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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Tuesday, April 20, 2010 — 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.

Are there any tributes?

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS

Hon. Mr. Fentie: I would ask the House to join me in
making welcome the interim Grand Chief for the Council of
Yukon First Nations, Ruth Massie, and Denise Beattie, execu-
tive assistant to the Grand Chief’s office.

Applause

Speaker: Are there any further introductions of visi-
tors?

Returns or documents for tabling?
Any reports of committees?
Are there any petitions?
Are there any bills to be introduced?
Are there any notices of motion?

NOTICES OF MOTION

Mr. Nordick: I rise today to give notice of the follow-
ing motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon,
through its policies, programs, multi-year expenditure plans
and diversification and marketing initiatives, to continue to
promote the growth and development of Yukon’s private sector
economy in order to increase the private sector’s current con-
tribution in relation to the $600-million capital expenditures
planned for the 2010-11 fiscal year.

I also give notice of the following motion:
THAT this House urges Yukon’s Member of Parliament to

support the wishes of a vast majority of his constituents and
vote for private member’s Bill C-391, An Act to amend the
Criminal Code and Firearms Act — in other words, repeal the
long-gun registry, presented by the Member of Parliament for
Portage-Lisgar, Candice Hoeppner.

Mr. Elias: I rise to give notice of the following mo-
tion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to
withdraw from consideration Bill No. 82, Civil Forfeiture Act,
until public consultation has taken place on the proposed legis-
lation.

Mr. Fairclough: I give notice of the following motion:
THAT this House urges the Minister of Environment to re-

frain from speaking on behalf of self-governing First Nations

and to respect the ability and the authority of the First Nation
governments to make their own decisions regarding what they
see as priorities.

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

duce amendments to the Quartz Mining Act, during the 2010
fall sitting of the Yukon Legislative Assembly, prohibiting
mineral staking within municipal boundaries in order to:

(1) reduce the potential for conflicts;
(2) ensure better environmental protection and land use

planning objectives; and
(3) modernize the act, as suggested by the Minister of

Community Services at the 2010 annual meeting of the Asso-
ciation of Yukon Communities.

I also give notice of the following motion:
THAT this House calls on the minister responsible for

consumer protection to raise with his federal counterparts at the
next opportunity, the inadequacy of the recently enacted volun-
tary code of conduct for credit card companies and urge the
federal government to bring forward real proposals that would
help average Canadians by lowering rates for credit card and
debit card transactions and providing some debt relief.

Speaker: Are there any further notices of motion?
Is there a statement by a minister?
This then brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD

Question re: Civil Forfeiture Act

Mr. Inverarity: I would like to follow up with the
Minister of Justice on the Civil Forfeiture Act.

Yesterday we raised some serious concerns about this leg-
islation. This bill may make it tougher for criminals to keep the
proceeds of crime but we believe that this legislation does not
do enough to protect the innocent. There are many unanswered
questions about this legislation, like how is it going to work
and who will actually be affected? We believe that Yukoners
need to know a lot more about this bill before it is passed into
law.

Will the minister confirm that no public consultations were
done before she tabled this bill?

Hon. Ms. Horne: We discussed this thoroughly yes-
terday. We did go out for targeted consultation on this act, the
same as we did with SCAN. SCAN has proved to be very ef-
fective, as this bill will as well.

Mr. Inverarity: So there was no public consultation.
Thank you very much.

Mr. Speaker, the Civil Forfeiture Act is up for debate. Yes-
terday we asked the government to hold back on this legislation
until we get input from the public. We know that some of the
members of Cabinet were interested in working with the oppo-
sition on this bill. We know there are some members on the
opposite side who want to get this done right. We also know
that there are members who also want to barge ahead without
public input.
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Mr. Speaker, to get this right we must consult with Yukon-
ers and the Minister of Justice must tell us why she will not do
that. Does the Minister of Justice believe that public consulta-
tion is not necessary?

Hon. Ms. Horne: I beg to differ with the member op-
posite. We did go out for consultation. We did do targeted con-
sultation. We heard from Yukoners. This bill is designed to
give law enforcement one more tool to combat crime where
there is evidence to show there is unlawful activity. This is the
same as SCAN. The public will welcome another tool that will
cut down crime in Yukon. The bill has been discussed thor-
oughly in the House — in December and yesterday. The bill is
based on legislation passed in other jurisdictions. We are draw-
ing from the best acts across Canada, combined into our one —
the latest of this legislation across Canada, and it has met with
public approval across Canada, so I’m sure it will be in Yukon.

We want safer communities for our women to bring up
their children — healthy families, healthy communities, a
healthy Yukon.

Mr. Inverarity: Mr. Speaker, if her idea of public
consultation is just going to the Crown and to the RCMP, then
it’s okay to just deal with the Ontario public and not Yukoners,
and I think she has a lot of things to think about in the future.
We have asked for public consultation on this legislation. We
believe it is a simple request.

Yesterday during debate there was a break in the proceed-
ings. There was some indication that at first the government
might actually consider our request to pull this bill until Yuk-
oners could find out more about the government’s plans. But
after a break, it was all business as usual. The Premier obvi-
ously made another corner office decision. Like every decision,
only the government is right and everybody else is wrong.

Will the Minister of Justice do the right thing? Will she
stand up for justice and make sure that Yukoners are consulted
and heard?

Hon. Ms. Horne: Mr. Speaker, here we go again. We
listened to the members opposite yesterday. We were open to
suggestions on amendments to this act and we were willing to
sit down with them. I presume this is directed at me, being in
the corner office. No, I don’t say that this bill has to be passed
immediately; we’re open for discussion with the opposition.
This government is tough on crime in our communities and in
Yukon. Are the members opposite not?

Question re: Civil Forfeiture Act
Mr. Elias: Yesterday the Minister of Justice said the

Civil Forfeiture Act deals with property rather than individuals,
and it has become very clear to our caucus that Yukoners want
to have their say through a public consultation process.

There are significant questions that have arisen about the
draft legislation. Case in point: the draft legislation suggests
that, once a judge decides an asset is forfeited, it can be sold
and the proceeds simply go into the government’s general
revenue and not to specific programs and services that could
compensate and support victims of crime or fund crime preven-
tion programs or remedy the effects of the illegal activity.
Yukoners want and need a say. Will the minister withdraw Bill

No. 82, Civil Forfeiture Act, until public consultation has taken
place?

Hon. Ms. Horne: We discussed this thoroughly yes-
terday. We discussed this in December. It was passed unani-
mously by this House. There were no objections; everyone
agreed. We’re willing to sit down and take friendly amend-
ments, as I said yesterday on three separate occasions. We are
open to discussion. If the courts find that a forfeiture of prop-
erty is not in the interest of justice, the court may refuse —
which happens many times — or limit the application or put
conditions on a forfeiture order. The act does not target any
particular type of property. The act ensures there are sufficient
remedies for both sides of the equation. This is a good act. If
we have any helpful suggestions or amendments, let’s bring
them forward and discuss them.

Mr. Elias: Mr. Speaker, that’s exactly my point. Yuk-
oners want the opportunity to have a thorough discussion and
last time I looked this is a public institution and that’s what
we’re trying to represent here. If implemented correctly, a civil
forfeiture program can be an innovative and effective way to
remove the profit motive from unlawful activity and enhance
public safety in our Yukon communities.

The differences between the burden of proof and a civil
proceeding versus a criminal proceeding has to be explained to
Yukoners in a public forum because it can affect innocent
Yukoners. The burden of proof in a civil proceeding follows
something called a “balance of probabilities” versus the higher
criminal standard of “beyond a reasonable doubt”. The Civil
Forfeiture Act is not ready to be passed into law. For the re-
cord, why is the Minister of Justice comfortable in passing Bill
No. 82 into law without public consultation?

Hon. Ms. Horne: You know that is exactly what
we’re doing. We’re taking the profitability away from crime.
It’s exactly what the member opposite is saying that we should
do. We are taking it from the profit of criminals to the Yukon-
ers — giving it back to the Yukoners from whom it is taken.
That’s exactly what we’re doing.

Mr. Elias: The Minister of Justice may understand the
implications of this bill; the RCMP know how it might affect
Yukoners; but it’s Yukoners who don’t know how they will be
affected by this legislation. That’s what we’re hearing on this
side of the House.

If the government wants the public to support this, Yukon-
ers need to be given the chance to provide input into this legis-
lation. There are not enough safeguards in place to protect in-
nocent people — the mentally challenged, the mentally ill.
Some people might rent their house out, not knowing that
there’s criminal activity going on, for instance.

Anyone who gets caught up in the proceedings under this
act will have to prove their innocence. So the government can
take someone’s property and just say, “Sue me if you want it
back.” These questions need answers and there are many more
questions with regard to this bill.

Why does the Minister of Justice object to public consulta-
tion on this bill?

Hon. Ms. Horne: There has been consultation, as
there was with SCAN, which has proven to work effectively in
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Yukon and Yukon communities. If there is not enough evi-
dence to proceed on the case, it will be rejected, as it is in other
jurisdictions. There are many safeguards in this legislation, if
we could just discuss it line by line. There are protections for
the uninvolved property owner. We went over this yesterday.

If the property is the subject in a proceeding commenced
under an application for a forfeiture order, the director must
name a person or persons as a party. If they are the registered
owner and the director believes they are the property owner,
whether that is a whole or a part interest, those are the proceeds
of unlawful activity. Of course there is consideration for those
who are mentally disabled. There are safeguards in this act. If
the members would stay in the House and discuss this with us,
we would come to that conclusion. I recommend this bill to this
House to be passed.

Question re: Health statistics
Mr. Cardiff: Mr. Speaker, last Thursday, the chair of

the Yukon Hospital Corporation spoke of the health stats at
Whitehorse General Hospital over an 11-year period, from
1999 until today. He spoke of increasing numbers of visiting
specialists, increasing numbers of emergency room visits and
increasing numbers of clinic days. This increasing usage has
brought us to a situation where, in the chair’s words, the facil-
ity is under tremendous pressure, and it will cost $50 million to
fix the problem.

Mr. Speaker, this boggles the mind. How did we get to this
$50-million surprise? What is going on under this minister’s
watch? How can we handle this $50-million bill on top of the
$67 million the minister has already committed to three other
big hospital projects? How did we get into this situation and
what is the minister’s plan to correct it?

Hon. Mr. Hart: I thank the member opposite for his
question. Yes, the witnesses did provide substantial numbers
with regard to the hospital. Whitehorse General Hospital visits
over the last 10 years — there was a large increase, a substan-
tial increase in the number of in-day patients from 1999 to
2009 — almost 2,000 additional items in that period of time. In
addition to days, there were increases right through the whole
process with regard to visits, services provided by the White-
horse General Hospital and all of those items. The chair also
indicated that Whitehorse General Hospital, on several occa-
sions, was reaching its capacity with regard to patients and the
patients it can handle on a daily basis. As I indicated yesterday,
too, it was also demonstrated that the use of the Watson Lake
facility acted as an overflow facility the Whitehorse General
Hospital was able to utilize to accommodate some patients in
order for them to be safely guarded during that period of time.

Mr. Cardiff: The minister didn’t answer the question.
He didn’t say how they were going to correct this problem.
There are a lot of serious studies on what Yukoners expect of
their health care system, what professionals think are the best
ways for health promotion and health care and what is sustain-
able. Nine hundred Yukoners made their opinions heard
through the Yukon health care review. Studies on primary care
and on rural nursing speak of the need for a holistic approach to
health and the limits of the acute care model.

But the one study that seems to have caught the fancy of
the minister is by an Outside consultant who specializes in P3s.
This study is about how to design hospitals, not whether this is
the best approach for Yukoners and addresses health care sus-
tainability. The only study the minister reads just reinforces the
big capital announcements he has already made.

What is guiding the minister’s thinking and this govern-
ment’s vision on what to build, what services to provide, how
to provide them — because we know it’s not —

Speaker: Minister responsible.
Hon. Mr. Hart: The Yukon Hospital Corporation is

acting under the authority of the Hospital Act, which clearly
states that they have the ability to provide services in the re-
gions — those being Watson Lake and Dawson City. In fact, it
was our request of the Yukon Hospital Corporation to look at
the transfer of the Watson Lake facility that prompted them to
look at that facility, and they went out and did their due dili-
gence. Their board of directors did an investigation to ensure
they were in a position to look after those facilities and operate
those facilities to ensure that we could provide enhanced health
services for the citizens of Watson Lake and Dawson City,
when that facility gets underway.

Yes, a substantial amount of work was done on the exist-
ing shell that’s in Watson Lake. As well, it is a little easier in
the Dawson City situation because we are dealing a brand new
facility in regard to the health centre there. Yes, we are looking
at providing health care services to all Yukoners, also affecting
those within those regions.

Mr. Cardiff: The minister doesn’t understand the
questions. It’s about more than just Watson Lake. It’s about
how health care is delivered to all Yukoners. I really feel for
the officials of the Hospital Corporation who are on the hook
for this minister’s and this government’s decisions that are,
quite frankly, not backed up by any studies.

On Thursday the chair said that the regional hospitals will
also be health centres. This is the first time that we had heard
this and suggest that the officials know that this government’s
big announcements need more work. They know that Yukon’s
health needs require more than an acute care hospital setting.
What a backward approach to planning, Mr. Speaker. They’re
doing the planning and then they’re doing the studies. They’re
trying to back it up. The minister’s current and future an-
nouncements add up to $117 million, all likely to be borrowed
money with decades of interest payments and increased O&M
costs. We’re being asked to go down this minister’s path when
he hasn’t even done the homework —

Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Mr. Hart: I thank the member opposite for

where he is going. Mr. Speaker, we are basically trying to catch
up to the facilities and provide services of the past. The Yukon
Hospital Corporation, through its due diligence, has indicated
that those acute facilities are necessary. They can operate those
facilities and they can administrate those processes.

We, through Health and Social Services, are providing
health services to all Yukoners and we are looking at operating
facilities adjacent to both of those facilities in order to take
advantage of these facilities and reduce our costs within those
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regions and provide a one-stop facility in those specific re-
gions. We intend to operate both those facilities similar to that.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, for the Dawson facilities we are
also looking at putting in phase 2 in Dawson City, which will
be the new addition on McDonald Lodge — again, a very im-
portant facility and very needed — and then we’ll be able to
utilize the Dawson hospital and ensure that we can maximize
the facility and get the best value for mechanical, electrical and
dual services for that facility, as well as the new McDonald
Lodge.

Question re: Takhini elk herd
Mr. Cathers: Thanks to the efforts of the Member

for Whitehorse West when she was the Minister of Environ-
ment and good work by the Department of Environment staff,
the Yukon allowed the very first permit hunt of wild elk this
past fall and winter. My question for the Minister of Environ-
ment is this: what was the target number of elk to be harvested
through this permit hunt and how many were actually shot by
Yukon hunters?

Hon. Mr. Edzerza: I thank the member opposite for
that question. The elk hunt was not — the limit was not
reached that the department hoped would be reached. There is
an active review going on right now as to what changes can be
made to improve that area.

Mr. Cathers: The elk hunt is in its first year and the
target for the hunt was not met. The wild elk continue to cause
property damage and the herd remains well above the 100-
animal herd size. The 1990 report done by department biolo-
gists said it should be kept at to prevent the elk from causing
property damage and impact on the habitat of other animals.

