihik hydro generating
station. What would it cost to replace that 30-megawatt facility
today? Well, I would hazard a guess of at least half a billion
dollars and probably a whole lot more.

There is also the Mayo hydro facility, which has a re-
placement value far in excess of its book value. There is the
major transmission line from Aishihik to Whitehorse to Faro,
and several other secondary lines to Teslin, Carcross and
Haines Junction and so on. The replacement value of that infra-
structure is exponentially higher than the remaining depreciated
book value that exists today. So, what’s the upshot of this?
Well, Mr. Speaker, if ATCO has half ownership in this new
entity, which was called Opco, then it owns half the total assets
— half the total worth of Opco. What will it cost ATCO to do
that? The answer, Mr. Speaker, is simply real value: today’s
money; undepreciated money; and ungifted money from the
federal government. The arrangement provided ATCO the op-
portunity for first investment in all new capital infrastructure in
the territory until it reached a total of half the book value of all
assets.

Well, Mr. Speaker, that is essentially giving away the ma-
jor infrastructure at something to the effect of 10 cents on the
dollar. We’ve heard this from others in the know. We’ve heard
this from the former chair of the board of the Yukon Energy
Corporation. We’ve heard it from former board members, who
all quit in principle to expose what was going on behind the
scenes and bring it to the attention of the public. We’ve also
heard it from employees of the Yukon Energy Corporation. I
attended a rally, Mr. Speaker — I believe it was back in early
July in LePage Park. The Premier was invited, but he didn’t
show. Lots of employees of the Yukon Energy Corporation did
show, and I heard what they had to say. Everybody I’ve men-
tioned — the employees, the former board members, the chair
— everybody was on the same page. It was a massive sell-off
and giveaway of public assets at about 10 cents on the dollar.

This has also been discussed in previous meetings, and
possibly hearings, before the Yukon Utilities Board. This is a
concern that has been identified for several years. One has to
wonder why this Yukon Party government decided to go down
that road. It did not have a mandate from the public to do so,
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and it failed to even inform the public of what it was working
on. Then when it came to light, we heard denials.

Well, I guess that can all be rolled up under the big-
umbrella concern I started mentioning. It’s very difficult to call
this a democracy today.

A lot of changes need to take place. Yesterday, we did deal
with a motion that could set into progress some changes, but
we won’t see those for two years at the earliest, Mr. Speaker. If
this government waits until the end of its mandate, it won’t be
able to do it. It will be the next government that does it. The
government has also rejected calls for an election, which would
clear the air and respond to Yukoners’ wishes. I would like to
close by saying there’s a lot more we could do to improve de-
mocracy in this Assembly.

Speaker: Thank you. If the honourable member
speaks, he will close debate. Does any other member wish to be
heard?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: First, I want to thank all members of
the Assembly for their input and comments with respect to the
supplementary budget for this fiscal year, Bill No. 17, Second
Appropriation Act, 2009-10. I would also like to thank the
Member for Kluane for his presentation on democracy 101.

I just have a few closing comments, Mr. Speaker. In a brief
overview, we must recognize that although Yukon government
does have a very healthy financial position, we are spending
down our net financial resources and we must always be very
vigilant in regard to that spending down of net financial re-
sources to ensure that we maintain a fiscal position that allows
the government to address challenges and needs as they arise
going forward. We also are in a global situation that certainly
dictates a careful, cautious approach and that’s exactly what we
are doing. Much of that credit goes to the Department of Fi-
nance and the department’s officials who are the individuals
charged with a very challenging task, and that is to maintain
that focus and careful, cautious approach. They are doing an
exemplary job on behalf of the Yukon government and the
Yukon public.

Further, there are a number of important aspects to the
budget, to the Supplementary Estimates No. 1. Infrastructure
investments continue. This is critical. Yukon needs infrastruc-
ture. One of the overriding factors always in making decisions
on infrastructure is not only to create short-term benefit and
employment, and of course, stimulus, cash flow within the ter-
ritory, it is to do the best we can to ensure that that investment
in infrastructure today complements economic growth for to-
morrow.

When you consider investments in the airport, in high-
ways, in our green energy project — the Mayo B project — I
think those are clear examples of how we are reaching, or
meeting that objective in reaching that goal. On the labor-
market front, always preparing Yukoners to participate and
benefit from the opportunities that are before us is critical, not
only to that short-term benefit aspect, but also to contribute to
our long-term economic growth, the critical mass of trained and
skilled Yukoners who will be a part of Yukon’s future in de-

velopment and, of course, labor-market arrangements, invest-
ments, training and education. All of these things are a contrib-
uting factor, and they contribute positively.

So too is capacity building. That is fundamental to ensure
that our capacity is always increasing, filling the gaps, address-
ing the needs and the challenges so that Yukon is prepared,
Yukoners are prepared, and we can continue to build our future
collectively and collaboratively. That is what this government
is really all about — ensuring Yukoners are involved in an in-
clusive approach and building our future together. Capacity
investment for First Nations will be ongoing. The Yukon gov-
ernment will do its part. We call upon Canada to do its part, not
just in Yukon, but across the country. I’m sure the Third Party
shares that perspective, given their comments in the House
today.

The recent engagement with ministers responsible for abo-
riginal affairs across the country — there are some significant,
what I would call “targets”, if you will, that they will be work-
ing on and we’ll all be working on in addressing that particular
area.

Public health and safety is a must. It is certainly a nondis-
cretionary area of investment. We must always maintain the
highest standard to the extent possible for public health and
safety.

Investing in Yukoners is a mark and a measurement of
good governance and this government, thanks to a number of
its ministers — whether it be in Education, Economic Devel-
opment, Highways and Public Works, Community Services or
Women’s Directorate, the list goes on, Justice, Tourism and
Culture and the Department of Environment — are all areas
where investing in Yukoners takes place.

