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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Wednesday, March 2, 2011 — 1:00 p.m.

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

Prayers
DAILY ROUTINE

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

Tributes.

Introduction of visitors.

Returns or documents for tabling.
Reports of committees.

Are there any petitions?

Are there any bills to be introduced?
Are there any notices of motion?

NOTICES OF MOTION

Mr. Mitchell: | give notice of the following motion
for the production of papers:

THAT this House do issue an order for the returnaof
breakdown of the more than $10 million per yeart tthee
Yukon Party government spends on medical traveteses for
residents, both within Yukon and outside the teryit

Mr. Fairclough: I give notice of the following motion
for the production of papers:

THAT this House do issue an order for the returtheffi-
nal report on the Department of Education’s Stiatdgjan,
2010-20150ur Commitment to New Horizans

Mr. Inverarity:
motion:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon takvo
with stakeholders, partners, and Yukoners on issefsre
bringing forward legislation that is half-done, fabhked or
half-developed, such as Bill No. 82ivil Forfeiture Act

| rise to give notice of the following

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: Medical travel

Mr. Fairclough: As we discussed yesterday, the Min-
ister of Health and Social Services’' predecessodemin-
provements to the Yukon medical travel program duit this
government before figuring out how to pay for thasprove-
ments over the long term. The federal money thgs jpar this
program is now running out and the current minigdeft try-
ing to figure out how to pay for this program. Tinéister has
now hired some expensive consultants from Winnifege-
view the program and he has said he is lookingfficiencies.

This is a fancy way of saying that there will bescto the pro-
gram.

Will the minister guarantee that this review wiitrresult
in cuts to services? Yes or no?

Hon. Mr. Hart: You know, | find it very interesting.
The Auditor General indicated that we should bdnglour
time and doing assessments with regard to our anogiing to
ensure that we are getting the best bang for ook lfor the
program, and when we do so, members from the opposi
start criticizing us because we are doing what \aeehbeen
asked to do.

We are trying to make sure that we do get the lmeasg for
our buck, and also that the program is being dediven the
most efficient way.

Mr. Fairclough: It's interesting that the minister,
again, refuses to answer the question, Mr. Spedkerhave
heard the minister and Premier talk about gettiaglth care
costs under control, and the government has finaiealed
part of its plan for doing that — medical travelnkeéts. Ac-
countants from Outside have been given the contoacview
the medical travel program and look for efficiescig/hen we
asked the minister for a guarantee yesterday liea¢ twould be
no cuts to services, he refused to provide oneagath today.

Yukoners no longer trust this government and wiblody
reason. Will the minister give Yukoners assurantteg this
government will not be cutting patient benefitsimiroducing
fees for medical travel services? Will he do that?

Hon. Mr. Hart: We are following through with the
review of our medical travel program, based on ithguest
from Health Canada. It is also based on a comnrent the
Auditor General’'s report with regard to Health &akial Ser-
vices. We plan to follow through on that issue tswere that we
have the best service available for all Yukonergmt comes
to medical travel.

Mr. Fairclough: He didn’t answer the question again,
Mr. Speaker. A previous Yukon Party Health ministame up
with a short-term fix to improve the medical trapebgram. It
was announced on the eve of the 2006 election. mbeey
from Ottawa that covered that increase is now dryip — it
runs out in 2012. It's very unfortunate that thenfer minister
didn’t have a plan to fund this program over thaegléerm.

We are concerned that patients are going to enghyimg
more or that service levels will be cut as a restithis minis-
ter's announced review. Yukoners depend on thigyrara.
Will the minister protect it, or will he cut it? ¥eor no?

Hon. Mr. Hart: Medical travel in the Yukon has been
around for as long as | have been here. In faegve utilized
medical travel personally on several occasionsénpast, prior
to the individual across the way indicating thatvids a pro-
gram instituted by a previous Health minister. Il sfiate, how-
ever, that it was a very important program. It \aasa result of
our Premier's work, along with the other two Premief the
other two territories, to ensure that not only Yn&rs, but all
northerners receive similar or the same type oftheare that
is provided in our southern jurisdictions.
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Question re:  Social housing

Mr. Mitchell: Mr. Speaker, eight local NGOs and
their supporters have banded together to presesdl aolution
to our community’s serious and persistent homeksssiprob-
lem. The Northern City Supportive Housing Coalitigmoposes
to build and staff a 20-unit complex with 24-hoeahhy living
supports on-site. Last fall we brought forward atioroto ad-
vance their cause, but the government membersrddféneir
support, saying that the coalition lacked detailaasiness
plans. The coalition has since released a compséheibusi-
ness plan, including operational, financial and egaance
strategies.

Has the government reconsidered its position ihtligf
these new, detailed plans?

Hon. Mr. Hart: This government remains committed
to housing for our citizens and all of our citizess they re-
quire. We have not been idle in working to addresasing
situations that have been raised by the Northety Sluppor-
tive Housing Coalition and by the Yukon Anti-Povwe@oali-
tion, | must say also. We're working hard to addré®e hous-
ing needs of all segments of Yukon society andjustt those
included in the Northern City Supportive Housinga@tion’s
proposal.

We are actively working with this group, as wellagkon
Housing Corporation, to assist with the developmantheir
project and in the review and assistance with theisiness
plans.

Mr. Mitchell:
project. Housing benefits already paid through acassistance
and Indian and Northern Affairs will cover the fidgis mort-
gage and offset its operating and maintenance .castsal
NGOs have also promised in-kind staffing and progreng
contributions of $125,000 per year. As well, supiperhous-
ing moves people away from expensive emergencyicasrv
and that saves a lot of public money.

By some estimates, one chronically homeless pensibn
require $134,000 in emergency services in a yeas.tHe gov-
ernment completed an analysis of these cost-savinggter-
mining whether to support this project?

Hon. Mr. Hart:
support to individuals struggling to find appropeiashelter,
and we want to ensure that all projects are prgmructured
to maximize their chances of success. As | preWyosaid, we
are working with the Northern City Supportive HougiCoali-
tion on their proposal, and we are doing our ddigetice to
ensure the project will have a chance to succeed.

Mr. Mitchell: I'm hearing a lot of bureaucratic words
but I'm not hearing a commitment from the ministelome-
lessness is a serious and ongoing issue in our coityn
There has been a lot of debate in this House aibotihere
have been numerous studies undertaken and compietede
still don’t have an adequate shelter or a suppeitikiing facil-
ity.

This coalition, as well as many experts on thedssub-
scribe to the Housing First philosophy — that i mwust first
meet people’s basic housing needs before they casu@
healthier lifestyles, training or employment. Ndwat it has the

There is a strong financial case for this

We recognize the immediate need for

expanded business plan, will the government sughertoali-
tion’s proposal?

Hon. Mr. Hart: As | just indicated, we are working
with the group. In fact, we have a meeting schatltdemeet
with this group early next week to discuss theojeet, to dis-
cuss what is required, to review their business jplad to ad-
just what is necessary in order for the plan tdogaard.

Question re:  Energy policy

Ms. Hanson: Mr. Speaker, the Yukon Energy Corpo-
ration’s desire to fast-track the Gladstone di@rsproject
proposal is raising serious environmental concénshe fed-
eral Department of Fisheries and Oceans. The Ykoergy
Corporation is proposing to dam Gladstone CredhkénYukon
River watershed and divert the water via canal atoibutary
of the Alsek River watershed to improve the hydapacity at
Aishihik Lake. The Department of Fisheries and ®sesays
that connecting these two watersheds has the paltémicause
irreversible harm to fish populations and fish latbilt also
says the project raises international transboundeaey issues
related to transfer of waters between Canada amdJi8., and
the Yukon Energy Corporation is apparently disrday those
concerns. It is going ahead and resisting callsaféull-blown
environmental assessment.

Does Environment Yukon share the concerns thaDthe
partment of Fisheries and Oceans has raised refiatdis pro-
ject?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: The Energy Corporation is working
on many alternative sources of energy, includirig ¢time. This
is far from a situation where the Energy Corporaigoing to
proceed with diverting anything. Obviously, with fzetment
of Fisheries and Oceans concerns, they're doinig jbie, but
we still have another long list of regulatory reguments that
must be gone through before any such type of &gtoan take
place. This is but one of many alternatives or@ithe En-
ergy Corporation is looking into.

At the end of the day, we do have a system at AikhiVe
are adding a third wheel to that system and allBhergy Cor-
poration can do today is work within the licencesl germit-
ting requirements they have been given to thistpoin

Ms. Hanson: | remind the Premier that, in fact, the
CEO of the Energy Corporation, at both the Chanaf&om-
merce meeting and in front of this Legislature,k&pabout this
project as being one they were focusing on. DFQ gagannot
provide aFisheries Actauthorization for the proposed project.
It wants the Yukon Energy Corporation to relocateemesign
elements of it to reduce the impacts to fish ast fiabitat and
eliminate the transfer of inter-basin water.

The Alsek and Yukon are important salmon riverst tha
could be endangered if the Gladstone diversioneptajoes
ahead as currently planned. Will the Environmentistér tell
the Yukon Energy Corporation that fast-trackings thioject is
not in the best interest of the Yukon governmentherYukon
public if it means irreparable harm to our envir@mhand
threatens the salmon fishery?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: I'm a little bit taken aback that the
Leader of the Third Party doesn’t understand what=isher-
ies Actis all about. If the Department of Fisheries anzkéhs
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— under the act that exists for this country — basacerns,
that is a very serious matter that must be addide3s®at’'s why
the Department of Fisheries and Oceans is invoivethis
process. To make suggestions that this projectosgeding in
fact would be incorrect. This is but one of manyians the
Energy Corporation is working on. There is a litafyregula-
tory processes that must be gone through, incluthiegcon-
cerns and issues of the Department of FisherieOaedns that
come out of theé-isheries Actl can tell you, thd-isheries Act
takes precedence over a lot of things. At this tthee Energy
Corporation can only operate out of the Aishihikteyn within
the existing licences and permits that it has.

Ms. Hanson:
the Minister of Environment numerous times last kv an-
swer questions with respect to water and his respiities for
the environment. It is really because this govemnieasn’t
planned very well for future energy needs of tleisitory that
the Yukon Energy Corporation is finding itself sotaing to-
day to keep pace with the rapidly growing demandpfmwer.
It's pushing projects that may not be suitable iable and is
ignoring advice and failing to work collaborativelith other
government agencies. What | would suggest is tiatpeople
of this territory do not want to see the environtriereversibly
harmed, perhaps forever, by an ill-conceived andhed
scheme. If the federal Department of Fisheries @oeans has
these serious concerns, so do the Yukon people.

Will the Environment minister give this House hisagan-
tee that his department will not give its approwathe Glad-
stone diversion project if it has the potentiattuse the dam-
age as feared by Department of Fisheries and Ogeans

Hon. Mr. Fentie: For the Leader of the Third Party to
infer that the Energy Corporation is scramblingusua is com-
plete nonsense. The 20-year resource plan is &gsdbat has
been conducted in this territory for quite someetionder the
auspices of the Yukon Utilities Board. The optiamtained
within the 20-year recourse plan are many. What treder of
the Third Party is suggesting here is not factlidias nothing
to do with what is happening, and, more importarafycourse
the Department of Environment is going to do itls, jas will
the Department of Fisheries and Oceans, as will MESas
will any other agency or department that has obitiga or
responsibilities under acts, policy or regulation.

That is why the Yukon works. That is why we havevgth
and investment and a balance in our environmentthatis
why the Yukon today, because of all those factmsecond
only to British Columbia when it comes to our gristwilder-
ness being under some sort of protection and/oserwation.
We are doing very well because of the processasatbdave,
including the Department of Fisheries and Oceausalso, in
the case of the Energy Corporation, its 20-yeaoue plan
that has linkages back to the Yukon Utilities Board

Question re:  Medical education bursary

Mr. Cathers:
the NDP express a dim view of Yukon’s health carsten,
and the Department of Health and Social Servicgmiticular.
Health policy is important. If we are going to haveonstruc-

Lately, we have heard the Liberals and Question re:

tive debate, we need to understand what the faetsSa | have
more questions for the minister regarding measwsuagess.
Like every jurisdiction, the Yukon has challengasour
health system, but Health and Social ServicesYthen Hos-
pital Corporation and our health care professiontdbver a
quality of care that compares well to anywhere. &&pent
staff developed Yukon solutions to improve acces$ealth
care professionals and help students receive édndathealth
care. In 2006, as then minister, | launched theicaé@duca-
tion bursary to assist Yukon students being eddcasephysi-
cians. The current minister extended that progtdow many
students have received assistance under the medinahtion

Repeatedly I've been asking — | askedbursary?

Hon. Mr. Hart: The Yukon health profession educa-
tion bursary is available to a minimum of four nstwdents per
year. The maximum amount available is $5,000 par gger a
period of four years for health profession educatiblealth
professions that are considered a priority for Yhekon are
dental therapy, dieticians, licensed practical imgrsmedical
imaging, medical laboratory technology, occupatidharapy,
pharmacy, physiotherapy, primary care and advancae
paramedic, rehabilitation, therapy aide, socialkyepeech and
language pathology and audiology.

Mr. Cathers: | appreciate the information the minister
provided about one of the other bursary prograndeunhe
health human resource strategy. | was actuallyngskbout the
medical education bursary for physicians. Can Harte how
many people have been educated under that programpre-
vided assistance, rather, through that progranest006?

Hon. Mr. Hart: With regard to the number of clients,
as | stated, we do provide a maximum of four pearyé\-
though we didn’t have the maximum number in thetfirear,
we are dealing with approximately 20 students gdahrgugh
the program.

Mr. Cathers: Under the health human resource strat-
egy that | launched in 2006 as then Minister of Itheand So-
cial Services, Yukon allocated $12.7 million totiaives fo-
cused on improving Yukoners’ access to family pbigsis and
other health care professionals. Under the cumenister even
more funding has been committed to this succesdfategy.
Five years ago, the only health bursary program twasurs-
ing education bursary. In 2006, we doubled therfoie assis-
tance per student and made that support availabteite as
many applicants.

Will the minister please tell us how many studemése
received assistance under the nursing educatiosabusince
2006?

Hon. Mr. Hart: As he is well aware, the nursing edu-
cation program is available to four new students yg&ar and
the maximum amount available is $5,000 per annuth vé-
gard to nursing education. To date, we have prav#i65,000
for nursing education.

Internet connectivity

Mr. Inverarity: I have a question for the Cabinet
commissioner for Highways and Public Works. In ®etolast
year, the Cabinet commissioner promised to work Worth-
westel to improve Internet reliability. He has haathing to say
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since then, so | guess it’s all just talk. Yukohigernet service
has not been as reliable as Yukoners have expédede. If

the government were serious about improving Interelébil-

ity, we would see a plan and some funding.

Why is the Cabinet commissioner’s promise not bedake
with substance, and when will Yukoners see a phahfanding
for improving Internet reliability?

Mr. Nordick:
this subject. The member opposite always thinks fithding
that's needed — sometimes it's partnerships. Itywensonally
and spoke to Northwestel about Internet usage ateinet
problems in communities like Dawson City. Out oéttlpart-
nership, we solved the problem. Not only did wevsothe
problem, | actually would like to thank Northwesfet giving
the members of the Klondike credit, because thelized that
there was a problem. Thanks to the partnershipweastruck
and worked together with, we solved the problem.

Mr. Inverarity: And we know how long that took to
get done. As mentioned, this is just more governrtek. The
Cabinet commissioner had big words last year almopitoving
Internet reliability across the Yukon. Reliableemmmunica-
tion is critical to Yukon. As we see now, the goveent has
cut the cable on Internet reliability. The govermiieas had all
the time and all the money to take care of thidrfeeall Yuk-
oners. Unfortunately, Yukon is still vulnerable Itdgernet ser-
vice outages and is no closer to a full-time soluti

budget, and there is no money for a long-term pReliable
Internet service for all Yukoners will not becomeeality un-
der this government’s watch in spite of what théi@at com-
missioner is promising.

Why has the Cabinet Commissioner not backed up his

promise with a plan, along with adequate fundingtf®
Mr. Nordick: Mr. Speaker, | don't know where the

| appreciate the opportunity to speak tomember is coming from. Go through the communifidgere is

broadband Internet throughout the communities imgdoby
this Yukon Party government. The member also spaik@ut
cellphones not working. Mr. Speaker, | support tLate Wire-
less. | have a Latitude Wireless phone. It workehincommu-
nities. Maybe the member should think about thdbheehe
stands on the floor of this Assembly and says phaines don’t
work in the communities.

Question re:  Energy policy
Mr. McRobb: Mr. Speaker, | have more questions for
the Energy, Mines and Resources minister on hidititbe, too-
late net metering policy released yesterday. Hikéty aware
of the public criticism that has been expressediati®e short-
comings of this policy since yesterday’s discussion
Yukoners have pointed out how it would be unecomaini
to invest in the Yukon Party’s net metering plarbvidusly,
this government isn't really serious about encounggreen
energy investment in our territory and has, instedmbsen to

How much time does a government need to get the joBrOteCt the status quo.

done and why has it not been addressed througheutetri-
tory?

Mr. Nordick:
that the member always talks negatively. Remembeavuple
of years ago when the Liberals were in power? Hamyrcell-
phone sites were available throughout the Yukon® member
opposite would know that: not very many.

This government, this Yukon Party government, imt-pa
nership with industry put 17 new sites up. Not odig we do
that, we expanded on that. The member oppositeldhiavel
once in awhile, pick up his hands-free device mvghicle and
drive past the airport in Dawson City and he waeghat there
is cellphone service there — telecommunication owpments
for Yukoners. We improved cellphone service thraughthe
territory. We worked in partnership with Northwdste im-
prove Internet in the Yukon also.

Mr. Inverarity:
work outside of Whitehorse. Though the minister —

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Mr. Inverarity:
member of the Independent/Yukon Party.

Mr. Speaker, we have heard all of this before —t tha
government is long on promises and short on deliwafe see
the shortness of the delivery the Cabinet commissids talk-
ing about. The Cabinet commissioner talked last gbaut the
government’s big plans to improve Internet senilell, it has
been nothing but talk — silence, this year. Theggoment has
no plans for ensuring Yukon has reliable Interrevise.

It just continues to dig up old lines that don’t lwaany
more. There is no plan, there is no project fundimgthis

What | also find funny, Mr. Speaker, is

It's too bad my smartphone won'’t

Neither does your Blackberry, for the

Why did the minister approve of this policy thahders
the economics of private energy investment in eurtbry in
net metering into a net loser?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: It's always a welcome opportunity
to hear the constructive criticism coming from tkiberal en-
ergy critic, who | guess has not looked at somthefrealities
as to what's going on in today’s Yukon with progtike Mayo
B, where we're tying together utility lines, whettee govern-
ment is working with energy companies to ensuré teire
creating responsive, responsible, renewable ersrgtegies.

Yes, Mr. Speaker, when looking at the energy sgsatbat
has been put forward, a couple of the pillars gréh— inde-
pendent energy production and the net meteringegtya We
heard the solution the member offered before ard Was
given careful and due consideration. We've now tbupon
that, taken a policy out and now it's out with Yulers. We're
hearing their concerns and their suggestions agid ¢bnstruc-
tive criticism. That's the whole point and purpaxfeconsulta-
tion: to ensure we’re putting in place appropriptdicies that
are meeting the needs of Yukoners.

Mr. McRobb: It's clear that this Yukon Party gov-
ernment supports the status quo and really dogsrit to en-
courage private investment into green energy. dly effec-
tively further protects the duopoly of the two r&gred utili-
ties. Yukoners deserve much better than such badkkank-
ing. As this Premier once said, the Yukon Party Mdwave us
back in the Dark Ages.

Let's go back, but not to the Dark Ages; let's gack to
this morning, when Yukoners heard what a local gpexpert
said, and | quote: “The cost of generating poweraosmall
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scale like that is more expensive than what you man from
the utility.”

So why did this minister approve such a low limit25s
kilowatts on net metering customers?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: I'll remind members opposite that
there’s a draft out there for public consultationt to get com-
ments on it. There are other factors the membeosifgp may
not be privy to: some of the technical requirememtthe tech-
nical challenges with feeding energy back into Hystem,
whether it's the transmission lines in the neighbood,
whether it's the substation that’'s nearby — thesesame of
the engineering realities that have to be addressed

We also recognize that there’'s an additional dpaftcy
coming forward, and that’s the independent powerdpcer
strategy. That may deal with some of the membehgroques-
tions about some of the higher limits. When tha¢ @omes
out, | look forward to receiving his constructiveticism on
that policy as well.

