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Yukon Legislative Assembly       
Whitehorse, Yukon       
Thursday, November 15, 2012 — 1:00 p.m.       
       
Speaker:   I will now call the House to order. We will 

proceed at this time with prayers.       
   
Prayers 

DAILY ROUTINE  
Speaker:   We will proceed at this time with the Order 

Paper.   
Tributes. 

TRIBUTES  
In recognition of International Day for Tolerance 

Ms. White:    I rise on behalf of the Assembly to pay 
tribute to November 16 as the International Day for Tolerance. 

In 1993, the Assembly of the United Nations proclaimed 
that 1995 would be the United Nations Year for Tolerance. In 
November 1996, the United Nations educational, scientific, and 
cultural organizations met together in Paris to discuss the issues 
of the day. It was a lofty agenda. 

With ongoing world crises, the assembled members made 
the decision to take the spirit of tolerance one step further and 
invited member states to observe the International Day for Tol-
erance on November 16 each year.  

One of the purposes of the United Nations, as set forth in 
the Charter, is for the achievement of “…international co-
operation in solving international problems of an economic, 
social, cultural, or humanitarian character…”  

In support of that ideal, the UN is tasked with 
“…promoting and encouraging respect for human rights and 
for fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, 
sex, language, or religion.”  

The UNESCO Assembly in 1996 reconfirmed that toler-
ance is the sound foundation of any civil society and a corner-
stone in its desire for peace. Their goal was to encourage re-
spect, dialogue and cooperation among different cultures, civi-
lizations and peoples. The Declaration of Principles on Toler-
ance states that: “Tolerance is the responsibility that upholds 
human rights…democracy and the rule of law. It…affirms the 
standards set out in international human rights instruments.” 

Tolerance fosters “…knowledge, openness, communica-
tion and freedom of thought, conscience and belief.”  

“Tolerance is respect, acceptance and appreciation of the 
rich diversity of our world’s cultures, our…’different’…forms 
of expression and ways of being human.” 

“Tolerance is harmony in difference.”  
Tolerance “…is not only a moral duty, it is also a political 

and legal requirement. Tolerance, the virtue that makes peace 
possible…” 

“Tolerance is, above all, an active attitude prompted by a 
recognition of the universal human rights and fundamental 
freedoms of others. 

“Tolerance is not concession, condescension or indulgence 
tolerance fosters knowledge, openness, communication, and 
freedom of thought, conscience, and belief.” 

“Tolerance contributes to the replacement of the culture of 
war by a culture of peace.” 

“In no circumstance can the use of the word tolerance be 
for justifying infringements on fundamental values. 

“… the practice of tolerance does not mean toleration of 
social injustice or the abandonment or weakening of one’s con-
victions. It means that one is free to adhere to one’s own con-
victions and accepts that others adhere to theirs. Tolerance 
means accepting the fact that human beings — naturally di-
verse in their appearance, situation, speech, behaviour, and 
values — have the right to live in peace and be as they are. It 
also means that one’s views are not to be imposed on others.” 

In our modern world, tolerance is more essential than ever 
before in this age, marked by the globalization of the economy 
and by the world’s rapidly increasing mobility, and in this age 
of large-scale migrations and displacement of populations, ur-
banization, and changing social patterns. Since every part of 
the world is characterized by diversity, escalating intolerance 
and strife potentially menace every region and every person. It 
is not confined to any one country, but it is a global threat. In 
commemorating the International Day for Tolerance, simply 
said, “Let us recognize our differences and celebrate them.” 

 
Speaker:   Introduction of visitors. 

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 
 Hon. Mr. Dixon:    I would like to ask members to join 

me in welcoming a now-former constituent, also a leading con-
tender for rookie of the year for the Whitehorse Recreational 
Hockey League, Mr. Jonathon Rudolph. 

Applause 
 
Speaker:   Are there any further introductions of visi-

tors? 
Are there any returns or documents for tabling? 

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS 
 Ms. Hanson:    I have for tabling the January 1997 

memorandum of agreement among the Government of Yukon, 
the Council of Yukon First Nations, Yukon First Nations, the 
Kaska Dena Council and the Kaska Tribal Council. 

 
Speaker:   Are there any other returns or documents for 

tabling? 
Are there any reports of committees? 
Are there any petitions? 

PETITIONS 

Petition No. 5 — response 

Hon. Mr. Cathers: I rise today to respond to Petition 
No. 5, which was presented to this House on October 31, 2012. 
Petition No. 5 asks the government to take the necessary meas-
ures to ensure that backup diesel generation capabilities estab-
lished near Tagish with sufficient capacity to supply the Car-
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cross-Tagish area. The area in question is serviced by the 
Yukon Electrical Company. In its 2008-09 general rate applica-
tion, Yukon Electrical Company Limited proposed the installa-
tion of a 1.5-megawatt backup diesel generator for the Car-
cross-Tagish area at a cost to ratepayers of $2 million. This 
proposal was considered by the Yukon Utilities Board, which 
heard evidence from experts and the Yukon public on the pro-
posed plan. 

The Yukon Utilities Board is an independent, quasi-
judicial board that is responsible for approving capital opera-
tion and maintenance costs for all regulated utilities. The board 
is also responsible for ensuring that all utility costs insured by 
utilities and passed on to customers are in the best interests of 
Yukon ratepayers. Based on the evidence presented, the Yukon 
Utilities Board was not convinced that the Carcross generator 
was the best option at the time to mitigate outages in the Car-
cross-Tagish area; therefore, the board did not approve the pro-
posed Carcross diesel unit in the Yukon Electrical Company 
Limited rate base. 