I must say that it’s truly unfortunate that the Member for
Kluane chose to respond to these supplementary estimates as
he did. The government has offered a way to resolve the confu-
sion that exists, that reigns within the Official Opposition on
this matter. I do not for a moment disagree with the issue of
privatization. That’s certainly not on in this territory and, al-
though there may have been discussions at some point in time,
since the Yukon has received the assets of the Northern Canada
Power Commission and began this long journey of providing
energy to Yukoners, privatization is not on.

However, I think the Member for Kluane has to look a lit-
tle broader. All the growth and the benefits that are evolving
for Yukoners have created another challenge — albeit a posi-
tive one — for the Yukon, and that is meeting our energy sup-
ply requirements. If the member would care to look at our en-
ergy strategy — whether he supports it or not — the member
will find clearly an emphasis on partnership. Partnership for the
Yukon, the Yukon Energy Corporation, and in other areas is
essential for us to meet the needs and the challenges of the
Yukon today and in building a positive and bright future for the
Yukon of tomorrow.

So partnerships is what it’s really all about, and I want to
emphasize the confusion with the Official Opposition, who
seem to think that fostering and forging partnerships would be
privatization. Well, the government side totally disagrees with
that. I believe yesterday there was a clear presentation to the
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House about all the benefits of those partnerships that we’ve
fostered and built over the last seven years — including the
offshore partnerships that we’re building with other countries.
These are essentially partnerships.

The Minister of Economic Development has spent a great
deal of time in putting in place and building those types of
partnerships with countries like China, which has resulted in
massive amounts of investment for this territory. That’s the
point. It’s not about privatization at all. It’s about building the
partnerships necessary to meet the challenges and the needs of
the Yukon today and the Yukon of tomorrow.

We will carry on — this supplementary budget is meeting
our targets, it fits with the plan in our vision, it is within our
fiscal management practices, as always, and a great deal of
credit goes to all the ministers for their work and their depart-
ments’ work in putting together, once again, another significant
investment in the Yukon Territory and its future.

I thank them all. I thank the opposition for their input and I
hope that we can assist the Official Opposition in clearing up
that confusion and helping them become a contributing factor
to this territory today and tomorrow.

Motion for second reading of Bill No. 17 agreed to

Bill No. 80: Second Reading — continued
Clerk: Second reading, Bill No. 80, standing in the

name of the Hon. Mr. Lang; adjourned debate, the Hon. Mr.
Hart.

Hon. Mr. Hart: Mr. Speaker, I want to stress that I
use the term “as appropriate”. Agreements that this government
may reach with other parties will always be limited to sharing
only the information that is necessary in its most limited form
and only with the appropriate health care providers. This is a
principle that will run through any agreement or arrangement
that the Yukon enters into, and will also be apparent in the
forthcoming legislation on personal health information.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, this amendment provides authoriza-
tion to enter into agreements to share personal health informa-
tion. Yukoners want to know when their information may be
shared, and this government is committing, in the amendment,
to provide public notice of agreements that may be entered
into.

The Health and Social Services’ website is becoming a
significant site for the Yukon public to access health-related
information, and we will continue to use it for communicating
any notices in relation to agreements reached pursuant to this
amendment.

I believe that the amendment to the Health Act —
Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker: The Member for Mount Lorne, on a point of

order.
Mr. Cardiff: The Blues reflect that it was actually ad-

journed debate — Mr. Lang. There is no record of Mr. Hart
speaking yesterday to this motion.

Speaker: My Table Officers tell me it’s an error in the
Blues, which rarely happens, but apparently this happened in

that case. So from the Chair’s perspective there is no point of
order.

Minister of Health and Social Services, you have the floor.

Hon. Mr. Hart: For the member opposite, I did com-
mence after Mr. Lang yesterday. My comments were very
short, but in essence I only have a small portion left here, and if
he begs to hear it, I’ll just finish off.

I believe the amendment to the Health Act is an important
step forward in providing Yukoners with access to improved
health care services while protecting privacy of personal infor-
mation. I look forward to going through the Health Act
amendment in Committee of the Whole and encourage all
members to support this amendment.

Mr. Inverarity: Just briefly on this bill, I had men-
tioned earlier today in my speech that I had some concerns
about it, but I’m going to speak today specifically regarding the
part that affects my critic area, which is Highways and Public
Works, which administers most of the ATIPP act. I would have
to say that I am generally pleased by the number of additional
Crown corporations that have been added to this particular bill.
Quite frankly, I was surprised to see the additions of as many
as I had. I know I had some brief discussions with other mem-
bers of my caucus earlier. We were looking at actually tabling
some of our own list of bodies that should be included as public
bodies.

If I read the newspaper correctly the other day, Mr.
Speaker, I believe the Privacy Commissioner had suggested
that perhaps there were three or four others that could have
been added, but like a lot of the legislation that appears here
before the House these days, it’s a good start. We can work on
the others as we go through.

With regard to the privacy issues that are addressed at the
back, I believe, as I talked to the minister, I’m going to actually
leave it for my colleague here to speak on. So I’ll sit down and
turn it over.

Mr. Mitchell: I did ask some questions at the De-
partment of Health and Social Services briefing we had this
morning on the Health portions of this act. Unfortunately, the
people responsible for drafting of this were not present, so the
questions could not be answered. I will have questions for the
Health and Social Services minister when we get into Commit-
tee on this, and they will not be dissimilar from the questions I
asked about the protection of personal health information in the
previous bill, Bill No. 77, Act to Amend the Public Health and
Safety Act. That is just to learn more details of the transmission
of information of a personal nature from someone’s health file
to another jurisdiction or another health professional and what
role the actual person will have in approving that process or
being informed of it.

We do support the intent of this legislation. It’s unfortu-
nate we received an e-mail from the Government House Leader
today, and I think the briefing on this act is scheduled for No-
vember 17. I’m not certain how we can have informed debate if
we’re going to debate the bill and then, 10 or 12 days later, get
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the briefing. Perhaps that was an earlier schedule and perhaps
the Government House Leader might reschedule some of these
briefings so that we actually can have better, informed debate,
because there are technical aspects in this legislation. It would
be helpful. In the past, we’ve always have briefings prior to
bills coming to second reading or moving into Committee and
we hope that for the rest of the legislation on the agenda for
this sitting that that will again be the practice.