The permit hunt was certainly a step in the right direction
and has indeed made some difference, but it is not enough. If
an elk is damaging someone’s property or even threatening
their life, they are not allowed to shoot that elk. If a carnivore
attacks, you can defend yourself, but sections 86 and 87 of the
Wildlife Act prevent you from defending your property or even
your life if an elk is threatening it.

I ask the government to start the process of amending the
act to remove these prohibitions and reflect the standard cur-
rently used when a carnivore threatens life or property.

Has the Minister of Environment begun the process of
moving forward an amendment to sections 86 and 87 of the
Wildlife Act and, if not, will he agree to do so?

Hon. Mr. Edzerza: For the record, I’d like to state
that the choice of where one lives has to be taken into consid-
eration here.

If one chooses to live in country residential, one has to ex-
pect that, at some point in time, you may have animals coming
through your yard or into your yard — that is number one. As
to whether there are any amendments being made at this point
in time, the answer is no.

Mr. Cathers: What I would point out to the Minister
of Environment is that this is not an indigenous herd. The ani-
mals were imported by government. In 1990, department bi-
ologists said that there were 30 to 35 animals in the herd and
they recommended that the herd be brought up to a size of 100

animals but not allowed to grow beyond that. The herd has
grown beyond that.

I would encourage the minister to reconsider his answer
about the Wildlife Act but my next question is for the Minister
of Energy, Mines and Resources.

Two programs were created to mitigate and prevent prop-
erty damage from the wild elk — the wildlife damage preven-
tion program and wildlife damage compensation program.
$60,000 was budgeted for this program the first year; it was not
spent. $20,000 is budgeted this year and that does not come
close to covering the cost of damage to a single property in
some cases. Due to the restrictions of the program, it does not
provide more coverage. Two changes were proposed in 2009
— my question for the minister is this: when will the changes
be implemented?

Hon. Mr. Edzerza: I want to make it very clear that
the department is following the elk management plan. There
was, as the member stated, a permit hunt that was conducted.
Unfortunately, the number of animals that were anticipated was
not reached, for a number of reasons. Some people just thought
maybe it wasn’t a good idea to hunt within an area where there
could be people living and those were areas that the member is
talking about that he requested be targeted. It does increase the
difficulty of being able to do management control in a popu-
lated area.

The department will continue to work with the RRCs and
interested parties and the First Nations to try to continue on
with addressing this issue. The member is right; the elk were
brought in and it is something that’s not going to be totally
controllable within a very short period of time, like one or two
winters.

Question re: Peel watershed land use plan
Mr. Fairclough: The Peel land use planning commis-

sion — after years of studying the input from Yukoners — has
recommended significant environmental protection. This is in
line with what many Yukoners feel ought to be done in the
area, and the Liberal caucus agrees in principle with the broad
strokes of the plan.

Here are the facts: the Yukon government holds about 97
percent of the land in the Peel. The planning commission has
recommended significant protection. The Environment minister
holds responsibility for advocating for the environment in
Yukon government policy. Here’s one more fact: the Environ-
ment minister refuses to do anything for the Peel.

Why doesn’t the minister think it’s his responsibility to
stand up for protecting the Peel?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: The Department of Energy, Mines
and Resources has the responsibility within Government of
Yukon to address the issue of land planning. The Department
of Energy, Mines and Resources, as all government depart-
ments, has a strong interest in advocating for the environment,
of advocating for the interests of Yukoners and, Mr. Speaker,
we’ll continue to do that.

The member opposite has asked me several times for up-
dates on the Peel watershed land planning process. I have pro-
vided that information to him. I provided the documentation —
the letter of understanding — signed between the government
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and the affected First Nations, and I’ve also tabled for him the
plan and the approach that the Government of Yukon and the
First Nation orders of government will be following on devel-
oping the plan.

Mr. Fairclough: Why is the Minister of Environment
silent? Yesterday the chiefs of two First Nations sent an open
letter to the minister. They chided him for his “ambiguous and
potentially misleading statement” on First Nations’ desire for
the Peel and said that it is “not well-received by our govern-
ments.”

The minister crossed the line when he said what First Na-
tions wanted in the Peel. They are not happy about it and, in the
meantime, he isn’t allowed to say what his own government
will do there. Why did the minister presume to speak for other
governments when he’s not even allowed to speak for his own?

Hon. Mr. Edzerza: For the record, I would like to
state that what I did say is I know that even the First Nations
probably have not ruled out any kind of economic develop-
ment. The letter from the chiefs reconfirmed that when they
said “our First Nations are working actively with the non-
renewable sector, as shown by our engagement with mining
and exploration companies.” I rest my case.

Mr. Fairclough: The Environment minister is finally
on his feet. There are four First Nations that are a party to the
Peel land use planning process.

Two of the four leaders found the minister’s comments so
out of line that they had to be publicly refuted. They criticized
the minister and told him not to imply that his words speak for
affected First Nations. They also invited the Environment min-
ister to stand up with them for protection in the Peel, offering,
and I quote: “We, the First Nations, would greatly appreciate
your support to protect this portion of our traditional lands.”
Will the minister be taking them up on their offer to stand with
them in support of the Peel, or is he taking his direction from
his newly rediscovered Yukon Party colleagues?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: Mr. Speaker, this government will
certainly work with affected First Nations and follow the self-
government agreement and the appropriate chapters in there. It
is further being highlighted the importance of the governments
working together to address this matter.

Mr. Speaker, the Government of Yukon has made it a pri-
ority to provide planning in this area. We are working with the
land use planning commissions. We have received the plans
and now a letter of understanding has been signed on a gov-
ernment-to-government basis between the Government of
Yukon and the affected First Nations. The process for how we
all work together to resolve these issues has been established
and is being implemented. The Government of Yukon certainly
is very actively working with other orders of government and
other people who have an interest in this area.

Question re: Peel watershed land use plan
Mr. Fairclough: The Environment minister usually

lets the Energy, Mines and Resources minister answer ques-
tions on the Peel; however, a few weeks ago he did say in the
House, and I quote: “I know that even First Nations have
probably not ruled out any kind of economic development ac-
tivities that might be available to them in the region.”

He has since been publicly corrected by two of those First
Nations who say, “Protection of the headwaters of the Peel and
the entire Peel watershed is of paramount importance to us. We
are not interested in seeing further development of non-
renewable industries or roads in the Peel watershed.”

Why did the minister think he could speak on behalf of
First Nations?

Hon. Mr. Edzerza: It’s quite amazing, really, to hear
how the opposition can misconstrue messages that are sent
around between First Nations and this government. I already
stated for the record what I had said publicly on the floor of
this Legislative Assembly, and the First Nations made their
point.

The good thing about everything is that this government
does honour agreements with First Nations and this govern-
ment will continue to honour First Nations working together to
achieve a common goal.

The Peel watershed is one of those initiatives that the gov-
ernment is working on with the First Nations, and I would be
the first one to publicly apologize to any chief or any First Na-
tion if I said something that was totally out of line that hurt
them so badly that it was a public embarrassment.

Mr. Fairclough: Well, that’s quite the statement, Mr.
Speaker. The chiefs were very clear to that minister. Now, the
Premier interfered politically in the middle of the Peel planning
process. He made an irate call to a senior official in the De-
partment of Environment and told him to gut the submission to
the Peel planning commission. The Premier made an executive
decision that the commission didn’t deserve the Environment’s
full report and the minister at the time didn’t do anything to
stand up for officials or for her department or her responsibility
to the environment. In their letter to the current minister, two
chiefs reaffirmed the commitment to the Peel Watershed Plan-
ning Commission’s process.

Does the minister share the First Nations’ faith in the plan-
ning process or does he side with the Premier and his political
interference?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: This government stands behind the
planning process that has been established in the letter of un-
derstanding with the affected Yukon First Nations. We obvi-
ously have recognized that there is an obligation under the self-
government agreements to work through many of these issues,
to work on a government-to-government basis. I think every-
one in here recognizes that, and that has once again been reaf-
firmed by a recent letter that there was a desire to work on a
government-to-government basis and to address our responsi-
bilities under the self-government agreement.

The Government of Yukon is firmly committed to the
process that was established and agreed to and we will continue
to follow it and implement it.

Mr. Fairclough: This government has shown no re-
spect for the Peel planning process. The Premier called an En-
vironment official and told him to gut the submission to the
commission. The current Environment minister presumes to tell
First Nations not to rule out industrial development, when they
have already made their commitment to protection clear.
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This government thinks it can decide what Environment
officials should say, what the commission deserves to hear and
what First Nations want for the Peel. When will the Environ-
ment minister start listening to Yukoners on the Peel instead of
his Yukon Party colleagues?

Hon. Mr. Edzerza: I find it somewhat disturbing that
the Official Opposition chooses to make a political football out
of something so serious as this, as a working relationship from
government-to-government, the honouring of chapter 11 in the
Umbrella Final Agreement — those are serious things; this
government will take those things seriously and will address
them from a serious approach.

Speaker’s statement
Speaker: Before calling Question Period to an end,

honourable members, the Chair is somewhat disturbed the way
the debate has been taking place in the last 10 minutes here.
One side says “misleading”, the other side says “misconstrue”
— I have firm direction from three party leaders that they’ve
reached a consensus that all members of their respective cau-
cuses will rededicate themselves to their commitment to raise
the level of order and decorum in this House.

Members, that’s not doing that.
The time for Question Period has now elapsed.

Notice of government private members’ business
Hon. Ms. Taylor: Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(7),

I would like to inform the House that the government private
member does not wish to identify any items to be called on
Wednesday, April 21, 2010, under the heading of government
private members’ business.

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

ORDERS OF THE DAY

Hon. Ms. Taylor: I move that the Speaker do now
leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of
the Whole.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House
Leader that the Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the
House resolve into Committee of the Whole.

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Chair (Mr. Nordick): Order please. Committee of the
Whole will now come to order. The matter before the Commit-
tee is Bill No. 18, Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10. We were
in Vote 2, Executive Council Office. Do members wish a brief
recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.
Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for 15

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Order please. Committee of the Whole will
now come to order.

Bill No. 18 — Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10 —
continued

Chair: The matter before the Committee is Bill No.
18, Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10, Vote 2, Executive
Council Office. Mr. Fentie, you have about 12 minutes left.

Executive Council Office — continued
Hon. Mr. Fentie: If I recall, when we adjourned de-

bate the other day, we were discussing the issue around the
FTA and the process that we were involved in. I was presenting
to the Leader of the Official Opposition some of the areas that
we had jointly worked on with First Nations such as the actual
nine-year review itself. By the way, Mr. Chair, it is very, very
comprehensive in detail and provides some great insights into
the many challenges of the implementation of self-government
and the agreements here but also the gross expenditure base
work that the Yukon government contributed a great deal on so
that there was a better complement to a business case as pre-
sented to Canada.

Finally, the fact that at the eleventh hour, the federal Fi-
nance department, in getting engaged in the matter, has chosen
to take a different stand on what is known as a clawback of
own-source revenues. Yukon government disagrees with that
position and will continue to support the seven Yukon self-
governing First Nations in this area. We believe that the federal
government should emphasize more the need to provide incen-
tives in our relationships versus disincentives. Clawbacks that
the federal Finance presented would be defined as a disincen-
tive for First Nations. Secondly, it is not in keeping with the
intent of the agreements that the federal government has signed
on to, and our agreements are actually unique in comparison to
other agreements in the country.

So I hope that has shed some light on the issue for the
member opposite, and we also touched on a number of the
other areas that the department is continuing to work on, as it
always does, and that includes some of the changes in the
spending authority that are being requested in this supplemen-
tary. I endeavour to present the information on those areas of
change — in some places decreases, in other places some
nominal increases.

Mr. Mitchell: I do thank the Premier for those expla-
nations. Really, the spending in this department is pretty clear,
so we won’t have a lot of questions for the Premier on the sup-
plementary budget.

I would ask one further question, though. I always ask it as
a matter of course, just to get a progress report and, of course,
that is: can the Premier provide us with an update, first of all,
on the status of the Fitch report and anything that he’s at liberty
to discuss with us regarding progress on pursuing a settlement
with the three First Nations that don’t have land claim and final
agreements?

Also, can the minister provide any update from his meet-
ings with the DIAND minister, Minister Strahl, or for that mat-
ter, the Prime Minister, on the possibility of re-engagement by
Canada — developing a new mandate? The last time I asked
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this question, the Premier pointed out that there is no mandate.
Since it has been some months since we’ve asked it, I would
ask if he could provide us with any information on the possibil-
ity of Canada establishing a new mandate, and also about the
discussions he may have had with the three First Nations, in
terms of each First Nation and its possible interest in there be-
ing a resumption of negotiations.

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Mr. Chair, on the matter of the Fitch
report itself — and I can provide further information, but I be-
lieve it is now a public report. The federal government has re-
leased the Fitch report.

As far as the status of where we are at right now with the
three First Nations, as that relates to the federal government, I
believe there is some discussion around the three First Nations
presenting some ideas and options on how we might deal with
such things as land set aside, which is small parcels, that would
indicate, I think, that there is a willingness to discuss some
things here in the absence of a claim.

With respect to a mandate itself, no, there is still no federal
mandate to negotiate. I think it’s fair to say that there’s not a lot
of interest with the three remaining First Nations at this time to
negotiate. So we’re at that stage where some discussions are
happening. The Fitch report is now a public document and
there’s no indication — at least in the immediate future — that
the federal government will be pursuing a new mandate to con-
clude the land claims.

Now, I want to be clear here. This government’s position
is that the federal government should provide a new mandate
and should conclude the land claims in the Yukon. There are
three of 14 First Nations remaining, and we want to make sure
that we have a consistent situation with treaties here in the
Yukon. We would hope that the federal government recognizes
the value of the Yukon treaties and the self-government agree-
ments. Much work has been done in presenting that to them,
and our expectation is that at some point the federal govern-
ment will proceed and conclude them.

Mr. Mitchell: For the record, we in the Official Op-
position concur with the position that the Premier has just ex-
pressed as the position of the Yukon government and we do
support the Premier in that. I am going to ask this question very
carefully and I hope the Premier listens carefully to what I am
asking. In the absence of agreements with the remaining three
First Nations, particularly with the Kaska in southeast Yukon, a
couple of months ago it was announced that a number of law-
suits were filed crossing several jurisdictions. I am not asking
the Premier to respond to the issue of the lawsuits. There are
reasons why, of course, he would not necessarily be at liberty
to do that. What I am asking is, in the absence of final agree-
ments or even of any strong indication that the First Nations are
eager to pursue that process at this point in time, can the Pre-
mier provide us with any explanation of how his government is
going to seek some form of certainty so that potential resource
development, potential other developments, the land use plan-
ning and so forth, can move forward in the absence of the cer-
tainty of a treaty?

Early in the Premier’s first mandate, there was a bilateral
agreement. Is there anything else that the Premier is working

on to provide some certainty in an area that is both so large and
resource-rich as southeast Yukon?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: First let me address the issue of bi-
lateral. The instrument, at the time we brought it forward, was
set up in a manner that, first off, was sunsetted, but it included
a very important element, and that was that the parties would
make best efforts to conclude the land claim. That did not take
place; therefore, the sunset clause was invoked and that ended.

We as a government still have the obligation to consult and
accommodate. The government does that on a regular basis.