Mr. McRobb: It doesn’t take a rocket scientist to fig-
ure out there would be no economy of scale tofjustiprivate
investment into green energy with such a low cdpdichit on
net metering customers. This government’s low ciapdimit
makes it uneconomical for large retail customershsas the
big box stores to invest in green energy. It wonédthe same
story with government buildings. What a shame. Apotlost
opportunity. The government could have been leatliegvay
with a pilot project on its own buildings to demtrase favour-
able economics to others. Who is going to invesbiomass
generation when the maximum capacity is limited otoe-
fortieth of a megawatt? Did the minister not doemonomic
analysis before approving this unreasonably srimait?

Hon. Mr. Rouble: | certainly appreciate the com-
ments and the criticisms coming from the memberosjte. |
will certainly ensure that they’re passed on topbécy group
that is working on this. | do have to take issu¢hvei couple of
his comments, though, and would encourage himki® &alook
at some of the programs that are offered by thedgng8olu-
tions Centre, or indeed, look at other demonstnapeoojects
throughout government, through Yukon Housing arel $u-
perGreen homes.

We will continue to work with Yukoners in trying find
additional responsible renewable sources of entergyeet our
growing needs in the territory. We will continuewmrk with
homeowners and industry on the net metering pdliny the
independent power production policy. We will alsmtinue to
look, in cooperation with industry, at other initiees out there,
such as biofuels, wind generation, solar generatiamhbiomass
heating. Mr. Speaker, a number of different averaresbeing
looked at by government with our industry partnérsertainly
appreciate receiving the constructive criticismnfrthe mem-
ber opposite.

Speaker:

Ms. Hanson:

Speaker:  Question.

Ms. Hanson: No, sorry. | don’t have one. Sorry.

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Speaker:  Order. Order please.

Leader of the Third Party.
Speaking to the motion?

7685
Mr. Nordick: | have a question for the Minister of
Tourism.
Speaker: No, sorry. The time has expired now. The

time for Question Period has now elapsed.
We will proceed to Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
OPPOSITION PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

MOTIONS OTHER THAN GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
Motion No. 1331

Deputy Clerk:
of Ms. Hanson.

Speaker:
Centre:

THAT it is the opinion of this House that the demaiic
deficit is growing in Yukon as demonstrated by fhiure of
the Premier to appoint a member of the governmautus to
the Select Committee on Bill No. 108gislative Renewal Act
established by the Yukon Legislative Assembly orvétober
4, 2009, and of the Yukon government to:

(1) address the public’s growing desire for elesitoe-
form;

(2) act on the clearly demonstrated and long-oveireed
for whistle-blower protection legislation;

(3) consider the views and opinions of Yukonereraifi-
tiating highly publicized public consultation preses;

(4) enact effective lobbying rules and a code ofduat for
lobbyists;

(5) change the process for making appointments dmm
boards and committees to increase openness anddsjr

(6) employ other, less costly and less adversargdns to
resolve disputes, other than the courts;

(7) defend the referenda provisions in Kenicipal Act

(8) make appointments to the Yukon Council on there
omy and the Environment; and

(9) use the Yukon Forum to deal respectfully aniiabo-
ratively with Yukon First Nation governments onradd spec-
trum of political, social and economic issues, agioally en-
visioned.

Motion No. 1331, standing in the name

It is moved by the Member for Whitehorse

Ms. Hanson: Today | want to put forward the New
Democratic Party’s plan to increase democracy astbre the
public’s faith and trust in their government. Dyyithe Decem-
ber by-election in Whitehorse Centre, this becancarapaign
issue — not because | raised it or any of the otlaedidates
raised it, but because many people raised it asobtige first
concerns they had when you came around to talxetim tabout
what was going on in government and what was gomin the
Yukon. People were telling me and, I'm sure, theeotcandi-
dates that they felt betrayed by their governmenbath the
territorial and federal levels.

Today there is a democratic deficit in the Yukdrartks to
the current Yukon Party government. Today theralss a de-
mocratic deficit in Canada, thanks to the curreah<grvative
Party government. Our territory is being run byoam-of-touch
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Premier and his out-of-touch advisors and croniémy have
shown us time and again they do not listen —
Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order

Speaker:
Whitehorse West.

Hon. Ms. Taylor:
Standing Order 19(g), imputing false or unavowedtives,
Mr. Speaker, you have on occasion after occasited rindi-
vidual members out of order for personalizing deb&rony-
ism is certainly personalizing debate.

Speaker:  On a reply to the point of order?

Ms. Hanson:
tack on anybody.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker:
member, there is a point of order. | ask the hoalolermember
not to personalize debate. The Member for Whiteh@sntre

has the floor.

Ms. Hanson:
Party has shown us time and time again they datér, truly
listen, to what the majority of Yukoners are saymlgout a
range of important issues. As a result, people lgaoen cyni-
cal and sceptical. They are tuning out politiciamsl turning
their back on politics. They are not voting in thémbers they
once did. They are alienated, frustrated and dgdihed.

Restoring the public’s trust and confidence in gowgent
will not be easy. It will take time. Restoring thé&aith in their
government will take a comprehensive revamp of eevdo
politics in this territory, in this Legislature.

Today | want to set out what a New Democratic Pgoty-
ernment would do to combat that democratic defddegw De-
mocrats have a deep commitment to democracy anddwil
things differently — much differently. The proceskarts by
respecting the public and ensuring people haveyansthings
that matter to them. Then we strengthen our pybiicesses,
including how we operate in this Chamber, to briigerse
perspectives in our community together.

On a point of order. Go ahead, Member for

ward motions for debate to improve how we appoimd ee-
ward people who serve on our major boards and ctteesi
We have argued for an electoral commission to studyelec-
toral system. We have argued for a code of confiudlLAs.

We have argued for whistle-blower legislation totpct public
servants who report wrongdoing from fear of reprisde’ve

also argued for the registry of lobbyists. We havgued for

On a point of order, pursuant to better oversight for our government corporationsaoise they

need to be more accountable to the Legislative Abse to
the people who are elected to represent Yukoneval ¢jo into
these things in greater detail, but I'd like to imelgy focusing
for the need for legislative renewal.

The first point in our motion this afternoon speatshe

That wasn't intended as a personal altailure of the Premier to appoint a member of tbgegnment

caucus to the Select Committee on Bill No. 1D8gislative
Renewal Actestablished by the Yukon Legislative Assembly

From the Chair's perspective, honourable®n November 4, 2009.

This was a really important piece of legislatiomtthvas
put forward by my predecessor, Todd Hardy, the farMLA
for Whitehorse Centre. It spoke to his and the NDBeep
commitment to democracy. On November 4, 2009, Yhikon

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This Yukon Legislative Assembly voted to establish a selechmittee. It

was going to be comprised of members from all threléical
parties. It was going to conduct public consultagidor the
purpose of receiving views and opinions of Yukatizens and
interest groups on reviewing the legislation, rides practices
that apply to the Legislative Assembly and its mersb

The Yukon New Democratic Party appointed a member t
this committee. The Liberal Party appointed a manbehis
committee. Sixteen months have passed since tmisndtee
was established, and the Yukon Party still hasapgointed
anyone. One has to ask why. What are they afrétdGotater
democracy? OutLegislative Renewal AcBill No. 108, out-
lined the scope of the public consultations that gblect com-
mittee was going to undertake. The scope inclubdatiwasn’t
limited to, considering such things as: establighéncode of
conduct for Members of the Legislative Assemblyraducing
measures to improve public awareness of the praogedf
the Legislative Assembly; changing the StandingeDsf the
Legislative Assembly to fix the dates for the swirtsittings;

Today you can count a very small number of peopie w changing the composition of the standing, spearal select

have a say in how the Yukon is run. We all know whese
people are and most of them are not accountaltleetooters
of this territory. As a result, we have seen a lacaccountabil-
ity. We have seen our future mortgaged heavilyuitdhinfra-
structure that we were not consulted about.

We have seen secret negotiations to sell off oarggnas-
sets to the private sector. We have seen a govetrtima likes
to say, “My way or the highway”. Yukoners tell meey are
tired of the Yukon Party government’s anti-demdcrégnden-
cies and after four years as the Official Oppositibe Liberals
are proving they're good at criticizing and snipirigut they
lack the ideas, vision and constructive positiongkdhers want
to hear from their elected officials.

In the last few years, the Yukon New Democratidyhas
tabled theDemocratic Reform Acthelegislative Renewal Act
and theAct to Amend the Elections AdWe have brought for-

committees to make them more equitable; changiegrdies
for tributes, ministerial statements and privatenhbers’ state-
ments; improving the ability of opposition membtysexercise
their legitimate roles of legislative overview agdvernment
scrutiny; and allowing more opportunities for oftis to be
called as witnesses by this Legislature.

You will recall that First Nation leaders despelate
wanted to appear as witnesses to speak t€liild and Family

Services Acgtbut the government members denied them that

opportunity. What we are saying is we need to haoee op-
portunities for citizens to be engaged. Given hathance, this
committee could have accomplished wonderful thirms, it

never got that chance because this government appainted
a member to it. The government voted for our motonthe

floor of this House and then turned around andgedeon that
commitment. This is not the first time the goverminbas re-
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neged on a commitment, and maybe that is why petoplay

are so disillusioned with politics and politicialWwe called for
a best practices code for Members of the Legistatigsembly
to be developed and adopted by all members to dstnade

greater cooperation and productiveness on debatallerbe-

fore the House. We called for a community-by-comityun
breakdown on the mains budget to be provided atatieup

of briefings.

This would allow MLAs to have a greater understagadf
the implications of the proposed budget for theinstituents to
better represent their constituents in the budgdtate. We
called for a breakdown of budget items to be pregidipon
request during budget debate that answers to budigeed
guestions to be provided during budget debateinktive’ve
seen during the course of the first half of thigistative sitting
that it is not so much a question and answer aroumat we
expect in a debate. It's really a process of givdpgeches and |
think that the public expects more of us as legista

We called for cost estimates for government-budfpte-
jects that were to be provided if requested in Cdter that
expenditures for government contracts be disclifsedjuested
in Committee; that a minister be available for digesng on
departmental responsibilities during budget debatdess a
valid reason was provided in writing to the othartjes; and
we requested that legislative returns be undertakban a
guestion is not answered in Committee. These seemmon
sense, but in reality most questions are currandywith stock
lines from the Budget Address.

We called for fixed sitting dates at the openingtioé
spring and fall sittings of the Legislative Assembrhis is not
new. Other jurisdictions have gone this route bsedtiassists

not only Hansardstaff, caucus staff and government officials,

but it also helps the citizenry at large to makanpl with re-
spect to their knowing when they can count on thegjislators
to be at work in this Legislative Assembly.We atsled for
the removal of the requirement to have only 60ngjttays per
year, so we can do the public's business more tighly, if

necessary. It's an arbitrary fix to say 60 dayallishat’s neces-
sary to do the public’s business.

Too many times in the past, important departmeatgeh
not received the scrutiny they deserved during budigbate
because we ran out of time because some memberts tepe
much time playing politics, giving long speechestéad of
working in the public interest. We now have 14 degmaining
in this legislative sitting to debate all the gavaent depart-
ments — 13 departments and Yukon Housing Corparatiod
we have to account for motion debate on WednesSasne-
thing — some department, some important issues Hnoft
get the proper attention during this legislativérgj.

We called for the removal of invoking closure opravate
member’s bill or motion so that all members who tvean
speak to a private member’s bill or motion and m®tshut out
of the conversation because the government hagaitya

| want to say a bit more about allowing witnesseagpear
before the Legislative Assembly. Currently, appeees of the
Yukon Development Corporation, Yukon Energy Corgtiora
Yukon Hospital Corporation, Yukon Housing Corpooatiand

the Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Boardeho
be identified by the fifth sitting day of the lelgisve sitting to
give opposition members and their staff time toppre. We
would like to see more opportunities for withessebe called
to appear in the Legislature.

A few years ago, the New Democratic Party readfohe
lowing motion into the record, and | will read iit its entirety.
That motion read: “THAT this House adopt a moreropad
responsible approach to dealing with the publidriess of the
Yukon by allowing delegations from the public to kagpres-
entations and answer questions from Members of #ugisla-
tive Assembly on specific issues from time to titri¢ot all the
time, Mr. Speaker, but on specific issues from ttméme.

“THAT, as a first step toward meeting this objeetiv
Committee of the Whole schedule two evening mestithgy-
ing...” a sitting — again, the motion did not say gveveek,
but two evening meetings during a sitting “...for fledowing
purposes:

“(1) to allow leaders of self-governing First Nat&to in-
form the Assembly of their concerns and priorities matters
that directly affect the relationship between ttgovernments
and the Government of Yukon; and

“(2) to allow Yukon residents who are living in abtions
of poverty or homelessness to inform members attmuthal-
lenges they face and to propose measures thatdher@nent
of Yukon should adopt to improve their quality dél”

The public has been deliberately excluded fromnigliart
in the proceedings of this Assembly by the YukomtyPgov-
ernment. The Yukon Party government has, time ame t
again, denied the public an opportunity to provideut into
our deliberations.

In my mind, Mr. Speaker, this is anti-democraticcon-
tributes to the democratic deficit, which has bdencribed as
“occurring when ostensibly democratic organizationgstitu-
tions are seen to be falling short of fulfillingethprinciples of
parliamentary democracy in their practice and thmiera-
tions.”

Mr. Speaker, even small changes can make big diftas.
This government has not been willing to even makslk
changes to reduce this democratic deficit.

A couple of weeks ago, we read a motion into thened
urging one of the standing committees of the Latjisk to
look into allowing on-line petitions, called e-gitns. This
little change would allow greater participation iotlividuals,
community groups and organizations in the demargatbcess
by raising issues of public concern in a timely afticient
manner. This little change would make so much changa
jurisdiction like the Yukon, where we have greastdnces
separating our communities. To do a territory-wpedition can
be very difficult, and that is why the Legislativessembly of
the Northwest Territories, last fall, initiated dop project al-
lowing on-line petitions. That body hosts petitiams its web-
site and it is high time, | think, that we did & well.

Mr. Speaker, the next point in the motion we rdfss af-
ternoon talks about addressing the public’s growdegire for
electoral reform. The “first past the post” systemthe “single
member plurality” system, as it's known, used ihGanadian
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federal, provincial and territorial elections, rale a various
serious weaknesses in producing legislatures tfct the

choice of parties actually made by voters. Charigrilgl pro-

vide a more accurate representation of the popuwdse and

regional interest — and regional interest includiighin this

territory. Recent Canadian elections have withesseinifi-

cant fall in the voter turnout. Some say that iatés that struc-
tural changes are needed in order to encouragéegneartici-

pation. There are numerous efforts for change waleat the
federal, provincial, territorial and municipal léseMost activ-

ity is really happening with provincial governmeni$ere are
many active advocates of such reforms and thewdecElec-
toral Reform Canada, Fair Vote Canada and the &ddDP.

The federal NDP leader has promised to make ekdateform

an important condition of any minority government.

So far the referenda that have been tried in BriGslum-
bia, P.E.l. and Ontario have failed. There areotaxireasons
for their failure and the biggest one has beenldbk of real
public education. Most of the time the informatititat has
been put out about what electoral reform is has beey con-
voluted and confusing. What we’re looking for isbasic
change, is a mixed member system that allows forenpoo-
portional representation of the parties in thisikkgure.

This is not new; this is not something that has lmetn
tried elsewhere and in fact it has been proven dokvelse-
where. A proportional representation electoral exysis cur-
rently being used in 84 countries around this woflde NDP
believes the Yukon government should establish laotaral
reform commission for the purpose of conductinglipuduca-
tion, reviewing the method to be used for terrabelections,
and making recommendations to the Legislature fecteral
reform. The NDP in the past presented private memiil|
No. 107,Democratic Reform Acthat contains the establish-
ment of an electoral reform commission and a speciamit-
tee for legislative renewal.

In the fall of 2010, the NDP brought forward a hid

issues that should be addressed in whistle-blowetegtion
legislation, including whether all public institatis and private
organizations performing public functions would tevered;
whether only employees or others, unions, advocaoyps,
the media and citizens could use this legislatigimat types of
wrongdoing would be covered; whether the same effiould
conduct investigation, mediation and the protectibmvhistle-
blowers; whether employees would have to exhaysirtimen-
tal procedures before approaching the whistle-biopretec-
tion office; how retaliation against whistle-blowewould be
defined and how long protections would exist; wieetthere
would be reverse onus on the employer to demoestteit
adverse decisions on a whistle-blowing employeeewmt a
reprisal; what remedies for employees, judged tadbeersely
affected, will be specified in the legislation; aadietermina-
tion of the consequences there would be for empygho
engage in reckless or malicious accusations of ggoimg and
for managers who engage in reprisal against emetoyeho
act in good faith.

That committee was struck in May 2007. It held 18etn
ings between June 13, 2007, and May 11, 2010. titirgout
from labour, the teachers, business and communitispught
submissions from the general public through newspags. It
asked the Clerk to provide background materials/bat legis-
lation other jurisdictions had in place. The repads com-
pleted and delivered to members of the committe&lag 18,
2010.

Despite repeated requests to the committee chairera-
ber of the Yukon Party, to set up meetings by mieague, the
Member for Mount Lorne, no meeting was ever hel@inalize
and release the report. In desperation, the NDP Laekral
members of the committee released a minority reponvhis-
tle-blower protection in November 2010.

The purpose of whistle-blower protection legislatis to
protect whistle-blowers from retaliation from supes, co-
workers and others whose actions have been expGsethda

amend theklections Actwhich would have reduced the length has whistle-blower protection legislation, and so sbveral

of time that a seat in the Legislative Assemblyldowemain

empty. We thought it was important that the goveentrside
— whichever government is in power — give up adititower

in the interest of ensuring that the public is esgnted when
there is a vacancy created. The government defélaiednod-

est proposal. What it does raise is the questiautalvhat the
Yukon Party’s record is and how their inaction kastributed

to the growing democratic deficit. They have killdge NDP

bills that were aimed at directly trying to encaggamore pub-
lic participation in the very activities of this gislature. That's
not the NDP approach. We would be out talking & Yukon

people.

Another aspect of the motion that was read in #fier-
noon was the need to act on the clearly demondteatd long-
overdue need for whistle-blower protection legiskat This is
another area where the Yukon Party government éiashé
people of the Yukon down. On May 24, 2007, the kkgive
Assembly established a Select Committee on Whidterer
Protection. The mandate of this committee was ponteto the
House its findings and recommendations respectiagcéntral

provinces, including British Columbia, Manitoba, Wieund-
land and Labrador. Thanks to stonewalling and tivazging
by the government members of the committee, theowustill
does not have whistle-blower protection legislati®hat is a
shame, and | believe it's a disgrace. It's alsd-damocratic.

Another point that was set out in our motion tHigroon
is the need to consider the views and opinions okoYiers
after initiating highly publicized public consuliah processes.
Yukoners come to consultations and participate ansalta-
tions in good faith to present their views and ¢éoheard. This
government either cherry-picks what they like frtme views
or ignores them altogether. Then they profess tee haor-
oughly consulted the public.

Consultation means more than just spending moneg on
guestionnaire or a conference or advertising to ablout what
you said. It should mean that the valuable viewscitfzens
have influence on the outcome of the issue. Otlserwivhy
should people continue to give their views on is®uk is frus-
trating for many people that ttw¢hat We Heargbapers put out
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by the government were turned into being nothing gmper
and seemed to have little or no effect on policy.

Some of the apathy toward politicians and the igalit
process and voting, and the lack of interest indrtgnt issues
of the day, may be due to the lack of considerati@emg
shown to sincere expressions of views by YukonEnés apa-
thy and lack of interest will continue to erode a@&mocratic
process unless we make changes — changes thatweatee
in the Legislature.

A large number of consultations have gone virtualby
where, but | am going to concentrate on only th(&gld and

Delegations of angry First Nations watched from giag-
lery as this bill was passed without amendment. Aitory of
this extremely important act that reaches intoviig families
of Yukoners and affects Yukon children enormoudybbth
embarrassing and insulting.