Hon. Mr. Rouble: It’s my honour and pleasure to rise
in our Assembly today to provide some additional comments
and support for this piece of legislation that’s before us. The
Act to Amend the Access to Information and Protection of Pri-
vacy Act and the Health Act is an important change and an im-
portant progression of this piece of legislation. As we know,
the ATIPP act, as it’s more commonly referred to, provides a
couple different safeguards for our society and for our commu-
nity and for individuals in it.

For one, it provides a guarantee of access to information
that government may have from other interested parties, while
at the same time, what is equally as important — as is denoted
by the title — it provides for the protection of privacy.

It has been commented many times, not only in this As-
sembly, but in other venues, that the government has not pro-
vided information that people were looking for. It’s often that
that information is of a personal or a private nature relating to a
specific individual. I think it is important that we have strong
legislation that protects the rights of the individual and the
rights to the privacy of their information, while at the same
time providing additional avenues where public or interested
parties may seek additional information from government.

I would suggest that, first and foremost, the most appropri-
ate avenue is to ask the department for the information. Some-
times this isn’t the case. I believe it’s become a bit of a com-
mon practice in some circles to start with an access to informa-
tion request instead of asking the appropriate department for
the information. This does, I believe, artificially increase the
number of ATIPP requests that are out there.

I expect that many of the situations where the departments
have released information in the past will continue to release
them without going through the process of having a formal
access to information request being made.

One of the key things that this bill does is clarify and ex-
pand the list of entities that are public bodies and therefore are
subject to the act. This has been an issue for a number of years
throughout the territory and resulted in a number of different
investigations and, indeed, challenges. The definition, I believe,
is staying quite broad, but is also including a list held in regula-
tions that clearly identifies which entities are covered under
ATIPP. Additionally, I expect that this list will continue to
grow as decisions are made as to which entities fall under that.
I understand that there has been some frustration from some
circles when accessing information from some of these differ-
ent entities, in that they must first go through a process to iden-
tify whether they fit the requirements or description of what a
public body is. This will make it clearer as to what entities are
public bodies and, therefore, which ones are not.

It should be noted additionally that Yukon College is being
identified as a public body in the regulations of this act.

This is common in other jurisdictions, and the act also
makes it very clear that teaching and research materials of col-
lege employees do not fall under ATIPP. If there are any stu-
dents out there, this means that they cannot ATIPP the final
exam before the exam is given. I wish I had thought of that
when I was in school. But I want to reassure the students and
faculty that teaching, research materials and the work product
of students are not covered under ATIPP and that this is not a
tool to be used to find out how a student did on something or
other during the course of their scholastic career. Instead, it is
to hold the institution to the appropriate level of public scru-
tiny.

Additionally, this piece of legislation adds new administra-
tive powers to the records manager to deal more effectively and
efficiently with requests and for information.

As members I’m sure are aware, there are a number of dif-
ferent pieces of information or requests coming through these
different officers and whatever we can do to streamline this
will assist not only the individuals asking for the information,
but the individuals providing the information. There are also
changes to how guidelines are addressed and the timelines.
This is important because under the current situation, a dead-
line exists, but then if the records manager requests additional
information, it doesn’t affect the timeline.

I understand that there may be cases where the records
manager may have requested additional information and not yet
received that before the deadline to provide the information has
occurred. Obviously, we need to address that in order to ensure
that the timelines can be met and also to provide encourage-
ment to those asking for information to provide the information
that is needed in order to fulfill their request in a timely man-
ner.

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, this clarifies the power of the
Information and Privacy Commissioner with respect to reviews
under the act and it does identify that there will be regular re-
views. This is always a challenge to enact that in legislation.

In some instances it makes it a good idea to call for a regu-
lar review. In other circumstances it creates challenges where
governments might be reviewing this same piece of legislation
multiple times in their mandates. Not that that’s necessarily a
bad thing, but it does create a substantive amount of work in
conducting legislative reviews on the multitude of pieces of
legislation that we have in the territory and the finite resources
that we have in the departments, and the Department of Justice,
to address the multitude of legislative reviews.

Additionally, this act provides for the collection and dis-
closure of personal health information, pursuant to agreements
with governments or other specified bodies for the purpose of
administering health legislation. I have had significant discus-
sions with officials on this matter and they have provided as-
surances to me about the safety and security of the data, that
there are appropriate provisions put in place to ensure that the
privacy of the information is not breached and that information
is not used for purposes beyond what is anticipated here in our
legislation.
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I know there are many conspiracies out there in our world
today and people often bring these into discussion when talking
about access to information and protection of privacy issues.
My thoughts on this have been put at ease. They have assured
me that there are appropriate safeguards to protect the informa-
tion and to keep it from being used for purposes other than for
what it was originally intended.

I think this is a good step in our legislative agenda here in
updating and making this act easier to use. It will make it not
only easier to use for the people who administer it, but also for
people who apply for information under it. I would commend it
to this Assembly and encourage all members to continue to
support this legislation.

Mr. Cardiff: I am pleased today to rise to speak to Bill
No. 80, Act to Amend the Access to Information and Protection
of Privacy Act and the Health Act. This has been a long time in
coming. This is another item that we in the NDP caucus have
been asking to be done for many years. I’m pleased to see that
the government has listened and come forward with a process
that engaged the Yukon public and, indeed, engaged us in the
Third Party and our experiences with trying to use this particu-
lar piece of legislation to gain information in the spirit of a gov-
ernment that wants to be transparent and provide information
but doesn’t always succeed.

It has been frustrating over the years and whether or not
these improvements and amendments to the act actually im-
prove the process will remain to be seen. The fact that we’re
debating this and speaking to this in second reading is only
moderately troublesome to me.