When the member talks about certainty, as a government
we’re working on what would be a consultation protocol to
better clarify that process. That’s an element of certainty, of
course, but I would also remind everyone in the House that one
should understand that the Kaska First Nations — whether it is
the Ross River Dena Council and/or the Liard First Nation,
specific to internal in the Yukon — are working extensively
with government and with the corporate community to advance
development. There are challenges of course, but I think we
have to emphasize and accentuate the fact that there are posi-
tives advancing for mutual benefit for all.

One of the shining examples of that, of course, is the Wol-
verine project, where there’s a significant relationship that has
been developed and continues to evolve there, and there’s
much more going on ultimately because of the tremendous op-
portunity that exists in southeast Yukon. But there’s more to it.
There is the work on the forest legislation, the forest steward-
ship council and all that work. So there has been involvement
there and we will continue to strive to ensure certainty is part of
the equation. Of course, the most recent issue is the develop-
ment of the protocol itself.

Chair: Is there any further general debate? Seeing
none, we will proceed line by line in Vote 2.

Mr. Mitchell: Mr. Chair, pursuant to Standing Order
14.3, I request the unanimous consent of Committee of the
Whole to deem all lines in Vote 2, Executive Council Office,
cleared or carried, as required.

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 2,
Executive Council Office, cleared or carried

Chair: Mr. Mitchell has requested the unanimous con-
sent of Committee of the Whole to deem all lines in Vote 2,
Executive Council Office, cleared or carried, as required. Is
there unanimous consent?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.
Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.

On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures under-

expenditure in the amount of $2,927,000 cleared
Executive Council Office agreed to

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now move to the
Department of Education. Do members wish a brief recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.
Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for five

minutes.

Recess



HANSARD April 20, 20105948

Chair: Order please. Committee of the Whole will
now come to order. The matter before the Committee is Bill
No. 18, Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10, Vote 3, Department
of Education. We will now proceed with general debate.

Department of Education
Hon. Mr. Rouble: Mr. Chair, I am pleased to rise in

the House today to speak to the Department of Education’s
Supplementary Estimates No. 2, a budget for 2009-10. Under
the 2009-10 Supplementary Estimates No. 2 budget, the De-
partment of Education continues to focus on creating a respon-
sive education system, enhancing transitions, developing and
maintaining partnerships and our work in labour market devel-
opments.

Mr. Chair, the total operation and maintenance Supplemen-
tary Estimates No. 2 budget for 2009-10 is $733,000. $1 mil-
lion is requested for additional support for the labour market
development agreement. Mr. Chair, my colleagues will recall
that the Yukon has accepted the administrative responsibility
for two federal programs — employment benefits and support
measures — which are administered under part 2 of the Em-
ployment Insurance Act of Canada.

The labour market development agreement reflects the
Yukon government’s work to support education, training and
skills development for Yukoners, so Yukoners may respond to
opportunities to meet Yukon’s labour market needs.

Mr. Chair, the transfer of these two programs became ef-
fective February 1, 2010, and with the additional funding of $1
million, the total funding for 2009-10 is $1,750,000. The De-
partment of Education is also requesting a further $95,000 in
northern strategy funding to be transferred from the Executive
Council Office.

This will cover a number of issues, Mr. Chair. The funding
will cover $75,000 for the Four Winds — family and commu-
nity literacy project. This project will provide the Yukon Liter-
acy Coalition with funding for further development and opera-
tions of a culturally inclusive family literacy centre, and helps
to meet family, community and workplace literacy needs.

Mr. Chair, there is $20,000 for a land-based, experiential
education project in Old Crow. This project will provide fund-
ing to the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation for an experiential
model for kindergarten to grade 9 that will be unique in Yukon,
with an emphasis on First Nation culture, while meeting the
specific educational and academic needs using a collaborative
process.

I look forward to hearing from the Member for Vuntut
Gwitchin on his thoughts and comments on this issue.

From the initial reports I’ve heard so far, it’s proving to be
a very successful opportunity that is engaging both the students
and the teachers alike.

The department is also requesting a transfer of $150,000 to
Economic Development in support of the Yukon Cold Climate
Innovation Centre. The transfer does not affect the total level of
funding for the Research Centre of Excellence.

Funding that was previously approved for a project under
the northern strategy, the Revitalizing Culture program, is not

required for the current fiscal year and has been deferred to
2010-11, when this project will be completed.

The total capital supplementary for Supplementary Esti-
mates No. 2 for 2009-10 is $34,000. Under Advanced Educa-
tion, we are requesting $34,000 for systems development and
for the purchase of work stations that are required to support
the delivery of the employment benefits and support measures
program, which have been transferred from Canada. This is
100-percent recoverable.

Education and training are vital to creating and maintain-
ing a strong, diverse economy for the benefit of all Yukoners.
This government’s investment in education is proof of our
commitment to improving quality of life for all Yukoners.

I look forward to engaging members opposite in debate on
this issue and also responding to additional challenges they
have put forward.

Mr. Fairclough: I don’t have many questions in this
supplementary budget that has been put before us. The gov-
ernment is asking us to approve a small amount of additional
spending in the Department of Education. Although we do have
a lot of questions in the main budget and this department, I will
reserve my questions for that time. The minister said that in
Advanced Education there was $1 million that went toward the
labour market agreement and that this is 100-percent recover-
able from Canada. I would assume that because it is in opera-
tion and maintenance this will be ongoing into budgets to
come.

I would also like the minister to explain a little clearer
what the reduction in public schools is for. It’s not a huge
amount of money, but it’s $117,000; this is a supplementary
budget. If the minister could answer that — I’m addressing a
line item here and it’s really not necessary to go through the
whole thing because there are not that many lines to this at all,
only a few. Could the minister answer that question about the
public schools and the reduction that we see there? We also
have $150,000 in Yukon College as a reduction for the opera-
tion and maintenance. In brief, those are my questions to the
minister in this supplementary budget in the Department of
Education.

Hon. Mr. Rouble: Mr. Chair, I’m always excited and
eager to enter into debate with the member opposite about edu-
cation. I know he’s often hungry like a wolf to enter into debate
on education and to engage in the matters at hand.

Mr. Speaker, the member asked a question regarding the
decrease in public schools. There are really three different
transactions here. One is an increase in funding for the northern
strategy projects. This includes the Four Winds family and
community literacy project for $75,000. This project was ap-
proved under the northern strategy initiative and is for the fur-
ther development and operation of a culturally inclusive family
literacy centre that helps to meet family, community and work-
place literacy needs across the Yukon. The purpose of this cen-
tre is to assist children, adults, elders, caregivers and youth to
increase their literacy and essential skills.

The member might recall there was a recent opening at the
Canada Games Centre for this centre. Really, it was an oppor-
tunity for the Government of Yukon to work with some of the
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partners in education — this being the Yukon Literacy Coali-
tion. The centre has been established at the Canada Games
Centre and it is done also in partnership with organization such
as the City of Whitehorse. It really has been neat to see the
growth and development of this centre. I am sure all members
know from walking about the Canada Games Centre in the
after school or evening hours, the number of students there.

There are often people who are there right after school.
You often see them working on their homework, sitting in the
halls, leaning up against the wall or working at one of the cafe-
teria tables. This offers an opportunity where they’ll have space
to go to do some quiet work. I also believe they have computer
access and they have other programs there for youth to help
engage them in literacy issues.

Additionally, the changes in Public Schools budget in-
cludes $20,000 for the land-based experiential education pro-
ject. This project was also approved under the northern strategy
initiative and will provide Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation an
experiential model for kindergarten to grade 9 that will be
unique in Yukon, with an emphasis on First Nation culture
while meeting the specific educational needs using a collabora-
tive process. A major component of the project is to develop
and implement field trips on and off the land, and include ac-
tivities that combine cultural competency along with western
educational learning outcomes.

This is as a direct result of the education reform project.
This is a direct result of the relationships that have been estab-
lished between the Government of Yukon and Yukon First Na-
tions. Also, this is tapping into some of the resources provided
by the federal government in order to augment or supplement
some of the education programs going on in the territory. It’s
exciting to see initiatives like this where we are working with
other orders of government and this one in particular, working
with the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation, to provide an educa-
tional situation in a different type of a setting. We will still con-
tinue to strive to meet — as articulated to me by the Chief of
the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation — academic excellence in a
culturally appropriate setting.

It is a mixture of the traditional western educational learn-
ing outcomes, seeing the skills develop in areas of literacy,
critical thinking, communications, problem solving, research
— the very same objectives we strive for in the school systems,
but done in a different community-based setting.

Also, the main cause of the reduction in this line item is
the reduction of $212,000 for the Revitalizing Culture program.

Unfortunately, Mr. Chair, this program has experienced
some delays since it was initially approved and we had ex-
pected this project would be completed in late fall of 2010, but
the funding has been deferred to 2010-11.

The member also asked some questions regarding the
transfers from the federal government regarding the LMA and
the LMDA agreements. In July 2009, the Government of
Yukon signed the Canada-Yukon labour market agreement —
that would be the LMA. Through this agreement Yukon will
receive a total of almost $5.9 million between 2009 and 2014.
The intent of the funding is to provide programming for unem-
ployed or underemployed clients. This group of clients could

include aboriginal people, social assistance recipients, people
with disabilities, older workers, youth or immigrants.
Some of the funding for the 2009-10 fiscal year, includes the
following: the Kwanlin Dun House of Learning, the education
and employment program there, of over $100,000; the youth
work experience program with the Yukon Chamber of Com-
merce for $300,000; work with the Department of Justice at the
Whitehorse Correctional Centre on the wrangler and packer
courses; the heavy equipment training program with the De-
partment of Highways and Public Works; the kitchen helper
and employability skills program that was offered with Chal-
lenge Community Vocational Alternatives; programming with
Yukon Tourism Education Council; work on the high school
exit survey — this is an initiative that the Government of
Yukon Department of Education and Executive Council Office
Bureau of Statistics are working on. Members will recall in the
past that we have had a significant lack of information about
what has happened to students after they leave high school; that
is, after they either leave with a high school diploma or if they
leave prior to graduation.

One of the things we will do is work with the Stats branch
to do a longitudinal study to look at what happens to Yukon
students, where they end up two, three, five and, I believe,
seven years out; looking at how they participate in post-
secondary education; what institutions they attend; whether
they graduate or not; whether they return to Yukon; whether
they continue to put their skills and accreditation to work in
Yukon.

Mr. Chair, we have talked a lot about how Yukon’s educa-
tion system helps to prepare Yukoners for Yukon opportunities.
We want to gather some significant, accurate data on this issue
in order to validate the decisions that we’re making and in or-
der to form the decision-making process in the future. I think
all members will be very encouraged to hear about the high
school exit survey and the work that is being done in this area.

Also, the other projects in the 2009-10 fiscal year included
the essential skills for food preparation in Old Crow, which I
understand was a very successful program.

I think that really concludes some of the highlights of the
programs. This is an exciting time for the Advanced Education
branch of the Department of Education in seeing the devolution
of the labour market agreement and the labour market devel-
opment agreement. These are two federal programs that are
now being transferred to the Government of Yukon that will
increase the responsiveness with which the Government of
Yukon will be able to respond to issues of underemployment,
unemployment and labour market needs.

The other agreement that was transferred was the labour
market development agreement. This is the LMDA. This was
signed in July of 2009 and the formal transfer date of the new-
est administrative responsibilities was February 1, 2010. By
signing this agreement, Yukon has accepted the administrative
responsibility of two federal programs — employment benefits
and support measures — under part 2 of the Employment In-
surance Act of Canada.

Some of these programs include the employment assis-
tance services with organizations such as Klondike Outreach,
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Yukon Council on Disability, Watson Lake Outreach,
l’Association franco-yukonnaise/ SOFA, Employment Central,
Yukon Work InfoNet.

Also, Government of Yukon now becomes responsible for
programs such as the self-employment small business planning
program, which is provided by Dana Naye Ventures, the tar-
geted wage subsidy, the skills development employment bene-
fit, and the skills development apprenticeship program.

As I mentioned, Government of Yukon is very excited
about the new opportunities that we will have through the
devolution of these programs and we are also very encouraged
by the responsiveness with which Yukon will be able to react
to address our labour market needs. This is just one more ex-
ample of the maturing of the Government of Yukon and be-
coming more responsible for the initiatives within our jurisdic-
tion. I trust that answers the member’s question.

Mr. Fairclough: There is not a lot to this department
in this supplementary budget. I thank the minister for his an-
swers and we would like to move on. Thank you.

Chair: Is there any further debate?
Seeing none we will proceed line by line on Vote 3.
On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
On Public Schools
Public Schools underexpenditure in the amount of

$117,000 cleared
On Advanced Education
Advanced Education in the amount of $1 million agreed

to
On Yukon College
Yukon College underexpenditure in the amount of

$150,000 cleared
On Total of Other O&M Programs
Total of Other O&M Programs in the amount of nil

cleared
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $733,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
On Advanced Education
On Labour Market Development Agreement — Systems

Development
Labour Market Development Agreement — Systems De-

velopment in the amount of $34,000 agreed to
On Total of Other Capital Expenditures
Total of Other Capital Expenditures in the amount of nil

cleared
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $34,000

agreed to
On Revenues
Revenues cleared
Department of Education agreed to

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now proceed with
Department of Health and Social Services. Do members wish a
brief recess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.
Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for five

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Order please. Committee of the Whole will
now come to order. The matter before the Committee is Bill
No. 18, Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10, Vote 15, Depart-
ment of Health and Social Services.

Department of Health and Social Services
Hon. Mr. Hart: I am pleased to speak to the supple-

mentary budget today as it pertains to the requested adjust-
ments for Health and Social Services for the year just ending.

The department faced a number of challenges that required
borderline increased spending. In total, the department requires
an additional $11,542,000 in operation and maintenance and a
reduction of capital expenditures of $423,000.

Several non-governmental organizations required addi-
tional spending for the 2009-10 year, including the Salvation
Army, Learning Disabilities Association of Yukon, Fetal Alco-
hol Syndrome Society of Yukon, Yukon Association for Com-
munity Living, Challenge and Line of Life for the increase of
more than $400,000.

Adult residential services also require an increase for
Teegatha’Oh Zheh to respond to the program expansions that
now include not only residential services but a full range of
support services. Most prominent of this new programming is a
successful day program that provides activities and community
involvement for persons with disabilities for whom employ-
ment will never be an option.

In addition, FASSY requires additional funding of
$200,000 specifically for their “With a Little Help from My
Friends” program, which focuses on providing one-to-one sup-
port for up to 25 high-risk women with fetal alcohol syndrome
disorder. Additional funding is included in this supplementary
to respond to the increase we have seen in social assistance.

In May 2008, this government took the steps to increase
the social assistance rates by 25 percent as well as to increase
the earned income exemption. Based on these new rates and the
increased earned income exemption, a large number of people
are eligible for social assistance benefits. An additional $2.2
million is required to respond to a 22-percent increase in the
monthly average number of cases. Our analysis indicates that
44 percent of these new cases are made up of clients who are
new to the Yukon.

Our analysis also indicates that the cost per case has in-
creased slightly by approximately six percent. Increases in so-
cial assistance are always an expected reaction to global eco-
nomic downturns, and other jurisdictions experience similar
trends as the safety net program does what it’s designed to do
during challenging times.