Accordingly, the board directed Yukon Electrical Com-
pany Limited at the time of its next general rate application to 
study the initiatives that similar utilities north of 60 are under-
taking to address reliability concerns and to investigate alterna-
tive options to the proposed diesel generator, as well as to pre-
sent its business case respecting the generator, if at that time 
Yukon Electrical Company Limited still considered installation 
of such a generator as the preferred option to mitigate reliabil-
ity concerns in the area. A general rate application from Yukon 
Electrical Company Limited is expected in the not-too-distant 
future. Yukon Electrical Company Limited has implemented a 
number of other options, which have improved both safety and 
reliability, including brushing, right-of-way widening, line-
rerouting and whole replacements.  

Both the Yukon Electrical Company Ltd. and the Yukon 
Utilities Board are committed to finding the best solution to 
ensure reliable, cost-effective power to the community of Car-
cross-Tagish, and my colleagues and I in this government re-
spect the role of the Yukon Utilities Board and its decision to 
ensure the most cost-effective means of supplying reliable 
power to all Yukon communities. All costs must be paid by 
someone and new assets included in the rate base come at a 
cost to those ratepayers. We are confident that the Yukon Elec-
trical Company Ltd. and the Yukon Utilities Board will ensure 
that the community of Carcross-Tagish continues to receive 
safe and reliable electrical service while protecting Yukon rate-
payers from unnecessary expenses. 

 
Speaker:   My apologies. I should have introduced you 

as the minister responsible for the Yukon Development Corpo-
ration and the Yukon Energy Corporation. My mind got ahead 
of me. 

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

NOTICES OF MOTION 
Ms. Stick:    I give notice of the following motion: 

THAT it is the opinion of this House that a Yukon living 
wage would: 

(1) eliminate the need for a minimum wage; 
(2) reduce social assistance costs; 
(3) reduce the need for food banks; and 
(4) lift individuals and families above the poverty line. 
 
Speaker:   Is there a statement by a minister? 
This brings us to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 
Question re:  Oil and Gas Act amendments 

Ms. Hanson:    Two weeks ago we suggested the gov-
ernment could avoid confrontation and conflict by not tabling 
amendments to the Oil and Gas Act and by consulting with all 
Yukoners. The government refused. This morning we heard 
Grand Chief Massie on the CBC clearly explaining the conse-
quences should the Yukon Party unilaterally break the 1997 
memorandum of agreement with the Kaska and the Council of 
Yukon First Nations. This agreement and the consent provision 
of the Oil and Gas Act respected the rights of non-settled 
Yukon First Nations in exchange for Yukon getting responsi-
bility for oil and gas development from Ottawa. Yukoners have 
benefited from this. 

Will the Premier take this opportunity to stand up and 
withdraw the amendments to the Oil and Gas Act and return to 
consultation and dialogue rather than this path of confronta-
tion? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    We believe Yukon resources be-
long to all Yukon residents. For over 10 years we have worked 
to come to an agreement with the Kaska, with the Liard and 
Ross River First Nations, with regard to opportunities and eco-
nomic development in the Liard Basin.  

It has been 10 years and in excess of $1 million to $2 mil-
lion during that time. We believe that we should treat all First 
Nations equally and we will continue to ensure that we consult 
and accommodate, as defined in our agreements and in the 
Umbrella Final Agreement. Certainly, this government has 
continued to exceed those requirements. 

Ms. Hanson:    It’s not all about money. Breaking 
agreements leads to confrontation and suspicion. This does 
damage relationships with First Nation governments. This, in 
turn, undermines investment, which in turn hurts jobs and busi-
nesses — in fact, all Yukoners.  Unilaterally breaking con-
tracts, bulldozing ahead with legislation, and using a limited 
and flawed consultation process as cover are reckless actions of 
a government that does not seem to understand the seriousness 
of the fight they are picking. Will the Premier show real leader-
ship and direct his Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources to 
withdraw Bill No. 49, Act to Amend the Oil and Gas Act, 2012? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    Mr. Speaker, as I said yesterday, 
we certainly won’t be taking advice from the NDP when it 
comes to the economy, because the record is very clear in terms 
of their guidance and what they’ve done historically when 
they’ve been the government in power.  

This government continues to work with First Nations col-
laboratively throughout every department that we have. Recent 
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developments: the Minister of Education signing a tripartite 
agreement, the MOU, with Yukon First Nations and the Gov-
ernment of Canada in regard to an action plan for First Nation 
education; the sharing of resource revenues with First Nations 
that we’ve come to an agreement on and look forward to a for-
mal signing agreement; the agreement with the Minister of 
Health and Social Services and the Kwanlin Dun First Nation 
in terms of child services. 

We have intergovernmental forums — the Yukon Forum 
that I mentioned — an MOU with Kwanlin Dun in terms of 
looking at affordable land for development with the First Na-
tion — the list goes on and on. This government contributes 
millions of dollars every year to First Nations, over and above 
their obligations in support of First Nations and their capacity 
building and in support of their communities. 

Ms. Hanson:    The Premier can try to deflect as much 
as he wants, but the path the government has taken of breaking 
agreements, failing to consult, and creating confrontation ig-
nores the voices of Yukoners, aboriginal and non-aboriginal 
alike. It is a provocation to First Nation governments, it is le-
gally risky at best, and it is a waste of taxpayers’ money. 

Again, will the Premier do the right thing and choose dia-
logue over confrontation and withdraw the amendments to the 
Oil and Gas Act?  

Hon. Mr. Cathers:    What the Leader of the NDP con-
sistently fails to reflect in her statements to this House is the 
fact that the government spent over 10 years working with the 
Kaska on this area, working with Liard First Nation, and pro-
viding them with millions of dollars to resource their participa-
tion in those conversations. The Liard First Nation was eager to 
see oil and gas development in that area, including on all of its 
interim protected land east of Toobally Lakes prior to the point 
in this year when, in attempting to receive more money beyond 
the government’s obligation on other files, they informed gov-
ernment that they were withdrawing from any discussions 
aimed at oil and gas in that area and would be exercising their 
veto.  