As was mentioned by the Member for Copperbelt, we have
yet to receive a technical briefing on the legislation, and have it
explained to us on this side of the House by department offi-
cials. The Department of Health and Social Services and the
Department of Highways and Public Works are, I believe, re-
sponsible for the actual ATIPP legislation. However, that brief-
ing is, according to the schedule I received today, due next
Thursday, November 12. I trust that the Government House
Leader and the other respective House leaders will be able to
schedule the Committee of the Whole debate following the
technical briefing.

What is the purpose of this piece of legislation? Well, ul-
timately, it’s about balancing the public’s right to know — and
interestingly enough, I think it was only about a month or six
weeks ago that it was actually declared the Public Right to
Know Week by the Commissioner. That’s what we’re talking
about. The right for the public to know what it is — what the
government — what information there is in government about
certain topics and certain issues.

At the same time it is about balancing that with the protec-
tion of personal and private information.

Listening to the Minister of Highways and Public Works
yesterday, I understand that there are amendments in here that
are now going to protect not just personal information, but cer-
tain business information. I’m sure that the business commu-
nity thinks that that is a good idea as long as the information —
I agree that there is business information that needs to be pro-

tected, but we also want to ensure that businesses are acting
within the law. So I’ll leave it at that.

Some of the other amendments are things that we have
been lobbying for and asking questions about, such as expand-
ing the definition of “public body” to include things like Yukon
College, Yukon Development Corporation, the Hospital Corpo-
ration, Yukon Housing Corporation and Workers’ Compensa-
tion Health and Safety Board. I am pleased to see that there is a
draft schedule that was provided as well with this act that lists
those.

I’m not sure — that’s one reason why a technical briefing
would have been helpful — part (b) in the definition of “public
body” says that public bodies are also “each board, commis-
sion, foundation, corporation, or other similar agency estab-
lished or incorporated as an agent of the Government of
Yukon,…”

I’m not a lawyer, and I would appreciate knowing whether
or not this would include school boards, school councils —
what other types of boards, commissions, foundations might
fall under this act where their information would be accessible,
that personal information would still be protected.

I’m also pleased as well to see the provision for — as I
said, we’re not going to know until this Act to Amend the Ac-
cess to Information and Protection of Privacy Act and the
Health Act are actually put into force, how that is going to
work.

I’m pleased to see that there is — at the very least — a
scheduled review of the legislation, which I think makes sense.
The fact that it’s six years, it seems — I hope it doesn’t take six
years to find out whether or not we’ve achieved what we in-
tended to do and if there are actually improvements that can be
made — now that we’ve got the government going down the
right road on this piece of legislation and actually amending it
— if there are obvious improvements that can be made to the
act that will improve the protection of personal information, yet
grant access to that information and the public’s right to know,
that we’ll make those changes prior to the six-year review.

As well, one other recommendation that was made by the
Privacy Commissioner was to include municipalities and I be-
lieve municipalities are a form of public government and,
hence, the information that they hold about members of the
public should be protected — that information should be pro-
tected, and yet there should be access to information provided
as well.

So, as I said earlier, without having the briefing that we’re
going to receive on November 12, I don’t have any more com-
ments or further questions of clarification at this point. I look
forward to the briefing with the government officials and being
able to have them explain some of the more detailed legal as-
pects of what’s contained in the bill. I look forward to asking
the ministers questions in Committee of the Whole, subsequent
to that briefing.

Hon. Mr. Kenyon: I’ve just got a few comments on
this myself. I think the previous speaker, the Member from
Mount Lorne, has a good point in terms of technical briefings. I
have to point out at the same time that in regard to Bill No. 110
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— Yukon Energy Corporation Protection Act, I guess it is —
while the member who presented the bill with all the right in-
tentions, he seems to have forgotten to brief anyone on it, so we
were faced with the same thing — debating something that
made no sense.

There are a number of things that I missed that are interest-
ing. For instance, one of the big things with this, as with some
of the other things — select committees, for instance — that
have faced us is, who exactly is affected by it? What bodies are
affected by it? Within the documentation, a public body —
well, it’s a little bit unclear in there what a public body is under
the ATIPP act. In other jurisdictions it deals with access to in-
formation/protection of privacy. It applies to local govern-
ments, hospitals, colleges and universities. That, I think, is
fairly clear, but in other jurisdictions, while they specify a vari-
ety of government boards and committees, they too fall a little
bit short in terms of who is protected.

One of the suggestions on that scope is any organization
that is supported by public funds, and that is perhaps a good
place to start. I would argue, however, that while boards and
committees and departments function under government-
related funds or public funds, at the same time, the Official
Opposition and Third Party receive funding from public funds,
and I would suggest that they too should be ATIPP-able —
something to think about.

The consultation on this covered quite a wide range of
things and, without getting into all of the individual things in
there, the amount and some of the things can be a little bit
skewed. It can be taken out of context without the entire docu-
mentation, and it can also draw in other third parties where they
shouldn’t be. For instance, one of the functions of the Depart-
ment of Economic Development is to put groups together —
put investors together — with organizations or companies that
want to be invested in, so to speak. That’s a business-to-
business relationship, and it becomes difficult. At what point
should the department have to lay out who is involved in the
negotiation and what that level of negotiation is?

That’s a difficult one and it’s really easy to say, “Well, we
should know what’s going on.” But on the other hand, it can
seriously inhibit anyone who is trying to do meaningful consul-
tation.

There is also the problem of waiving fees, and fees unfor-
tunately do have to be somewhat a part of this, because espe-
cially when you get into some of the larger departments, you
literally have to have a full-time person doing ATIPP requests.
It’s not difficult for that to get out of hand with the larger de-
partments. The smaller departments may not have the capabil-
ity; they may not have the capacity to really do that. Should
there be a fee? Should there be a reasonable waiving of fees?
It’s very wide open in terms of how that is looked after.