The original five-year funding for THAF, which ended
March 31, 2010, requires approval of the balance of nearly $4
million for a variety of projects. Some of the most notable ini-
tiatives worth highlighting include the social inclusion and anti-
poverty strategy. The department is developing a renewable,
publicly reported, cross-governmental strategy to reduce social
exclusion and poverty using an evidence-based approach built
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on universality. It will recognize social indicators of well-
being.

Wellness and aging strategy — the Department of Health
and Social Services is committed to the development of an
overarching wellness strategy. The end product will be a
healthy Yukon and will ultimately lower health care and social
services costs. The aging and wellness strategy is an initiative
that falls under the broad umbrella of the wellness strategy. Its
intent is to improve the lives of elders and seniors in the Yukon
using a multi-sector approach.

Continuing care accreditation — Accreditation Canada
was invited by the Yukon government to provide an independ-
ent peer review of the quality of its continuing care services
based on national standards of excellence. The areas surveyed
were Copper Ridge Place, Macaulay Lodge, McDonald Lodge,
the palliative care program and the home care program. Infor-
mation was gathered through observation and discussions with
community stakeholders, clients, family members and staff.
Accreditation experts indicated that the heart of continuing care
is the compassion and engagement of staff. More than 700 cri-
teria were reviewed and the branch scored a remarkable 94
percent.

Children’s mental health study — in order to improve our
children’s mental health and health of youth at risk, the De-
partment of Health and Social Services investigated develop-
mental assets. Studies done in the United States consistently
show that the more of these developmental assets a young per-
son has, the less likely they are to engage in high-risk behav-
iours and the more likely they are to thrive. Yukon engaged a
consultant to teach professionals and communities about devel-
opmental assets.

Mental health complex cases — housing. Individuals with
complex mental health problems in conflict with the law who
also struggle with substance abuse, homelessness and histories
of trauma and self-neglect are provided with supervised resi-
dency under the direction of the Yukon Review Board. This
care is provided in partnership with a non-governmental or-
ganization.

Cancer care navigator — the cancer care navigator guides
people with cancer and their families through the physical,
emotional and financial challenges that come with a cancer
diagnosis. The navigator helps by: preparing patients for cancer
treatments; providing information about who will be involved
in a treatment and relating what to expect from treatment in
Yukon or out of the territory; explaining diagnostic tests and
treatments; recommending contacts and counselling, home care
and other support services; providing information and contacts
related to medical travel benefits and coverage; and providing
resources, including reading materials, videos, CDs, DVDs,
Internet sites, cancer information and alliance.

Mentorship has been an integral part of the territorial
health access fund and has been a help to put nursing into the
process.

On the revenue and recovery side of the equation, the addi-
tional expenditures noted above are offset by a normal amount
of O&M capital. These include $968 for costs associated with
the children welfare program and $25 associated with the home

care recoveries. There is $294 is for additional capital costs and
recovery associated with assisted projects.

Mr. Mitchell: I thank the minister for his opening re-
marks. First of all, let me welcome the officials and thank the
officials present as well as the entire department for the good
work they do. This department — when we look at the mains
from last year, Mr. Chair, between O&M and capital, there was
over a quarter of a billion dollars expended — virtually a quar-
ter of the budget for the Yukon government. I guess that falls
into the classification of being both a challenge and an oppor-
tunity — an opportunity to do a lot of good things with the
money spent and a challenge of how to do as much as people
might hope for or expect.

I’d also like to thank all the front-line workers, the com-
munity nurses, the nurses in the Whitehorse General Hospital,
the nurses who work in the Watson Lake hospital, in the nurs-
ing station in Dawson and in every part of the Yukon — the
doctors, right up to the chief medical officer of health who is
on the radio weekly, if not more often, telling us what’s going
on. Just this morning I learned I have to think about getting
inoculated against shingles before I have too many more birth-
days. I see the minister smiling, because we’re pretty close to
being in the same category. A great deal of work is done and it
is appreciated by Yukoners.

The $11,542,000 requested in this O&M portion of Vote
15, Department of Health and Social Services, is the lion’s
share of the entire supplementary budget of $12,954,000 —
and that’s not a surprise, based on what we’ve just heard. This
$11.5-million increase in spending over the mains, I guess one
could say is somewhat normal over the course of a year. Does
the minister agree that’s more or less a normal occurrence,
based on the sorts of things we needed the money for?

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to that question, ap-
proximately $4 million of the monies that are actually related to
the THAF funding are in the additional monies identified in the
supplementary budget.

Mr. Mitchell: The minister has very good officials.
Looking at the spending trajectory over the last few years, in
the 2008-09 actuals, we spent $228 million in O&M in Health.

In 2009-10, we estimated $229.5 million, but we spent,
with this budget, $248,751,000. It does beg the question — the
estimate for the budget for the coming year, which we will
soon be debating, of some $230,744,000.

I recognize that we are discussing the supplementary
budget here in front of us, but the Finance minister always tells
us we have to look at all of these as a whole, with all the ad-
justments and so forth. Does the minister feel that we will not
need to be looking for more money in the coming year? Be-
cause it’s a reduction in the estimates for next year versus what
we are looking at in this supplementary budget having been
spent this year.

Hon. Mr. Hart: All of our projections are very close
to other jurisdictions right across Canada. I will advise him that
there will be a supplementary later on, once the funding does
come through from Ottawa, which isn’t expected until June
sometime. So, yes, there will be a supplement to follow up on
that process later on in the fall for additional funding.
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Mr. Mitchell: I’m going to take it, from the way the
minister just responded, that the expectation is that there will
be requests for more funds when there is additional revenue
that is being transferred from Ottawa, so that it will be more of
a matching request. Is that what the minister meant to say?

Hon. Mr. Hart: Yes.
Mr. Mitchell: Last Thursday, when the Hospital Cor-

poration was in — the chair and the CEO of the Hospital Cor-
poration — there was some discussion, both by the Member for
Mount Lorne and me about reports and studies that have been
done or may have been done regarding the health care facilities
in Watson Lake and Dawson — needs assessment studies, fa-
cility studies. There was reference made to studies — I think by
RPG — on how to make best use of the half-completed shell of
what started out as the multi-level health care facility in Wat-
son and is now going to be incorporated into the new hospital.

I think the minister himself, earlier today during Question
Period, made some reference to the fact that it would be easier
to work on the design of the new facility in Dawson compared
to Watson because they were starting with a blank slate, as
opposed to having to try and make best use of a pre-existing
structure.

I will ask the minister the same thing that I asked of the
chair because some of these reports have been commissioned
by the chair of the Hospital Corporation, so I have to ask the
chair for them. Other reports, I believe, would have been com-
missioned by the Health department. Would the minister make
all of these reports and studies publicly available, so that the
opposition can see them, as well as the public? That would be
the various needs assessment studies, facility studies, and the
study of the existing shell in Watson Lake to see what changes
need to be made in order to convert it into a hospital and so
forth.

Hon. Mr. Hart: For the member opposite, I believe
that the witnesses on Thursday past provided him with the in-
formation. I also recall that they indicated they would provide
the additional reports on the request from the Member for
Mount Lorne with regard to those studies.

All the other studies with regard to the makeup of the Wat-
son Lake facility and the work on that are out there. They are
public, and, from what I understand, they have been ATIPP’d
already. We are making all the information available with re-
gard to the Watson Lake and Dawson facilities.

Mr. Mitchell: Just for clarification, I do recall the
promises made by the chair of the corporation to make studies
available, but we’re a little uncertain whether the government,
prior to this decision — which was only finalized on April 1 of
this year — to transfer the Watson Lake facility and the future
Dawson facility — those hospitals — to be under the auspices
of the Yukon Hospital Corporation. Prior to that being done,
there was this year of transition when the Hospital Corporation
was considering taking on those responsibilities, but had not
yet accepted the responsibility.

What I’m getting at is, prior to that period of time — prior
to that transition period — any studies that the Department of
Health and Social Services may have commissioned or work
in-house, for that matter, regarding the decision on what kind

of health care facility would best service the residents of the
Watson Lake and southeast Yukon area and the north Yukon
— Klondike/Dawson area.

Those would be studies that we may not have in our pos-
session. We’re not certain if these studies were in fact under-
taken but perhaps the minister can tell us if there were needs
assessment studies undertaken, and if so, will he provide them?

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to the facilities in Daw-
son City, for the member opposite, we have been stating — I
think he has brought it up in Question Period several times —
we had been looking at replacing the health unit in Dawson for
a number of years and that is something that is based on de-
mand, based on the requirements for that facility. As such,
when we asked the Hospital Corporation to look at entertaining
the transfer of the Watson Lake facility, we asked them to look
at entertaining the Dawson City facility at the same time. A
substantial amount of work was done by the Hospital Corpora-
tion with regard to the requirements. They brought in their ex-
perts to do an assessment.

They brought in the experts who are very familiar with
hospitals and their operations, and these individuals have a very
good history of experience for these types of facilities. As such,
they provided the Hospital Corporation and its board of direc-
tors with the information required for them to make their as-
sessment with regard to taking over the Watson Lake facility.

In addition, we on the government side did a substantial
amount of work with regard to staff pensions and looking at
providing basically a job for each and every individual in Wat-
son Lake with the Yukon government, because we have to pro-
vide a position for each and every person if they wanted to stay
with the Yukon government. So a substantial amount of work
was done on our side with regard to that. A substantial amount
of work was done by the Hospital Corporation, and it was done
in conjunction with the staff, the citizens of Watson Lake, the
unions involved. I can say that the final day was provided, I
believe, on February 10 when the employees had to make up
their minds with regard to which position they would like to
take.

I think the chair provided the numbers on those staying
with the Yukon government and those going over to the Hospi-
tal Corporation. Again, that decision, that information was pro-
vided to the board, and thereupon they based their information
to go forward with regard to the transfer of the Watson Lake
facility.

Mr. Mitchell: I am going to apologize to the minister
because I clearly have not been making myself clear enough,
based on the responses. If we go back in time to 2004-05, I
think it was, when the initial two multi-level health care facili-
ties were in a budget speech that the Premier gave, costing at
the time — I think the line in the speech made reference to, and
this is a paraphrase from Hansard because I don’t have it in
front me: we will spend $10.6 million to build two multi-level
health care facilities, one in Watson Lake and one in Dawson.

When that initial budget speech was given — actually, I do
have it and, it says, “In keeping with our government’s election
commitments, planning work for multi-level care facilities in
Dawson City and Watson Lake will continue with an additional
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$600,000 planned for each facility as we proceed with the de-
sign stage in 2004-2005.

“$10.6 million is planned in 2005-2006 for the construc-
tion of the two multi-level care facilities, one in Dawson City
and the other in Watson Lake.”

So when these were first being announced, they were de-
scribed as multi-level health care facilities. The former Health
minister and now mayor, once again mayor, of Dawson City,
the former Member for Klondike, was quite adamant on this
being the need for the community at the time. Over time, this
was reassessed and the project changed over time. The project
in Dawson never got off the ground, although it was planned;
the project in Watson did get off the ground and it resulted in
what the chair of the Hospital Corporation referred to last
Thursday as the “half-completed shell.”

The minister earlier today made reference to having to deal
with an older or existing facility. Well, the existing facility is,
in a sense, a new facility except it has never been in use. It’s
the facility the government built.

At some point in time before the Hospital Corporation be-
came involved, the decision was made, presumably by the De-
partment of Health and Social Services, to instead build new
hospitals. The Premier, sometime before the Hospital Corpora-
tion’s involvement began, announced that there would be a
replacement for the cottage hospital in Watson Lake, but it
would be a much more elaborate kind of facility. I believe in
response to a question in this House his response was — in
response to what would be spent, he said, “Whatever it takes.”
That’s what his government would spend on building a new
hospital in Watson Lake, which was then being projected at
some $25 million. What I’m asking for is the studies, consulta-
tions, the work that was done leading to that decision, not the
decision to then transfer responsibility to the Hospital Corpora-
tion.

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to the member oppo-
site’s question, we’re touching base in 2004-05 with regard to
the Watson Lake facility. I think what happened with regard to
the Watson Lake hospital is that they were originally looking at
a multi-care facility in Watson Lake, but it became apparent
that, after reviewing the hospital in Watson Lake, there were
some deficiencies in the hospital that had to be addressed.

There were roof repairs; there were all kinds of issues with
regard to the interior of the facility that had to be looked at and
changed in order to provide, again, good care with regard to the
citizens of Watson Lake. As such, the decision was made to
look at having a new hospital built to replace the existing hos-
pital, which was built several years earlier.

I have just been advised that in order to bring the entire fa-
cility up to code, they would have to basically build a new hos-
pital. In other words, you would have to build way more than
the 25 percent that is required in order to bring it up to code. As
such, it was felt that it was necessary to look at a new hospital,
so they were looking at the facility that was going to be a
multi-continuing-care facility.

After that, several studies were done with regard to the
shell so that it could be utilized as a hospital. There were con-
tracts let out. There was information let — architectural infor-

mation. There was an engineering study that was done on the
facility to ensure whether or not the Watson Lake facility could
actually have a hospital in that unit, so that work was com-
pleted. The result of that work indicated that some work had to
be done on the shell in order to bring it up to a status that
would allow a hospital to be built within the facility. In addi-
tion to that, Mr. Chair, the corporation hired a company to en-
sure that the facility could actually accommodate a hospital
inside it once the engineering work was completed on the
building itself. After the completion of that work, it was con-
firmed that once the additional work was done on the seismic
work as well as dealing with some structural information on the
existing shell, that indeed the facility could accommodate a
hospital under the shell that is there.

The Hospital Corporation looked at that. It was one of the
very critical decisions that had to be looked at and it was one of
the first hurdles that we had to overcome in order for the Hos-
pital Corporation to look at assuming management of the Wat-
son Lake facility.

From there, as I stated earlier, a substantial amount of
work was done in consultation with all those involved, all the
stakeholders, all the staff and again, the citizens of Watson
Lake. I was there for several public meetings with regard to
that facility. I know there were other meetings with regard to
staff. There were several meetings of the Hospital Corporation
and the Public Service Commission with regard to individuals
moving into Watson Lake. We had a number of meetings that
were held with actuaries on both sides — both the Hospital
Corporation and ourselves — that required a substantial
amount of time and work and effort to ensure that we could
provide staff with the best possible option for them to consider
prior to the magic date of February 10.

That also brings me to the supplementary budget that we
have in front of us, which is $253,000. The Yukon Hospital
Corporation requires this additional funding to address the pen-
sion solvency requirement for 2009-10, based on the 2008
evaluation report.

Mr. Mitchell: I do thank the minister for that chro-
nology which does prove helpful. I guess we can learn some-
thing from it — all of us — in terms of how government should
operate. It would be a good idea when we’re looking at any
potential capital project to follow the steps in order. That is: (1)
assess what exists; (2) determine what is needed; (3) plan for
what will be built; and (4) build it on time and within budget.

If that was the process that had been followed, we
wouldn’t have had to go through this process the minister de-
scribed of assessing a $5-million half-completed shell and try
to determine whether or not we could convert it into a portion
of a hospital. I don’t have it in front of me but the Auditor
General, in her report on the Department of Highways and Pub-
lic Works, cited this particular project as one that had gone off
the rails by not following such a process.

I guess we’ve all learned something from it when we have
to spend money to look at the engineering of buildings that
we’ve built from scratch — brand new buildings — and try to
determine what we can do with them. I am going to move on
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from there, Mr. Chair, because there are other issues that I’d
like to discuss.