Again, I must emphasize and remind the member — the 
Liard First Nation was eager and approached this government 
early in its mandate to try and open up oil and gas development 
opportunities in southeast Yukon with them as a developer on 
land east of Toobally Lakes and to have the ability to bid on 
other government parcels. So the member’s facts are not cor-
rect. We believe Yukon resources belong to all Yukon citizens 
and that it is only fair to all Yukoners to standardize the consul-
tation requirements with all First Nations and not give the three 
First Nations who have not concluded land claims a veto, 
which the NDP gave them. 

Question re:  Shaw satellite dishes on YHC housing 
Mr. Barr:     Now that the CBC’s over-the-air TV 

broadcast has been cancelled, some Yukoners are assessing 
Shaw cable company’s local television satellite solution. This 
is a CRTC-mandated service that allows eligible residents to be 
set up for continued free access to CBC TV and other basic and 
local programming. People have told me that Yukon Housing 
Corporation denied some residents permission for installation 
of the satellite dish needed for the Shaw service, even though 

other tenants supposedly already have dishes installed on the 
property. 

Two months ago I wrote the minister responsible for 
Yukon Housing Corporation and asked them to find a solution. 
One month ago, the minister replied that he had asked the cor-
poration to review this matter. Does the minister responsible 
for Yukon Housing Corporation now have an answer for his 
tenants? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    I do recall the letter sent by the 
member opposite and the response I sent back to him. As of 
right now, I haven’t heard back from the Housing Corporation 
on this issue. 

Mr. Barr:     Many Yukoners care about continued ac-
cess to CBC TV. Cuts in services have the greatest impact on 
low- and fixed-income people in our communities. The gap 
between rich and poor is growing during this time of economic 
insecurity. That is why on July 1, I wrote an open letter to Yuk-
oners about the Shaw offer to supply free programming to eli-
gible Yukoners who apply before November 30, 2012. The 
Shaw offer is time-limited; in order to take advantage of it, 
tenants need to know immediately if Shaw can install the satel-
lite dish needed to service their home. Given there are only two 
weeks remaining to take advantage of the Shaw offer, will the 
minister immediately instruct Yukon Housing Corporation to 
allow the installation of a Shaw satellite dish for Yukoners 
whose application is accepted by Shaw? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    Again, as I mentioned, I did receive 
the letter from the member opposite, did respond and I’m 
happy to work with him. I’m sure that the Yukon Housing Cor-
poration board members will hear Question Period today and I 
can get an answer as soon as possible. I’m happy to work with 
the member opposite on this issue that’s not only a concern for 
Yukon Housing Corporation clients, but I’m sure a number of 
Yukoners. 

Question re:  Mine training 
Mr. Silver:     All this week I’ve been raising questions 

about how this government is responding to concerns the min-
ing industry raised in its 2011 annual report. The industry has a 
number of worries including this government’s cumbersome 
regulatory process and its inability to keep pace with the infra-
structure needs of mining companies that want to do business 
in the Yukon. Industry is also concerned with finding a skilled 
Yukon workforce and so is the Premier, who told The Wall 
Street Journal this summer that temporary workers are mostly 
flying in from elsewhere in Canada, and I quote: “They come 
to Yukon and they work here and then they take their money 
and their taxes elsewhere.” 

What is the government doing to address this shortage of 
skilled workers, a problem even the Premier admits we need to 
work on? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    With respect to addressing the skilled 
labour shortage, in the spring we passed a motion that the 
Member for Klondike put forward on one of our private mem-
bers’ days and it was unanimously accepted. One thing that has 
happened in the meantime is a report from Yukon College on 
the centre for northern innovation in mining. There was a study 
funded by the Department of Economic Development and 
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CanNor. It is anticipated that this centre will integrate and 
house all mining and exploration-related training programs 
within the territory. I’m pleased to say that our government has 
endorsed this as the model moving forward. We look forward 
to using it as a vehicle to train Yukoners, supplemented by the 
immigration aspects and other aspects to deal with the skilled 
labour shortage, particularly in the mining industry. 

Mr. Silver:     Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the minister’s 
commitments here. The industry has made a number of sugges-
tions in the 2011 report, with a view to see Yukon residents and 
communities benefit. This summer the Premier once again ad-
mitted to The Wall Street Journal that a great deal of wage 
benefits from our mining industry are being enjoyed elsewhere 
in Canada. Once again, the quote: “They come to the Yukon 
and they work here and then they take their money and their 
taxes elsewhere.”  

Yukoners are not getting these high-paid jobs because they 
are not being properly trained. As the minister alluded to, 
Yukon College is currently spearheading the creation of a cen-
tre of northern innovation in mining. One of its goals is to in-
crease the 53- percent rate of local employment in our mines by 
training Yukoners for skilled industry employment opportuni-
ties. What is the government doing to make this project become 
a reality in terms of real funding opportunities? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    As I mentioned in my previous an-
swer, the government has endorsed the centre for northern in-
novation in mining concept. The Department of Education has 
partnered with Yukon College to fund the executive director 
position, and we’re now seeking funding sources to make that 
project a reality. 

The problem that the member opposite speaks to is some-
thing that is not unique to the Yukon. For instance, Alberta has 
59,000 unfilled trades jobs. Even in the member’s home in 
Nova Scotia a number of people from that area of the country 
travel to Alberta to work and then travel home. What we’re 
looking at through a number of initiatives is partnering with the 
Minister of Economic Development on the retention aspects, 
and we’re trying to convince those Canadians who are travel-
ling in from other jurisdictions to work in our mining industry 
to move to the Yukon. Many of us have settled in the Yukon 
over the past number of years for a number of reasons, and we 
want to promote the lifestyle and the opportunities for those 
workers and their families to relocate to the Yukon and make 
this territory their home.  

Mr. Silver:     Just to correct the minister responsible: 
my home is Dawson City. I want to see Yukoners benefit from 
the jobs that come with the mining industry. We don’t want a 
continuation of the fly-in/fly-out situation that we find our-
selves in now and have half of the workforce come from Out-
side. As a teacher, I know what the stock is here locally. I know 
that we have the ability. The only thing missing right now is a 
commitment from this government to funding.  