Another aspect is the problem of repetitive requests. Sec-
tion 43 of the act allows the Information and Privacy Commis-
sioner, upon the request of a public body, to authorize the pub-
lic body to disregard the access to information request based on
their repetitive and systematic nature. This can be anything
from a local media, who just keep plodding away in hopes
something comes out of it and can really tie up departmental

resources. In Alberta, the Commissioner is allowed to authorize
a public body to ignore requests that are frivolous and vexa-
tious — always a good phrasing there, but unfortunately it’s a
phrase that has incredible confusion in terms of its interpreta-
tion.

It’s not uncommon, even now, to get multiple requests
from the same applicant at the same time — in other words,
coming down and firing the same question four different ways
and see what comes up on that. Again, it’s a terrible waste of
resources. On the other hand, it may be a very good reason to
bring it out if that’s going to be a big difficulty in terms of deal-
ing with this.

Some jurisdictions have provisions that when the multiple
requests are received at the same time from one requester, there
is an automatic extension of the response timeline, which could
solve the problem, but in some cases it might simply prolong
the problem. An automatic extension of the response timeline
— or a public body can apply for an extension to the Informa-
tion and Privacy Commissioner. Even here, there is a degree of
confusion in there. It’s not such an easy task.

This is again referring back to Bill 110. This is why we
have a Department of Justice, and lawyers, and legislation
drafters to build something that makes sense and is enforceable.
To simply write it up in a short period of time and then put it
out may sometimes not be the best solution. In fact, it may not
be any solution at all.

It’s interesting to know — and I refer to the problem with
having third parties exempted from this — in 2008-09, in the
Department of Economic Development, for instance, only four
requests were made. That only constituted 1.4 percent of the
total requests. Other departments not so much; it became much
more involved. Yukon Housing Corporation had two requests,
or .7 percent.

Without going into a lot of detail, I just throw those things
out for members to consider, and I look forward to what could
be a fairly lively debate during Committee of the Whole.

Hon. Ms. Taylor: First of all, I would just like to
maybe add to the debate with respect to scheduling of brief-
ings. As Government House Leader, I just want to bring to
members’ attention that we on this side of the House have done
our very utmost to be up front and open in terms of making
briefings available. I think that for the very first time, it has
been acknowledged by the respective parties that we actually
have made briefings available for each of the respective de-
partments for this supplementary — the fall supplementary
budget. We are trying to do our very best to accommodate the
opposition by ensuring that information is made available. We
would be pleased to extend that invitation to perhaps even hav-
ing briefings on Fridays, for example, to be able to accommo-
date briefings on legislation, for example, such as ATIPP to-
morrow. However, that is at the discretion of the other respec-
tive caucuses, and I certainly await to hear from the opposition
members.

I would just like to thank the member opposite for bringing
forward this legislation. This legislation is actually something
that we as a party committed to during the last election, and
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we’re very pleased to be able to deliver on that platform com-
mitment. I think that when we look over the years, access to
information has indeed evolved significantly. Really, when you
think about it, not long ago, we didn’t even have this legislation
in place. It just does speak to how things have evolved — how
information and how we deliver information has evolved. With
the abilities and technologies that are made available, it’s a
very complex area to administer and certainly an issue.

I just wanted to thank all of the officials who do their work
in this realm of business because it is anything but easy to be
sure.

I think they have, however, within the parameters provided
within the legislation, done a fairly good job; however, we see
the need, as do other members of the public, to renew and re-
flect some of the changes. Some of the recommendations were
also made by the Privacy Commissioner, of course — we were
pleased to hear her comments — and have been able to reflect a
number of the recommendations made by the Privacy Commis-
sioner. The amendments — I think it has been said here already
today — are a demonstration of being responsive to the public,
and certainly to the Opposition, in making changes to make the
Assembly work.

It includes, of course, the scope of the act, the definition of
“public body” — and I know there has been a lot of debate on
the floor. To be sure, there will be much more when we get into
Committee of the Whole. I want to ensure, though, that the
Opposition is fully briefed, and a briefing will be made avail-
able before we dive into Committee of the Whole. I’m very
pleased to see that there is a defined time for reviewing the act.

Every six years is defined within this proposed legislation.
It provides certainty that there will always be a need to review,
refine and update our policies as we conduct business. As I
mentioned, as technologies change and information case law
continues to evolve, it’s really important that we also remain
modern and reflect those changes accordingly.

Also, I just wanted to thank the minister for tabling earlier
— I think it was last week, in the spirit of cooperation — the
proposed regulations that accompany the act. When we talk
about public bodies, of course, we talk about the entities such
as the Yukon Energy Corporation, the Hospital Corporation
and Yukon College. These are all items and issues that have
been on the public docket for some time. I think that the pro-
posed regulations and defining — or expanding — the scope of
doing business by including these public bodies, again is cer-
tainly a reflection of listening to the public.

At the risk of sounding repetitive, I don’t want to repeat all
that has been said here today, other than the fact that there are a
number of areas that this legislation does endeavour to address.
I think that, for example, the act doesn’t have a clause — the
current act that is — that specifies what happens to records. As
a result, it has created some confusion and some uncertainties
in regard to what records should be kept, which ones are to be
destroyed, and so forth. One of the sections does endeavour to
address this issue by providing further clarity and certainty to
the act, as well. It also enhances proposed provisions in the
legislation. It proposes to enhance efficiencies in the way we

process records; for example, being able to close a file if an
applicant does not respond to inquiries within 30 days.

As it stands currently, files are left open indefinitely. The
proposed provisions within the act also seek to clarify this iden-
tified challenge sometimes.

The act provides further clarity, as well as certainty, in
terms of allowing or enabling a records manager to extend the
time for responding if a multitude of requests are received at
the same time. Again, being able to give that flexibility to the
records manager to appropriate or be able to define what order
of business goes ahead. Again a number of these changes are
also administrative in nature. Sometimes that is the case.

But all around though, I do commend this piece of legisla-
tion. I am very pleased to be able to report to my constituents
that we are able to provide this bill which seeks clarity, pro-
vides certainty, but also expands the number of public bodies in
the spirit of openness and transparency. I think it’s of the ut-
most importance when we deal with legislation such as this.

I again thank members opposite for their comments and
certainly look forward to moving forward.