Mr. Speaker, in September 2008, tfiekon Health Care
Reviewfinal report was published and a committee wasimput
place to look at the long-term sustainability ofalile care in
this territory. The report was a result of a healtine steering
committee made up of government representatives thad
Yukon Hospital Corporation with health care profesals

Family Services Acteview, the health care review, and themaking presentations. Its objective was to revibe $ustain-

Landlord and Tenant Aceview.
The Child and Family Services Aceplaces the ol€hild

ability of the present health care system in th&oru
Mr. Speaker, thefukon Health Care Reviegave us 43

Welfare Actwhich, at the time, was a quarter of a century oldrecommendations under the heading “Actions for @Qeanr—

It was perhaps the longest and certainly one ofrthst impor-
tant consultations for a territorial piece of légigon. The proc-
ess began in 2003, and the act was finally proddim year
ago. It took seven years of public meetings, canfees, re-
search, written submissions and internal discussiorcome up
with an act that does not satisfy the stakeholddrs. minister,
in the press release announcing the proclamatiothefact,
said the act is a result of input from many comrusiake-
holders, First Nation governments and Health ancigb&er-
vices employees. That simply is not the case. Mgeace is
that this government did not listen to the peopgld gaid it did.
When a draft of the bill was finally available iaryy 2008 —
given that the process began in 2003 — the pubés wanly
given a matter of weeks to respond before it wagado the
House in the spring sitting of that year.

It was a targeted consultation, and it did not caleFirst
Nation communities. In February of that year thees a meet-
ing of the Premier with the leadership of the Fitstions, with
a follow-up letter drafted by the First Nations iagk for a
longer timeline and a symposium on the draft legish. This
didn’t happen.

In March of that year, First Nations held a presafer-
ence to outline their objections to the act. Thenfter did
agree to add a child advocate position to appédesedncerns,
but refused the suggestion by First Nations thatwoaking
group be set up to review the bill. Written objens to parts of
the bill were submitted by several groups: indiedEirst Na-
tions, the Council of Yukon First Nations, the Yukiétis
Association, the Grandparents’ Rights Associatifényokon,
and the Yukon Ombudsman.

The bill was taken to this House on short noticeqirests
were made by First Nations to bring their objectido the
House as witnesses. This was refused. Attempts mack in
the House by the opposition to make amendmentsy Weee
all defeated by this government. In a press rele¢hgeCouncil
of Yukon First Nations declared the act flawed aadl it was
deeply distressed that Yukon government refusethke the
time and make the effort to work with Yukon Firsatddns to
get theChild and Family Services Adght. The Grand Chief at
the time said the government’s actions were undabép and
puzzling, saddening and inexplicable.

recommendations that talk about delivery modelsy asd fee
charges, drug programs, health and human resoanckmany
other issues. This report was taken to the pubiid a final
report, entitled‘Taking the Pulse” What We Heard: A Public
Dialogue on the Yukon Health Care Revisvas published in
July 2009.

It is telling that before those reports were evieiskied or
discussed by this Legislative Assembly, decisiomsenwbeing
taken by this government that ran contrary to thegomrec-
ommendations. Despite the fact that the steeringnaittee
received the comments, opinions and suggestiomsdofidu-
als, stakeholder groups and First Nation repreteasa— in
addition to participants who attended meetingsr @39 peo-
ple completed a mail-in questionnaire — many of thest
important issues have been ignored by this goventinteor
example, access to long-term palliative care andehcare. We
have been waiting and waiting for the renovatedm$mn Cen-
tre to open for many months. It was announced lesygprior-
ity of this government in August 2006. In the pasek, it was
announced that palliative care will not be consdefor the
renovated Thomson Centre. Home care is one of tie¢ oost-
efficient methods for the elderly. That doesn'tree® be a
priority. Despite an aging population, the numbihame care
clients has barely increased in the present budget.

A further example is the limited substance abusatinent
and programming. The government is being forcedctoafter
deaths in custody. It has added a section to thigedrse Cor-
rectional Centre to replace the archaic and punidirunk tank
of the RCMP, but that is the only item in this batltp address
another broad-scale public consultation.

There is nothing additional for prevention and yoatldic-
tion counselling and treatment. There is nothingifigproving
the detoxification unit. There is nothing for commities to
develop treatment programs in response to their s, and
there is nothing for expanding residential treattr@ograms.
There is nothing for after-care, which is the misportant
element in treatment.

Mr. Speaker, we in this territory have studied atidns
until, as some people say, it has been studie@athd This is a
serious health care issue. Some would say it isnb&t serious
health care issue facing the Yukon. Services fdystunce
abuse, detox and treatment save government mortég ilong
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run. The public knows that, and that is why theydmthe kind
of presentations they did to the health care reviEhese ser-
vices assist citizens to become productive taxmaydost of
all, the services that care for addictions mean tha have
health care people who cost the system less. Witlersous
response to the needs of addicted people, théessspending
on hospitals, corrections, doctors, transition henohildren in
care and more.

and still hate it, because it hasn't been changad. NDP per-
sisted and, finally, a select committee was esthbli to review
the act with the public.

On April 6, 2010, Motion No. 1009 amended the Selec
Committee on théandlord and Tenant Aakporting timeline
from the spring of 2010 to the fall of last yeaartPof that mo-
tion read, “THAT the Government of Yukon introduicethe
House legislation no later than the 2010 fall rsjtof the Leg-

The Yukoners who responded to the health care wevieislative Assembly.”

knew this and prioritized this singularly importaesue. The
government has yet to act on their recommendatibmge talk
about sustainable health care, we must look asuktainability
of our people — our most important resource.

The Select Committee on tHeandlord and Tenant Act
worked very hard to gather the public’s input omisig this
piece of legislation. They received written subrioiss; they
were posted on the committee’s website; all of ttsespported

You know, Mr. Speaker, one of the issues that we'vesome form of an amendment to the existing act. Tinagle

raised numerous times in this Legislature has bleenssue of
limited mental health services. Again, this is aeaathat was
identified in the health care review. We have régeseen
government do a turnaround on this very seriouseisbut it's
a minimal turnaround and it's not guaranteed beythigl year.
Along with addictions, mental health issues areoatiouing

human cost for this territory. The mandate of thikdh mental
health services is huge. They are tasked with ssuatd,
treatment, consultation and referral of clientseytare also
expected to do training, public awareness, polity program
development. A conservative estimate of the nunolbg@reople
who need mental health services is about 10 pergkeany

population. In the Yukon, that would mean 3,000ldrken,

youth and adults needing mental health services.

The number of clients actually getting serviceppréed in
the budget statistics, is 375. We reach only ali@upercent of
the need in the territory for mental health sersic&gain, a
healthy population means a sustainable health sgstem,
which was the purpose of the health care revievepBedents
to the health care review realized that, but theyewignored.
Another area that was really important in termsleveloping
sustainable health care and was identified in tealth care
review was the issue of prevention programs.

available a hard-copy questionnaire. They listeteedpoken
submissions in the three major municipalities i@ ¥ukon. On
November 10, 2010, the Select Committee or_thedlord and
Tenant Actpresented its report to this House. The findings a
universally for changing the act. The Premier saidebate of
Motion No. 850, establishing the select committbat legisla-
tion would be brought forward expeditiously to Bctthe
many problems that this outdated and cumbersomieaacdh it.
The question is: where is it? Where are those aments?
Dozens of public presentations and submissions chore
landlords and tenants. Still, we have an anciedtuarworkable
piece of legislation and the public is, once agh#&ing ignored.

Our motion asked this government to consider tleavsi
and opinions of Yukoners after initiating highly ipgized
public consultation processes. We spend thousgmdbably
millions, of taxpayers’ dollars, not only on thedegee areas
that | have talked about but many more, to gaindtheantage
of public views. But this government persists ietpnding that
the democratic deficit does not exist, that theraa failure to
respond to the people who are the basis of our dexog. Ac-
tions speak louder than words.

Another point that | would like to raise this afieon is to
urge the government to enact effective lobbyingsuand a

The Health Act states that five percent of the Health code of conduct for lobbyists. The Yukon New Denaticr

budget is to go toward prevention. The total Healtidget is
about $100 million. Five percent of that is clea®y million.
The health education promotion budget is $90,00tats a
long way from $5 million.

Party has tabled motions and asked questions utpmgjov-
ernment to enact effective lobbying rules and aeasidconduct
for lobbyists. Lobbying is a legitimate businedsslan impor-
tant function of government and in the public seawery-

Over a decade ago, the Romanow report emphasieed tiwhere in the world, | would say, today. Lobbyinghs process

need for prevention programs. Nearly every heaithute in
this House outlines the benefits of prevention digionutrition,
exercise and education. Prevention in health enessgs not
only lifestyle changes; it means the support oflthgdiving
through decent housing, fair wages and childcareafio The
respondents to the health care review realizedptfeatention is
a key way to a sustainable health care system.

| said there were three; the third act or reviemahted to
comment on this afternoon is thandlord and Tenant Aae-
view. This issue has a long history in this Ledigla. In 2008-
09, the NDP asked questions about an internal weviethe
act. The minister concluded from the internal revihat the
act didn’'t have to change, that it was well-balahd&'ell, we
said it was well-balanced. Both landlords and tendated it,

through which individuals and groups articulateirttieterests
and press them upon government decision-makersder do
influence the determination of public policy. It lisgitimate
business. Most lobbyists are salaried employeesntefrest
groups, corporations and unions. Law firms and iPRsf also
engage in lobbying. Many Canadian jurisdictions|uding the
federal government, have a registry for lobbyisgtsaell as a
code of conduct for lobbyists.

The reason is to ensure that contact between Istshgind
politicians and their senior officials is conduciadaccordance
with public expectations of transparency, integahd honesty.
Lobbying now touches every aspect of public lifbeTYukon
does not have lobbying legislation, even thougl thrisdic-
tion is coming under increasing pressure from itrgugnclud-
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ing as far away as China, to allow widespread agraknt in
all areas of this territory.

The New Democratic Party is not suggesting the gove
ment is doing anything wrong, but the people shéulow who
the Premier, his ministers and their officials ameeting with
and what issues they are talking about.

The Yukon’s Conflict of Interest Commissioner, iis lan-
nual report to the Legislative Assembly in 201@ommmended
the Yukon government create a system for regigidahbyists
to increase transparency and accountability. The Bemoc-
ratic Party also tabled a motion urging the Yukavernment
to bring forward amendments to the territory’s diotHof-
interest legislation. This is because the origleglslation was
enacted in 1995. The Yukon's Conflict of Interestn@nis-
sioner also said in that same report that whatttatess a con-
flict of interest evolves over time and the timesh@me to
modernize our conflict-of-interest laws to incre&samsparency
and clarity. | am sure that those are principleg gveryone in
this Legislative Assembly can support.

In raising this issue, | am not accusing anyonth@&gov-
ernment of conflict of interest. | am simply sayithgt the pub-
lic today expects a high standard from its eleciffitials, and
lobbying and up-to-date conflict legislation aredooverdue in
the Yukon, if we are serious about reducing the at@atic
deficit.

In Ottawa, registered lobbyists met almost 600 siméh
the Prime Minister and his Cabinet. We only knovs thecause
Canada has a lobbying act and the Prime Ministérégsmin-
isters are required by law to publicly discloseirttreeetings
with lobbyists. The federal lobbying legislationysathat free
and open access to government is an important nadtpiblic
interest. It also says it is desirable that pubfificeholders and
the public be able to know who is engaged in lobgyactivi-
ties. Whenever the Yukon’s Conflict of Interest Guission
makes recommendation to the government, we shail his
advice very seriously. This government has choseigriore
his advice and, as a result, we have no lobbyigligtion, no
registry of lobbyists, no code of conduct for lolsty, and con
flict-of-interest legislation that has not kept pawith the
changing times.

Under the federal legislation, when people lobbgy tid-
eral officeholders, they must do the following: alise who
they represent and their reasons for their appropobvide
accurate information and not knowingly mislead,oimf their
client or their employer of their obligations; astodivulging
confidential information without the consent of sleathey have
spoken with; avoid conflict of interest of thoserélved with-
out their consent; advise officials that clientsvdebeen in-
formed of any potential or apparent conflict andidvexercis-
ing improper influence.

| think the last point is the most important — al@xer-
cising improper influence. We all understand tooll vibe
power that wealthy lobby groups wield in our fedepaovin-
cial and territorial capitals. In the past decatie lobbying
industry has greatly expanded in size and influefite time
has come for lobbying legislation here, but thisegoment is
totally opposed to even considering this idea. Thisne more

glaring example of how this government is contiibgitto the
democratic deficit.

In the summer of 2010, the NDP put forward a disiors
paper on the subject of boards and committees rariei fall
convened a debate in the Legislative Assembly opraring
our system of boards and committees. The questiomhy?
Yukon boards and committees provide an extremefoitant
avenue for civic participation in the governancéhaf territory.
They represent a major cornerstone of citizen deawyc Rep-
resentatives of the Yukon public and of membergiripups
have representation on issues that affect themhagheer level.
There are 99 boards and committees that serve temgdunc-
tions in the political, social, cultural, environmal and eco-
nomic life in the Yukon.

There are currently over 540 people sitting onéhssards
and committees, which provide a range of functions range
of areas of interest. Boards and committees mag déferent
functions: some are advisory, providing input tdbi@at about
policies and other matters; some are regulatory setdstan-
dards and license professions; some committeesdjuelica-
tive and they rule on a person’s rights or the iggfibn of the
law or regulation; some committees are establighetigisla-
tion; some are established by Cabinet or a Cabiieister;
and some are established by tmbrella Final Agreement
The NDP caucus believes that it is time to takeck lat the
whole system of boards and committees to ensutettbg are
viable avenues for citizen engagement and participato
make sure the system is fair, equitable, accoumtabdl getting
good results, and that it doesn’t result in comaeit becoming
overburdened by paperwork and that it doesn’t hirtkde par-
ticipation of Yukoners. The key goal is citizen aggment and
involvement in the affairs that affect them.

There are a number of issues facing boards and @gemm

tees. One is the sustainability of the current rhod&e think
about talking about term length. As | said, them @out 540
people or more serving on 99 boards. Their termy vwa
length: some have no fixed length; some are fomdefinite
length of time; some for two years, three yearge fyears;
some allow for reappointment and others do not.

We've wondered what the rationale is for such aavan
and we've asked whether terms should be more stdizdd.
With 540 or more people serving on 99 boards, &gt ef-
forts go into ensuring that the boards have thallggequired
composition. There is a need for constant renewhbards, as
members resign and new members are recruited. @astiqn:
is it working or are more and more “professionahfubsitters”
taking on more and more positions?

It's interesting to look at what's going on elsewdeln
Prince Edward Island, there are 60 public agen@rds and
committees that are open to public participationggopula-
tion of about 140,000. In the Northwest Territorileere are 57
boards, committees and councils. British Columbés lbver
200 Crown agencies, which are subject to their @Qragency
accountability system. Are 99 Yukon boards and cdtess
sustainable? Are they necessary? Are there bohedswere
created for historical reasons that have no cunason d'étre?
The Yukon NDP has not suggested that they are ey #ue
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not. We want to start a discussion with the publiout this
issue. At the same time that some boards may beheorastic
or out-of-date, there are key issues that citizeardls could
perhaps address.

For example, there is no climate change advisordo
There is no long-term planning advisory board. Ayovern-
ment could use its power to create such a boarddeafd its
mandate, of course, but should this be the partpdwer’s
right alone, or is there a better way to deternsioeetal priori-
ties?

We raise the issue of government appointments. fohe
lowing board appointments go through an all-paetyidlative
standing committee: the Yukon Development Corporati
Board of Directors, the Yukon Energy CorporationaBb of
Directors, Workers’ Compensation Health and Satebard,
the Yukon Lottery Commission, Yukon Recreation Asdvy
Committee and the Yukon Arts Advisory Council, thiekon
Utilities Board, the Yukon Council on the Economydathe
Environment and the Yukon Human Rights Commission.

The appointment process for the majority of all evth
boards and committees may involve the approvahbyappro-
priate minister or a representative of an orgarupatvho is
guaranteed a seat on the board by the legislaticihheoUm-

to ramp up, will this politicization lead to a dasvhere we are
unable to find competent people to fill positiohattare impor-
tant to this territory?

Government and opposition alike have politicizea th
process. Is it not important to ask ourselvest igoissible to
remove politics from appointments to boards and rodtees?
We think it is; we think the Yukon public believiégs. Other
jurisdictions have attempted to remove the parsikgnfrom
appointments to important bodies that do work onalfeof all
citizens. Some have created commissions at armgthHefrom
the government to handle appointments and recreiniers
based on measures other than party loyalty. isé to explore
a model that takes the politics out of appointnignts

We ask the questions: is the current system in@@sAre
Yukoners from groups affected by the decisionsheflioard or
committee given a seat at the table? Do we neetleate eq-
uity-targeted seats for women, youth, First Natjdasensure a
representative mix of Yukoners sit on all boards?

When the current government decided to let appantm
expire and not appoint any new members to the Y&ouncil
on the Economy and the Environment, it was actuallyiola-
tion of the Environment Actand theEconomic Development
Act. The question is raised: should they have thet righet

brella Final AgreementThe current system enables the partysome boards continue to develop, to prosper, wiitlers are

in power to have majority on decisions of appointtsels this
fair, or should we look at a less partisan process?

Every Yukon government of all parties currently neep
sented in the Legislative Assembly has controliggointments
and made sure, perhaps not in all cases, thataiwely place
party loyalists in key positions. This is an iss&me may
argue that electoral success gives the ruling marmandate to
implement their platform and policies, and impletian the
platform and policies requires installing party niers in the
apparatus of power.

Others who criticize the “first past the post” gystbelieve
that doesn’t value the opinions of electors whoeviatr other
parties. Since the advent of party politics in tfekon, the
winning party’s share of the popular vote has neéepped the
combined tally of its rivals. Should the winningriga which
does not attract the majority of support, haveltptawer to
make appointments for terms ranging from two te fiears?
They may have the legal right, but there may be etbimg
that's questionable about this arrangement.

Conversely, when a government uses its power téraon
the process of appointments, it opens itself upriticism that
every appointment is political, is contentiousdé&batable, and
thus becomes fodder in the media. Unfortunatelyveaveeen
this often in the Yukon. Government has made séwngous
patronage appointments but doesn't do it all theetil think
we all believe that governments do make an eaatéshpt to
appoint the right person to the right job.

Then there’s a tendency of the opposition to jumptos
appointment as political, and bickering ensuesw®at's the
impact of the politicization of the appointment pees? Have
Yukoners not put their names forward in fear ofithames
and reputations being dragged through the mudhéasature
of the “gotcha” politics that's evolving in Northrderica seems

left to wither on the vine because the positioreythnight take
might cause offence or run counter to the curramtyfs posi-
tion on an issue?

An important issue that one needs to consider wiere
looking at the issue of boards and committeesnsireeration.

Currently, citizens who participate on one of tReb®ards
and committees may be entitled to receive honofariattend-
ing the meetings. There are actually four categookremu-
neration. Eight boards receive no honoraria. Seantget
about $75 a day; 27 get $125, and 29 get $200 aAdtzyrd-
ing to the latest copy of tHRoards and Committees Handbook
published in 2006, there are a number of boardscanamit-
tees that nobody really knows what their remunenatis.
That's about 12 of them. One is still to be deterwnl, and five
had rates of remuneration that didn’t fall into ariythe catego-
ries that are set out in the handbook for remuimerafrhose
boards and committees include the Yukon Hospitalp@@-
tion, whose chair earns $2,000 a month stipend;, $80O0 for a
full-day sitting; $300 for a half day. Other boartembers on
the Hospital Corporation earn $400 a day, and $a0@ half-
day.

The Health and Social Services Council chair rezsiv
$300 a day for honoraria, while other board membecsive
$200 for comparable terms served.

The question, Mr. Speaker, is not to debate thexsast or
the amounts of money. They are general questisrtel proc-
ess for determining these rates fair, and whateésprocess to
determine rates of remuneration? Should this bedas ob-
jective factors, like preparation time before a timegor a
measure of responsibility? Do we need to reviewursgnation
rates as part of a general strategy to ensure idiglity of
boards and committees — that is, to facilitate uicrent of
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citizens to these really important positions repntisig all
Yukoners?

The NDP believe that it is time to review the wayken
handles its boards and committees and look at thg ap-
pointments are conducted, remuneration rates dret €dctors.
We believe an independent review should be condusith
the goal of improving the system, making it faiddancreasing
citizen democracy in this territory. To that erftk tYukon NDP
brought forward a motion last fall. The Yukon NDRyed this
House, urged the Yukon government, to establistoranas-
sion to review all processes and procedures reggmdpoint-
ments to government boards and committees, inajudie
major government boards and committees listed andhg
Order 45.3(2), but excluding those established uiloeUm-
brella Final Agreement

We asked that the commission report its findings @et-
ommendations to the House no later than the ertleo2011
spring sitting — this sitting — of the Legislativessembly.
We asked that that review include, but not be Bahitn scope
to, the processes for soliciting nominations, rdogi nomina-
tions, reviewing nominations, making merit-based)apt-
ments, reducing patronage appointments, settingraoia and
other remuneration, setting the terms for theseiapments,
determining reappointments, reducing the potefdiatonflict
of interest, determining the need for new board$ e@mmit-
tees to address new issues and/or concerns — ampkxaas |
mentioned earlier, would be climate change — asthatiding
boards and committees that no longer serve anylyideog-
nized public function or purpose, and that, in doso, this
House would affirm the important role governmenaius and
committees play in the participation of memberghaf public
in the political, social, cultural, environmentatdaeconomic
spheres of the Yukon Territory.

those years ago, was actually having those reports plans
tabled in this Legislative Assembly. What a nicedadn terms
of accountability.