YMAB firmly recommends a coordinated, collaborative 
approach by adapting the Yukon government regarding the 
mining training and the technology development in the Yukon.  
 
 

They don’t believe the government is currently doing 
enough in that capacity. Another question being asked: Where 
will all this training take place? We need an actual building; we 
need a commitment to an actual facility — an actual building. 
Is there something the government is looking at currently so 
that we could actually see funding in place for such a facility? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    My apologies to the Member for 
Klondike. I know Dawson is his home, but I know his roots are 
firmly planted in Atlantic Canada. 

As I mentioned, the centre for northern innovation in min-
ing is something that the government endorses. There are some 
operation and maintenance aspects to the development of this 
centre. I should say that one of the exciting things about the 
centre, and one of the things that grabbed us as a government, 
was industry’s involvement. This centre is designed to train 
Yukoners for real opportunities in the mining industry — op-
portunities that are identified by industry. 

We have a commitment to move forward with this centre 
and the different aspects of training that they’re willing to pro-
vide Yukoners. We have a commitment to look to entice those 
Canadians who are travelling here from other jurisdictions in 
Canada to relocate to the Yukon, bring their families here and 
set up their homes here. We also have a commitment to work 
on immigration aspects, partnering with the Minister of Eco-
nomic Development and partnering with the Minister of En-
ergy, Mines and Resources. This is something that’s important 
to YMAB and it’s also important to us as a government. We 
have made significant progress since that YMAB report was 
tabled last spring. 

Question re: Residential Landlord and Tenant Act 
amendments 

 Mr. Barr:     Last week the minister said the new Resi-
dential Landlord and Tenant Act was based on the work of the 
select committee, and I quote: “based on the significant input 
more than 200 Yukoners provided”, but the government kept 
these public comments hidden, unlike in other consultations 
where public comments are posted so Yukoners have the op-
portunity to decide for themselves if government actions reflect 
public opinion. The Yukon public has some serious trust issues 
with this government, and it is incumbent upon the minister to 
show proof that the new act reflects public input.  

Will the government promptly release the 200 public 
comments so that Yukoners can decide for themselves how 
well the Residential Landlord and Tenant Act reflects their 
views? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I’d like to thank the member oppo-
site for his question. You know, we on this side of the Legisla-
ture are very proud of the work that was conducted by the se-
lect committee that was comprised of members of the NDP 
caucus, comprised of the members of the Liberal caucus, and 
certainly included members of the Yukon Party caucus as well. 
The legislation that is before the Legislature currently really 
reflects the balance, the interests and the rights of both the 
landlords and tenants, and it reflects the feedback we heard 
during the select committee recommendations that were tabled 
and also the input that was received earlier this summer. 
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So we look forward to debating the bill on the floor of the 
Legislature, and we certainly look forward to getting into each 
and every provision that, according to the NDP, is 110 percent 
better than what it was. 

Mr. Barr:     This is shameful. The minister is refusing 
Yukoners access to information and impeding their ability to 
make up their minds. When the minister stands up and says 
their bill reflects public opinion, she had better make the case. 
A good case would be based on evidence, not simply saying, 
“Trust us. We’re the government.” By not releasing the com-
ments, the minister is not being transparent. A reasonable per-
son might speculate these are opinions in the 200 comments 
that aren’t reflected in the bill. Perhaps those opinions called 
for an end to no-cause evictions and provisions to prevent price 
gouging. Why is the minister treating the public’s own com-
ments as government secrets? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    Well, we look forward to debating 
the bill in its entirety in the days to come in the Legislative 
Assembly and it really is as a result of the good hard work of 
the public servants belonging to the Department of Community 
Services — work based on the select committee recommenda-
tions, to which every party contributed. They also reflect public 
comments that were tabled earlier this summer through a sur-
vey.  

There is nothing to hide here. In fact, the bill as we’ve ta-
bled it includes a new dispute resolution and enforcement pro-
vision — the first of its kind in the territory. It refers to mini-
mum rental standards, written tenancy agreements, condition 
inspect reports, security deposit — bringing clarity to that. It 
speaks to rent increases, future rent, tenant privacy, overhold-
ing, subletting, transfer tenancy agreements, ending a tenancy 
— again, notice of a cause; with and without cause.  

The government is not hiding anything. In fact, the gov-
ernment looks forward to a rigorous, full and wholesome de-
bate in the days to come on this very bill.  

Question re:  Access to Information and Protection 
of Privacy Act amendments 

 Ms. Stick:    The Minister of Highways and Public 
Works likes to brush off his attack on our democracy by calling 
the access to information changes narrow and specific. The 
minister can repeat this claim all he wants. The fact of the mat-
ter is the changes are significant and apply to vast amounts of 
information currently available to the public — information 
that members of the public, the media, and legislatures have 
used to expose scandals and hold governments to account.  

Remember the Yukon Party’s failed bid to sell the Yukon 
Energy Corporation? It was exposed through access to informa-
tion. Partisan meddling in the Peel planning process — exposed 
through access to information. 

Does the minister simply believe government should be 
above scrutiny or is there something to hide? 

Hon. Mr. Istchenko:    I thank the member opposite for 
the question. Our decisions are still public. We continue to 
make ourselves available to Yukoners to discuss our decisions. 
We have a dedicated period for Question Period in the Legisla-
ture every day. We also debate in Committee of the Whole. My 
fellow colleague just spoke to that. We have been and will re-

main fully accountable to Yukoners for our decisions. What we 
are doing is making some minor changes so that our officials 
can provide us clear and candid advice as we deliberate on 
these decisions. 

Ms. Stick:    It’s called “Question Period”; it would be 
nice if it was “question and answer period”. 