Thank you.

Mr. Nordick: It gives me great pleasure to speak to
Bill No. 80, Act to Amend the Access to Information and Pro-
tection of Privacy Act and the Health Act. There was a lot of
information put on the floor of the Assembly this afternoon
about this act, so I will keep my comments quite short. There
were a couple of places that maybe were missed, but a lot was
said. So I’ll just touch on a few sections only.

Section 20 of this act deals with intergovernmental rela-
tions and relations with First Nations. This has been amended
to bring the act up to date. Also put into this act is a review of
this act every six years.

This act is expanding in its scope and application, and this
is the first time in many years a government has expanded the
scope of ATIPP. This was an election platform commitment.
We believe that Yukoners should be able to get information
about their government. We have expanded the scope to in-
clude the Yukon Hospital Corporation, the Yukon Energy Cor-
poration, the Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Board,
and also Yukon College.

In the college’s case, it makes it clear that teachers and re-
search material of the college employees do not fall under this
ATIPP act. Also section 2(1)(c) has been amended so that re-
cords in the custody of an officer identified as a public body in
the regulations are subject to that. This amendment was
brought forward because of our Child and Youth Advocate Act
that this government put in place. This Child and Youth Advo-
cate Act is also included as a public body.

Mr. Speaker, some people might wonder what happens to
records. Should they be kept? Should they be destroyed? Sec-
tion 34 requires that personal information be kept for one year
if the public body makes a decision that directly affects an in-
dividual. In this act, clause (b) is new. It means that a public
body can be identified in regulations. This allows public bodies
to be added or removed in regulations.



HANSARD November 5, 20094912

Section 12 allows the records manager to expand the time
for responding to multiple requests if there are multiple re-
quests received at the same time. This also allows the records
manager to extend the time limit for responding by an addi-
tional 30 days.

Section 20 deals with refusing access to information, if
such information would be harmful for intergovernmental or
First Nation relations. Section 26 deals with notifying third
parties before information about them is disclosed. This section
applies to both personal and business information. It also en-
sures that both business and personal information is treated the
same.

Section 35(2) limits a public body to using personal infor-
mation only when necessary to carry out its purpose. Section
43 deals with frivolous or vexatious applications. If applicants
disagree, they can appeal this decision, and in the definition of
what is frivolous or vexatious, it has been defined in common
law in the past. So, that is the definition that this act will be
using. It’s a common law definition.

We have also included in this action a section that modi-
fies the communication. So if an applicant applies to ATIPP,
they can receive information via e-mail, or those kinds of
things.

Mr. Speaker, I do support this bill, and I encourage a fruit-
ful debate during Committee of the Whole, and I’d like to en-
courage all members to support this legislation.

Thank you.

Mr. Edzerza: Well, as I listened to all the different
comments on this piece of legislation, all I can say is that it is a
very important piece of legislation and thank goodness that
there has been such legislation in place. I say that because I
know that a lot of the victims of the mission school era really
relied on some of the information that was stored with regard to
their time spent in the mission school. I can’t imagine even
how much of a flood for requests for access to information
were made by different students throughout the Yukon Terri-
tory. I know that there were numerous people in my First Na-
tion of Kwanlin Dun who had to apply through the Access to
Information and Protection of Privacy Act in order to refresh
their memories, for example, or to confirm some of the memo-
ries that they had with regard to the mission school.

Another very important note was how long that informa-
tion was kept. Nowadays it’s a lot simpler to store things with a
computer. Without having to repeat a lot of what everyone has
said with regard to this bill, I’m going to talk more along the
lines of another importance of this legislation.

For example, with a large number of self-governing First
Nations now, this could be used as a good example for any of
those First Nations who might be pressured into probably de-
veloping some type of legislation like this within each First
Nation, because I know within the self-governing First Nations
that there is a lot of valuable information that is collected
throughout the years, whether it’s on the individual or things
that might have transpired at the workplace, labour relations; it
could be health. A lot of self-governing First Nations now ad-
minister their own health programs. We have justice programs,

where there is a lot of information that could be stored. So, at
some point in time, I think that this could be a very valuable
source of information and an example of something that the
First Nations could refer to.

I have been asked on several different occasions why, for
example, the Yukon College or the Yukon Housing Corpora-
tion were exempt from this legislation. At the time, I could
only respond by making a comment like, “Maybe it’s a good
question. Why are they not included?” Now they are included,
and some of the other ones that are public bodies and should
have been on the list are now there. I listened with some inter-
est about the request for school boards and such to be on there
and, again, I would assume somewhere in the future those bod-
ies probably will be added. This is another part of this legisla-
tion that is good, because they can now add or take off some of
the public bodies that they feel — ones that need to be added
could be done and ones that they may want to take off can be
done without amending this act.

I think that, all in all, it’s a very important piece of legisla-
tion because access to information — just those words alone
say a lot — and the protection of privacy — again, very power-
ful statements, because both are equally important. You have to
be able to access information at some points in time, but then
again, it’s equally important you have to be able to protect the
privacy of individual citizens.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will close and wait to hear dis-
cussions on this in Committee of the Whole.

Thank you.

Speaker: If the member speaks, he will close debate.
Does any other member wish to be heard?

Hon. Mr. Lang: In closing remarks here this after-
noon, first of all, I would like to thank the Department of
Highways and Public Works that houses ATIPP and the indi-
viduals who worked so hard in getting this put forward. There
was a lot of work to be done internally, and of course, there
were public consultations and work with corporations and other
organizations that are going to be directly affected by this deci-
sion we make in the next period of time.

Certainly, the comments made by the members in the
House here are comments that were made out in the community
and were brought back for the decision to be made on how we
can move forward. I would say one of the more important deci-
sions that was made was the obligation to address this issue in a
six-year window. The ATIPP has to be modernized every six
years and I think that’s important because, as you know, the
ATIPP hadn’t been improved on since its inception 13 years
ago.