The third report of the Standing Committee of PulBlic-
counts in December 2005 was responding to the Auden-
eral’'s report and recommendations about board dspahe
ability of members of boards of directors of gowaemt corpo-
rations to carry out their duties. The evidencespnéed to the
committee at the public hearing suggested that neesntf the
Energy Solutions Centre at the time lacked theifiications.
In response to that — this is one identified ardzens the
Auditor General commented, a number of years agdhe-
corporation committed itself to more extensive amdjoing
training for boards. Our view is that these shdmdongoing
things. We shouldn’t have to see individual boaydsommit-
tees selected or singled out.

So the response to our motion last fall was an amemnt
by the Yukon Party, so the government would conduoetre-
views of the boards and committees. We stood uph@iprin-
ciples of independence. They amended it, but trened the
motion.

You know, Mr. Speaker, in the Standing Committee on
Public Accounts has supported approving the boandscom-
mittees system, but there has been no action, laatd ih my
mind, is another indication of an increasing deraticrdeficit.

Mr. Speaker, the Yukon Party government has shamn,
its long time in power, that it's not adverse tadgy, costly
court action to resolve matters, even when otheanmeare
available. We have tried to get the numbers, tis¢ twothe tax-
payer, of all these legal actions, and have neeenbgiven
satisfactory information by this government.

There are some high-profile court actions that htwim
touch on. There are cases where they could haeevérted.

The irony is that the Yukon Party government hasl sa They had the right but chose not to, at great espdinancially

many of these things, too, but with no action. dergly read
through some of the old public accounts documents leere
are some highlights. The first report of the StagdCommittee
on Public Accounts, 2004, first recommendationt tha Cabi-
net, in consultation with the board of directorsl dhe general
public, review the criteria for appointment to tbesoards of
directors: Yukon Housing Corporation, Liquor Corgkon,

Yukon Development Corporation, Yukon Hospital Cago
tion, and Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health anfitya

The fourth recommendation of that standing committe
port: that the entities examined in this reportfeoron best
practices for the training of board members, arad thaining
regarding the potential financial liability of baamembers be
part of that process.

The fifth recommendation: that the planning andoacot-
ability documents employed by the entities examiiredhis
report, contains performance measures and expmtiatnd
that the plans be tabled in the Legislative Assgnalninually.
It's a really important aspect of public particijpat, when we
ask citizens to participate on the behalf of alk¥ners, to ad-
dress issues of public policy, things that are irtgpd to all
Yukoners — that we can actually see what’'s going Time
important piece of that recommendation by the catemj all

and in time and cost to the citizens — cases lileeQity of
Whitehorse v. Darraghin this case, Mr. Speaker, you will re-
call that a citizen organized a petition to createpark at
McLean Lake, as were her rights under the Yukdmsicipal
Act. The city quashed the petition and didn’t organizefar-
endum. The citizen went to court and ended up betfoe B.C.
Court of Appeal, which took the interpretation, weuld ar-
gue, runs counter to the intent of the principléshe legisla-
tion.

Although the outcome was that the city won the toase,
that citizen had to pay $14,000 after spendingadgmount of
her own personal time and life fighting for thehtg of citizens
to utilize a public referendum, as provided fothe Municipal
Act

The minister could have used the Yukon Municipab&b
but chose not to. The irony is he later thanked titizen for
going to court for her work in helping to clarifyweryone’s
roles and responsibilities.

We have another case in Faro, and this issue has be
dragging on for almost a decade, at a huge coltetaitizen
and also a huge cost to the town and, thereforéhetoyukon
taxpayer. It revolves around zoning, a wildernessism busi-
ness, theMunicipal Act and theLands Act.This spring we



7694

HANSARD

March 2, 2011

could well see an eviction action against thiszeiti. This situa-
tion has been ugly and it didn't have to go thisywawo
Yukon Party ministers have watched this from tlielénes and
refused to get involved. The minister had everitrigp use the
Yukon Municipal Board or a third-party mediationopess to
help parties resolve their issues. The questioaised: why are
we not using the Yukon Municipal Board?

If you read the act, it appears the minister hasetchecks
and balances at his disposal, and if citizens lissiges with a
decision or process of a municipal government, éhcsecks
and balances are to use the Municipal Board to &aeamatter
within the minister’'s discretion or to appoint a muipal in-
spector to look after the matter. The only time thovernment
has done anything like that is when they basicafipointed
somebody to oversee the finances of Dawson.

It really is under his discretion that the ministan ask the
Municipal Board to rule on any matter under the &etould
argue that this institution, the Municipal Boardjiah could be
extremely useful for citizen democracy, is withgrimnder the
Yukon Party government. There is no website forNhaici-
pal Board; we cannot find terms of reference fer Municipal
Board or copies of rulings, despite its power,ha&t minister’s
discretion, to rule on any matter within the act.

The current chair has been there since the mids98ge-
lieve, and it seems to be a lifelong appointmentvduld be
nice to believe that we really do want to encouraitigens to
actually participate in those decisions that affgmm most
directly and that occur at the local governmengelev

There are also court cases that demonstrate prebiethe
way this government has related with and to Firstids.
There are many examples, and | won't go into thémA&e've

We are all Yukoners. We are all neighbours. Weeheli
that a community of 35,000 should be able to comagree-
ment through discussion and negotiation. We shdarydto
avoid the courts as long as possible and as besta=n, es-
pecially if alternatives are available. One alt¢inea we've
raised and we’ve directed Yukoners to check ouhés Om-
budsman.

The Member for Mount Lorne read this motion inte te-
cord in the fall —

“THAT this House urges the Yukon government to egte
the position of Ombudsman and Privacy Commissidran
half-time to full-time, as has been recommendecis\times
by incumbents in the position, in order to:

(1) respond adequately to the public’s demand for servi

(2) allow the position sufficient time to find ctase solu-
tions to problems in the public service;

(3) give the public access to records in a morel§mman-
ner;

(4) prevent the unauthorized collection, use asdldsure
of personal information that may not be broughti® attention
of the position due to work overload; and

(5) allow the position adequate time to educatepthiglic
about the service.

We have raised the issue of expanding the scope-of
sponsibilities for the Ombudsman to look at comtflibetween
citizens and their municipal governments, for exEmghe
Ombudsman provides a means of redress for manyladio
the resources to hire a lawyer. But the governnhest been
lacking on refusing to provide the necessary rasmsito back
up this essential position. Yes, everyone does haight to go
to court, but our public government needs to beemdling to

had thePaulsencase, the failure to consult that ended up in thexplore alternatives.

Supreme Court, and the Kaska continue to bringhkon
government to court over mineral staking in theaditional
territory.

As well, Kwanlin Dun filed a court action againgtet
Yukon government to suspend the tender for the &tbitse
airport construction project. Completely unnecegsifiin fact
the government had been able to understand thatath
claims treaty self-government arrangements thay tie en-
tered into with this First Nation were actually ddlg binding
and the economic opportunities to be afforded —hkbeefits
to be afforded to the KDFN — were not something thauld
be nice, but were actually a requirement of theagrent.

We have the recent case of La Commission scoledre f
cophone du Yukon versus the Government of Yukore fieh
sponse of the Government of Yukon is to say thaty®ne has
the right to go to court. True, but not everyons tiee means.
There can be better, less costly ways for partias have dis-
agreements. In our small way in the NDP caucugryvi® help
Yukoners, constituents or otherwise, who have mmisl ac-
cessing services or feel that their concerns aténgeshort
shrift from the government. We have raised on nouner
times, unsuccessfully, the value of independeritd tparty
mediation as an option, but all too often, the gomeent
chooses not to go this route.

The Member for Mount Lorne has raised the problems
with the Municipal Acton many occasions, so | will keep my
points on this matter relatively brief. The issweehis that the
democratic provisions of thdunicipal Act under the steward-
ship of the Yukon Party, have been allowed to kmnised.
When it was brought in, in 1998, oMtunicipal Actwas hailed
as being extremely democratic, thanks in part teeation
called “public votes”, which outlined the procesg Wwhich
citizens could mount a petition drive and, if thaet certain
thresholds, a referendum could be held on the issue

The act stated that a referendum could be helchgnreat-
ter. This public votes section of tMunicipal Actwas meant to
be that counterbalance — the checks and balancesntonici-
pality’s powers. It's an important piece of the stoct — the
building blocks — of governance in this territorpgp land
claims and self-government. The minister at thestim it was
the Member for Southern Lakes, | believe it wadechlCar-
cross-Southern Lakes — said when he brought inatttein
1998 that “The neviMunicipal Actreplaces ministerial control
and approvals with a system that empowers voteggrduide
direction to municipal governments. The provision fetition-
ing and public votes put the checks and balandeslie hands
of the electorate.”

When a citizen organized a petition drive on theation
of a park, she thought she was exercising hergighta Yukon
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citizen. Unfortunately, that was a decision whergbody
wanted to see the referendum on that issue. Cotioneensued
while the minister watched. A major door was closedour
democracy with barely a peep from this minister. &oend-
ments to the act have come forward to strengtherdémoc-
ratic provisions. No consultation with citizens aboeferen-
dum provision. The Yukon government went out lasinfor a
one-year process, called “Our Towns, Our Future”.

In fact, the focus of that process, that discussi@s had
nothing to do with citizen participation. It's rgalabout the
necessary amendments and changes to funding amantge
for municipalities and local governments. There bhaen no
discussion about citizen participation, about lahocracy.

The NDP does believe in citizen democracy. We tlitiisk
time to talk to Yukoners about how we strengthesMunici-
pal Actto make it more democratic and reflect the pritesip
that are still embedded in that act.

tion 22 and 49 of the Act, in that, the Yukon Statehe Envi-
ronment report and complaints cannot be submittedhe
Council as required. Two of four external stakebotdwe con-
tacted believe the YCEE serves a worthy functioa asimary
source of advice to the government and should betaiaed.”

The Yukon Council on the Economy and the Environimen
represented a style of economic democracy — thitens
could and should participate in discussing thegiigure issues
and the long-range planning affecting both our eooy and
our environment.

Yukon Council on the Economy and the Environmest pr
sented conferences and other meetings to get mitizens
talking and debating the territory’s future. Therer says the
Yukon Council on the Economy and the Environmermtuitof-
date; it has been replaced by YESAB, for examet having
the ability to e-mail a comment on a particularjpcb is much
different from saying to the people, “We are alktpaf the

In our motion today, we urged the government to enak Yukon, and we are all part of planning our futurel daow we

appointments to the Yukon Council on the Economg Hre
Environment. The Yukon Council on the Economy ahd t
Environment was the first sustainable developmeunnd table
forum in this country. It was multi-sectoral. Itsembers came
from a wide diversity of perspectives to study thig issues
and provide recommendations to government.

It is enshrined in th&nvironment Actand theEconomic

Development Actit did a lot of work on behalf of Yukoners,

providing research, analysis and recommendations gneat
many items. It reviewed proposed legislation thiotige lens
of sustainable development. Balancing economic panoty
and environment conservation can be tricky, as avas®en in
this territory, and this group did a phenomenal ant@f work
for Yukon governments of all political stripes —athis, until
the current regime came to power in 2003.

Whether due to their conservative ideology or thest
didn't want a citizens body to provide some ovdrsigf their
economic planning, the Yukon Party government dg&dbn
eliminated this council. Terms of appointment caame went;
the government did not try to fill them and so twuncil,
though still a legal entity with responsibilities ahe books,
doesn't really exist.

This issue came up in the recent internal audihefDe-
partment of Environment, in its closing commenthjch read:
“In 1988 the Yukon Government established the Yulmun-

develop.”

So what the government says is that the Yukon dbanc
the Economy and the Environment is old, out-of-dated its
functions have been replaced by other bodies.

The NDP’s response is that citizen participatiod ans-
tainable economic development and future plannsgédver
out-of-date. There are many issues related to theiwt boom
that a group like the Yukon Council on the Econoamgl the
Environment could provide extremely useful adviocgmterms
of maximizing the benefits of the mining boom oaues like
royalties and other public benefits; on job creaatfoom the
boom in aboriginal communities; on minimizing thevieon-
mental impact of the boom; on looking at a wateyime; on
energy infrastructure needs; on the use of tempdiaeign
workers; on Internet connectivity issues, such asv twe
should proceed and how to use public funds to engu get
good service; on the transition economy as the Yiwdammu-
nity begins to adapt to peak oil and to climatengea

In killing the Yukon Council on the Economy and the-
vironment, the Yukon Party government eliminatédram for
participation of the public.

This afternoon we also raised the issue of the mtapoe
of using the Yukon Forum to deal respectfully amtlabora-
tively with Yukon First Nation governments on a &dospec-
trum of political, social and economic issues, @&s wriginally

cil on the Economy and the Environment (YCEE) amd e envisioned.

trenched it in thé&nvironment Acin 1989 and in th&conomic

The Yukon Forum was created in 2005 with the sigrih

Development Adin 1992. These acts and regulations establisla memorandum of understanding involving the Courmdil

some required activities for YCEE. The legislatetpose of
YCEE is to ‘encourage sustainable developmentenvthkkon’.
In 2005, the YCEE ceased to function as an advibody to
the government.” This is from the internal audittioé Depart-
ment of Environment.

The audit goes on to say, “In 2008 the Departméiiim
vironment stated that a review was underway to roete
whether the body should be resurrected and thatréhiiew
would culminate in an opinions paper.

“The YCEE continues to be non-operational. As alltes
the government is not able to satisfy the requirgmef Sec-

Yukon First Nations, the Yukon government and tledf-s
governing Yukon First Nations. The enabling ledisia, the
Cooperation in Governance Acteceived the support of all
parties in the Yukon Legislature and recognizeg thakon
First Nations and the Yukon government both havisdiction
and authority over many similar matters. It waseayidea —
in theory.

But this Yukon government has not honoured its pért
the deal. It has not given self-governing Firstidla a real
opportunity to bring forward ideas on how to impedvow the
government conducts its business and how govermmveoitk
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together, recognizing each others’ jurisdictiondhei®e is a
sense that the government sets the agenda andvbaysthe
meetings will occur. The government calls the shdtsat is
unfortunate, because the Yukon Forum has the pat¢atbe a
real vehicle for government-to-government workirgation-
ships. The Yukon Forum’s main role in recent ydaas been
reduced to discussing and approving projects @idhtihder the
northern strategy trust fund. Even that is not wuagkas origi-
nally envisioned.

than 10 percentage points from 1993. This shoaldbrrying
to all of us in this Legislature, and there areafials in the
Yukon.

Participation rates in formal political activitiemre ex-
tremely low. The number of people volunteeringléaw, advo-
cacy and political groups has hovered at aboutpgesxzent or
less throughout the past decade, and hours voheatelzopped
by 15 percent from 2004 to 2007. Volunteerism & Ytukon is
an incredibly important aspect of our life up héie cannot

The New Democratic Party has urged the Yukon governafford to foster an environment where people ddigtieve

ment, in conjunction with the leadership of seli«gming

Yukon First Nations, to adopt a new protocol fovgamment-
to-government relationships. This new protocol wioallow all

members of the Yukon Legislature to engage in opranspar-
ent dialogue with First Nation leaders to promotetumal un-
derstanding and foster collaborative approachegot@rnance
for the benefit of all Yukon people in the future.

We proposed amendments to fheoperation in Govern-
ance Actto provide for formal meetings between First Natio
leadership and Members of the Legislative Assendrlyan
annual basis, with the proceedings of such meetirgsy open
to the public and forming part of the public recarfl the
Yukon Legislative Assembly. This is perhaps radibat it is a
new idea.

If this government is truly serious about fixingethroken
relationship with First Nations, it would have giveerious
consideration to this idea. It did not. The Yukoovernment
has shown us time and again it is not interestecbimsulting
with Yukon First Nation governments in a meaningfiay on
issues that affect both levels of government, irrking dili-
gently to resolve disputes that arise from timeiree in a re-
spectful government-to-government manner in ordemtni-
mize the need for either party to resort to aditign process
that is costly, time-consuming and too often acrifoas.

There has been a lot of talk of deficits — fiscafidits of
the last two years, environmental deficit — lackbalance —
housing deficit, and today we brought forth an gsial of the
growing democratic deficit and a path to corred.thvVe have
brought many issues to the floor of the House amdbuld
imagine there are other ways to improve our denuycthat
will be raised, and we will welcome amendments.

For democracy to flourish it must, like a gardea,dulti-
vated and nourished — not once every four years,elary
day. It is up to government and to citizens to emage its
growth. There is a report out on the democratiécdefn Can-
ada because this issue is not just a Yukon phenomeérhis
issue, which we address locally, has internatictalpe. That
report was put out by Roy Romanow and the Canalfidex
of Wellbeing, which is an independent, non-partisatwork
affiliated with the University of Waterloo.

Its mission is to report on the quality of life @anadians
and promote a dialogue on how to improve it throegidence-
based policies that are responsive to the needsvalngs of
Canadians.

That report has a few key findings. Fewer Canadiame
voting. Turnout in the most recent federal election 2008,
was the lowest in Canadian history at 59 percemyndmore

they have an important role to play.

Citizens aren’t satisfied with their democracy. \Be¢n 40
and 45 percent of Canadians said they were natfigatiwith
how democracy works in Canada.

Women and minorities are under-represented in tié-p
cal process. Since 1997, the percentage of womdpaitia-
ment has remained relatively steady — and low —abatut 20
percent. Well, they're ahead of us, Mr. Speaker.

These findings are about Canada, but we see siuliar
mensions here in the Yukon. Mr. Speaker, | doritikht has
to be this way. We are lucky, in many, many wagse Yuk-
oners. We are a small jurisdiction, with a prouadition of
doing things differently. With an engaged pubkee could
really create a shining example of democracy wittigh stan-
dard on public participation, and creative appreacto deci-
sion-making and accountability.

To do so would require that we break some pattehad,
we transcend some of the dysfunctional behavioomesof the
measures we’ve proposed will take some power otliemhand
of the Premier, out of the hand of Cabinet, andeshmwer
with the opposition, with the public, with commungroups.

I'm sure the Premier is aware of Aesop’s fablehs two
pots. The moral of that fable is that being equaddkes the best
friends. Let's not forget that no majority govermmen the
Yukon’s history has ever had the support of a nigjof elec-
tors.

New Democrats believe that actions speak louden tha
words, and that there has been a serious loss Wit pronfi-
dence in the Government of Yukon’s commitment teddsle,
reliable leadership. The New Democrats stand fogva way of
doing public business — one that starts with respecthe
public and respectful dialogue without politicalsparing and
grandstanding.

New Democrats have and will continue to put forward
positive proposals to improve behaviour in the kkgive As-
sembly and the conduct of the public officials,rtétg at the
top. New Democrats will work side by side with atlgevern-
ments — First Nations, municipal, and federal — aiiith our
citizens to get good things done for the Yukon.

Today I've gone into depth on some of the dimersioh
Yukon’s democratic deficit and how the actions, lack
thereof, by the Yukon Party government have couatet to
this growing democratic deficit. The Premier chadjed the
opposition to put forward their proposals. Wellg tRremier
can take this motion as the NDP’s proposal to ctheedemoc-
ratic deficit. Thank you.
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Hon. Ms. Horne:
practices, playing politics and being out of toweith Yukon,
the Leader of the NDP committed all of the aforésgithin 30
seconds of the leader’s opening comments.

| would like to speak a few minutes about this motiOn
re-reading this motion, my first comment is th&dk forward
to the NDP running on this platform. A few short mifts ago,
they have had the opportunity to present this ¢otthkon peo-
ple. | have to say that when | look around the dioflreally
wonder what the member opposite is thinking of wiste
speaks of a democratic deficit.