Yukoners can feel the wool being pulled over their eyes. 
I’ll continue where I left off. Details of the failed Lot 262 
scheme were exposed through access to information; govern-
ment scientists’ concerns about fracking were exposed through 
access to information; problems with emergency medical ser-
vices — you guessed it: exposed through access to information. 
I could go on but the point is that all kinds of information the 
public has a right to see will soon be off limits. 

Will the minister stop this attack on access to information 
and withdraw his anti-democratic changes to the Access to In-
formation and Protection of Privacy Act? 

Hon. Mr. Istchenko:    As I said before, as its name 
implies, it’s about both access to information and, equally im-
portant, it’s the protection of privacy. As Cabinet ministers, we 
have the ability to have full and frank conversations. We have 
to have our officials be able to provide us with clear and candid 
advice. These amendments will allow officials to provide us 
with clear and candid advice. We continue to make ourselves 
available to Yukoners to discuss these decisions. I spoke to this 
earlier. 

Question re:  Electrical rate stabilization fund 
 Mr. Silver:     In the budget update we are currently de-

bating this fall, there is $250,000 to bump up the interim elec-
trical rebate.  

This rebate saves Yukoners over $25 a month on their 
electricity bills; in some cases, it means a 20-percent reduction 
in someone’s bill. It is due to expire at the end of March 2013, 
four months from now. This rebate has been in place since 
1998 under different governments and different names and has 
protected consumers for years. All this week, the Yukon Utili-
ties Board held a hearing to consider the separate 13-percent 
increases to power rates. If this increase is approved and the 
government rebate expires this spring, most resident consumers 
will be faced with a 30-percent increase. The decision about 
whether to extend the rate lies with the Yukon government. 

March 31 is fast approaching. Will Yukoners be facing a 
30-percent increase to their rates? 

Hon. Mr. Cathers:    First of all, the member actually 
has his math wrong on that. Secondly, I would like to remind 
the Member for Klondike that he has mischaracterized the na-
ture of the rate stabilization fund, which then became the in-
terim electrical rebate. That was put in place to shield ratepay-
ers from the blow caused by the NDP’s failure that resulted in a 
significant cost to ratepayers when the ratepayers were left 
holding the bag for assets where the utility became over-
extended as the result of the Faro mine shutting down. I would 
remind the member that this is an NDP legacy of failure that he 
sees every month on his electrical bill and we will certainly be 
evaluating the status of that, but there is a reason it was referred 
to as an “interim” electrical rebate because it is an ongoing 
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subsidy that ensures that the true cost of power is not reflected 
on people’s bills. 

Mr. Silver:     I don’t see anywhere where I got my math 
wrong, and I see this as a great opportunity for the Yukon Party 
to pick up where the NDP left off. Yukoners are now facing a 
13-percent jump in their power bills as a result of this week’s 
hearing. An even bigger increase would be on the horizon if the 
Government of Yukon did not continue with the interim elec-
trical rebate — call it what you want. We know the Yukon 
Party government is on record saying that it didn’t support the 
rebate and was thinking about doing away with it. The rebate 
currently saves the average consumer about 20 percent on their 
electrical bill.  

Earlier this summer, a government spokesperson said that 
there had been no discussion at all about extending the rebate 
rate. What’s the big secret? Will the rebate be continued — yes 
or no? 

Hon. Mr. Cathers:    Again I have to point out that the 
Member for Klondike has his facts wrong, and I’ll start by list-
ing off a few of those areas. First of all, contrary to what the 
member has stated, the Yukon Utilities Board has not yet an-
nounced a decision on whether to approve a 13-percent rate 
increase. They approved an interim increase of half that 
amount. They are currently reviewing that and, contrary to 
what the member is saying as he’s heckling, they did that on an 
interim basis — 6.5 percent. 

Secondly, this government has no intention of taking up on 
anything where the NDP left off, because we want to see a ter-
ritory that has an economy that provides for Yukon families 
and is diversified, not an economy such as the NDP have dem-
onstrated they run, where they slam the brakes on the car and 
head for the ditch. 

In this case we will look at this, but one of the reasons we 
have not made an announcement on the interim electrical re-
bate is to not have government decisions in that area influence 
or affect the Yukon Utilities Board review of the general rate 
application by Yukon Energy Corporation. We look forward to 
the Yukon Utilities Board completing that work, and I would 
again remind the member that was a subsidy put in place to 
cushion ratepayers from the blow left to them by the NDP leg-
acy of failure. 

Mr. Silver:     With all campaigning aside, it is very 
likely that Yukoners will be facing a 13-percent increase for 
electricity in the new year. I guess time will just tell. The 
Yukon government can help soften the impact of the decision 
or it could add to people’s bills, depending on what it does with 
its own rebate. The government certainly has the money in the 
bank to extend this rebate beyond March 31 if it chooses. It can 
become part of the problem or it can become part of the solu-
tion.  

When will a decision be made on whether or not to extend 
the government’s interim electrical rebate? 

Hon. Mr. Cathers:    Again, it is entertaining listening 
to the Liberal Party provide their version of what they see the 
facts as being. I’d remind the member of the Liberal legacy: the 
Mayo-Dawson transmission line, which was budgeted to be 
$17 million and turned out to be closer to $44 million when all 

costs were in. This government is focusing on — as I pointed 
out to the member earlier — is we have worked with Yukon 
Development Corporation and Yukon Energy Corporation 
boards to create a more structured relationship with them. We 
have indicated to them that our primary concerns are ensuring 
we invest in the assets to ensure that they remain in good op-
erational shape and improve reliability. 

We’re focused on minimizing the financial risk to taxpay-
ers and ratepayers from any and all decisions while also ensur-
ing that we take appropriate steps to accommodate growth and 
demand for power and take advantage of opportunities for net 
benefit to the Yukon public as a result of that. We are very fo-
cused on taking a prudent approach on getting the input from 
board members and their advice and recommendations on how 
we can best move forward to put downward pressure on rates 
rather than seeing the upward pressure we’re currently seeing. 