It is an old piece of legislation, and certainly by bringing it
forward, we can certainly look forward to a review every six
years. When I was overseeing, or being responsible for the
ATIPP legislation, I didn’t realize the amount of work that it
took to get this legislation in the position it’s in today, and that
six-year window is a fair window. It gives the department some
certainty on how ATIPP will be overseen, and also it will cer-
tainly be reviewed on a six-year basis.
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Certainly the corporations, whether they are the hospital or
the other corporations that were added to this ATIPP availabil-
ity — when we reviewed the legislation, we also compared it to
other legislations across Canada — the ATIPP — we made
sure that we were doing things that were parallel with other
jurisdictions. Of course, that is showing up in the bill here to-
day.

Again, I would like to thank all the members in the House.
It has been a question that has been out there for many years:
which government was going to modernize the ATIPP legisla-
tion? It was this government, this party, that made the com-
mitment in the last election that we would go to work on this
and bring revised legislation here to the House. Certainly, I am
proud that we could do it in a timely fashion and I look forward
to the discussion we are going to have as we take it to Commit-
tee of the Whole.

Mr. Speaker, thank you very much, and I thank all the
members in the House here today for their comments on this
very important legislation.

Motion for second reading of Bill No. 80 agreed to

Bill No. 73: Second Reading
Clerk: Second reading, Bill No. 73, standing in the

name of the Hon. Mr. Hart.
Hon. Mr. Hart: I move that Bill No. 73, entitled Act

to Amend the Registered Nurses Profession Act, be now read a
second time.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Hon. Minister of
Health and Social Services that Bill No. 73, entitled Act to
Amend the Registered Nurses Profession Act, be now read a
second time.

Hon. Mr. Hart: A considerable amount of time of
consultation has taken place with the nurses with regard to this
legislation, thus my second reading speech on this will be rela-
tively short. As part of our commitment to the health human
resource strategy objective has been to facilitate improved sup-
ply, retention and development of the health care workforce,
including nurse practitioners in the Yukon health care system.
It is one of the achievements of this strategy. Nurse practitio-
ners are registered nurses with advanced professional knowl-
edge, skills and judgement. Prior to this bill, there was no legis-
lative authority in the Yukon for these professionals to practise
their full scope or retain their licensing in other jurisdictions.

The bill reflects step-by-step collaboration with the Yukon
Registered Nurses Association, or YRNA, which is the regula-
tory body in the Yukon for registered nurses. At the outset of
this initiative, our objectives were to develop a scope of prac-
tice for nurse practitioners, create a process whereby specific
nurse practitioner activities would be authorized, and include
other administrative changes, as identified by YRNA.

In July 2008, a discussion paper on the scope of practice
and the role of nurse practitioners and other administrative
changes to the act was released as a first part of a comprehen-
sive consultation process during which the public and stake-
holders were provided an opportunity to comment.

This past winter, the second part of the consultation was
completed, rounding out the second part of the consultation

process. Both phases provided us with valuable feedback and
comments, many of which have been incorporated into the bill
before us today. I would like to thank all those who took part
and time to provide their thoughts and recommendations.

There was consensus from the consultation that we had
adequately captured the scope and practice of nurse practitio-
ners.

Yukon nurse practitioners will be authorized within their
scope of professional knowledge, skills and judgement: to
make a diagnosis to identify diseases, disorders, or conditions;
communicate a diagnosis; order or interpret specific screening
and diagnostic tests; and select, recommend, supply, prescribe
and monitor the effectiveness of specified drugs.

We also heard that there were improvements with the leg-
islation that would further protect the safety of the public
through compelling employers to report when they have rea-
sonable grounds to believe that a registered nurse or nurse prac-
titioner is a danger to the public. Clause 22.1(1) of the act en-
shrines this principle.

The process for authorizing specific nurse practitioner ac-
tivities would be a two-step process. First, an expert multi-
disciplinary committee comprised of physicians, pharmacists
and nurses, created through regulation would be tasked to re-
view literature and research to recommend to the YRNA board
of directors regarding specific activities of nurse practitioners.
The board will then submit to the Commissioner in Executive
Council the activities performed by the nurse practitioners to be
established by regulation.

The administration amendments included are further aimed
at ensuring that Yukoners continue to receive quality health
care by ensuring that YRNA has the tools and mechanisms to
function optimally in their capacity to ensure public safety by
regulating the nursing profession. This is highlighted in
amendments to section 32, which now states that discipline
hearings be heard in public, unless there are reasons shown that
it would be inappropriate.

Another key administrative amendment is section 24(1):
complaint resolution by consent. This is a practice integrated
by many regulatory bodies across Canada and is a highly effec-
tive tool for resolving a complaint within a reasonable time
period and with other stricter dispositions for that hearing by a
disciplinary committee. Mr. Speaker, I’ll be going through the
various sections in more detail as we work through the bill. I
look forward to discussing this bill and answering questions of
a specific nature as we get to Committee of the Whole. I thank
you for your time.

Mr. Mitchell: I thank the minister for that overview
of Bill No. 73, Act to Amend the Registered Nurses Profession
Act. It gives me pleasure today to speak to this at second read-
ing.

First of all, we all know the vital and important role that
registered nurses, practical nurses and now nurse practitioners
— once we pass this legislation — play in our society. We
need look no further than the events of recent days and weeks
in terms of what is going on with the H1N1 pandemic. The
nurses are at the front lines in dealing with health care. Proba-
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bly people receive more hands-on treatment — certainly in the
communities they do — from nurses who care for people at all
stages of life than they do from doctors or any other health care
professional. I know that the Member for McIntyre-Takhini is
very proud of the fact that his daughter is a registered nurse. He
has spoken in the past quite eloquently about the job that she
does on behalf of people.

This legislation appears to be very good legislation. We
followed the consultation period that has been out and we have
seen comments invited. We are very pleased that the Yukon
Registered Nurses Association endorses this so that their sug-
gestions have been incorporated.