I thank the minister for answering one question. I was go-
ing to ask what the current status of the hospital employees
pension plan is. I see that the $253,000 in the current budget is
to address that. I guess I will just ask: is that the end of a multi-
year process or is there more of this topping up of that pension
plan that needs to be done in future budgets?

Hon. Mr. Hart: It is like any other pension fund. It all
depends on what the actuary comes up with. It all depends on
the public PSAB process and what is required. I can’t tell the
member opposite. All I can indicate to the member opposite is
that it does include — as I say, based on the year for 2008, we
know that some indications are that the corporation has been
investing and their investments are coming back. I don’t guar-
antee though to the member opposite that we won’t be here
next year with regard to a top-up for the same thing.

Mr. Mitchell: Mr. Chair, moving on to some other ar-
eas, when the officials from the Hospital Corporation were here
last week, there was some discussion about the plans to reopen
at least a portion of the Thomson Centre as an extended care
facility. There was an announcement made that phase 1, which
I think was 29 rooms — I remember the “nine”, but I’m strug-
gling with whether it was 19 or 29. I think it was 29 rooms.
Nineteen?

Some Hon. Member: (Inaudible)
Mr. Mitchell: Nineteen rooms. Thank you.
It was going to cost some $2 million, and we have been

trying to determine exactly who is paying this $2 million —
whether it’s coming out of the Department of Health and Social
Services’ budget, because we don’t see it in the capital budget
for the upcoming year, and we didn’t see it in the budget this
year — or if it will be the Hospital Corporation itself. If it is the
Hospital Corporation, is this money they are going to have to
borrow or will it be provided as a contribution agreement from
the Department of Health and Social Services? I am wondering
if the Health minister can clear this up for us and tell us where
the money is coming from.

Hon. Mr. Hart: Although this is not in my Supple-
mentary Estimates No. 2 budget, I will address this question for
the member opposite. The witnesses did indicate that the
Yukon Hospital Corporation does own this facility. The Thom-
son Centre care facility is under their ownership. They did in-
dicate also at that time that they would be encouraging and
doing the repairs to the Thomson Centre to bring it up to code.
They also indicated at that time that they didn’t have the num-
bers right at their fingertips because they hadn’t been com-
pleted as of yet. However, we are in the early process of that.
We anticipate receiving numbers with regard to the renovations
soon. I also believe that the chair did indicate he would provide
members opposite the numbers when they became available. I
believe it was the Member for Mount Lorne who asked that
question. I’m sure that the chair will make that information
available when it is due to the opposition members with regard
to the Thomson Centre.

There was an issue with regard to a press release on look-
ing at opening up 19 beds, which is basically one pod at the

Thomson Centre. Again, this was after the Hospital Corpora-
tion was looking at their expansion needs and their require-
ments. They had a consultant come in and review the Thomson
Centre to see if the Thomson Centre could be utilized some-
what for any of the expansion requirements of the hospital.
That was completed last summer and it was found that, indeed,
the Hospital Corporation could not expand into the Thomson
Centre and the recommendation from the consultant was to
carry the facility on as it was intended for, which was a con-
tinuing care facility.

Once I was in receipt of that, I then talked to the CEO with
regard to that and we looked at that possibility. Fortunately for
me, we were also experiencing pressure with regard to getting
our continuing care numbers down. We were also experiencing
continuing pressure with regard to palliative care and so we
were looking at trying to alleviate both those situations by as-
suming the one pod at the end of Thomson Centre.

So, yes, we are working with the Hospital Corporation
with regard to that. They will build to suit. We will assume a
lease for that facility late in this year — we are hoping to move
forward with that. Again, we are also looking to reduce the
waiting list and also looking at moving some of our patients
from the acute care facility in the hospital itself into a continu-
ing care facility that can accommodate them.

Mr. Mitchell: While I recognize that the Thomson
Centre funding is not specifically in this supplementary budget,
this is an issue that goes back many years and this minister has
been on his feet many times, as has his predecessors, as we’ve
discussed expenditures on the Thomson Centre. I think cumula-
tively since this government has started — because it was this
government, not the Hospital Corporation, that started effecting
repairs and renovations — there has been hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars spent by the government — it might be over a
million dollars to date — over the last half dozen years, work-
ing toward it. Although it is now being transferred to the Hos-
pital Corporation, this government has had a large responsibil-
ity for it.

Indeed, when we say something’s being done by the Hos-
pital Corporation, the Hospital Corporation — according to the
2009-10 forecast, there’s some $40,909,000 forecast to be
spent in the year or, if we go to this supplementary budget,
there’s a bit of a discrepancy that must be that, since this
budget was prepared, the forecast has changed, but it was
$38,281,000 voted to date and $38,534,000 is the revised vote,
including this budget.

It’s a considerable amount of money that goes to the Hos-
pital Corporation. They don’t self-fund. The bulk of their
money comes in transfers and it comes from this minister’s
department.

Moving on to something that the chair of the corporation
responded with some answers in some other areas of the Hospi-
tal Corporation that involved this minister’s budget — the
nurses and specialists residence that’s being built across the
river, with a budget of some $17 million — in response to
some questions about how that was being financed, because it
was announced it was being borrowed, the chair indicated it
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was being borrowed at a fixed rate of 5.23 percent, although
that rate is subject to review every so many years.

The term of the loan was going to be some 17 years — I
think completing in March of 2028. The reason I’m asking this
minister this question is that the chair indicated that the way in
which the Hospital Corporation would repay this loan was
through a contribution agreement with the government — with
the Department of Health — which he identified as being $1.5
million a year. Is that agreement in place therefore for the en-
tire term of the loan — that is, 17 years at $1.5 million a year?
Is there a letter of agreement for a contribution agreement for
this entire projected term of the loan with the minister’s de-
partment?

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to the residence facility
that’s being built across the way, yes, the Hospital Corporation
will be looking at getting a lease arrangement with regard to
the repayment of that facility. But it includes all aspects — it
will include the lease arrangement with us and also with the
other tenants who are going to be in that facility.

The 17 years is calibrated based on what they have worked
out, but a good portion of that will represent the $1.5 million
that we have allocated for that particular facility.

Mr. Mitchell: So just to be clear, we are talking about
some $25.5 million over the term of the loan, which is what the
contribution agreement with the minister would reflect.

Hon. Mr. Hart: Once we get the finalized terms with
regard to the financial agreement between the Yukon Hospital
Corporation, the bank and us, we will be able to give the mem-
ber opposite a little bit clearer understanding.

Mr. Mitchell: Looking at some items in the budget,
under capital expenditures and the Watson Lake health centre
assessment, there is actually a reduction of $59,000. Originally
the voted-to-date was $144,000 with a reduction of $59,000, so
$85,000 was spent on it.

That’s in the minister’s budget, not in the Hospital Corpo-
ration’s budget. For the officials, page 9-4 is what I’m looking
at in the supplementary budget. So, this $85,000 — this was
spent on which study? Or was it spent internally on just assess-
ing? Were there any reports that ensued from it?

Hon. Mr. Hart: This really resulted in an internal
transfer from the Watson Lake health centre assessment and a
final cost, and we just basically transferred it to another portion
of the expenditures.

Mr. Mitchell: I think I’ll just ask for a clarification
from the minister when he says “we just basically transferred it
to another portion of the expenditures.” Does he mean within
the Department of Health and Social Services, or is this an ad-
justment based on transferring some of the cost to the Hospital
Corporation? Where exactly was the $59,000 transferred to?

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to it, I’ll try this once
again for the member opposite. The $59,000 from the Watson
Lake centre assessment was because the cost was less than ex-
pected. It was transferred to community nursing.

Mr. Mitchell: Well done. The minister actually pro-
vided the information I was looking for.

Again, I’ll ask a question — McDonald Lodge, for the re-
placement planning; similarly there’s a reduction of $41,000. I

would ask why and what is the future commitment on replacing
McDonald Lodge?

Hon. Mr. Hart: Replacement planning for McDonald
Lodge — basically a lapse of $41,000 was recorded for the
conceptual design for the Alexander McDonald Lodge and
basically the planning was completed underbudget.

Mr. Mitchell: Another area, child welfare costs — an
increase of $968,000, I believe it is — if the minister could just
explain that?

Hon. Mr. Hart: This is a request to increase it
$968,000 from the Government of Canada for recovery of costs
for services provided to First Nation children in the care of the
Yukon government.

Mr. Mitchell: I am sorry I didn’t identify that as be-
ing in the revenue recoveries. Sorry, Mr. Chair.

Can the minister identify if we are still at a full comple-
ment of rural nurses? We were last year for the first time in a
number of years.

Hon. Mr. Hart: Yes, we are in our full complement of
nurses. I understand, in talking to the CEO of the hospital, that
they are in the process and they are only, from what I under-
stand, operating on three vacancies right now.

Mr. Mitchell: I don’t have many more questions, al-
though I know that the Third Party may have.

When it comes to the loans for the various facilities the
Hospital Corporation is undertaking, the minister had to give
the approval for the spending authority by letter in order for the
Hospital Corporation to negotiate loans with the banks. Is there
a maximum amount that exists within that approval process?

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to that, I as the minister
provide the Hospital Corporation — I approve their lending
authority and I provide a cap on what that authority is.

Mr. Mitchell: Could the minister give us the amount
of the cap?

Hon. Mr. Hart: $67 million.
Mr. Mitchell: So that $67 million would cover the

sort of ballpark projections of the two $25-million hospitals
and the $17-million nurses and specialists residence across the
way. That adds up neatly to $67 million.

There has been some discussion over the last couple of
days in this House about the chair’s comments last week that
there was perhaps some $47 million in necessary expansion
and improvements of Whitehorse General Hospital that Yuk-
oners could expect would need to be undertaken in the coming
few years in order to bring that hospital up to being able to ac-
commodate the demand that it now faces. Obviously the Hospi-
tal Corporation is at the limit of their borrowing authorization,
based on the three projects that have been previously identified.
Will the minister be providing any additional authorization for
the Hospital Corporation to respond to this other need that the
Hospital Corporation has identified? Has the Hospital Corpora-
tion already asked the minister for that authorization?

Hon. Mr. Hart: For the member opposite, if he will
recall during the witnesses’ discussion with regard to last
Thursday, he will remember that the chair did provide a state-
ment indicating that the residency across the street, for exam-
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ple, that’s currently underway, has been on the list for many
years — of the Hospital Corporation.

I will indicate to the member opposite that, yes, the Hospi-
tal Corporation has brought this issue to us, but I will also reit-
erate here that we will be in discussion with the Hospital Cor-
poration on what that expansion is going to look like and when
it’s going to take place. I’m not about to provide anything more
than that currently here in the House, except to indicate that we
are working closely with the Hospital Corporation. They have
brought this to our attention, and we are looking at it, and we
are currently in discussions with regard to the expansion.Mr.
Mitchell: Perhaps I will just summarize what we do know.
We know that the chair of the Hospital Corporation has identi-
fied that there is a need and has projected that the need might
be for some $47 million. We know that the Hospital Corpora-
tion cannot borrow money in and of itself without a letter of
authorization from the minister.

We know that the Hospital Corporation currently possesses
a letter of authorization that is capped at $67 million, and we
know that that $67 million would be fully utilized for the three
projects that have already been identified by the corporation
and the government as projects that are going forward. So I
guess we can deduce that the Hospital Corporation will require
another letter of authorization from the government if they are
to go ahead and proceed with improvements at the Whitehorse
General Hospital, since they have no other means of funding a
project of that size. Is that a correct analysis, Mr. Chair?

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to any extension of lend-
ing authority for the Yukon Hospital Corporation, under the
act, it requires the approval of a minister.

Mr. Mitchell: A story that was in the Yukon News on
Monday, March 22, 2010 makes reference to a dispute between
the Yukon Employees Union and the Yukon Hospital Corpora-
tion — that the Yukon Employees Union is grieving the Yukon
Hospital Corporation’s decision to increase workers’ pension
contributions and that they — according to the head of the un-
ion, in January they changed the rate at which the pension de-
ductions were being made by employees, according to the
president, without consultation.

The president said, “In January they changed that without
any consultation. They started collecting more money. It’s
about $156 on the average year.” And he went on to talk about
the fact that it is part of the collective agreement. Does the
amount of money that the minister previously identified have
any relationship to this — the amount of the money that is go-
ing to go into the Hospital Corporation — $253,000 for pen-
sion?

The other question would be: if the employees have started
paying more, is the government contributing more as well?

Hon. Mr. Hart: What we’re doing is — they are try-
ing to make their pension fund more sustainable and, as such,
we’re not looking at providing any additional funding with
regard to the Hospital Corporation.

I also might add that that’s a collective agreement that’s
being worked through the process. We can’t comment on any-
thing specific with regard to that until such time as that is dealt
with between the union and the Hospital Corporation.

Mr. Mitchell: Well, I don’t believe that the Third
Party intends to get into this debate. We could go all day, but I
would like to see us resume debate in the not-too-distant future
on the $230 million of O&M spending in the main estimates
and the — I think it’s a much smaller amount. I think it was
only $5 million — I’m not positive of the amount in my mind
— of capital in the main estimates. But I think at this time, I’d
be prepared to move to line by line. I want to thank the minister
for his responses and the officials for their assistance.

Chair: Any further general debate? Seeing none, we’ll
proceed line by line on Vote 15.

On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
On Policy, Planning and Administration
Mr. Mitchell: I’ll just ask for a breakdown of this,

and I’m going to ask for a breakdown on most of these lines,
Mr. Chair.

Hon. Mr. Hart: We’re looking at a breakdown on a
total amount of $441,000 required for H1N1 programming,
materials, rental space and advertising. There was also a total
of $50,000 provided from the Public Health Agency of Canada
to provide support for the pandemic planning and psychologi-
cal first aid in the Yukon. This funding is 100-percent recover-
able from Health Canada. Also, there was a total amount of
$4,000 requested for the H1N1 personnel cost.

Policy, Planning and Administration in the amount of
$495,000 agreed to

On Social Services
Mr. Mitchell: A breakdown please, Mr. Chair.
Hon. Mr. Hart: Okay, I’m going to be up for awhile.

You’ll have to bear with me and so will Hansard, I guess.
We’re looking at an increase of $15,000 required for a full-

time equivalent financial analyst position and a term case man-
ager position for the social assistance program for approxi-
mately two months — this is $15,000.

We’re also looking at other increases in Alcohol and Drug
Services which requested a reduction of $33,000 in expendi-
tures due to a detox and treatment practice project starting later
than expected. Health Canada provided $78,000 to Alcohol and
Drug Services to hire a consultant to write the proposal for the
drug treatment funding program. The consultant is billing a
total of $60,000; therefore, $18,000 will not be recovered from
Health Canada. There is a reallocation of $352,000 from trans-
fer payments to contracts required for the regular approved
homes — that’s $352,000. There is a reallocation of $469,000
from the transfer payments to contracts as required for special
approved homes. There is a reallocation of $100,000 from con-
tracts to transfer payments as required for individual support
agreements. That total is $670,000.

We’re also looking at transfer payment increases consist-
ing of a total of $150,000 requested for the Salvation Army
emergency shelter for ongoing operational costs. A total of
$9,000 is requested for the Learning Disability Association of
Yukon for ongoing operational costs.