We’re very concerned about the cost of power. But the 
member’s approach to artificial subsidies — I’d remind the 
member that that has other effects, including a continuing esca-
lating bill where, rather than being paid out of the ratepayer 
pockets, the taxpayers pick up the bill.  

 
Speaker:   The time for Question Period has now 

elapsed.  
Some Hon. Member:   (Inaudible)  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 
Ms. McLeod:     I’d like to invite the members of this 

Assembly to join me in welcoming a former Watson Lake 
MLA on a revisit, and also a former Speaker of this House, Mr. 
John Devries.  

Applause 
 
Hon. Mr. Cathers:    Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve into 
Committee of the Whole.  

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

Motion agreed to  
 
Speaker leaves the Chair  

 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Chair (Ms. McLeod):   Order please. Committee of the 

Whole will now come to order. The matter before the Commit-
tee is Vote 51, Department of Community Services, in Bill No. 
7, Second Appropriation Act, 2012-13. Do members wish to 
take a brief recess? 

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

minutes. 
 
Recess 
 
Chair:   Order please. Committee of the Whole will 

now come to order. 
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Bill No. 7: Second Appropriation Act, 2012-13 — 
continued 

Chair:   The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 7, 
Second Appropriation Act, 2012-13, Vote 51, Department of 
Community Services. 

 
Department of Community Services 
Hon. Ms. Taylor:    Madam Chair, I would first like to 

extend a welcome to our respective officials from the Depart-
ment of Community Services and thank them for all their con-
tinued support to our office over this past year. Indeed it is a 
very busy shop, as I’ve come to learn over the past several 
months. 

I would like to thank the House for the opportunity to pro-
vide some opening remarks on our department’s supplementary 
budget for 2012-13. The supplementary estimates before us 
consist of a $2.864 million increase in operation and mainte-
nance expenditures and an increase of $360,000 in capital ex-
penditures. The department’s overall revenue and recovery 
target has also increased in the supplementary budget by just 
over $3.4 million. 

The department’s combined operation and maintenance 
and capital budgets for 2012-13 including the supplementary 
estimate is $190,466,000.  

This represents a significant investment in programs and 
services that directly benefit every citizen across the territory. 
We certainly do that by developing and improving upon com-
munity infrastructure, which I will be pleased to elaborate on at 
greater length further on in the debate today. It also enables the 
department to assist and respond to emergency events, such as 
those we have seen transpire earlier this year in terms of flood-
ing and forest fires. Also, this work goes a long way in foster-
ing strong local governance, promoting and developing sport 
and recreation across Yukon, as members debated on the floor 
of the Legislature earlier this sitting. It also enables a broad 
range of licensing, business and regulatory services for the 
health, safety and protection of the public.  

The Department of Community Services continues to work 
to achieve the goals set out in our strategic plan, and this en-
ables our government to deliver on our commitments to mov-
ing forward together, to achieve a better quality of life for all 
Yukoners while promoting a healthy environment, growing the 
economy and practising good governance.  

As a department, we remain committed to vibrant, healthy 
and sustainable communities throughout the territory and this 
supplementary budget very much contributes to this vision.  

The department values collaboration, respect, integrity and 
service excellence, and I am proud to represent the Department 
of Community Services as we strive to bring long-term benefits 
to the territory.  

In this spring legislative sitting, I spoke to our intention to 
address some of the challenges related to housing — specifi-
cally, to work toward introducing a new Residential Landlord 
and Tenant Act and increase the inventory of available residen-
tial lots. I am pleased to report that we have made significant 
strides since achieving these goals.  

On November 1, I was very honoured to table a new Resi-
dential Landlord and Tenant Act in the Yukon Legislature, and 
in September of this year we were also very pleased to release 
more than 100 residential lots on the market with the comple-
tion of phase 1 of the new Whistle Bend land subdivision.  

The Residential Landlord and Tenant Act, as I have re-
peated on the floor of the Legislature, strikes a balance between 
the interests and the rights of both landlord and tenant when 
entering into a tenancy agreement. It’s an important point, be-
cause the purpose of the legislation is to set out the obligations, 
the rights and responsibilities of both landlords and tenants.  

The new legislation will address rules around security de-
posits, frequency of rent increases, and notice of termination of 
tenancies. It clarifies residential tenancy relationships, requires 
the use of written tenancy agreements, and creates a new dis-
pute resolution process that will be overseen by a new office 
that we are calling the “residential tenancy office”. To this end, 
I would like to highlight that in the supplementary budget, we 
have identified $61,000 to move forward with our commitment 
toward implementing the recommendations of the Select 
Committee on the Landlord and Tenant Act to modernize the 
legislation.  

The additional dollars housed within the supplementary 
budget is for the hiring of personnel who will begin the work to 
establish the new office. The office will administer the legisla-
tion, provide public information and support clients. It will hear 
and settle disputes outside of the courts and will have the abil-
ity to make binding decisions on the parties of a dispute.  

Over the next several months, the department will be es-
tablishing the residential tenancies branch and will be oversee-
ing the development of regulations that will fall under the new 
act.  

I want to take the opportunity to thank the select commit-
tee and the many Yukoners whose contributions helped frame 
this modernized legislation. I want to also thank each of our 
department officials for contributing to this very good piece of 
legislation on the floor of the Legislature and for their hard 
work in researching best practices across the country and really 
striving to find that very important balance of the rights and 
responsibilities between landlords and tenants. 

When it comes to land development, we have and will con-
tinue to work with municipal governments to make land avail-
able. I’m pleased to report that we have made significant pro-
gress in this regard. Since 2009, our territory has invested more 
than $100 million in land development projects that have re-
sulted in more than 550 new lots in subdivisions crossing Daw-
son City, Haines Junction, Carmacks, Destruction Bay, Grizzly 
Valley and Whitehorse. For the first time in years, I’m very 
proud to say that we have lots in the City of Whitehorse that 
are available for sale over the counter. That is a significant ac-
complishment.  