Last summer | read several articles that reflededhe
state of Canadian politics. In one of them, thdhaubbserved
that the fact that the head of Statistics Canadh reaigned
over the government’s effort to inflict a less-ugive census
form on the country. It was bizarre and illustratiof the fact
that Canadian politics are rather bland. That isr&d Black:
Canada — the land that scandal forgotNational Post Au-
gust 14, 2010. He compared Canada to other cosnlike the
U.S. where there were allegations of corruptioniresjathe
former chairman of the United States House Commitia
Ways and Means and against a former governor agcoke
trying to sell a United States Senate seat. ThasBrParlia-
ment was asked hard questions as to why they paigdisla-
tive necessities, like the cost of opulent, flogtinird houses,
and moat cleaning. Leaders in France, Italy andtSédrica
faced hard questions over their financial transacti Mexico
is beset by drug-related violence. By contrast, @anadian
conundrum was whether to make it voluntary or colsgny
for Canadians to fill out a long-form census quastaire. In
other words, how much paperwork would our natiogaV-
ernment impose on its citizens?

The same author commented that this is despenatethy
dane but it is important and an astounding achievejras it is
part of a pattern. This is the relatively sensifwentry.

As | listened to the member opposite, | thoughthat col-
umn. We really are blessed to live in Canada arttiény ukon,
as the Leader of the NDP stated earlier. Whererath&ons
grapple with scandal, strife and massive numbersirgfm-
ployed people, we enjoy peace, order and good gowemt.
Yukon is a great place to live. We are a sensibliion and a
sensible territory.

As | look around the world, at the regime change$uni-
sia, Egypt, and the events in Libya and other atesin the
Middle East, | thought of the member opposite’s iomotand
wondered at its wording. As | said just moments, age are
very blessed to live in Canada, where we do engacp, order
and good governance.

With respect to the desire for electoral reforrqonder if
the member opposite has done much reading on tjecsuln
preparing for today’s debate, | reflected on Devénh Bram’s

Speaking of code of conduct, besting me and saying we need electoral reform. As #emaf

fact, | haven’t had one.

I'll tell you what | do have in my riding: | do havwpeople
approaching me, asking me if | can connect therh pdtential
employees. | have constituents ask if | can helmneot them
with programs that they can draw upon to improvertiem-
ployable skills so they can take on more challeggiareers. |
have constituents suggesting ways communities, Tigslin,
Faro and Ross River, can work with government torove the
quality of life, because they want to go on livimgthose com-
munities.

| do have constituents asking for help in findidgrity on
what matters are the responsibility of a munictgakvhat are
the First Nation governments’ responsibilities avitht are the
territorial concerns. As for the second point im heotion —
the need to act on the clearly demonstrated angtdeerdue
need for whistle-blower protection legislation —c&n only
suggest that she refer to the comments of the Mefobdor-
ter Creek South. He called on the committee totslgob, and
he also noted — and I'm quoting here — “a lot ofrkvatill
needs to be done before any form of whistle-blopretection
can be implemented in the Yukon”. Because we vélldebat-
ing that later, | won't spend much time talking abi here.

As for her third point that the government considdre
views and opinions of Yukoners after initiating tiig publi-
cized public consultation processes, | do have mackay on
this subject. | realize that she really hasn’'t bergaged in or
is aware of the consultations that have gone othénYukon
under the Yukon Party’s watch. We did a massivbaastive
consultation on corrections. The consultation omremtions
was a 15-month public consultation, co-chaired ey Yukon
government and the Council of First Nations.

There were approximately 160 consultation meetihgs
were held across Yukon. The Government of Yukon ted
Council of Yukon First Nations did a joint constiltea on the

draft Corrections Actin December 2007, we began our consul-

tations on the newCorrections Act On February 6, 2009, we
announced that consultations were concluding oméveCor-
rections Act During that time, the Yukon government an
Council of Yukon First Nations heard from hundredsYuk-
oners — since consultations started in Decembei7.200e
took all of that advice and used it to inform anodni our new
corrections philosophy, our ne@orrections Actand ourVic-

d

tims of Crime ActWe have turned the corner on how we do

corrections in Yukon.

| was going to just leave it there, but | thinksitmportant
to put on the record our consultations. When | Hzéd we con-
sulted with hundreds of Yukoners, | was serioushdf consul-
tation was just a token consultation we would reptéhinvested
the time and money that we did to hear from Yukener

To support my argument, let me share with you thew-

book, Rational Politics and some of his other scholarly work ing meetings that were held during the correctiworssultation.

on voting and elections. | can think of other pait scientists.

My point is that our system of electing officials effec-
tive. | cannot remember the last time someone fnoyrriding
approached me and said that they felt the way YuHented
MLAs was flawed. | don’t have a lot of constituemjgproach-

I'm going to group these by categories. The redsangoing
over the corrections consultation is because | ast familiar
with this Corrections Actand the consultations that went on
drawing up the new act. I'm going to group theseategories.
We had 78 meetings in communities and eight mon/liite-

in
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horse. We had one meeting with the Council of Yulkdrst
Nations and 33 meetings with First Nations; threeetimgs
with Canada; 14 meetings with Government of Yukepatt-
ments and units; three meetings with public corjana like
the hospital, Yukon College and the Yukon Housiraygora-
tion; 27 meetings with non-government organizatj@asnmis-
sions, councils and boards; 13 individuals providgslt, in-
cluding a former NDP Cabinet minister; three meginvith
judiciaries; and five meetings with professionatvezes pro-
viders.

The communities we visited during the consultatierwe
visited Beaver Creek, Burwash Landing, Carmackscioss,
Dawson City, Faro, Haines Junction, Marsh Lake, &a9ld
Crow, Pelly Crossing, Ross River, Tagish, Teslid &atson
Lake. We had eight meetings in Whitehorse — with @oun-
cil of Yukon First Nations, three with the Governmhef Can-
ada, the Department of Justice regional directwifise, Indian
and Northern Affairs Canada and the Royal Canalliannted
Police.

Mr. Speaker, let me tell you about the other, meent,
consultations we have just concluded — the revidwthe
Yukon’s police force. Over 1,000 Yukoners parti¢cgeh | feel
very confident their voices have been heard. | whst all the
people the review met with. | have made my pointhwihe
corrections consultation. We extended the consaoiftgberiod
on the police review because there was so muctesitdt was
supposed to close in September; we extended thattth De-
cember to make sure that we heard from every Yukw®
wanted his or her voice heard.

| can assure you that we do consult; we do listeM uk-
oners. | feel embarrassed for the member oppoditenvehe
suggests that the opinions and views of Yukonezsat being
considered. Clearly she is wrong; she is out ofhowgain, |
look forward to the Member for Whitehorse Centreganting
this platform to Yukoners in the months to come.

On the cause of enacting effective lobbying ruled a
code of conduct for lobbyists, | think my biggesihcern with
this section is that | honestly don’t know who thember op-

We met with 14 Government of Yukon departments: Ad-posite is targeting when she speaks of lobbyisteryEtime she

vanced Education; the Department of Education; Bdt@and
Drug Services; the primary health collaborationjgety the
Department of Health and Social Services; adulbation ser-
vices; adult services; Family and Children Servidegyal Ser-
vices; the mental health unit; the Public Schoaoénbh; Victim
Services; the Family Violence Prevention Unit; aidhite-
horse Correctional Centre staff, inmates and nuidesre were
13 meetings involved there. Youth Justice.

For public corporations, we met with Whitehorse &ah
Hospital, Yukon College and the Yukon Housing Cogpion.
We had 40 non-government organizations that wedleidied in
the consultation: Blood Ties Four Directions; Bl&eather
Youth Centre; Bringing Youth Towards Equality; Canfre-
vention Yukon; Committee on Abuse in Residentiah@&xs;
Fetal Alcohol Syndrome Society; Grey Mountain Hogs5o-
ciety; Grandparents’ Rights Association and Kaush@¢ace;
the Learning Disabilities Association; the Mentaaith Asso-
ciation; the Porter Creek Community Associatiore Balva-
tion Army; the Second Opinion Society; women'’s grou— |
won't name all of the women’s groups — the Whitedgor
Chamber of Commerce; the Whitehorse Planning Coteenit
on Homelessness; Yukon Public Legal Education Aatioo;
the Yukon Anti-Poverty Coalition; Yukon Family Sérgs
Association; Yukon Learn Society; Yukon Review Btar
Yukon Association of Community Living; the Ombudsma
Yukon Human Rights Commission; Yukon Legal ServiSes
ciety; Yukon Health and Social Services; and 13viddals.

Individuals are also invited to come forward onittoavn,
which they did. We had 13 who came forward. With judici-
ary, we had Chief Judge Faulkner, former Chief duHgino
Lilles, the senior JP Cameron and five meeting$ witdical
and legal professional services.

If this consultation was just a token, we would hatve
invested the time, the money or energy if we ditlhear from
Yukoners; if we did not have the best correctioctsima Canada
in place at this time. It was not a token considtat

mentions it, | wonder to who she’s referring. Wisaher defi-
nition of “lobbying” or “lobbyists"?

We are elected to this Assembly to represent onstdo-
ents and to make decisions on their behalf, toesaprt them in
this House. As a rural MLA, | get many requestsrfnmy con-
stituents for assistance in different areas. Peoplearo and
Ross River have told me that they want to see mor& done
on the Robert Campbell Highway. People in Teslimehap-
proached me about brushing in the Teslin area.

Constituents of mine have asked for my assista@gard-
ing the Canol Road and asked when will it be opeugdfter
the winter. | know that | have spoken to the Prenaied the
Minister of Highways and Public Works on numerousa
sions over the last four and a half years aboutviy-related
matters. Does that count as lobbying for the meropgosite?
By the way, | feel proud that my efforts paid aff, that we
have seen improvements on the highway conditiomstHe
Robert Campbell.

My point here is that our constituents share wishtheir
concerns, and | see a large part of my job, apeesentative
for Pelly-Nisutlin, as reflecting their concerns.ajbe I'm a
lobbyist. If the member opposite is suggesting W#toners in
general, and our constituents in particular, dbate the right
to come forward and ask for assistance unlesstiheg signed
off some code of conduct for lobbyists, well, lgtst say that
if that is her idea of being an MLA, | expect thexhtime that
Whitehorse Centre goes to the polls, she will béoma sur-
prise.

I will also say that her predecessor and | had ntamyer-
sations and meetings, where he lobbied me for @sog be-
half of his riding. | will mention just two exam@eThe first
one related to dealing with drug and alcohol issi@sntown
and the other related to speeding up the processtior secu-
rity checks for volunteers. | am pleased to say tha were
able to address both matters amicably. Was helayilst? Did
he follow rules? No, but we worked together veryiwe
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| know that the Member for Mount Lorne has justemty
lobbied both the Minister of Highways and Public & and
me for some highway improvements. | also have latitu-
ents contact me for assistance regarding theirdotens with
various territorial government services. I've hadmen’s or-
ganizations and justice-related organizations apgrane for
funding and for support on various matters. | dank of con-
versations over the last four years where Yukon emrave
approached me about the need to address domedtacse or
housing concerns. Part of YAKWI's mandate is tovite ad-
vice to me.

As | looked at this motion, | wonder if she envisso
YACWI having to register as a lobby group.

Let me just read one short portion from thiekon Advi-
sory Council on Women'’s Issues ABection 3 reads: “The
council shall: (e) advise the minister with respecany issues
that the minister may refer to the council fordtnsideration;
and (f) advise the minister with respect to anyéssthat the
council considers advisable.”

This motion needs a great deal of work. Given fftha f
clause in the motion, | have to say that this mmoiglong in
rhetoric and woefully short on substance, espgcaathund this
section.

Let’s have a look at section 5, where she callafohange
in the process from making appointments to majartt® and
committees to increase openness and fairness.chdllenge
the member opposite to stand on the floor of tliseinbly and
name the people she thinks have been appointedajorm
boards and committees unfairly.

In fact, name people who have been appointed terot
boards or committees unfairly. This clause in thmistion by
the Member for Whitehorse Centre is an insult te preople
who serve on these boards: Yukon Development Catioor
Board of Directors; Yukon Energy Corporation Boafdirec-
tors; Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety Bp#rdkon
Lottery Commission; Yukon Recreation Advisory Coilinc
Yukon Arts Advisory Council; Yukon Utilities Boardind the
Yukon Human Rights Commission. Look over the litpeo-
ple or volunteers who serve on these boards andwibisee
Yukoners who, if they are associated with a pditiparty,
represent parties from across the entire polispalctrum.

What these clauses say to me is that the NDP areséal
on what is wrong with Yukoners. We are focused dratis
right with Yukoners. They focus on why Yukoners ‘tarar-
ticipate; we focus on what strengths Yukoners btimgis and
bring to the mix on the boards and committees.

Under a Yukon Party government, Yukoners wishing
volunteer on boards and committees are welcomegydiess
of their political affiliation, if they have any atl. By the way,
these folks on the committees | just mentionedigough the
Standing Committee on Appointments to Major Govezntn
Boards and Committees, which has representatioes &very
party of this Assembly on it and it does work efiezly.

Now let’'s go on to section 6, which talks about eying
other, less costly and less adversarial meansstive disputes
other than the courts. There are places aroundwidnilel where
someone who feels the government has wronged tlemmad

recourse. | am grateful that Canadians have tleslfna to pur-
sue actions against governments, whether the gossmnis
federal, territorial or municipal.

| think that the member opposite has missed th¢ boa
this one. Maybe the member opposite has not hadirttesto
familiarize herself with our court system. The dosystem is
set up to adjudicate disputes. | refuse to apotodiecause
other parties have the right to bring an actionirsjahe gov-
ernment when they feel they have a case againsgdhern-
ment, and seek to present their case in a colatrof

To me, that is one of the things that demonstrdtesro-
bustness of our liberty — democracy. That was avibat the
member used quite often. Is the member oppositgesting
the government just roll over and concede defeatyetime
someone threatens to sue us? Is that what shggesing? |
do hope not. In Canada, we live and operate urderule of
law. The system that we have before us is a proaofucentu-
ries, even millennia, of development and refinem@ne of
the hallmarks of a modern, sophisticated societyfar, robust
and effective court system. Our Constitution pregidor an
independent judiciary — the judges who preside aeses
before the courts. The role of the judiciary isinterpret and
apply the law and the Constitution and to give irtiphjudg-
ment in all cases, whether they involve public |awch as a
criminal case, or private civil law, such as a digpover a con-
tract.

They also contribute to the common law when thégrin
pret previous decisions or set new precedents. dityt tnere is
that we have a dispute resolution model that han laevel-

hoped and refined over centuries to handle comphexsaphis-
ticated matters between parties who may be unaguadwer
and resources, in a manner that is fair and edaitaks for
clause 8, my only comment is that a great deal d@mged
with regard to the YCEE since it was created.

We have treaties being implemented and we haveluevo
tion. | know the NDP vision is to create committe@sr vision
is to build an economy.

The next and final clause of her motion, clausgp@aks to
using the Yukon Forum to deal respectfully andatmilratively
with Yukon First Nation governments on a broad spee of
political, social, and economic issues as originalivisioned. |
would remind the member opposite that it was thisnier,
this government, that established the Yukon Foramdd just
that.

My intention is not to speak for a long time todayust
wanted it to be very direct and honest from me.lAllsay is
tahat, as a Tlingit citizen and a Tlingit elder, l'offended that
the Member for Whitehorse Centre thinks she hasit, the
legitimacy, to tell me and my colleagues that we'tldeal
with First Nations respectfully. | find that claupatronizing
and very offensive. | would never be part of a psxthat
would jeopardize my children, my grandchildren,noy own
First Nation’s future. Maybe she feels her yearseaivice in
the Department of Indian and Northern Affairs givesr the
right to lecture me, lecture us on dealing withsEiNations
with respect. That is something | demand for oustAations.

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)
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Point of order
Speaker:
Centre.
Ms. Hanson:
and personal reference that is totally out of pliacthis Legis-
lature.

On a point of order, Member for Whitehorse

Speaker’s statement
Speaker:
low me some time to review the Blues on this isand I'll
come back to the House with a ruling.
The Minister of Justice has the floor.

Hon. Ms. Horne: | think that all the NDP has to offer
is a picture of doom and gloom. | believe that isatvthey
would deliver, because that’s all they have onplate.

In closing, this motion has much that is wrong witht is
short on substance and detail. This motion is sbhartsub-
stance. It calls for rules around lobbying, but sioe define
what it means by that phrase. It ignores the eitertonsulta-
tions that our government has undertaken to engagen
citizens. | suppose the member opposite doesret thle con-
sultation results because we listened to more Yeimnd
incorporated their advice into our action plans] #reir advice
is very different from the NDP'’s vision for Yukon.

We have consulted. This motion implies that Yuksner
serving on boards are there unfairly. That is yaging. That is
just so incorrect and insulting. We focus on whatkdhers
bring to the mix, what they add, what strengthy tbentribute
to these boards and committees.

We have selected Yukoners from across the polifipakt-
trum and those who have no political affiliatione&rly, this
motion represents a very different vision for YukoRhe
NDP’s vision is for a Yukon where the NDP createnaouit-
tees, and our vision is to build an economy.

| could go on but | know you get the point, Mr. 8ker.
The motion by the Member for Whitehorse Centre aslly
flawed. | cannot and will not support it.

Gunilschish.

Mr. McRobb:
vivid and illuminating debate. Throughout it allasked myself
what democracy really means. Is it just a word aneathing
more? Do we take it for granted? What does it mieathe
Yukon? Does it allow a democratically elected gowveent to
act unilaterally and dictatorially?

Is that democracy or is it some deviance thereof?- C
tainly, acting in such a way would not be fulfijra true de-
mocracy. We all need to be mindful of where we taldng
democracy here in the territory. We all need toassthnd what
becomes acceptable practice and established preceeie in
this Assembly will guide Yukoners in their intertaton of
democracy and future legislators in their practbéedemoc-
racy. | agree with the mover of the motion that deracy does
need to be nurtured and upheld or it becomes dilute

On the global stage, currently we see a numbeiatibms
that are struggling to reach democracy. Let it berainder to
us all of the importance of that word, the impoc&rof how

| think the members are going to have to al-

| thank the previous speakers for their

that word affects our daily lives, how that wordeats how we
are governed and what we can do, how we can prdgideur
families and ourselves. The word guides what owietp be-

The member opposite just made a directcomes. There is a whole lot to the word “democracy”

On the national news last night | saw a referenchaw
democracy, as envisioned in these emerging natiwitisbe
formed in the future and how these nations areitapht other
countries and their forms of democracy they use emdel for
their own. It was somewhat shocking to see howpitederred
model at this point, at least by one country, ie tbhinese
model of democracy. China and its model of demagciade-
ing favoured beyond the western world’s model ahderacy.
In the same story, and finally, a book was held ldpw the
West Was Lost.

| really think we in here need to refocus and asiselves
whether what we have come to accept in this Assershl
really and truly democracy. We need to considerrémaifica-
tions of that action. Some of us have been in f@ra number
of years. We should feel a responsibility for fetdegislators
in trying to guide them to do the right thing. I'afraid we're
going in the opposite direction.

So, those are just some comments I'd like to puthenre-
cord as a preamble to this motion, to just highligite impor-
tance of that word “democracy” and not just consitiéo be
another word. It means a lot.

Now, we in the Official Opposition do support thimtion.
We take issue with several of the arguments citethé previ-
ous speaker, and one that comes to mind is themangure-
garding theLobbying Actand so on, and what defines a lobby-
ist. Well, Mr. Speaker, this answer is clear intlaél other legis-
lation that exists in our country and it's not &idult answer to
find, but instead we were subjected to several tesof, | can
say, “mock” questions — “rhetorical questions” isripaps a
better term — to question the need for a lobbyicty a

Well, Mr. Speaker, coming from the Justice ministare
would have assumed that a person who upholds ¢sabnsi-
bility and office would have an understanding o ttefinition
of terms. After all, every act starts with a sectan definitions
and perhaps a glossary and the Justice ministieiprimary
mover of legislation in this Assembly.

Anyway, | will comment on the list of nine itemstbbe-
fore | do, | want to echo the concern expressetheymover of
the motion about this government’s reticence inaading con-
sultation on Bill No. 108. You know, it was abouteoyear ago
| saw an article in a local daily with the Premidrastizing the
opposition for not naming a member to the Seleandtee
on thelegislative Renewal AcWell, he was wrong. We had
named our member and that was being communicateéketo
Legislative Assembly Office, but has the governngde even
identified its member one year later? No. The Memios
Copperbelt says it is shocking, but it's not realtyis just stan-
dard fare from this government.