An increase of $292,000 is requested for the Fetal Alcohol
Syndrome Society Yukon. An increase of $28,000 is requested
for the Yukon Association of Community Living for ongoing
cost. A total of $38,000 is requested by Line of Life for ongo-
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ing costs. A total of $94,000 is requested by Challenge for on-
going costs. An increase $337,000 is requested by Teegatha’Oh
Zheh for increased operating costs for 2009-10. A total of
$2,011,000 is requested for the social assistance grants due to
volume and grant increases. A transfer of $352,000 from the
transfer payment to contracts is required for approved homes.
A transfer of $469,000 from transfer payments to contracts is
required for special approved homes. A transfer of $100,000
from contracts to transfer payments is required for individual
support agreements. The total transfer allotment increase is
$2,238,000 and a total increase for Social Services is $2.923
million.

Chair: Is there any further debate?
Social Services in the amount of $2,923,000 agreed to
On Continuing Care
Continuing Care in the amount of $2,000 agreed to
On Health Services
Mr. Mitchell: Again, I would ask for a breakdown,

since this represents a large portion of the budget.
Hon. Mr. Hart: Again, I will ask the member oppo-

site to have a coffee and maybe think about a material girl for
himself or papa don’t preach. While he is thinking about that,
I’ll let him get into that process, because it is going to take a
little while for me to get through this process.

The territorial health access fund requires $1.46 million to
complete projects for 2009-10 — the last year of the five-year
funding agreement from Canada. A reallocation of $83,000
from other allotments for personnel costs is required for the
pan-territorial oral health program. Community Health requires
$3,000 for H1N1 personnel costs and Community Nursing re-
quires $791,000 for H1N1 personnel costs. The total personnel
allotment increase is $1,923,000.

Other increases include the territorial health access fund
which requires $101,000 to complete projects for 2009-10 —
the last year of the five-year funding agreement from Canada.
Community Health requires $5,000 for H1N1 program materi-
als. Community Health received $15,000 for infectious disease
conference travel costs. These funds are 100-percent recover-
able from Health Canada. Community Nursing requires
$342,000 for H1N1 program materials. Insured Health Services
requires an increase of $1.3 million for medical travel costs,
based on volume increases. Insured Health Services requires an
increase of $1.1 million for physician claims, based on volume
increases. Insured Health Services requires $94,000 for H1N1
program materials. A reallocation of $421,000 is required
within Community Health from the other allotment to transfer
payments for the Yukon Hospital Corporation laboratory ser-
vices agreement. A reallocation of $155,000 is required within
Community Health from the other allotment to transfer pay-
ments from the Lutherwood mental health agreement. Also, a
reallocation of $9,000 is required within Community Health
from the other allotment to transfer payments for the Yukon
College Tracks newsletter. A reallocation of $83,000 is re-
quired within the pan-territorial oral health project from other
allotment to personnel.

Total other allotment increase is $3,689,000. Crazy for
you, for the member opposite.

The territorial health access fund also requires $1,449,000
to complete projects for 2009-10, based on the last five-year
funding agreement from the Government of Canada.

A reallocation of $421,000 is required within Community
Health from the other allotment to transfer payments to the
Yukon Hospital Corporation for laboratory services.

A reallocation of $155,000 is required within Community
Health from the other allotment to transfer payments for the
Lutherwood mental health agreement.

A reallocation of 9 again, is required within Community
Health from the allotment transfer to Yukon College Tracks
newsletter. Again, the total transfer increase allotment there is
$2,034,000, and again the total increase to Health Services is
$7,646,000, all for the members opposite.

Health Services in the amount of $7,646,000 agreed to
On Yukon Hospital Services
Mr. Mitchell: I’ll just ask the minister to confirm, so

we have it all in one section of Hansard, what he previously
identified as this being for the pension at the hospital. I would
mention, since the minister is very good at referring to the
tunes — I’ve seen his karaoke expertise and I think I might
have even participated once; it does help the time pass — I
must admit since the minister has identified the territorial
health access fund, I look forward to the minister’s pronuncia-
tion of the successor fund, which I believe is spelled, THISSY.
I look forward to hearing the minister say that in the House.
With that, I’ll sit.

Hon. Mr. Hart: For the member opposite, the new
name is called the “Total Health Income Serving Innovative
Sustainable Initiatives Temporarily” — short form, THISISIT.

Yukon Hospital Services in the amount of $253,000
agreed to

On Regional Services
Mr. Mitchell: I’ll ask for a breakdown. It’s certainly

interesting that that acronym is different from the last time the
minister described it for me.

Hon. Mr. Hart: We’re looking at $223,000, which is
required for social assistance due to the volume increases with
regard to that process and, again, that is $223,000.

Chair: Is there any further debate?
Regional Services in the amount of $223,000 agreed to
On Total of Other O&M Programs
Total of Other O&M Programs in the amount of nil

cleared
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $11,542,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
On Policy, Planning and Administration
On Integrated Health and Social Services Facilities
Integrated Health and Social Services Facilities in the

amount of $10,000 agreed to
On Office Furniture and Operational Equipment
Office Furniture and Operational Equipment in the

amount of $17,000 agreed to
On Systems Development
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Mr. Mitchell: Just an explanation about whether this
was simply a timing issue that the work was not completed
within a year or why there is that large a reduction.

Hon. Mr. Hart: This is basically a timing issue. The
project was deferred basically on the purchase of equipment
and only being partially recoverable.

Chair: Is there any further debate?
Systems Development underexpenditure in the amount of

$586,000 cleared
On Family and Children’s Services
On Foster Home Equipment
Foster Home Equipment underexpenditure in the amount

of $7,000 cleared
On Healthy Families — Renovations
Healthy Families — Renovations in the amount of $5,000

agreed to
On Young Offenders Facilities — Renovations
Young Offenders Facilities — Renovations underexpendi-

ture in the amount of $32,000 cleared
On Young Offender Facilities — Renovations
Young Offender Facilities — Renovations underexpendi-

ture in the amount of $32,000 cleared
On Young Offender Facilities — Operational Equipment
Young Offender Facilities — Operational Equipment un-

derexpenditure in the amount of $4,000 cleared
On Residential Services — Renovations
Mr. Mitchell: Just an explanation from the minister of

the reduction, please.
Hon. Mr. Hart: We’re looking at a lapse of $30,000

from the children’s receiving home project; renovations at 5030
Fifth Avenue, which was identified as a project due to the costs
being than expected, as well as a lapse of $43,000 for various
repairs and residential services where costs were less than
budgeted. There was a transfer of $10,000 to policy and plan-
ning and administration for tenant improvements at the human
resources office, as well as a transfer of $5,000 for repairs in
the community health programs. The total budget reduction:
$88,000.

Residential Services — Renovations underexpenditure in
the amount of $88,000 cleared

On Residential Services — Operational Equipment
Residential Services — Operational Equipment underex-

penditure in the amount of $5,000 cleared
On Social Services
On Social Services — Renovations
Social Services — Renovations in the amount of $6,000

agreed to
On Social Services — Operational Equipment
Social Services — Operational Equipment underexpendi-

ture in the amount of $6,000 cleared
On Continuing Care
On Copper Ridge Place
On Copper Ridge Place — Renovations
Mr. Mitchell: I’d ask the minister for a breakdown

and explanation of the reduction.
Hon. Mr. Hart: The net decrease of $58,000 to the

Copper Ridge Place renovation budget is recorded due to a

$82,000 lapse in the roof canopy replacement project com-
pleted underbudget, offset by a transfer from Copper Ridge
Place equipment of $24,000 for the replacement of the air-
handling system project.

Copper Ridge Place — Renovations underexpenditure in
the amount of 58,000 cleared

On Copper Ridge Place — Operational Equipment
Copper Ridge Place — Operational Equipment underex-

penditure in the amount of $24,000 cleared
On Macaulay Lodge — Renovations
Mr. Mitchell: I would just ask for an explanation of

the renovations and if there are any other additional renova-
tions that are required in the near term before a replacement
facility is built.

Hon. Mr. Hart: Macaulay Lodge renovation — in-
crease of $31,000 to offset higher costs of oxygen-room design.
There are always ongoing things with regard to Macaulay
Lodge and we’re always keeping abreast.

Macaulay Lodge — Renovations in the amount of $31,000
agreed to

On Macaulay Lodge — Operational Equipment
Mr. Mitchell: The reduction is for replacement plan-

ning and I would ask for an explanation and also, if the minis-
ter —

Chair: Order please. We’re actually on operational
equipment under Macaulay Lodge, the reduction of $31,000.

Any debate on that line?
Macaulay Lodge — Operational Equipment underexpendi-

ture in the amount of $31,000 cleared
On McDonald Lodge — Replacement Planning
Mr. Mitchell: This is the question I wanted to ask

about replacement planning and the reduction — where this
process is, the projected timelines for when the replacement
planning will be completed and, if the minister could — in the
past there were some difficulties with the heating system in
McDonald Lodge. Have those all been remedied?

Hon. Mr. Hart: We indicated that we would com-
mence with regard to McDonald Lodge replacement once the
current health facility in Dawson City has been completed. I
also indicated that one of the key aspects of the Dawson health
care facility and hospital — once that is completed, we’d be
looking at adding on to the McDonald Lodge facility and tak-
ing advantage of mechanical and electrical, as well as other
service facilities of that facility so that both McDonald Lodge
and the Dawson City hospital could take advantage of that fa-
cility and maximize the use of both.

McDonald Lodge — Replacement Planning underexpendi-
ture in the amount of $41,000 cleared

On Health Services
On Community Health Programs — Renovations
Community Health Programs — Renovations in the

amount of $26,000 agreed to
On Community Health Programs — Operational Equip-

ment
Community Health Programs — Operational Equipment

underexpenditure in the amount of $6,000 cleared
On Community Nursing — Renovations
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Mr. Mitchell: Just a breakdown of that, please, Mr.
Chair.

Hon. Mr. Hart: This was an internal transfer of
$59,000 from the Watson Lake health centre assessment report,
which was completed underbudget, to other community nursing
renovations for increased costs for various projects.

Community Nursing — Renovations in the amount of
$59,000 agreed to

On Community Nursing – Northern Strategy — Telehealth
Mr. Mitchell: A breakdown, please, Mr. Chair.
Hon. Mr. Hart: This is northern strategy 2009 intake,

through to phase 3, First Nation telehealth expansion. The pro-
ject cost is a total of $600,000 over three years for 2009-10
through to 2011-12. The 2009-10 allocation is $370,000.

Community Nursing — Northern Strategy – Telehealth in
the amount of $370,000 agreed to

On Community Nursing — Watson Lake Health Centre —
Assessment

Community Nursing — Watson Lake Health Centre — As-
sessment underexpenditure in the amount of $59,000 cleared

On Total of Other Capital Expenditures
Total of Other Capital Expenditures in the amount of nil

cleared
Total Capital Expenditures underexpenditure in the

amount of $423,000 cleared
On Revenues
Mr. Mitchell: Mr. Chair, the minister made reference

to this line item in his opening remarks, but I am just wonder-
ing if he has any other detail regarding the child welfare with
DIAND and what year this really is from that the money is now
being received. I know there has been a backlog on these trans-
fers.

Hon. Mr. Hart: This is for the current year, but we
are dealing with the federal government on multi-year aspects.
I will advise the member opposite, though, that we have re-
duced that substantially. It has taken us awhile, but we’re fi-
nally getting it down to where it is a workable number.

Revenues cleared
Department of Health and Social Services agreed to

Chair: Order please. Committee of the Whole will re-
cess for 15 minutes.

Recess

Chair: Order please. Committee of the Whole will
now come to order. The matter before the Committee is Bill
No. 18, Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10, Vote 55, Depart-
ment of Highways and Public Works.

Department of Highways and Public Works
Hon. Mr. Lang: In my opening address this after-

noon, Mr. Chair, I would like to go over the objectives of the
department. We support government program delivery through:
procurement of management services — a very important part
of our task on a yearly basis; to serve the public by managing
and regulating transportation infrastructure, systems and pro-

grams — of course, that is self-explanatory; to serve the public
and support government departments by developing and main-
taining buildings, transportation and technology infrastructure
— again, this is what we do as a department; to coordinate with
and assist Government of Yukon departments and corporations
to deliver French language services to the Yukon public in ac-
cordance with the Yukon Languages Act — another important
part of our task at hand as a department.

As we move through this, this afternoon, Mr. Chair, it cer-
tainly is a department that is a very directed and very, I would
say, motivated department in delivering all the services that
they are assigned to do. I would like to thank all of the indi-
viduals who work day in and day out for Highways and Public
Works, which encompasses and touches most communities in
our territory and a large percentage of our employees are living
in those communities.

If you’re to look at our responsibilities as far north as Old
Crow, at the airport there, and look as far south as Watson
Lake, you’ll see that a large part of the population based in
those communities has an indirect relationship with the De-
partment of Highways and Public Works. So, as we move for-
ward with our supplementary here this afternoon, it certainly —
the responsibility that we have through Public Works is over-
seeing investments like our new international airport. I’m sure
that we’ve all had a moment to go look at the improvements
there. It’s certainly being delivered under property or public
works on time and on budget. We certainly look forward to the
international component of our airport, the Erik Nielsen Inter-
national Airport, this spring, and having it complete and ready
for use. It was a commitment we made as a government to the
airline that that would be exactly what we would do. Mr. Chair,
you can see where that will be delivered here in the spring.

Certainly, as we move through the territory — of course,
some of the larger projects that we’re involved in — whether
it’s the massive investment this government has made on up-
grading the Campbell Highway over the last three years — and
of course we have one more year of that commitment —
whether it’s the chipseal program we do extensively through
the territory.

Last weekend I had the pleasure of going on the off-road,
the mining roads in the Dawson City area. I’d like to compli-
ment the individuals in Dawson City who were proactive on
that and certainly have shown the signs that people have been
on the ground there. Those roads are open for the general pub-
lic and, of course, more importantly for industry so they can get
in and get at the mining part of the area.

I’m here to answer questions. I appreciate the members
opposite, and certainly with my capable staff here I’m sure that
we can answer any questions they have. We look forward to the
rest of the afternoon as we walk through this supplementary
here pertaining to Highways and Public Works.

Mr. Inverarity: I’m looking forward to the rest of the
afternoon too. I have to say I don’t think I’m going to be taking
that long today, but I do have a few questions. First, I’d like to
thank the officials for coming here this afternoon. It’s always a
pleasure to have you here. I’m sorry to take you away from
your otherwise very busy day I know that you have. Certainly,
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the Department of Highways and Public Works is an important
part.

As the minister has indicated, I don’t think that there is
anybody in the territory who isn’t affected by this department
in one form or another. Certainly, the Property Management
side and highways themselves — I know we all depend upon
the highways. I know the staff try to make them as safe as pos-
sible. Actually, to that point, while I’m thinking about it, I’d
like to thank the minister for fixing the bridge at Fox Creek. I
drove over it the other day and it looks like the washboard on it
is gone and it appears to be smooth sailing. Thank you very
much.