Together with the City of Whitehorse we are working hard 
to catch up on the supply of land with that of existing and fu-
ture demand. 

Today we find ourselves in a position where lots are avail-
able for sale in new subdivisions in communities across the 
Yukon. In 2009, 135 lots in the Whitehorse Copper and Mount 
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Sima subdivisions were made available by the government. All 
of these lots are sold, houses are constructed, and the 
neighbourhoods are thriving. 

In 2010, the Government of Yukon followed up by invest-
ing in the development of 133 lots in my neighbourhood of 
Ingram subdivision and also eight industrial lots along Burns 
Road in Whitehorse. Every lot, I can say, in the Ingram subdi-
vision has been sold, and a good mix of housing is well-
established. From single family homes to townhouses, duplexes 
and multi-family housing — you will find it all there. The 
neighbourhood helps to meet a range of housing needs in the 
City of Whitehorse and meets the city’s overall objective of 
increasing density of housing within our municipalities. 

With the subdivision have come economic benefits for our 
local contractors, for industry, and new homes for Yukoners.  

In 2011, the department worked with the Village of Haines 
Junction and delivered 27 new country residential lots in the 
Willow Acres subdivision. Today, 10 of these country residen-
tial lots remain available for sale over the counter at the Lands 
branch. Also, in 2011, the Yukon government developed five 
new lots in the Glacier Acres subdivision in Destruction Bay.  

Madam Chair, 30 lots in phase 1 of the new Grizzly Valley 
subdivision near Lake Laberge also went to lottery in Decem-
ber 2011. Twenty of these lots are also available for sale over 
the counter, with additional lots to come to market.  

The new subdivision provides new country residential land 
opportunities for people looking to live in a modern subdivi-
sion with wide open spaces. The subdivision is close to the City 
of Whitehorse and the lots are suitable for a wide range of uses.  

Providing an adequate range of land options is one of our 
government’s highest priorities, and we believe it is an impor-
tant factor in overcoming challenges related to affordable hous-
ing in the territory.  

As I noted, since 2009, and in every year since then, we 
have seen a wide range of lots come to fruition and on to the 
market. In 2012, we continue to invest in land development 
projects. In this fiscal year alone, as I have also stated on the 
floor of the Legislature, we have allocated more than $35 mil-
lion for land development. 

This year, we have released 20 new industrial lots in the 
Callison subdivision in Dawson City, 52 urban residential lots 
in Haines Junction and 113 lots in the Whistle Bend subdivi-
sion in Whitehorse. As I referred to earlier, these investments 
mean jobs for Yukoners, a growth in capacity in the local con-
struction industry, and of course homes for each of our fami-
lies.  

In March 2012, 49 residential and three multi-family lots 
were put out for lottery in Haines Junction and lots are avail-
able over the counter at the Lands branch. As I mentioned ear-
lier, we have 20 new industrial lots available in Dawson for 
purchase over the counter and in Carmacks progress has also 
been made on getting three residential and two industrial lots 
ready for lottery by next year.  

In Whitehorse, 111 lots in phase 1 of the Whistle Bend 
subdivision went to lottery in September. This included 90 sin-
gle family lots, seven multi-family lots and 16 duplex lots. As 
of November 1, 28 residential lots have been sold or are in the 

process of sale. All 14 duplex lots are sold and one of the 
multi-family lots is also sold. Two duplex lots in the subdivi-
sion were also given by our department and the Yukon Housing 
Corporation to Habitat for Humanity for the construction of a 
single duplex that will be home to two deserving families.  

For the first time in years, we now have an inventory of 
land for sale in Whitehorse and elsewhere in the territory. A 
portion of this year’s land development budget is also going 
toward design and planning of future phases of Whistle Bend, 
which is expected to bring more than 1,600 lots to the market 
in Whitehorse in future years. This anticipates demand and 
helps to ensure that we keep pace through supply.  

In addition, work is well underway with Yukon’s munici-
pal governments to plan and develop subdivisions and infill 
lots in anticipation of future demand so that we can also con-
tinue to grow our economy. Along with making more land 
available, we are also committed to keeping lot costs as low as 
possible.  

In Whistle Bend, for example, lots are offered below mar-
ket value, helping contractors and families save on costs when 
financing new home construction. These lots are offered, on 
average, at 6.5 percent below market value and strike a balance 
so as not to negatively affect existing property values within 
the city. The allocation of prices by lot is determined by factor-
ing in the cost of development, which is inclusive of zoning, 
location, lot size, traffic flow, view, proximity to greenbelts, 
parks, topography, and other factors that are commonly used by 
an independent appraiser. It also includes the infrastructure 
required for a new subdivision, inclusive of water storage; sup-
ply and distribution; waste-water collection and disposal; as-
phalt roads; concrete curbs and sidewalks; traffic control; storm 
water drainage; electrical; telephone and cable supply and dis-
tribution; landscaping; paved trails; parks; planning; engineer-
ing assessments; regulatory compliance; project management; 
design; public consultation, et cetera. 

More than 550 lots have come on-line in the last three 
years alone, and we plan to bring more than 1,600 new lots to 
the market in the years ahead. I should stress that is not only in 
Whitehorse, but throughout the territory.  

Community Services is committed to developing and 
maintaining a supply of building lots, and we remain confident 
that our planned investment in this fiscal year will help to ad-
dress the wider issues of supply and affordability of housing. 
One of the areas that we recognize has been an ongoing chal-
lenge is in developing reliable, long-range plans that help fore-
cast the demand for lots by community and overall. To this 
end, the supplementary budget includes an increase of 
$347,000 to continue work on a territory-wide land develop-
ment assessment project and feasibility studies with the City of 
Whitehorse for various potential projects. 