It will say one thing and do the other — completeppo-
site. It brings us back to democracy, which is rtegn, under-
lying principle of this motion. Yesterday, | heattte Premier
suggest that opposition members bring in old Halssand cite
quotes. Well, what have we heard the Minister obrieenic
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Development do on nearly a daily basis for yeamshdhat's
another example to prove the point. Anyway, | thihk need
for this motion today was inspired by the governtizelack of
progress in advancing legislative renewal in theittey. I'd
like to bring this back to the roots. | recall whidme govern-
ment gave a contract to somebody to develop opfamkegis-
lative renewal. When that report was brought inyas held up
as the pathway to avoid larger changes in this ibsg The
government held it up as the reason not to talgetaaction.
The government at the time said, “We’re going tophesuing
this.” There was a subsequent motion that led ¢ofdlhmation
of this all-party committee. That's a backdrop hbe tinforma-
tion | just put on the record. Here we are — soiwe, fmaybe
six years later and nothing has been done. Whhames. An-
other lost opportunity.

Okay, let's just run down the list very quickly. Ghec-
toral reform — the Liberal Party is committed tonking with
Yukoners to assess the interest in electoral refdk® do not
have a preconceived course of action. In fact,lastrelection
platform included the statement “establishing adependent
and representative citizens’ commission on elettoeform,
with a mandate to research various options andfarm as
well as consult the public.” Further to that, wedartook to
strike that commission within 12 months of assumiffice.
Our commitment to electoral reform was clear to Yhekon
people.

On the second matter of whistle-blower legislatithis is
much like the Yukon Party’s foot-dragging on legtsle re-
newal. I'll defer to my colleague from Porter Cregéuth, who
has gone to the extent of tabling in this Houseawumn whistle-
blower protection act.

Three, public consultation — Yukoners really do etes
to have a voice in government policies and acésitiThe con-
sultations must be undertaken, but it's just asortgmt to en-
sure that the public’s recommendations are actedoas that
always happen with this government? Not a chanaecall
one of the first instances when the Alsek Renew&gsource
Council made a recommendation on caribou in theaKdure-
gion. The Environment minister at the time completgnored
them and ordered something completely different.

More currently we see the government’s dismissahef
Peel land use planning commission. What aboutGlimate

On the fourth aspect regarding lobbying rules, weastm
have an open mind on the issue.

We introduced in the past campaign a code of cdnduc
What has this government done instead? Well, aghean-
swer is nothing. On appointments to boards and dtiees,
we know the present process isn’t working propeflye all-
party committee is essentially driven by the goweent side’s
majority. The committee’s decisions are rubber-gtadh on
what has already been decided before the meetantgdt That
is not appointing members to government boardscandamit-
tees in an open and accountable way in the puiticast.

What about dispute resolution — point number 6 el w
this government’s actions clearly prove it preftigation to
negotiation. It keeps winding up in court with Yulers at a
great cost to the government and the individualslired. Just
recently the Justice minister admitted she spehdsateh5 mil-
lion a year fighting these court battles. Mr. Spgrals5 million
a year. Just think about how that money could lieebspent in
our territory.

Over the years, the government has been in cotint thve
francophone school board, the Yukon Teachers Astoni
Kwanlin Dun First Nation, Ta'an Kwéch’an Counciltfitters
and everyday Yukoners, to name a few. A disputeluésn
approach might do wonders, not only for resolvihgse dis-
putes but decreasing the cost to the taxpayers.

On theMunicipal Actand upholding the provisions of ref-
erenda, there have been several issues over the thed dem-
onstrate the need to revisit this issue. Most ribgene had the
local improvement charges on Black Street and, sideanote,
it was interesting to see that even the Yukon Peatydidate
realized this was an issue, yet the Yukon Partysdbeecog-
nize that and refuses to take action on this aspketite Mu-
nicipal Act

The Municipal Actis a very comprehensive act, containing
several clauses, and it's routinely updated in #hssembly
every two or three years. It's high time this goweent
brought it back, but it's too late. This is likellge last sitting
before an election. This government has allowedctbek to
run out before doing anything on this matter, jlilst it has
with several other legislative needs out therengfartance to
Yukoners.

The Yukon Council on the Economy and the Environimen

Change Action Plah The government received more than 100— we heard some references to how the Yukon Pasyes-

individual submissions.
What about achieving the targets in tGBmate Change

sentially starved it by refusing to nominate mensbtr this
important council. This important council is marethin legis-

Action Plar? It has been more than two years, and the govermation.

ment has done nothing. That's not listening to itheults of
public consultation. What about the 2008 healthe qaview,
which involved public consultation? Did this Yuk&arty gov-
ernment consider that public feedback before itlabeially
declared there will be two new hospitals built iratdbn Lake
and Dawson City, which will mortgage Yukoners’ fig@ No.
This government prefers, instead, to either consulthe less
meaningful issues and make the more meaningfulsibes
itself or to reject the public's feedback. Thatst true public
consultation.

This government should have the courage to stanth up
this Assembly and bring forward an amendment to ldgisla-
tion to disband it, instead of engaging in thislep-front ap-
proach that essentially turns the whole counciffeative. Es-
sentially, that’s what it has done. But this goveemt can’t
muster the courage to do that. | believe that wdwlde been
an important debate. Well, again, it's another peobfor a
future government to try to resolve. Finally, thekén Forum
— it should be used in the spirit in which it wasifided. The
government needs to revisit this and meet witht FMitions at
the forum and not in the courtrooms. But agaitirK it's too
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late for this government. It has lost the trusthaf First Nations
and the public and that’s why people are lookingtfeir op-
portunity at the polls later this year. Thank you.

Mr. Inverarity: | am privileged to rise this afternoon
to speak on this Motion No. 1331, brought forwargd the
Leader of the Third Party. There has been a ladisfussion
this afternoon around the nine points that havenljmé for-
ward, and | find that listening to the debate thfiiernoon has
been enlightening — | would have to say colourfulsbme
degree. Certainly, it has generated a lot of debate as to
how things are conducted within this Legislatives@sbly,
and it would be easy for me to probably go throtlggse nine
points, as has been done by the previous membevshate
spoken to this, this afternoon. But I'm somewhahaned
about the motion following this one, if we can getit. My
concern therefore is that I'm going to address notearly one
specific aspect of the motion and drill down anduf® on it at
the moment.

have brought forward. There have been no proteses today
telling the government to stop progress on whislever pro-
tection legislation. If anything, Yukoners supptiteé develop-
ment of whistle-blower protection. Yukoners wantstigov-
ernment to get on with developing proposed ledataso the
public has some idea of what the government hasirial.

The only recent example of half-baked legislation lvave
is Bill 82, Civil Forfeiture Act.It was brought forward by this
government, not by opposition. The need for whibttever
protection legislation here in the Yukon is verglrd get calls
every day — maybe not every day, but a few timesak —
from individuals who would like to discuss problethst they
experience in the government. They would like mebtimg
their issues forward, but | can’t because they featheir job.

The delay in developing whistle-blower legislatiogsts
with the Select Committee on Whistle-blower Prdtett The
committee was never supposed to deliver legislaboh as we
have heard so often from members opposite, thergment is
not prepared to debate the substance of whistledsl@rotec-

I'm doing that for a number of reasons. One, It wagion legislation before the select committee congdets final

brought up by the Leader of the Third Party. Chgaitls part
of her motion, and I think | can do justice to thetion by dis-
cussing it in some depth here. The point I'm réfgrrto is
point (2), “act on the clearly demonstrated andgtomerdue
need for whistle-blower protection legislation”rdalize that,
depending on how the afternoon goes, | may be tegemy-
self later this afternoon, but | think it's impantathat the issue
be raised in this context.

Clearly, the need for whistle-blower protection I@g
overdue. | agree there is a need for whistle-blopretection
legislation, and | agree that it is long overduéieAtwo terms
in office, this government has utterly failed tolider on its
election promise to bring forward whistle-bloweroaction
legislation.

This government is fond of criticizing the oppasitifor
doing work this government should have done, but'tvaVe
saw that with theduman Rights Acamendments. The govern-
ment was highly critical of our efforts to updatest act and
then went and did it anyway.

Getting a secure, reliable driver’'s licence for Wokrs
was another example of this government being fotcedo
something right for Yukoners after severely critiog the op-
position for wanting to get it done — another exé&ngf the
Liberals bringing forward constructive issues andstructive
concerns of Yukoners.

The prize for bringing forward incomplete, half-leakleg-
islation goes to this government. In spite of dlthee time and
resources available to the government,@inal Forfeiture Act
was tabled without public consultation. The legiskaignored
the significance of our human rights and completalied to
protect innocent Yukoners against inappropriateegowment
action. If the government did make a mistake inpiissuit of
civil forfeiture, the only remedy offered by thesfice minister
was to sue the government for damages.

It was this government that drew a mob of angrygsters
over legislation that was incomplete and poorlyutitt out.
There have been no public protests over this latysl that we

report. The Select Committee on Whistle-blower &tion has
run out of time. This is likely the last sittingdbefore the next
election, if the committee was going to table itsaf report,

they should have done so by now. However, we |Idothat

and, in spite of all that, we can still move fordbaand move
toward and move ahead to implement whistle-blowetee-

tion with the information and recommendations thatalready
have. These recommendations are all on the welosites all

to view. | think that the committee had tried i&ssbover four
years. They've certainly gone out and done someudtation

with people. They've put some stuff on the Internet

But when you only meet a few times over a periodoaf
years, it is hard to get the job done. Proposeibib®mn has
been tabled in the form of Bill 112. It was broudbtward in
response to submissions made to the Select Conemitte
Whistle-blower Protection. It has proposed legistatthat
deals with how whistle-blower protection can be liempented
in the Yukon. Recommendations to the select coremithade
it clear that the concept of whistle-blower prot@ctwas sup-
ported in principle, but without proposed legistatthat clearly
explained how whistle-blower protection would beplet
mented, respondents were not prepared to makemactim-
mitment of support. In short, Yukoners want to #ee beef
before they accept the menu. The proposed legislaieds to
be an integral part of public consultation. It ist enough to
ask Yukoners if they want whistle-blower protectigks the
recommendations indicated, the government neepsofmse a
whistle-blower protection regime, and then ask Yhéw if
that is the one they want.

Bill No. 112, Disclosure Protection Actwill empower
conscientious Yukoners with the ability to speak against
wrongdoing if they wish to do so and be protectgditast re-
prisal if they choose to do so. The bill calls &éoclear process
for disclosing wrongdoings, assigns responsibildy investi-
gations to the Ombudsman and identifies labour nsi@s the
most appropriate advocate to protect employeessigatpri-
sal. Does this whistle-blower protection regime kvor other
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jurisdictions? | believe so. It seems to work quitgl in some.
Will it work as well in the Yukon? We don’t knowdhyet. We
won’t know until Justice officials have had a héodk and the
public has been consulted. We agree that thererised for
whistle-blower protection legislation and it's longerdue. We
want the government to act on a clearly demonstratel long
overdue need for whistle-blower protection legistat

To that end, we have tabled proposed whistle-blqwer
tection legislation, which is far more than thisrgomment can
claim. We need to do all we can to provide Yukoneith a
mechanism for disclosing malfeasance when it ocandspro-
tecting them from reprisals if and when they d@dtrward.
Legislation has been tabled that goes a long wayartd
achieving this goal and that is the bill.

We need the government to engage in this issuet@nd
work with us on it. Or, we simply wait until aftéte next elec-
tion and then we’ll do it ourselves. | said earlir that | was
going to address just the specific issue aroundstigiblower
legislation and | think that without getting intdat of detail —
for | hope that we’ll get to the actual bill latidnis afternoon —
| think it's important for us to make sure that wentify and
we see the real purpose behind this. It's to ptovadoners.
It's to protect Yukon employees, but it's not jodikon gov-
ernment employees that are protected.

It stretches well beyond that, so that any indigidwany
Yukoner, who sees a need that he or she can igehgt re-
quires it be brought forth to the Ombudsman, they tcan do
that. | think it's important that we look at thessues in light
of that. To be honest, | find that as we get thiotige after-
noon motion, I’'m going to stop pretty soon, becaluseuld
like to see my bill brought forward, in which cadewill go
into a lot more depth on each of the issues made oyy bill. |
look forward to further debate on this one as weenihirough
the afternoon.

Mr. Mitchell: Well, I've been listening with a great
deal of attention this afternoon to the debate —th® some
hour-long opening comments by the Member for Whitsa
West and also — excuse, for Whitehorse Centre.

| had better check compass — the Member for Whitaho
Centre who brought this forward; the comments frim
Member for Pelly-Nisutlin, who seemed to be quiterked up
over some of these issues; and the comments frontaohy
leagues, the Member for Kluane and the Member futeP
Creek South. | would be interested in listeningctonments
from more members from the governing party, suchthas
Premier and others, but they seem to be singullisipterested
in entering into the debate. That is unfortunatés tisappoint-
ing — because a debate is what it should be.

When | look at Motion No. 1331, the first line dmetOr-
der Paper says it all: “That it is the opinion bistHouse that
the democratic deficit is growing in Yukon.” It goen to give
some examples and some areas where there is aareied
provement. You know, as the Member for Kluane ané t
Member for Porter Creek South both alluded to, s&rthe
world today we see people risking their lives imquit of de-
mocracy that they have never known, but clearlytydar. For

those of us who have the privilege to live in Camade should
never take democracy for granted, because to igharéo risk
losing it.

As elected members we are charged by the eleaidos t
vigilant in democracy’s defence. Democracy is st julner-
able to being overthrown by a coup or by invasimnf out-
side. It is also vulnerable to insidious erosiconirwithin, and
that is what this motion is intended to combat.

The Premier apparently wants to speak, so | loowdod
to him speaking to it in the not-too-distant future can take
his 20 minutes.

Let's look at some of the points that have beesedi
Well, the first bullet addressed the public’s grogvidesire for
electoral reform. You know, it's actually quite énésting that
although there are some people who have been sieeren
electoral reform for decades — in fact, the forgevernment
leader, Yukon Party government leader, the late ®&tashek
became quite interested in electoral reform. Baglly, it's
during the two terms of this Yukon Party governmiatt this
movement has actually grown, found traction, andaeted
more and more people to become involved.

We can only imagine just how loud the outcry wobédif
they were to ever win a third term, because thewdatld
probably be a very loud outcry indeed.

The Yukon Liberal Party is committed to working fvit
Yukoners to assess interest in electoral reform.dé&t have
a preconceived course of action. In fact, our 2@@&form
said: “Take action by establishing an independedtrapresen-
tative citizens commission on electoral reform watimandate
to research various options and to inform, as asliconsult,
the public.” Since the Premier is always asking tghin the
Liberal plan, we can tell him. The Liberal govermmevould
strike that commission within 12 months of assumiffice.
Now, we know that there is a local group that hasked for
several years on this issue. I've been to a nurobtreir meet-
ings and presentations. They have a particularqsap

We don't endorse any one proposal; we think thatoitild
only make sense for any government to strike a cission, go
out and seek the opinion of Yukoners, then comek,bgive
that report back to the Assembly and let the Assgrdbal
with that information at that time. We know eartyits man-
date this government appointed a commission oftorgo out
and seek input. That person came back and saigpuhbc
wasn’t interested in electoral reform; they wereiasted in
legislative reform. Well, it's interesting that thaas the con-
clusion, because did we see this government theve nfar-
ward to do legislative reform to reform how this sémbly
works? No, what we saw is this government contittueot
call meetings of the Standing Committee on Ruldsctibns
and Privileges. If anything, they went the oppositey of the
recommendation that they had received. What we heaed
now clearly from people, and we are sure that thvegiment
side is hearing it too, is that more and more pe@pk inter-
ested in electoral reform. That can only be assalr®f a de-
mocratic deficit that they feel they have receifrxn the gov-
ernment that they have now.
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When it comes to whistle-blower legislation, we 8iihg
forward a draft bill. It is based on the bill thatin place and
apparently working well in Manitoba. My colleagulke Mem-
ber for Porter Creek South, has already spoken & great
length, so I'm not going to do so now, because &g dovered
at least talking about why it hasn’t come out & tommittee
and what needs to be done. What | will say, siheegovern-
ment is constantly chastising members on this feidéringing
forward legislation without going to public consibn — |
would say it's our job as legislators to bring fand legislation
that we think would improve life in Yukon. But whatithority
or budget would any opposition party be using tcedtensive
public consultation? That is the government’'s johen we
bring forward bills, there are two purposes: to #ényd push
government to do the extensive public consultatigmich they
say should be done; or to indicate that we wilkla&t consulta-
tion if we're elected to government. Then we hawe tbols of
government with which to work.

In speaking about public consultation, the Membar f
Whitehorse Centre gave some examples of publicutzt®n.
Yukoners do deserve to have a voice in governmelitips
and activities. Consultations must be undertakahitls just as
important to ensure that the public’'s recommendatiare
acted upon. That doesn’t always happen with thigoment.

neighbours and their family members when they resdgd? Is
that what they're going to want to do? Is that thessage for
the people themselves, that they are at leasthaithto a
prison, if not in one? There’s an example of th@egoment
seeking advice, getting very good advice from tive to-

authors of the report — Chief Allen and Dr. Beatenand

then proceeding to merrily go down the path upoiciwithey

had already decided.

There are a lot of additional areas | could talk lat |
know | won't have time to talk to them all. We'veen the
government ignore recommendations from all kindsnof-
government organizations that have done a lot skwicsee on
my colleague’s desk that he’s readivdiome for Everyone: A
Housing Action Plan for Whitehorsé hope the government
won't ignore that report. We've seen they have beery re-
luctant to deal with the findings of the NortherityCSuppor-
tive Housing Coalition, in terms of having suppegthousing.

When it comes to lobbying rules, we have an opemdmi
on this issue. We do have a number of questionscanderns
that would have to be resolved first. How do yofirdea lob-
byist? Government frequently meets with represamstirom
major companies, corporations, as does oppositiém.don’t
see those people as lobbyists. We see them asigmesior
officers of corporations. We are not sure if theveroof the

For example, the Peel Watershed Planning Commissiomotion intends to put new requirements on thoseleess well

incorporated input from hundreds of individual Yulkos and a
wide range of organizations before coming forwarih vits
recommendations. The government has said theyt gabing.
They said it quite straightforward and stronglytthizey dis-
agree. Most recently, we saw the government ppédieiin a
news conference to release the report on sevanayicated
persons at risk, and also the report on policinyukon, while
simultaneously announcing a partial solution thegatly con-
travened the recommendations in the report theyjhsidre-
leased. They actually called a news conferencepagskented a
report that talked about the need to address thielgm of se-
verely inebriated persons at risk as a medicaltegadth issue.
The report specifically says this should not bated just as a
justice or a criminal issue. What did the governtrao? They
took that opportunity to announce that their solutivas to
build an addition to the Whitehorse Correctionalntte to
house the secure assessment centre.

The Premier says, and said just the other daydthek
tank is a thing of the past. Well, it's actuallylsa thing of the
present, because the new centre is not open —dpatfly, it
will soon be a thing of the past. However, we're sare that it
will be across Yukon, because in rural Yukon, peogho are
severely intoxicated will still be brought to theehl equivalent
of a drunk tank, since there isn’t an alternativesvery com-
munity. Of more concern is the fact that this oodytinues to
treat it strictly as a justice matter. The Prensigid it's not just
a justice matter, it's a health matter, becauseetheill be
medical personnel on-site. Attaching it within fleace line of
a prison to the Correctional Centre clearly setasmessage
that it's a justice matter. That may be approprife those
people who have been apprehended by the policeis it
where people are going to take their friends andirth

in those kinds of meetings, because we see thtdieapb of
government and, indeed, of opposition.

We would need to know what Yukoners think before we
were to create new rules about lobbying. Consoltathust be
undertaken first, but we would listen to the cotetidn as op-
posed to the government, which doesn't.

When it comes to appointments to boards and comesiit
we think that the current process isn’t workingt hecause it
can’'t work but because the government isn’t desirafuseeing
it work. We think that we should not have a probldnthe
Standing Committee on Appointments to Major Govezntn
Boards and Committees was treated like an actuekide-
making, recommending committee. But the governnmesn-
bers show up there with a decision already made.

In fact, there have been times, | understand froyncoi-
league, when there hasn't even been resumés pedstmt a
number of the people whose names have come forwajast
the ones that the government has already decidedigport.
That's not consultative. No one wants to be paraafibber-
stamp process. MLAs who go to these meetings wariet
actually in a position to have their input conseterBut | don’t
believe I've ever heard back from my colleague frBwrter
Creek Centre that he has gone to one of these myeesind
proposed somebody different from the person theegowent
was proposing to ever see that person’s name berbese-
lected. | know when | have substituted for himans of those
meetings that is the way it has been.

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Mr. Mitchell: Porter Creek South. The meetings have
been respectful, but they have not actually ertexth any
meaningful input from opposition members. You knowe
think that there are even other areas where thisrgment has
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demonstrated that a democratic deficit is growmthie Yukon.
We think there are other things that could be idetl

As a result, | would like to propose a friendly ardment
and | will read it into the record.