Just to get down to some of the questions at this point —
and I noticed the minister mentioned about being on time and
on budget for the Whitehorse airport. I noticed that there is
around $3.1 million in the supplementary budget. There’s only
$400,000 in the new mains that are coming out. The first Con-
dor flight, if I’m not mistaken, is scheduled for May 4. Will it
be available and will the new terminal be ready for the first set
of international flights coming in?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Certainly, I’m looking forward to
exactly that: opening the new airport for that Condor flight.
The expansion of the air terminal is ahead of schedule and on
budget. The terminal should be operating by the first of May
2010. Completion of the improvements to the airside surfaces
at several aerodromes through the application of environmen-
tally friendly products that reduces maintenance requirement,
improves runway durability and safety and the suppressed dust
that can harm aircraft. The application of this product also pro-
vided to the — I’m getting off subject here. This is the product
we’re doing internally to manage Old Crow and our other run-
ways that have a dust issue. This is something we’ve done as a
government. Certainly, this facilitates the landing of the first
737 into Old Crow, and of course, the question about Dawson
City and having it accessible to 737 traffic. So, the question the
member opposite asked is — yes, we are very optimistic that
we will be able to meet that date for the first Condor flight into
the territory.

Mr. Inverarity: Well, I look forward to it. Maybe we
should have a little party up there for the first Condor flight
coming in, to welcome it. I haven’t seen the actual plans, and I
was curious whether or not there will be a bridge in the new
wing that is coming out, so the passengers can deplane right
into the main terminal building. I would think that there should
be, but just to be sure that we’re on track with that.

Also, I’ll roll in a second question here. You mentioned
dust control in places like Old Crow. I believe there were some
issues that the Member for Vuntut Gwitchin had brought for-
ward regarding the extension of the turnaround area and the
creation of a larger turnaround area at the one end of the run-
way. I believe the 737s were having a bit of a problem. Perhaps
the minister could give us an update on that too.

Hon. Mr. Lang: On the new tunnel for the new ter-
minal, that will be on phase 2. So that will be something that
will not happen this season, but it will be in phase 2 for the
terminal. It is in the plans. I certainly look forward to that hap-
pening, too, in the next couple of years.

Certainly the airports in Old Crow and Dawson City had to
have an upgrade on them to accommodate jet service. The dust
control was part of it, but we had to put a physical — what you
would call a bubble or turnaround for the 737 to make it feasi-
ble for them to actually land and then turn the airplane around.

We all understand that a 737 has a different weight profile
than the normal airplanes that go in there, so this was part of
the request made by the airlines themselves. To facilitate the
jet, we had to upgrade that turnaround to make it stronger and
more accessible to this size of airplane.

Mr. Inverarity: Again, my question just on that was I
— and perhaps the minister can correct me if I’m wrong, but I
believe that there still is an issue in Old Crow with the turn-
around at the end of the runway — that it’s either too tight or
too small, or that it interferes with the road that goes by the end
of the runway.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I’m told that the facility is there, but
the airlines sometimes choose not to use it. So it’s an option
they have. But it is physically there, and I’m told that it’s per-
fectly up to the standards that the airline requested, but in some
incidents they don’t utilize it.

Mr. Inverarity: Just moving along, I would be remiss
to not talk a little bit about a deficit that’s occurring in the
budget here and the role that the department plays. As indicated
on page S-1, the deficit for the year is $23,096,000. In looking
at the Department of Highways and Public Works supplemen-
tary here, there are recoveries of about $12,700,000 that were
not in the original estimates. So if we hadn’t received the —
well, it was almost $13,727,000 in terms of recoveries.

That would have significantly increased the deficit amount
for the current fiscal year. I would have to say that I’m glad we
got the money, because it certainly reduced the overall deficit
for the government. But I found it interesting that from a plan-
ning point of view, these recoveries are only turning up in the
second supplementary to the budget.

Was the minister not aware when the budget was originally
produced or even at the first supplementary that this extra
$13,700,000 was coming, and could it not have been included
in the earlier estimates?

Hon. Mr. Lang: We can’t report the recoveries until
the agreements are signed, so that is why it falls in place here
today. So it’s a process that we go through and, of course, we
honour the commitment that these cannot be reported until such
time as they’re agreed to.

Mr. Inverarity: I thank you for the explanation. I no-
ticed in the ICT recoveries that they were reduced by $872,000.
I think the main estimates had a $1,200,000, and then it was
revised in the supplementary budget down to about $245,000.
Would the minister explain to us why there’s such a reduction
in recoveries — what makes up those total recoveries in the
ICT division? I mean, it’s a 78-percent decrease.

Hon. Mr. Lang: This $300,000 decrease was due
primarily to a reduction of O&M requirements for the service
agreement with Northwestel for the new mobile radio system.
In other words, this was a reduction because of the O&M re-
quirements. Again, this is good news. It was a $300,000 sav-
ings.
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Mr. Inverarity: Was this because the system wasn’t
implemented in the current year, or was there some other rea-
son for it?

Hon. Mr. Lang: The commitment was because of the
— it is still under construction and this was caused by that.

Mr. Inverarity: Well, while we’re talking about the
MRS system — communication upgrades — could the minister
perhaps give us the status of the project, when it will be fully
implemented, and if it is on time and on budget?

Hon. Mr. Lang: As we know, it has been a period of
time since this project was jump-started. The project will come
on-line during the summer of 2010 — this coming summer.
That is a commitment we made when it was first committed to.
Northwestel is contracted to operate and maintain the MRS
infrastructure until February 28, 2025. That’s a business ar-
rangement we have with Northwestel.

The 2010-11 O&M recoveries from the RCMP total
$2,092,000, compared with the 2009-10 forecast of $174,000.
Is that true — that figure? I’m just verifying some figures. So
this is a figure here with the RCMP, and then this thing jumps
out at $174,000. The MRS and O&M recoveries in 2010-11
represent a full year of recoveries, while the 2009-10 recoveries
reflect one month of recovery. That’s where the discrepancy is.
Okay, thank you very much.

The 2010-11 capital recovery from the RCMP totalled
$114,000, compared with the 2009-10 forecast of $5,029,000
because the 2009-10 MRS recoveries are for the implementa-
tion of MRS, and the 2010-11 recoveries are for ongoing capi-
tal upgrades and enhancements. In other words, it is work in
progress and we expect to have the whole project up and run-
ning in the summer of 2010.

Mr. Inverarity: I think we asked about this actual is-
sue with regard to the RCMP that you brought up in the brief-
ing and there was a significant change — I think it was men-
tioned about $5 million versus $114,000. It was my under-
standing that there was an original agreement with the RCMP.
That agreement either didn’t go forward or was cancelled. I’m
looking for information as to why the agreement — and that a
new agreement either is coming forward or replaced. Could
you tell us the status of where the RCMP sit in participating in
the MRS system. Is there an agreement in place? Was the old
one cancelled? In fact, what is the new one and what is their
contribution going to be?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Clarifying that, there is a partnership
that we signed as a government with the RCMP. They’re a very
important part of this infrastructure. I guess the easiest way to
explain it to the member opposite — it’s how it’s coming on-
line and how those costs bear on that timeline. As we grow into
it, in the summer, when the whole commitment is done — in
the summer 2010, it will be the whole contract. So in other
words, the RCMP are investing in it as it goes forward.

Mr. Inverarity: Is this investment an O&M issue or
are they actually contributing to the capital costs of the project?
Because I believe the original agreement had a capital invest-
ment in it at some point too.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I’m told that it’s both; it’s capital
and O&M. It’s an ongoing partnership that we’ll be working on

with the RCMP. We have to understand that this wouldn’t be
viable without the RCMP partnership, so they’re a very impor-
tant part of this commitment. Certainly, they have a capital
commitment and an O&M commitment.

Mr. Inverarity: I’m not trying to be critical here, if I
sound that way. Sometimes people say I have a tendency to
sound a little critical. I’m just curious about the role. Perhaps
the minister could submit to us afterward a breakdown of what
the capital and the O&M costs might be. I don’t need them
today. I was a little bit concerned that their portion or their con-
tribution — or they had some identifiable problem with the
original contract, and it sounds like that’s not the case — that it
was an issue of timing. Perhaps the minister can just clarify that
for the record, that it’s strictly a timing issue and there were no
problems with contracts or anything.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Not that I’m aware of. We’ve been
growing into this over a last period of — what is it? Two or
three years that we’ve been discussing this and working on this
system.

The contract hasn’t varied. I could put some timelines in
front of the member opposite if he wanted us to do that on how
this thing has fallen together as we grew into it.

Mr. Inverarity: That would be much appreciated.
Thank you very much. I look forward to seeing those. The min-
ister mentioned the maintenance contract for this project ex-
tends to 2025. Could the minister tell us what the total cost of
the maintenance contract is from today or whenever the incep-
tion is until 2025?

Hon. Mr. Lang: In addressing that, Mr. Chair, I
don’t have those figures with me here today.

Mr. Inverarity: But I believe the contract has been let
until 2025.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chair, certainly it has. North-
westel has been a partner on this project since day one. They
again are another partner in this process, so yes, the commit-
ment has been made.

Mr. Inverarity: As perhaps a return, the minister
could submit to us the annual amount of that service contract
over the next — I think it is almost 15 or 16 years that we’ve
committed to that.

I’d be kind of curious to see what the total cost is — per-
haps a year-by-year breakdown. I don’t know if it is structured
that way or not. However it is structured would be — I’d ap-
preciate it. We can move on from there, if that’s possible.
Maybe I had better ask just to make sure.

Hon. Mr. Lang: These contracts seem to be based on
a very lengthy commitment. Our last contract for the system
that we’re replacing was 15 to 20 years. These are long-based
commitments of governments and of course this is a large in-
vestment for our government. Of course, with our partners —
whether it is Northwestel or the RCMP — it seems to me —
and I’m just here as the minister — these contracts are a long-
term commitment and they have been in the past. This one is as
lengthy as the last one.

Mr. Inverarity: I think the minister doesn’t do himself
credit here. He is obviously a very important person and I think
that the contracts are very important. It is a commitment on the
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part of government down the road. If it’s a million dollars a
year, fine. If it’s $1,200,000, fine.

I’m just kind of curious. I’m not criticizing the contract at
all. I’m just trying to determine what the total commitment
might be on either an annual basis or over the 15 years as to
how much is actually being committed by the government. I
think it’s a reasonable request, both here — and obviously the
RCMP are going to be putting money into the project, and so
that would probably be a recoverable. You know, it’s all for the
good of the Yukoners. Let me say right up front what I’ve seen
in demonstrations I’ve seen of MRS — and I think the minister
knows that I’m an amateur radio operator and I participate in
some of the EMO things that are going on around the territory.
I think it’s important. I think that this project is an important
project; I’m just trying to understand the costs.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I’d like to thank the member oppo-
site. I certainly didn’t diminish my role as the minister in this
process. Certainly, I was involved because I was the minister
when I took over the department — how it unfolded and what
the responsibilities of the government were financially and
physically. There were two parts to this, because we as a gov-
ernment did part of it ourselves. That is called the — there’s
another smaller remote site on — I think it’s the Canol Road, is
it not?

We made another investment to make sure that these areas,
as remote as they are, also had investment. So the completion
and installation of the southeast remote sites — because the
investment of the MRS system didn’t expand into these areas
— are to provide mobile communication for emergency re-
sponders, conservation officers, highway maintenance workers
and others on the North Canol Road and South Canol Road — I
was right about that — and the Nahanni Range Road. So those
areas will be covered, too, but this is an investment the gov-
ernment made to maximize our coverage. Partners with Lati-
tude Wireless, which again is a Yukon company, to expand
cellphone coverage in the Lake Laberge, Carmacks, Ibex Val-
ley and of course, the Watson Lake areas — another invest-
ment.

So as you can see, this mobile radio system has been a
large commitment that this government has made. Seven years
ago when we became government, there was very little cell-
phone coverage in the territory at all. Of course, it’s a moderni-
zation of our communication system throughout the territory.
Certainly we made small investments, but we’ve enhanced
many of those investments.

We have enhanced service in Carmacks and Lake Laberge
and that went into service August 2009. The Watson Lake and
Ibex Valley went into service March 2010, so that is just recent
improvement, and Dawson City will be in service for the sum-
mer of 2010. In Carmacks, and especially Dawson City, Mr.
Chair, our first cellphone systems weren’t adequate to cover the
area. These expansions were needed so that the community of
Dawson City had better coverage. As we all know, because
Dawson City is situated in the hills there, it is very hard to get
that kind of coverage.

Since 2006, the Yukon government has participated in the
expansion of cell service to 23 independent areas throughout

the Yukon — so there was a large investment in that level of
communication too, Mr. Chair.

Mr. Inverarity: What I am looking for is just a com-
mitment. I would like to finish up here and move on. I am just
about done. All I am looking for is a commitment from the
minister that he will have the department give us the details on
the service contract with Northwestel from now until 2025. If it
is possible, could they also give us the same sort of information
regarding the service agreement with the RCMP, and I will be
happy.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I committed to do that. That is not a
problem. That’s public information. Any time we enter into a
contract — I mean that’s not a problem. We will definitely give
you the paperwork that would cover the request. I thought I
made that clear when I gave an answer.

Mr. Inverarity: My apologies then. It wasn’t clear to
me and I stand corrected. I’ll look forward to that. Thanks a lot.
We can move on.

The R and R for the north Alaska Highway — I am won-
dering if the minister knows how much was spent last year and
if possible — I know it’s not next year but certainly if you have
both numbers it would be nice. Certainly the R and R numbers
for the north Alaska Highway would be appreciated if you have
them.

Hon. Mr. Lang: As you can see by the investment
we make in our highway system, there was $29,803,000 spent
in 2008-09. There was $23,600,000 in 2009-10 and
$25,261,000 so — that’s the forecast, excuse me, and those are
the actual figures. I’m sorry, Mr. Chair; I’m reading the wrong
figures here. There was $29 million — I’m not sure if that’s
what the gentleman wants — that’s our Shakwak commitment
on the Alaska Highway.

Now the Alaska Highway itself — we would have to break
that down. That’s $2.9 million in 2008-09, and then we’ve got
the $4.2 million in 2009-10. That’s an estimate and of course
$4,900,000 million was forecast for 2009-10. So as you can
see, Mr. Chair, these are large investments. I certainly under-
stand what the member is talking about on the north highway
because of the Shakwak project. The investments were made
there over the last five or six or 10 years — or 30 years actually
if you look at the whole project. There are questions about the
permafrost and about the condition of the roads. We do invest
in BST, but BST is looked at throughout the whole Yukon. We
spend X amount of dollars on BST. The crew goes out and
does certain spots and we don’t bill that to a specific kilometre;
we just have so many kilometres done every year.

We would be doing work on — let’s say, this year between
Faro and Carmacks. So, we do 14 kilometres or whatever the
figure is. Well, that’s the estimate we use. We don’t specifi-
cally point out — I have some more information. On the Shak-
wak project — of course, that goes on. Funding since 1977
amounted to approximately — the Americans’ $436 million
has been spent on the north highway. Yukon government,
again, is seeking another agreement with the Americans, and
that, of course, is with the American government — it’s not
with the Government of Alaska — so we’re dealing with the
federal government for $144 million. The U.S. covers 100 per-
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cent of the capital costs. Of course, the Yukon takes on the
O&M, which would be natural.

As you can see, there are large commitments of total dol-
lars on the north highway. But I do understand — and we do
monitor the north highway pavement, and certainly we’re look-
ing at different remedies over the next period of time —
whether it’s taking out the pavement and putting BST in, which
might be easier to work with — but certainly we are monitor-
ing and we’re working with our partners, whether it is Laval
University or the Department of Transport in the State of
Alaska. We certainly brought it to the attention of the Shakwak
or the federal government in Washington that those were short-
comings of the investment they made on the north highway.