You know, we on this side of the House are very pleased
to see the inclusion now of nurse practitioners, which will help
to alleviate some of the stress on the health care system by their
being able — as the minister says — to make diagnoses, to
identify diseases, to communicate diagnoses, to order and in-
terpret screening, to prescribe and monitor the effectiveness of
drugs and to perform other procedures. This will take some of
the pressure off the role played by doctors. In particular in
communities I think this is going to be very, very helpful. So,
on this side of the House, we look forward to asking certain
questions in Committee, but we think that this is good legisla-
tion and we will be supporting it.

Mr. Edzerza: I will be very brief, but I think it is criti-
cally important for all politicians to really stand up and recog-
nize the grave importance of the work that the medical profes-
sional people do in all of the sometimes probably quite threat-
ening positions that they put themselves in, being front-line
workers.

I thank the Leader of the Official Opposition for mention-
ing my daughter, who is a registered nurse and who, I might
add, has been doing wonderfully well in the last three years that
she has been working at the hospital in Dawson. But I’m
equally as proud to put on record today that I also have my
eldest granddaughter, who is graduating this spring from
Thompson Rivers University in Kamloops with a nursing de-
gree. She has the privilege of being able to do her last practi-
cum here at the Whitehorse Hospital in February.

So I know very well, first-hand, how much stress could be
involved in this profession.

I also have another granddaughter, who works in the ex-
tended care facility at Copper Ridge. She took a course at the
college to be able to do that.

Any kind of legislation that’s put before the House that
will improve things for the nurses who are in the Yukon Terri-
tory is a good thing. I know that the Yukon Territory has to
take very good care of their professional nurses because they
are in such high demand all across Canada. I know of jurisdic-
tions that are having great difficulty in being able to maintain
and keep nurses in their jurisdiction because, when they can get
more support in other areas, they sometimes do move on to
those areas.

Anything the Yukon can do that would be attractive as
real, genuine support and able to demonstrate to the profes-
sional people that their services really are honoured in this ter-

ritory, the better off we will be. So, I look forward to hearing
more comments with regard to this legislation in Committee of
the Whole.

Mr. Cardiff: I’ll be brief as well. This is what we be-
lieve to be a step forward in the right direction, a good piece of
legislation. It’s something that, once again, we’ve asked ques-
tions about in the Legislative Assembly with regard to our
health care system and the provision of health care services in
Whitehorse and in all Yukon communities. We believe it is a
step forward and it provides the opportunity for health care
professionals — nurses, registered nurses — to take yet another
step and to use the experience and the knowledge that they
have, both through education and through their many varied
experiences working on the front lines providing for the health
care of the citizens of the Yukon, to actually provide a higher
level of service and take some of the pressure off our health
care system.

I think it speaks to probably providing a more collabora-
tive model of health care and I will note as well as the Leader
of the Official Opposition I too attended the clinics to receive
the H1N1 vaccination, and it’s truly amazing the level of ser-
vice that we have here in the Yukon and the service that’s be-
ing provided to Yukoners by the health care workers at those
clinics. It’s the nurses and administrative workers on the front
line who are providing that level of service. We certainly ap-
preciate it, and we definitely owe them a debt of gratitude.

On that note as well, I just think that we are so lucky to
live here in the Yukon and I hope that all those who want to
receive or need to receive that vaccination are able to receive
that vaccination. We look at what’s transpiring in other juris-
dictions in southern Canada, and we should count ourselves as
extremely lucky to have been able to receive those vaccina-
tions.

I feel that there are lots of people in southern Canada who
probably need it much more than some of us here in the Yukon.

We will have some questions. Once again, due to the order
of business — and I will concur with the Government House
Leader on the fact that the schedule of briefings is far better
than it was previously. I would be open to having briefings on
Fridays. However, in past practice, it wasn’t due to other
scheduling of MLA travel and other meetings, but if there was
some way of working around that, I would be willing to work
collaboratively with the other House leaders to try to achieve
that.

I think the fact that this expands, or this act allows, regis-
tered nurses and nurse practitioners to expand the scope of
what they are able to do and the services that they’re able to
provide to Yukoners is a good step in the right direction, and
it’s the beginning of improving our health care system here in
the Yukon. So, while we will have some questions, both in the
briefing and in Committee of the Whole, overall I think it’s a
good piece of legislation and I look forward to supporting it.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Listening to the debate this after-
noon, I, too, would like to thank the Minister of Health and
Social Services for the work his department has done to stream-
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line and get the work done that had to be done on the H1N1
vaccinations. I only have to look at the news every evening to
find other jurisdictions that didn’t meet the mark, and I’d like
to thank the department and the minister for the team he put
together, and was proactive on this issue from day one, and
certainly the end results have been nothing less than superb.

As everybody in the House has commented on today, we
all went to get our vaccinations — it was streamlined, it was
efficient, and I think today we can say that probably 70 percent
of Yukoners are now inoculated, so that’s good news.

As far as the legislation is concerned, I look forward to the
debate we can have when it’s in Committee of the Whole, but
I’d like to compliment the department for doing the hard work
they did to get it out here in front of us — another step in mod-
ernizing our medical professional individuals who work in our
system. You only have to go to places like Carcross and Car-
macks and all these remote areas — they’re not that remote —
where we have nurse practitioners and medical personnel and
you have to understand that these individuals are tasked with a
big responsibility, and anything I can do in this House in con-
junction with the government and the House as a whole, cer-
tainly I will do.

I look forward to the debate that is going to come forward
here in the next couple of weeks and look forward to the vote
and certainly think this is what we’re here to do. I look forward
to that debate.

Motion to adjourn debate
Hon. Mr. Lang: Looking at the time, Mr. Speaker, I

move that debate be now adjourned.
Speaker: It has been moved by the Hon. Minister of

Community Services that debate be now adjourned.
Motion to adjourn debate on second reading of Bill No. 73

agreed to

Hon. Ms. Taylor: I move that the House do now ad-
journ.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House
Leader that the House do now adjourn.

Motion agreed to

Speaker: This House now stands adjourned until 1:00
p.m. Monday.

The House adjourned at 5:22 p.m.
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