Amendment proposed
Mr. Mitchell: | move

work toward making improvements. We've seen it wheve
urged government from this side of the House tokwaith
non-government organizations toward effecting ndeder-
vices in Yukon, and we've seen it when we've trtedmake
small amendments to bills and to motions from tbeegnment
side.

I think in all the time that I've been here, thevgmment

THAT Motion No. 1331 be amended by making the fol-has allowed one or maybe two amendments that lreeght

lowing changes: after the word “envisioned” in day9), de-
lete the period and add:

(10) several other unilateral actions by the Yugonern-
ment that have added to the democratic deficith stsc

forward to their motions to see the light of daydasertainly
nothing to a bill. We tried to move a number of acfments to
the newChildren’s Actthat would reflect the concerns that
were being expressed by First Nations, and eveeyafrthem

(a) refusing advice from opposition members despitavas shot down. We tried to work, as did the Thiadty? to-

promising to work collaboratively and cooperativeljth all
members of the Yukon Legislative Assembly;

(b) refusing to be open, accountable and fiscabponsi-
ble, despite promising to do so;

(c) using its majority in the House to dictate #yenda of
the Assembly and to invoke closure on debating ematbf
public interest that are brought forward by opgositmem-
bers;

(d) refusing to follow theFinancial Administration Act
when investing public funds;

(e) refusing to respond to more than 50 motionstiier
production of papers that are currently on the OR#per; and

(f) refusing to allow for the Auditor General of G&da to
appear before the Legislative Assembly.

Speaker:
the MLA for Copperbelt:

ward allowing a representative of First Nations ke Grand
Chief — to simply address this Assembly to expithesr con-
cerns while we were looking at the new act. Againf a
chance.

Between actually bringing forward ideas — | know |
brought forward the idea in the fall of 2005 of fihgortance
and the benefit that we could gain by putting isyatem of
medical bursaries and tuition forgiveness. The Bei of Eco-
nomic Development, who was then the acting Healthigter,
mocked it, said it was unworkable and that it wolakle seven
years to grow a doctor. They did finally bring tlate back,
but they couldn’t simply say, “That's a good idé&t's work
together on it.” It had to be ridiculed, chastised ignored for
an appropriate period of time before the governmamild

The amendment is in order. It is moved bycome back and say, “Look what we invented.”

In terms of other good ideas, the Member for Klusome

THAT Motion No. 1331 be amended by making the fol-three and a half years ago tabled a bill on nekerirej. The

lowing changes: after the word “envisioned” in day?9), de-
lete the period and add:

(10) several other unilateral actions by the Yugonern-
ment that have added to the democratic deficit) stsc

government said it was just a partial solution. yrhere look-
ing at a much bigger policy. It would be more altlusive. It
needed to be vetted by the Department of Justickthgy of-
fer to work with the Member for Kluane, seek hipuh and

(a) refusing advice from opposition members, despitsay, “These are some good ideas that you've brolaghiard.

promising to work collaboratively and cooperativeljth all
members of the Yukon Legislative Assembly;

(b) refusing to be open, accountable and fiscagponsi-
ble, despite promising to do so;

(c) using its majority in the House to dictate #genda of
the Assembly and to invoke closure on debating enatof
public interest that are brought forward by opgositmem-
bers;

(d) refusing to follow theFinancial Administration Act
when investing public funds;

(e) refusing to respond to more than 50 motionstfier
production of papers that are currently on the ©OR#per; and

(f) refusing to allow the Auditor General of Canadaap-
pear before the Yukon Legislative Assembly.

Leader of the Official Opposition, you have abauirfand
a half minutes to speak to the amendment, please.

Mr. Mitchell: Well, refusing advice from opposition
members despite promising to work collaborativetd @oop-
eratively — we've seen this again and again. Weseen it
when motions have come forward. We've seen it whees-
tions have been asked in this Assembly for the gowent to

Let us have us and the opposition work togethdsriiog this
forward.” | daresay, it might have occurred in I¢isan three
and a half years, had they done so. Instead, @medea half
years later, they have finally announced a draficpoand a
flawed one at that.

Using its majority in the House to dictate the adpeof the
Assembly and to invoke closure on debating matterfiow
many times have we seen motions brought forwardthey
Third Party or ourselves and the government singalys: |
move debate be adjourned.”

Refusing to follow the=inancial Administration Actvhen
investing public funds — well, the Auditor Generateps
pointing that out and the government keeps ignoitingefus-
ing to respond to more than 50 motions for the patidn of
papers that are currently on the Order Paper — tlifficult
would it be to actually respond to some of thosdiong? We
are not looking at the Pentagon Papers here. Taeseocu-
ments that belong to Yukoners, but they can newverecfor-
ward. Refusing to allow the Auditor General of Cdado ap-
pear before the Legislative Assembly, which wasedalor by
the Third Party, the Premier said, when | was magadhis out,
“We did. She appeared.” Not in open Assembly imfrof the
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public, only in front of members. So | will call gmeople to
support these amendments, because | think theyoatte mo-
tion as presented, and | look forward to hearingerd in the
debate.

Ms. Hanson:
think it does provide further illustration of thesues that give
rise to this increasing sense of a democratic tleéfi¢his terri-
tory. They are clearly illustrative of that deficih particular,
(10)(c) in this amendment should be of particulancern to
this Yukon Legislative Assembly, to all membersehdrecause
| believe — and some may call me an idealist — thatare
elected to represent all Yukoners and that reptasen de-
mands that we engage with each other in resped#bhte.
Debate is not positions; debate is not standingraading the
document from last week or the week before, bstattually
thinking about the ideas.

| understand the intent of this amendment and lldvatge
the other members of this Assembly to support ivek.

Mr. McRobb: Well, | rise this afternoon in total sup-
port of this proposed amendment to the motion. liele it
enhances the original motion and | accept the Tikedty
leader’s willingness to incorporate our input arayén her mo-
tion amended.

This motion is all about the growing democratic icief
we’re currently experiencing in the Yukon. The roati as it
was worded, substantiates that proposing Bill 1@&jislative

Yukon Party government, but let's examine what &iel.s‘To
never accept advice” — those are strong words &odet
strong words represent a total contradiction ofrttandate this
government received from the voters. This goverrinveas
elected on the pretense of working collaborativelyppera-

| rise in support of the amendment. | tively — and there’s a third “c” word, | think itag “construc-

tively” — with all Members of the Legislative Asséiy.

But when the rubber hits the road, Mr. Speaker,dgire-
ernment has dictated that it will never accept eel\tom other
members in this Assembly. Therefore, this is clegdt an-
other example of the growing democratic deficit Wokrs are
experiencing.

Let’s move to item (b): “refusing to be open, aau@ile
and fiscally responsible, despite promising to dg ket's ad-
dress the promise first. In the past Yukon Parégctgn cam-
paign platform, there was actually a section editfOpen,
Accountable and Fiscally Responsible” — an entieetisn
under that heading, with several commitments tacate par-
ticular aspects of that principle would be followagthis gov-
ernment. Mr. Speaker, | don’t have enough time affiernoon
to recite the long list of examples that would digandicate
that this is yet another contradiction of the maadhis gov-
ernment received from the voters and is furthedewce that
proves Yukoners are suffering a growing democrdgécit.
But what are some of the examples?

Here’s a recent one: | asked questions last weekhen
YDC bonds and where those monies can be indicatdtid
government’s budget. It's a rather simple formtitee Premier

Renewal Actwould propose a number of democratic measuresven admitted it was. Yet the line item is $1 ingt®f the es-

to change the system of governance and how thiemisly
operates in the future. So, good stuff, Mr. Speaker

We've already talked about this government’s latk oe-
sponse with respect to Bill No. 108. | feel thesendb need to
repeat what is already on the record.

The motion also pulls out nine parts of Bill No.81@
provide further elaboration of this growing demdicraleficit
Yukoners are currently experiencing. But does tlation ho-
listically address the growing democratic defigitibentifying
all the good examples? The answer to that quesdio, and
that brings us to the need for this amendmentaténoon.

This amendment identifies six additional items. Wehe
Official Opposition, and also the Third Party, asuye just
heard, strongly feel the need to be included inwoeding of
this motion. Let's go through the list of those gems.

The first one reads, “(a) refusing advice from cgpon
members, despite promising to work collaborativeatgl coop-
eratively with all Members of the Yukon Legislativessem-
bly.”

| should preface these six points with the overagipre-
amble that reads: “(10) several other unilaterdloacby the
Yukon government that have added to the democdaticit,
such as” — then we get to (a) that was just reathemecord.

Well, let’s look at some examples of this refusaudyice.
Just yesterday afternoon in this Assembly | belielieard the
Premier declare he would never accept advice floenNDP.
We, in the Liberal Party, the Official Oppositiomave heard
similar declarations from the Premier and his aglges in the

timated $4.3 million that should be in the budgehswhere.
Is that open and accountable? Is it fiscally resjima?

When the government knows the real figure is in the

neighbourhood of $4 million or more, to enter aliié item is
yet further evidence the government is not willtoguphold its
promise to the people to be fiscally responsible.

Further, we've introduced a notice of motion askihe
government for documentation on the schedule ofmeays
over the 30-year life of this loan. But the goveamnhas re-
fused to provide it. Is that open and accountable?a chance
— not a chance.

Going back to the Premier’s parallel negotiatinggasss to
sell out Yukon’s energy future to a private compémmyn Al-
berta, we asked this government for documents,itaagreed
to provide these same documents. We are still meaiiears
later for those documents. Is that open and aceble® Like |
said, there simply would not be time to go downhmwle list,
but there are a couple of good examples.

Let's look at item (c): “using its majority in thidouse to
dictate the agenda of the Assembly and to invokswk on
debating matters of public interest that are brodgiward by
opposition members.” How many times have we se@oion
brought forward in the public interest, or a pi@fdegislation,
a proposed bill, where government invoked closurelebate,
using its majority to dictate the outcome of thasaters in this
Assembly, instead of allowing those matters to bmakrati-
cally debated.
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The answer, unfortunately, is: too many times. gbe-
ernment will pronounce that it is democratic, ahavill pro-
nounce that the opposition parties dictate the @aen the
House and so on and so forth. But when the rubksrtihe
road, we know differently. It is the governmenttttatates the
agenda in the House. If not, then why doesn'’t theegnment
simply allow these matters to come to a naturatkion after
full debate? Well, there is another term I've hetrel Premier
use — “full debate”. Well, it's not very often thate get full
debate on issues that we bring forward. Here'sxamele to-
day: none of the Yukon Party members over theré#h e
exception of the Justice minister, has anythingdy on this
important motion this afternoon. Don’t they recagnthe im-
portance of democracy in the territory and how ibsing
eroded? Does no one else have anything to sayi@mitbtion
this afternoon?

It's rather surprising, given the record of thissambly
and the desire by members to get on the recordspadk ex-
tensively on matters at hand, or even perhaps, fiore to
time, matters extraneous to the subject mattemat.hSo one
would have expected the Yukon Party members topb® the
challenge this afternoon, to step up to the plat @ntribute
something of substance to the debate. It reakbyiprising.

Anyway, back to clause (c) about using the majoaityl
dictating the agenda and invoking closure and sd’ibiry to
recall an example or two. One would be tfiekon Energy

It's a further example of the growing democratididein this
territory and it's another example of why changegdto be
made, not only to the rules of this Assembly, tharges to the
liberties a government takes in the name of denegcra

Somebody needs to send a jolt to the governmetheof
day and remind the government of the day they laegetto
serve the public, not to take advantage of rulesttfeir own
members’ benefit in this Assembly, whether thatdfigris po-
litical or whatever. That brings us back to thedéar this to
be addressed. Of course, this further substantihteseed for
this amendment to the motion.

Let's move on to part (d): “refusing to follow th@nan-
cial Administration Actwhen investing public funds”. | don’t
have time this afternoon to put on the record thele story to
justify this point, but let's just say there are.B@nillion rea-
sons that justify part (d) in this amendment — caseed.

Let’'s go to part (e): “refusing to respond to méman 50
motions for the production of papers that are autyeon the
Order Paper”.

There used to be an understanding among membéhgs of
Assembly that when an MPP was read on the bookanthis-
ter responsible for the area of interest would take a signal
to respond with the information requested. Hasgbigernment
continued forward with that tradition? Has the Yok@arty felt
any compunction at all to respond to those typdasfofmation
requests put on the record? The answer is no, latds why

Corporation Protection ActWhat happened there? That wasthe number of outstanding MPPs currently standsdisgrace-

introduced about one and a half years ago anddkergment
side responded and then invoked closure before mesdould
be heard on that proposed bill. In fact, the Thatty didn’t
get an opportunity at all to speak to that bill. YMere the
Third Party and other members in this House preagefitom
their duly elected right to speak to a matter beilepated in
this Assembly? The answer is because the Yukory Rast
voked closure on the debate, instead of havingllad&bate.
The Yukon Party invoked closure, so that's a goahgle.

ful number of 50. This is unbelievable, and agdiis is the
same government that promised to be open and atdzen
and has patted itself on the back on several cmtsdb say
that it's open and accountable. Well, these 50 MBfes50
good reasons to dispute such proclamations andob@ tpa-
sons to further justify why this amendment showddshpported
this afternoon.

Finally, we move to part (f): “refusing to allow rfahe
Auditor General of Canada to appear before the dlatiye

We saw another example recently on the Yukon HagusinAssembly”. This is another recent slip in democrakyc-

Corporation bill that | proposed, where the goveenimside
treated that in a similar manner. That’s not deraticr Let's go
back a little further, as the Member for Copperbettollected,
to the net metering bill. In the fall of 2007, thigs introduced.
What happened? Well, it wasn’t closure, but it was next
thing up on the list, which is essentially talkingt the bill.
That technique is also known as filibustering. #swalked out
to the end of the day, because the first respondder our
House rules has unlimited time to respond. All membwvere
treated to a two-hour speech by the Energy ministgen
though my introductory speech lasted 35 minutes.

We heard a circulatory argument, round and roubdug
an example from Manitoba. | believe the Energy stari at the
time mentioned it at least half a dozen times. Daver get a
chance to respond to that and point out how hisregice was
to an old act, which had since been replaced inifdlba with a
new net metering bill? No, and the reason is thatdgovern-
ment side monopolized the time of debate and walawveh the
proceedings to quitting time, thereby preventirfgeotmembers
from entering the debate. Well, is that democraio?it’s not.

knowledge my time is almost out. | just refer peofd Han-
sard on that. Over all, | call on all members to do tight
thing and vote “agree” to this amendment and “dgteethe
motion, and we’ll move on.

Mr. Elias:
with regard to this motion to amend the motion frihra Mem-
ber for Whitehorse Centre. I'll focus on a coupletliings |
think are relevant to the debate today, and theitls regard to
promising to work collaboratively and being opem @tcount-
able. I'll use some examples that I've experienceer the last
five years being in the Legislative Assembly ancLfoon some
constituents’ issues, some Yukon-wide issues wddpard to
my critic areas and some of the ideas and inigatithat we on
this side of the House, in the Official Oppositidelt could
benefit and make Yukoners’ lives that much bettikbegin in
the Department of Environment.

Being the Environment critic and advocate for aptewf
years now, we brought a lot of issues to the flofothe House
to which we expected to get a better reception ftbengov-

It's a pleasure to engage in the debate today
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ernment — to work collaboratively to get these iatives
implemented. One of them, a couple of years ags thas
issue with regard to a Yukon-wide trap exchangepas of
revitalizing one of the oldest industries in oumitery. Many
Yukoners felt that doing something like this wouldt only
help individual trappers produce fur and to doiihwm the new
trapping guidelines, it would help with a lot ofhet things,
like rural income, when needed, during the tougmtevi
months and other things like the Yukon-wide hansgiport
progkareport was done. It was very well done and exgeds
the question of whether there was a need for agsasupport
program in the territory. Recommendations were, thes, this
is something that could be done, in collaboratiod partner-
ship with various orders of government, to achiauet of ob-
jectives. That was out of thémbrella Final AgreemenMany
Yukoners felt that was a good suggestion but, agajing to
work collaboratively with the government didn’t ey fruit.

I'll change departments here. One of the departenests
the Women'’s Directorate. Over the years, I've bagwocating
for a collaborative effort with all government dejpaents, our
partners and various levels of government to revére statis-
tics that have been there for far too long andtdrylo some-
thing in collaboration for violence against womasiglence
against aboriginal women.

As | look at the main budget that we have in frohtis to-
day, those statistics of spousal violence are ughbyhundreds.
That is concerning — very concerning to me. Wasciiabo-
rative effort — coordinated effort — from governmetepart-
ments looked upon as favourable by the governmblat?it
wasn’'t. That's why we bring amendments to motidks this
on the floor the House. It is because we feel thete are good
ideas. The government doesn't.

Another issue that | brought up was that | feet diblev-
els of government have a responsibility and haxa@ein revi-
talizing the aboriginal languages in our territofje responsi-
bility, | feel, is with all orders of governmentpin the individ-
ual right up to elected officials and everybodyatween.

That was another initiative that | brought forwasla mo-
tion that wasn't accepted by the government, sbighahy we
put this motion to work collaboratively with thisde of the
House. | think it would bode well not only for therritory’s
citizens, but for the country, to show that parbliics in the
Yukon is pretty impressive when they can work tbget

I'd like to talk about the democratic deficit areblislative
renewal and electoral reform and dispute resoluisrwell in
the main motion, because | do have some ideasttiopmard
to put on the floor of the House for debate on ¢htmpics as
well.

Another thing that | brought forward and | didn’etga
good reception — I've done this several times —this issue
of the Yukon government working to canvass ourzeits to
discuss these chemical concoctions of energy drinflee! that
they should be treated just like alcohol and tobadcdon’t
think they should be in the hands of anybody urberage of
18 years. | think they shouldn’t be allowed to lmsgessed in
schools. | think that all government sport funci@hould not

allow these energy drinks to be advertised or cowesl or
anywhere near sports.

I think momentum is growing across especially North
America with the thousands of reported cases nowadoles-
cents, teenagers and youth as young as 10 yeaendidg up
in the hospital with heart palpitations, and pasemhose chil-
dren have actually died saying they feel they'\eddas a result
of consuming energy drinks. When | bring thingslithis to
the floor of the House, hoping to work collaborativin an
open and accountable manner with the governmerg,\viery
difficult to do, even though parents and Yukonessne into
my office and give me encouragement not to giveungssues
like this.

Is it necessary to put forward amendments to mstimm
motion day like this? Absolutely it is, to bringghit to issues
that we're not going to give up on, that we staod ¥We hope
not to get rigid reactions or dismissive behavidourt, we do, so
it's necessary to bring these kinds of ideas fodwar

Some constituency issues: I've tried to demonstateed
several times with regard to what my constitueats fs a sim-
ple thing like the policy of getting our secondachool or high
school students, who have to travel from Old Crouwhie capi-
tal city, back for two holidays. Our community tkinthat's a
good investment. We don’t have a high school in Ofdw.
The system basically forces the students from OidwCto
leave, if they want to get a high school educatibm.me, that
clearly falls directly as a responsibility of theefartment of
Education. | tried to demonstrate that need tintbtane again,
and it was met with no collaboration at all, vetild openness.
That's disappointing.

One of the other issues in the environment — jesemtly
asking the government to be accountable with regasbme-
thing that they said was one of their top priositie- was the
Climate Change Action Plan

It was two years ago that they committed to Yukeribat
they would develop and create targets in consahatiith a
broad range of Yukoners. They came up with the Yugov-
ernment’sClimate Change Action Plam looked at that plan. |
read that plan. | just simply asked the governmerthe Min-
ister of Environment — are these targets being nAgain,
was there any collaboration or open and accountasigonses
from the government? No. | had to ask | believevdts nine
separate questions in Question Period to actutdly ®© begin
to get somewhere, but | still never got any defirinswers as
to whether or not they are meeting those targethaiClimate
Change Action Plathat they committed and promised Yukon-
ers they would do. | thought it was a simple thihthought it
was a simple case of the minister just readingiefibg note.
But it wasn’t. That's not collaboration. That's ratcountabil-
ity. That’s definitely not openness.

You know, when | get on the floor of the House -stdnd
up on the floor of the House — | bring these isshesause
that is what | expected. Coming from Old Crow, | amisciple
of consensus-style governance and that is the waslraised.
We talked things out until we found an amicablaugoh. Be-
ing the MLA for Old Crow, this type of democracy svioreign
to me at the beginning, but I still expected eldateembers to
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perform and to work together in openness and adability. It
was quite disappointing and | had to change my vedygetting
things recognized and accomplished — silent tact diplo-
macy come to mind.