Mr. Inverarity: I think the term “R and R” refers to
ripping and restoration. The budget amounts to normally
around $1 million or $2 million — somewhere in that
neighbourhood. It was a request made to me by someone else
and I just thought I would ask that. I think those numbers are
buried in there somewhere, if it was specifically the R and R
numbers that I was talking about.

Property Management — I noticed that there was a small
increase in the supplementary budget and I was wondering
what program changes or additional costs are in the budget for
implementing the recommendations of the Auditor General.
Perhaps as a second question: how is the master space plan
coming along and what is the current status of it?

Hon. Mr. Lang: In talking to the individuals from the
department who are here this afternoon — a rough figure for
the gentleman on BST expenses that the territorial government
does on the north highway — which would be an average, Mr.
Chair — is roughly $700,000 a year that is invested in the north
highway as far as BST. That is a 100-percent investment by the
territorial government and that would be an average figure.
Certainly, the master space plan has been a very complex pro-
ject that has been going on since about 2006. It is completed. I
can tell the House that it is completed at the moment. The de-
partment participated in the development of — in saying that,
in the master space strategy, we have focused at this point on
Whitehorse alone. Of course, the next investment we have to
make is to eventually extend it territory-wide because the space
plan in the City of Whitehorse is one thing but we have invest-
ments throughout the territory — whether it’s in Dawson City
or Watson Lake or in any of our other communities. This space
plan will be expanded to cover all the territory.

One thing we did discover in this process is that it was a
very lengthy project and very time consuming. I certainly
would like to thank all the individuals in the department who
went to work on this to bring forward the master space strategy,
because when we talked about it, I didn’t realize at the time the
amount of work it was going to take to get that resolved. It is
done. It isn’t done throughout the Yukon. It will be done. I
have no timelines on that, and I haven’t addressed that with the
department, but I’m sure they probably will be able to estimate
the outlying areas tightly than we did the community of White-
horse, because that was a large project that took a very, very
long time — an extended time — to get it done. I’m pleased to
announce that it is done.

Mr. Inverarity: I think my last question would be to
ask the minister if he would commit to tabling the Whitehorse-
only portion of the master space plan in this House. If that is
not the case, at least would he give it to all the parties so that
we could have a look at that?

On that note, I’m going to thank the officials for coming
and participating this afternoon. I have enjoyed the session. I
am looking forward to your return for the main estimates and
will have some questions around that. At this point, Mr. Chair,
I would like to turn the questioning over to my colleague from
Mount Lorne.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chair, in addressing the mem-
ber opposite, this plan is a very large document, so instead of
presenting it here in the House, I could organize a briefing so
that we could brief the opposition on exactly what came out of
that plan. I could coordinate that in the future.

Mr. Inverarity: Sorry, I thought I was done. A brief-
ing would be most appreciated and perhaps maybe two copies
— one for us and one for the Third Party — could be provided
at that briefing so that we have it. Is it digitized? We could
maybe browse it at that point. Obviously we are going to have
a briefing on it; it would be nice to have something to look at.

Hon. Mr. Lang: In addressing what the member has
just said, I’ll leave it with the department to work on and see
what we can do.

Maybe we can do this through a computer or digitized or
whatever would be easier, but we will get the plan in front of
you in some fashion and do a briefing so you can ask pertinent
questions.

Mr. Cardiff: I’m going to be extremely brief, I believe
— or I’m hoping — during the debate on the supplementary.

I am pleased that my colleague, the Member for Porter
Creek South, asked the question about the master space plan.
My suggestion would be maybe we could get it on a CD or
something if printing it is — that might be the easiest way. I
certainly would appreciate a briefing.

It’s one thing to have the plan complete; it’s another thing
to implement it. So what I’d like to know from the minister —
because we’re talking about a lot of real estate, properties, and
buildings that have to be maintained and a lot of offices and
people who need offices that we’re providing services from.
I’m just wondering if there’s any information around the im-
plementation of the plan or the strategy.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I’ve been informed that it’s going
through the Management Board process, and part of that is the
implementation plan on how the department visualizes moving
forward.

Mr. Cardiff: I want to ask the minister a question
about the rural road upgrade program. It’s my understanding —
and I did have a brief conversation with the minister about this
particular topic, and part of it is about communication with
other levels of government. There was an announcement about
— I believe this money is actually in the mains, but for clarifi-
cation, I’d like to ask the minister some questions about it now,
because it’s — as the minister would say — a timely time to
ask the questions. They announced $350,000 for upgrades on
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the Annie Lake Road. One of the things kind of caught some of
my constituents off guard.

There were hamlet councillors who were receiving phone
calls going, “What kind of work is going to be done?” So that
is my question for the minister: does he have details of which
kilometres of the Annie Lake Road are going to be affected and
what type of work is going to be performed on the Annie Lake
Road?

Hon. Mr. Lang: The investment on Annie Lake
Road is infrastructure stimulus funding. It is a 50-cent dollar —
50 cents territorial government, 50 cents federal government
for the investment. I would have to get back to you on the plan
itself and the kilometres, but I would commit to do that.

Mr. Cardiff: Okay. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I would
greatly appreciate if the minister could get back as soon as pos-
sible with the details — by e-mail would probably be the easi-
est. Then I would be able to communicate that information to
my constituents. Then they would have an understanding.

I know that the other part of the conversation I had with
the minister was about — he mentioned that there was the pos-
sibility of increased mining activity up in the Wheaton River
valley at the end of the Annie Lake Road, I believe he indi-
cated. I would be interested to know whether or not that would
advance more work on the Annie Lake Road, either this year or
in the next year. Is there a plan for doing more work? I know
this was a priority of the community.

Hon. Mr. Lang: We haven’t been informed of any
increase on that road from the existing mine or any other mine,
so that hasn’t been brought on to our radar screen. Certainly,
we monitor the road over the years to make sure that we have
the engineering capabilities if, in fact, something were to hap-
pen at the end of the road. But at the moment, Mr. Chair, that’s
not the case. We haven’t had any communication at any level
as far as Highways and Public Works are concerned on that
issue.

There are more interesting statistics here. We were talking
about BST. There is a commitment to put 75.7 kilometres for
replacement of BST throughout the territory. Now when we’re
talking about the north highway, like the member opposite —
on the north Alaska Highway we will continue with 13.7 kilo-
metres scheduled for rehabilitation. So again, we’re investing
in the north highway, understanding some of the challenges we
find on the highway in that area. So there’s almost a 76-
kilometre commitment for rehabilitation of BST throughout the
territory and, of course, 13.7 kilometres is going to be ad-
dressed in rehabilitation for the north highway.

Mr. Cardiff: Well, the minister decided to throw in a
few more statistics. Can he tell me whether there is any BST
rehabilitation scheduled for the south Klondike Highway?
There are a few sections where it has been repaired over and
over again. It seems to be an annual thing. I’m just wondering
whether or not — if there’s a schedule. Obviously there is. I’m
just wondering where the south Klondike Highway fits in that
schedule.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I would commit to give you the de-
tails on where the 76 kilometres of BST is going to be invested

this year. So I’ll send that over to you, and you can see exactly
where the investment is.

Mr. Cardiff: I’d appreciate receiving that. Can the
minister also provide — I believe that associated with the
Budget Address, there was a five-year plan. So can the minister
commit to providing the five-year plan for BST replacement
throughout the territory as well?

Hon. Mr. Lang: The BST question is evaluated on a
yearly basis because you understand what the nature of the
product is. So it’s assessed and then it’s prioritized and then, of
course, the commitment is made on kilometres. So, again, I can
give them to you, but it’s a yearly commitment; it’s not a five-
year commitment per se.

Mr. Cardiff: Well, I’d suggest that there’s at least one
kilometre of BST on the Annie Lake Road that could be re-
placed, if the minister would take that under advisement, for
starters.

I have a couple more questions with regard to the rural
road upgrade program. Can the minister tell me whether there
is any work planned this year with regard to what is known as
the “triple C road” on the Carcross Road? I know that residents
there have been asking for years to have some work done on
that road, and I recently drove on it and quite frankly it could
use some work.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chair, I am sure there are many,
many opinions where that one kilometre of BST should go. I
leave that in the hands of the engineers and the department it-
self to make those kinds of calls, because they are working with
it on a daily basis. There is another mile on the Fish Lake Road
— we’ve already got two miles done. But anyway, besides the
humour of the question about where BST is going to go, I
would certainly like to compliment the department on the
amount of work they do. It certainly is a full summer for the
crew to get the commitment finished every year. It certainly
adds to the safety of the travelling public in the territory, and I
would like to compliment them on that.

As far as the triple C road, I’m not aware of any commit-
ment for an upgrade, or is it BST the member wants, or just a
grader?

Mr. Cardiff: The road gets graded on an annual basis,
I believe, but the school bus stops on the highway at the end of
the road. It’s not up to a standard that a school bus could go up,
and I don’t know that that’s what residents are requesting.
When it gets graded, boulders get graded out on to the road, or
come up through the road, and it needs to be graded and it
needs to have a gravel surface put on it. That’s my understand-
ing of what residents are requesting. It needs to be widened in a
few spots.

It serves a number of constituents. The government re-
leased land, kind of as an infill, several years ago, so there are
more people living up that road.

While I’m on my feet, I also had concerns raised about the
maintenance of the road in the Robinson subdivision. People
are concerned about the safety of the travelling public and es-
pecially about their children who go from one home to the
other — whether they’re walking or whether they’re on their
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bicycles. Could the minister commit to having his officials look
at that?

I’d like to thank the officials for being here today and as-
sisting the minister in providing the answers and for the work
that they’re doing. If the minister could answer those questions,
I’d be done. Thank you.

Hon. Mr. Lang: I appreciate the member opposite
bringing up the question of some of our remote roads and how
they’re maintained. A lot of those roads in the territory have a
certain standard of maintenance and that is done internally in
the department, based on needs and numbers and vehicles and
all of the statistics that the department gets on a yearly basis to
make sure that we’re addressing where the need is most.

As far as upgrading the road the gentleman was talking
about, I’m told by the officials that there has been some in-
vestment in there over the last five years, but I certainly would
encourage the department to take a look, as they do on a yearly
basis, to see where we could improve things — whether it’s on
the C road, or double C, or the Robertson Road or whatever —
I always encourage our department to maximize the time and
the equipment we have. Again, I’d like to compliment them for
the job they do. We have always got to remember that, in sea-
son, we maintain over 5,000 kilometres of road. The bridges
are repaired on a yearly basis, a number of culverts — and, of
course, the question the gentleman opposite asked regarding
the north highway and how we manage those situations. So,
again, I encourage the department to do what they can to make
sure that we minimize the impact of people getting access to
their property. Of course, the safety issue is always very impor-
tant. People move between different homes. Nowadays, a lot of
cyclists move around. In the winter, we have skidoos moving
around. So there’s always the balancing act of what we can do
within our budget to address safety issues and make sure that
people have access to their property in a safe and timely fash-
ion. So, again, I’d like to thank the member opposite.

Chair: Any further general debate? Seeing none, we’ll
proceed line by line in Vote 55.

Mr. Inverarity: Mr. Chair, I request the unanimous
consent of Committee of the Whole to deem all lines in Vote
55, Department of Highways and Public Works, cleared or car-
ried, as required.

Unanimous consent re deeming all lines in Vote 55,
Department of Highways and Public Works, cleared
or carried

Chair: Mr. Inverarity has requested unanimous con-
sent of Committee of the Whole to deem all lines in Vote 55,
Department of Highways and Public Works, cleared or carried,
as required. Are you agreed?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.
Chair: Unanimous consent has been granted.
On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the

amount of $947,000 agreed to
On Capital Expenditures
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $2,615,000

agreed to
Department of Highways and Public Works agreed to

Chair: Committee of the Whole will now proceed with
Vote 8, Department of Justice. Do members wish a brief re-
cess?

All Hon. Members: Agreed.
Chair: Committee of the Whole will recess for five

minutes.

Recess

Chair: Order please. Committee of the Whole will
now come to order. The matter before the Committee is Bill
No. 18, Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10, Vote 8, Department
of Justice.

Department of Justice
Hon. Ms. Horne: I will be brief today by outlining the

highlights of the 2009-10 Supplementary Estimates No. 2
budget request. To help orientate our discussion today, I would
like to review the items in it for the House’s benefit.

As this House will recall, we have been working in our
human rights legislation to ensure we have adequate protection
of human rights within Yukon, and at this time I’d like to thank
the Human Rights Commission for all their valuable work that
they do in Yukon.

In this supplementary budget there is a one-time increase
required to fund the Human Rights Act modernization project.
Funding of $66,000 will be allocated to 2009-10 to fund project
costs associated with research, analysis, consultation and
evaluation.

A one-time supplementary increase of $45,000 is re-
quested for the Human Rights Board of Adjudication for 2009-
10 to fund increased workloads or complaints filed, complex
and costly hearings scheduled, and the development of policies
and procedures for hearing preparation.

A one-time increase of $58,000 for 2009-10 is required to
cover the annual operating costs of the Yukon Human Rights
Commission. This increase is required to address funding chal-
lenges due to staff turnover, uncompetitive salary rates and
increased case load.

Our courts and their support are a very important function
of the Department of Justice, and from time to time we need to
adjust budgets to support pressures within the court structure.
In this supplementary budget there is a one-time increase of
$57,000, which is required to fund the judges’ supplementary
pension plan to cover the 2009-10 benefit cost adjustment. In
addition, there is a one-time increase of $118,000, which is
required to assist the court operations in funding a 30-day,
court-ordered psychiatric assessment, which began early in the
2010 calendar year.

Finally, there is a one-time increase of $330,000, which is
required to fund daily operational costs incurred by the Court
Services branch. This funding has been allocated to areas that
have experienced historical funding pressures. Under the head-
ing of Legal Services, there are a number of items in this
budget.
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The aboriginal courtworker program is an important pro-
gram designed to help persons of aboriginal descent to navigate
the court process. I am pleased to be able to report to this
House that in this supplementary budget the aboriginal court-
worker program will be receiving an additional $20,000 this
fiscal year as a contribution for the costs of a project entitled,
“Training for Yukon Aboriginal Courtworkers: Skill Building,
Self-Care and Relationship Mentoring.”

These one-time costs are 100-percent recoverable from
Canada. In addition, the aboriginal courtworker program will
be receiving an additional $15,000 this fiscal year as a contri-
bution for the costs of a project entitled, “Yukon Aboriginal
Courtworker Handbook.” These one-time costs are again 100-
percent recoverable from Canada.

The access to justice agreement, the legal aid and aborigi-
nal courtworker programs will be receiving $100,000 in addi-
tional funding for a program delivery. This one-time increase is
once again 100-percent recoverable from Canada.

Mr. Chair, seeing the time, I move we report progress.
Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Horne that Commit-

tee of the Whole report progress.
Motion agreed to

Hon. Ms. Taylor: I move that the Speaker do now re-
sume the Chair.

Chair: It has been moved by Ms. Taylor that the
Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Motion agreed to

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: I will now call the House to order.
May the House have a report from Chair of Committee of

the Whole?

Chair’s report
Mr. Nordick: Committee of the Whole has considered

Bill No.18, Third Appropriation Act, 2009-10, and directed me
to report progress.

Speaker: You have heard the report from the Chair of
Committee of the Whole. Are you agreed?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.
Speaker: I declare the report carried.
The time being 5:30, this House now stands adjourned un-

til 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.