Anyway, again, | appreciate the Member for Whiteleor
Centre bringing the original motion forward and kepport for
the amendment to her motion. | think that this admeent ac-
tually enhances the original motion; therefore, Iguing to
support this motion.

Mr. Inverarity:
afternoon to speak to the amendment to Motion N&311 |
find the issue, as we look at this amendment, t@améssue
around the democratic deficit. As we look at theiggms we
have added to enhance this main motion, I'd likehank the
Leader of the Third Party for bringing her motianthe floor.
I’'m particularly pleased that she stood and supggbrour
amendment to this, because it does enhance itakesit a
friendly motion.

When we look at the issue of democratic deficin Fe-
minded of something that happened to me receritiyoés to
the issue of democracy and to the issues around wéae
going to be talking about this afternoon on thisadment.

Recently | had a constituency meeting, and oneyo€om-
stituents approached me to talk about the demoataficit —
didn’t word it specifically that way. But he wanted opportu-
nity to speak at the constituency meeting and, @matituent, |
afforded him the opportunity. | wasn'’t able to di¢hiat particu-
lar evening, and he was wondering if he could cbak to the
next constituency meeting that | had and open itougurther
discussion around the meeting. | said, “Sure, y@a'constitu-
ent; you can come and talk about just about angthiou want
with me.”

The issue that was brought forward dealt with llegjige
reform and electoral reform and a couple of othreader is-
sues, but specifically those. How it was coucheanfmy per-
spective, was not just making things better, batgtoblem and
the reason it was being brought forward were bigibacause
they were unhappy with what was going on in theitlagve
Assembly. They felt that things needed to be chdandaey
felt that attitudes needed to be changed. As stiglas worth
listening to and worth hearing about what theseceoms were.

| have to say this individual is not alone. Ovee thast
couple of years, if not the past nine years, weshaontinually
butted heads, in terms of trying to get things daget things
progressed, and this motion goes to the heart oesaf those
issues we have. It's worth us looking into the eratts deeply
as we can this afternoon so we get to the heatrt of

The first item we have in this particular amendmgoés
to refusing advice from opposition members. Fretjyehrise
in this House and offer suggestions to the othde.sl ask
questions about issues of concern to both my daestis and
Yukoners in general. Quite frequently, we get shedy off
with “not my branch”, “not my department” or, pauiarly in
budget debate, “That question is for the other nm@antb an-
swer; go to him.” When we go there, we don't getaaswer
either because it gets sloughed back to the finsister.

One of the things government needs to do is tofdmno
and accountable.

They need to be able to engage in debate witH_tssla-
tive Assembly forum and listen to the advice anel tbunsel
that they get from members opposite. Yes, we hafferent
points of view. There is no question about that,that doesn’t
mean that the points of view are necessarily invdh fact, if
anything they lend credence to the issues. | ldpkoa exam-
ple, theCivil Forfeiture Actthat was brought forward. We had
a debate in December about it and thought thatighirbe

It gives me great pleasure to rise thisworth looking at. Then when it was brought to tluof, one of

the issues around it was certainly the issue ofipaonsulta-
tion. | know that members are going to criticize amel the bill
that | brought forward about public consultationt the issue
isn’t the public consultation, it is what you do @vhyou bring a
bill before the House. We felt that it needed taehpublic con-
sultation. The government felt that it didn’t arwht they had
done all the consultation. They acknowledge thahdy had
gone out for public consultation and listened tdividuals,
they might have seen some of the errors that wevgdvin the
bill. Certainly the motions and bills that we brifgyward are
worth debate within this. It is part of the proce@me of the
things that | learned about the steps that we guutih within
the Legislative Assembly where we do first readisgcond
reading and third reading is that between eactho$d read-
ings, something is supposed to happen.

Part of that something is public consultation, ongulta-
tion with departments and with other individualsheTissue
isn’t bringing it before the Legislative Assemblyie issue is
what you do as you go through the process to ntdietter.

What we're doing, as the Member for Vuntut Gwitchis
said, is about supporting debate. It's about lisigrio every-
body and it's about not refusing advice, but adogpit. We
need an open and accountable government, whichysitem
(b) is on the list here. We need a governmentshaepared to
listen to individuals; we need a government thatspared to
listen to the public; we need a government thatepared to
listen to the opposition. We don't get that; we dnaot had that
in nine years. The opposition is the voice of thblj, too.

Item (c) in this particular list that my colleagfrem beau-
tiful Kluane referred to earlier deals with usirige tmajority in
the House to dictate the agenda of the Assemblyt@ivavoke
closure on debating matters. I've felt that firstta I've
brought acts before this Legislative Assembly. Ting one |
brought in was a human rights amendment — simglsy ¢o
deal with. What happens? Debate closure. Did thhmgspen
down the road? Thank God, yes, they did. But theegoment
would not even go so far as to listen to and detteteparticu-
lar issue. If it was just the once, one might ble &b get away
with it, but in fact the next act that | broughtrv@ard, which
was an apology act, the same thing happened. ugoand
spoke for my 40 minutes or however long it was. Phemier
stood up and said, “Great job, Don, but I'm adjdngrdebate.”
Shut down, closed — 1 tell you that it sure jaded, im terms
of how the Legislative Assembly is supposed to wueke. It's
supposed to be cooperative. | know my voice ha# aflan
edge to it as we speak here this afternoon. | tigant to get
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too worked up. I'm normally a calm, quiet, mild-nmemed
speaker. But what do | see here this afternooréelr® one
from the opposite side wanting to engage in any kihdebate
on this issue — probably too embarrassed.

| think | am going to allow the other members hsoene
time, but before | get into it, | think it is wortls talking about
the Financial Administration Actl think | would like to echo
the words of my previous colleague here when Hes tabout
the 36.5 million reasons why thénancial Administration Act
was broken.

Mr. Speaker, | hear silence. I'm surprised. Thiarsazing
— quiet from the opposite side as soon as we mer8mh5
million reasons why th&inancial Administration Actvas bro-
ken. Need | say more? The real abuse is when vie 58bmo-
tions for documents and what happens? Nothing. Emayup
in some big void.

One of the thoughts that crossed my mind here was,
stairs, somewhere in the government, there’s aebititat has
50 notices of motion for the production of papéeosiried
somewhere, and someone goes through that and pyodzb
lated it and got all the papers and stuff, but thay them all
together in a binder and there it is, never toteedight of day.
It just goes on and on from here.

The biggest issue here and the slap in the fade fros
government was in refusing to have the Auditor Galngpeak
to the Legislative Assembly. That was an insult @nteeds to
be corrected.

Unparliamentary language

Speaker: Sit down, please. Just a gentle reminder t
the honourable member, we ruled terminology likapsn the
face” out of order in the past due to its violenhiotations.
The honourable member has the floor. Just keeprthnaind.

Mr. Inverarity: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I'll keep that
in mind. | apologize. Nevertheless, the issueilseshbarrass-
ing.

We knew in August about the Auditor General conang
the dates the Auditor General was coming. That kedge and
the ability for us to have her wisdom and counsell -gtiess
that goes back to this first amendment that wehgue, which
was refusing advice not only from the oppositiont from
anybody. I'm really, really sorry about that.

| think that this amendment to the motion addhexist-
ing Motion No. 1331. It goes a long way to makéétter. It
was good that we had this discussion this afternBonglad |
could have added my counsel and wisdom to the gavent in
terms of what | think that they should do to haveare open
and accountable government, but that’s not to kaoiv that it
falls on deaf ears all the time, but I'll tell yaomething —
there’s an election coming and it's coming soorm&one had
better start listening, because | can tell you #itgr that elec-
tion Yukoners will see blue skies and they'll seleois going
to be running the government. I'm pretty certaiisit't going
to be members on the opposite side. Thank you.

Mr. Fairclough:
to the motion —

I'd love to speak to this amendment

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order

Speaker:  Hon. Premier, on a point of order.

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. The
government side is so enraptured, we offer all runaining

time to the Liberal Party.

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker: From the Chair's perspective, there is no
point of order. The Member for Mayo-Tatchun hasftber.

Mr. Fairclough:
ing.

Quite often we hear that from the members oppasiid
that's why we brought forward this amendment to riination.
It's about how the government side should improgecdum in
this House and we haven't seen that since the pethat they
made some while back.

I would like to thank the Minister of Justice thdugVr.
Speaker. She had enough in her to speak to themibiat was
presented by the Member for Whitehorse Centre. Wehs
side of the House, and probably their team too,arénter-
ested in where she will park her vote on this amsmd. |
thought that was a good line.

Why isn’t the government side speaking to this oro?i
Well, it points out perhaps some faults on the govent side.
| hear silence from the members opposite.

I'm sure they've done their research about how ttmyld

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for that rul-

dJerhaps rebut some of the points that have beeaddiy the

Official Opposition — the Member for Copperbelt, aviro-
posed this amendment, which adds to the motion.t\&haut
this one? | hear the Environment minister speakipgso let's
talk about a couple of things. One of them is beipgn and
accountable. We have asked for that time and tigaéndn this
House. We have seen governments make decisionstherra
the Premier make decisions to the surprise of sointiee min-
isters here. Let's take, for example, when the Emvhent
minister was the Education minister, and he prochesechool
in Burwash. Well, it was overruled by the Premiad at cer-
tainly wasn't being open and accountable to thelipudi all.
Let's take, for example, the building of the Carksaschool.
There were demonstrations outside of this HouseatWiap-
pened, Mr. Speaker? Well, it was reported thatBHacation
minister jumped into his vehicle — out the back demd
around the back of the building and was gone. Heniwgoing
to face and be accountable to the public at ale fdrfeiture
act —

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order

Speaker:  The Hon. Member for Klondike, on a point
of order.
Mr. Nordick: | am surprised | even have to call a

point of order for that personal comment. Thisdtually get-
ting to the point where | am almost embarrassebletpart of
this. The members are supposed to be speakingstantend-
ment, not personally attacking the members. Thiglisulous.
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Mr. McRobb: If the Member for Klondike is embar-
rassed to be a part of this, then he should reBigm the
Yukon Party like the Member for Lake Laberge did.

Speaker’s ruling

Speaker: From the Chair's perspective, of course
there is no point of order, simply a dispute betwegembers.
However, we have about 25 minutes left here, fakswe will
just carry on debate without attacking each othersgnally
and we’'ll get through the day. The Member for Mayehun
has the floor.

Mr. Fairclough:
Speaker.

Thank you for that ruling, Mr.

Speaker’s statement
Speaker:
The ruling is a ruling. You're on.

Mr. Fairclough: Okay, a ruling is a ruling. Thank you.

Speaker’s statement

Speaker:
comment. It is simply that the Chair has made agulThe
honourable member stands up and carries on hisecgation.
He makes no comment on the ruling.

Mr. Fairclough:
out that the government basically refuses the adofche op-
position. The prime example is a motion today, amdheard
no one on the government side speak up. Being epdnac-
countable means that you're going to bring forwgodr views
to the public and to members on this side of thadéo

It means you're going to be committed to the thiggs
say in this Legislature. Let’s take one of themdgample that
| think the government side is really interestedand that is
some of the committees we have here. Being openaand
countable would mean you bring forward informattbat has
been worked on to the floor of this House — repeftsand
that hasn’t happened. You cannot form a committekhave a
commitment on the government side swallowed ug,igdane
for years, and say you're open and accountablestiihdcom-
mitted to a promise you made in an election platfoi’'m
speaking about the whistle-blower legislation. #swormed in
2007. It had about eight or nine meetings or salraft was
produced and nothing is flowing to the floor ofstidouse or to
the public.

That is a very conscious direction on the goverrinsate
to have this committee basically not bring forwartistle-
blower legislation. It's not democratic; the goveent side
knows that. But you know what? They did it and &'<alcu-
lated decision, | believe, on the government side.

Speaker’s statement

Speaker: Order please. The honourable member i
speaking to motive now. He has been in this Hous® |
enough to know well and good that that's not appad@. The
Member for Mayo-Tatchun has the floor. Please geadh

You don't need to comment on the rulings.

Mr. Fairclough: Let's talk about another one. What
about the very first point, refusing advice frone thpposition
members. Here we have the Yukon Party talking abtiuhe
good things they've done, and the economy is deietl, and
they did it all and they're the only ones who codtit. When
'you talk to the public out there, theyll say ofucse that's
wrong; we still get the dollars coming from Ottawhat will
increase all the time; we had devolution and, gudsst? We
have land claims agreements.

When | gave the advice to the government to gialitr
where credit is due, they didn’t do it. | heardr@dm one mem-
ber and that was from the Deputy Premier of theetithwas
mentioned once, and it's not even in the governmvestbu-
lary to show that.

The Umbrella Final Agreement— this was the advice |
gave them: give credit where credit is due. The Ukas
agreed to. First Nations had final agreements afidré that,
the development community was asking for certahmye in
the territory. The UFA and the final agreementsuigtd a tre-
mendous amount of certainty to the development coniiy
We didn't hear the government side saying anythingut that.

The honourable member doesn't get toGive credit where credit is due. Take the advic¢hefopposi-

tion and it may work for the government from tinogtitme.
What about this one: what about the devolutionealefal

programs to the territory? What about that? Wasettany

credit given to the people who worked so hard edavolu-

Part of the amendment here pointstion transfer program? That was also to bring @efteto the

territory. The government side felt like they didhil, for what-
ever reason. They did it all. Of course, that isthe case. Oth-
ers have worked so hard on this. Other governméitiads
who are no longer part of government any more heweked
hard on it. The Yukon Party took credit for it, evdough they
were opposed to it at the time, because it didrchide all that
they wanted. They didn’t give credit where crediasadue.
They didn’t take the advice of the opposition. Thabught
certainty to the territory, too.

All'in all, the development community looks at aflthat.
Not only that, but it brought a $250-million incesato the
government’s annual budget. That was lost. The rowent
side didn’t do that. We asked them to do it. Weegthem ad-
vice. | wanted to make that point very clear; tinég was pretty
important.

The Environment minister wants to speak, Mr. Speaie
the end of the day. At the end of the day, the Eanvhent min-
ister wants to speak.

Here’s another one: show your views — take advioenf
us on this side of the House. Be open and accolentaid
show your views. When the opposition side bringsvéod a
motion, why can’t government debate it? Why cah#yt de-
bate it? That's a little silly — looking at the gement side,
and they're not saying a darn thing on this at all.

Only the Justice minister — and we on this sidethaf
SHouse are very interested in where she will parkvoée on the
amendment. We are interested to see that.

When it comes to education reform, here’s one ahisut
tening to the general public, being open and adedue and
taking advice from the Official Opposition. Theywa forward
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and said they wanted to talk about the whole issfugovern-
ance. That was a big issue in educational reforkmaw the
Education minister knows this, but what happenebd@ Pre-
mier said publicly and in this House that the issfigovern-
ance was not on the table. Just like that — ovedrtihe Educa-
tion minister and it was not on the table. Intarggtbecause
the whole issue of governance was brought up bycdmemu-
nities, by teachers, by parents and they wanteg¢ca bottom-
up approach to education and not so much a top-dapvn
proach, which we have today.

That was a big improvement that could have happéned

the minister had stuck to his guns, followed theiaa of the
committee and the recommendations about includimgeign-
ance. The Premier overruled it.

Bringing forward amendments like this only enhantes
motion that was presented by the Member for Whiteh&en-
tre. It points out a few things for government. ¥ioveuld look
at it and vote in favour of it and make improvenseaimong
themselves for the next 14 days of sitting in thefm, but we
know that’s not going to happen. That will not hapgat all.

What about refusing to respond to the more thambe
tions for the production of papers? That's prethyportant.
That process is not there for nothing, so why dbesgovern-
ment not use it to respond to the Official Oppositl They just
don’t do it. When we talk to the general public abthis, they
just couldn’t understand it.

When we talk with the general public about the Aadi
General of Canada and her opinion — which is ratestty
high; not with the Yukon Party, but with the re$Ganada and
her opinions with the federal government or proidahgov-
ernment — her opinion is rated pretty high, but bgtthe
Yukon Party. We wanted to be able to do some qusstj of
the Auditor General so that the public could akhihehat they
are saying rather than it be closed to memberkisnHouse. |
have more to say. | would like to hear and see winay the
government side is going to park their vote on #mendment.

Speaker:  Are you prepared for the question?
Some Hon. Members:  Division.

Division

Speaker:  Division has been called.

Bells

Speaker: Madam Deputy Clerk, please poll the House
on the amendment.

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Disagree.

Hon. Ms. Taylor: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Hart: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Kenyon: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Rouble: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Disagree.

Hon. Ms. Horne: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Edzerza: Disagree.

Mr. Nordick: Disagree.

Mr. Mitchell: Agree.

Mr. McRobb: Agree.
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Mr. Elias: Agree.

Mr. Fairclough: Agree.

Mr. Inverarity: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Mr. Cathers: Disagree.

Deputy Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are six yea, 10
nay.

Speaker: The nays have it. | declare the amendment
defeated.

Amendment to Motion No. 1331 negatived

Speaker: Is there further debate on the main motion?

Hon. Mr. Fentie: Well, talk about the democratic de-
ficit. We have just witnessed that democratic defight here
this afternoon in this Assembly. You know the gaweent side
put up one responder to the Leader of the ThirdyRamotion,
laid out our position clearly, point by point, atieen prepared
for a vote, which is all about democracy.

Beyond that, the Member for Porter Creek Southahbsl
on the floor today for debate. What is astoundiegehspeak-
ing of a democratic deficit, is his own caucus ¢alkhe clock
to the point where the Member for Porter Creek Baauldn’t
even bring to the forefront and debate his bill whistle-
blower legislation. That is a deficit.

| have to say also to the Leader of the Third Péngt
what is clear here is that the NDP believe that ¢ifiithe utmost
importance to the Yukon public. What | offer harethe spirit
and intent of collaboration and cooperation, is sorary sage
advice: take this to the public in a few short niaentThe
Leader of the NDP can put this before the publictfieir con-
sumption, and she can solicit all of the suppanrfthe Yukon
public that she chooses to solicit on these matters

The other thing that is becoming very clear is ¢hsra bit
of a coalition going on and the Liberals and theFNID this
House are all in it together, in lockstep in terofishe fact that
they believe these are the things that are so irapbto the
Yukon public. It really gives rise to a lot of qtiess that we
don’t have any further time to ask, but I'm sure ¥ukon pub-
lic will be very interested in it.

We heard the Liberals on a number of occasionsatités-
noon reference the fact that they put in theirfptat in 2006 a
commitment to electoral reform. All the Yukon Paggvern-
ment side can say is, why then did the Yukon pubdt elect
the Liberals to office? This is a pretty obviousrpcere —
and the list goes on and on.

The NDP would have us focus on a council — finégta
that to the public. The Yukon Party governmentoisusing on
the environment and the economy. | think we can slirthis
up, when we consider a democratic deficit, thattwthea NDP
motion actually does is wave goodbye to the futame say
hello to yesteryear.

The Yukon Council on the Economy and the Environtmen
is ages old. This whole process began at a tinpgesthe ad-
vancement of land claims, pre-devolution, pre-adbthings
that are happening in today's Yukon, Mr. Speakere @von-
ders what this is really all about. | encourageNI¥ leader to



March 2, 2011 HANSARD 7713

take this before the public. I'm sure they will inerapture lis-
tening to the NDP leader present it as, “This esftiture, Yuk-
oners. Elect the NDP and this is what we'll buitd fou.” |
wish the NDP leader good luck.

The other point I'm going to make has to do withoan-
ment made by the NDP leader about respect. | aigeléhat
member, the Leader of the NDP, who made the comuhemt
ing the by-election campaign in Whitehorse Centhat the
government has unethical advisors. | challengeN\th® leader
to name those unethical advisors. Does the NDPeteadt
recognize and understand that deputy ministeradvesors to
government? Does the NDP leader not recognize agru
stand that, across the corporate structure of govent, there
are many individuals who provide sage advice toistens —
unethical advisors? This is the member who just ga need
to reform because we have to have respect for oother.
Well, there’s a real example of respect.

The process for making appointments to major boarnds
committees: this is astounding. Is there not aditencommit-
tee that represents this institution on these app@nts? |
think what is at play here is an age-old exampl¢hoke who
are so distant from ever convincing the publicaagé to elect
them to government that they clamour for all thibsegs. They
clamour for electoral reform.

Speaker: Order please, the time being 5:30 p.m., this
House now stands adjourned until 1:00 p.m. tomaorrow

Debate on Motion No. 1331 accordingly adjourned

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.