The study will inform Community Services’ land devel-
opment plan for Yukon communities. The work will look at a 
20-year planning horizon to support reforms to the land devel-
opment process and revisions to Yukon policies and processes 
related to land supply and land development. The work will 
also help to characterize the current and anticipated land devel-
opment issues from the perspective of all the players. It will 
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map out a more comprehensive, inclusive, and robust land de-
velopment model that will establish effective demand forecast-
ing for all Yukon communities and will develop a transparent 
and reliable decision-making tool for determining land supply. 

We believe that our ongoing efforts to develop land for 
residential, commercial and industrial purposes will help to 
meet the long-term needs of communities across the Yukon. 

Community Services remains committed to also protecting 
public safety through Emergency Medical Services, Wildland 
Fire Management, Emergency Measures and Structural Fire 
Protection. The supplementary budget includes an additional 
$1.674 million in operation and maintenance expenditures and 
$1.478 million in capital for Yukon’s Protective Services. 

The revised budget reflects the commitment made earlier 
this spring to enhance Structural Fire Protection by investing 
additional dollars in Yukon’s Fire Marshal’s Office. Every day 
across the territory firefighters are out answering the call of 
duty, protecting life and property, and they do this because they 
all share a common passion and commitment on behalf of the 
people they serve in their communities. 

Over the past year Yukon’s fire marshal has had many dis-
cussions about how to tackle the challenges our fire depart-
ments face with respect to rising costs, occupational health and 
safety standards and similar pressures. One thing is clear and 
that is the men and women of the service are passionate about 
improving their fire departments and safeguarding their 
neighbours and communities. So, based upon what we have 
heard, Yukon government has made a major investment in fire 
services that will result in improvements to the fire service and 
will help to increase public safety and emergency response 
capabilities. 

The Legislature, as members opposite are very familiar, 
has already supported amendments to the Municipal Finance 
and Community Grants Act that includes $2 million in struc-
tural fire protection beginning the next fiscal year. As part of 
this funding, an additional $400,000 annual supplement will be 
included for structural fire protection, representing dollars for 
every community in each of the next five years. As I mentioned 
earlier, the structural fire funding complements the $1.9 million 
investment that was announced earlier this spring, in May, for 
the enhancement of fire training, oversight inspections, and fire 
equipment delivered across Yukon through the Fire Marshal’s 
Office.  

Through this supplementary budget, we have requested 
just over $1.1 million in support of this commitment. I see that 
my time is running low; it’s truly unfortunate because I have so 
much more to offer. But rest assured there will be other oppor-
tunities today and in days to come to talk about all of the fine 
work of the Department of Community Services and all the 
respective employees working throughout the government, 
through which they have contributed to healthy, sustainable 
communities in the territory.  

I certainly look forward to comments and any questions 
that members opposite have in this regard. Thank you, Madam 
Chair, again, for the opportunity.  

Mr. Barr:     I would like to thank the minister opposite 
for her remarks and also thank the officials of the department 

— it is a very large department — and for your ongoing work. 
It extends to the libraries and recreation infrastructure, to regu-
latory functions in consumer safety, employment standards — 
also the Residential Landlord and Tenant Act. It is a huge de-
partment. In this first year, I am also realizing the extent of it. 
Sometimes it’s where we are at with some of this stuff — even 
as to where we go with some of the questions. I’ll get to that as 
I speak a little.  

I’d also like to say in my opening remarks that I have some 
comments and also questions, along with those, as I proceed 
through this at this point. Also, some of the questions are the 
people’s questions. Some are for my clarity, but the other ques-
tions are from the people who have posed these questions to me 
to get some responses. So, being elected to do so, I am happy to 
do that.  

I’ll just move into some of the headings I have. The Resi-
dential Landlord and Tenant Act, as I spoke about earlier in 
Question Period — we look forward to getting to debate on the 
substance of the bill when it comes up for debate. I do have a 
couple of questions around that. In Question Period today, I 
asked why the government wouldn’t release the public com-
ments to be submitted as part of the public consultation on the 
new act. I was wondering when we would be debating the bill 
and also if the minister, in the interest of transparency, would 
release the 200 public comments before we debate it.  

In the area of civic addresses — the lack of civic ad-
dresses, in rural Yukon particularly, and in unincorporated mu-
nicipalities, is a public safety issue that can lead to confusion 
and impact response times in emergencies. I know I have sat at 
countless LAC meetings over this last year, where this keeps 
coming up, again and again. 

When I was at Mount Lorne last week, it was stated that 
civic addressing is going forward. I know at the Marsh Lake 
LAC meeting last night, there was talk of civic addressing go-
ing forward. I know the Association of Yukon Communities 
has been calling for this and wanting this for years. 

So I would like to know what the scope of the project is, 
what the plan is, and how it will be implemented — the total 
cost. As I understand it, there is a cost allotted for this already 
and it’s not going to be in this supplementary budget. How 
much of this budget is devoted to civic addressing, and to 
which communities will it apply? I understand from the com-
ments at the LACs that they’re seeking some clarity as to 
which ones will receive the go-ahead. One of the comments 
was, “It’s who wants to go.” 

I would look forward to the minister’s response on that.  
In regard to recreational funding, a major item in the sup-

plementary budget shows that the Ross River community cen-
tre is on hold for another year, and as we know in all the com-
munities it is important to have a place for people to gather. I 
remember experiencing that for the first part of the year in Car-
cross when the gas station was shut down, and luckily another 
couple of coffee shops opened so people could get together, but 
in Ross River they did have a fire. The opportunities for com-
munity health and for recreation are not there. Can the minister 
explain why this project is not on time and what is the revised 
completion date? 
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In regard to Carcross community infrastructure, after the 
minister had challenged the Carcross residents to build a con-
sensus on what they want — held a meeting actually and at-
tended another where the Carcross residents wanted to discuss 
their priorities — they did speak loud and clear. They wanted 
clear timelines from the Yukon government about how to meet 
the priorities, assistance from a Yukon planner, a community 
liaison committee and a commitment to future long-term 
community planning. 

This was a unanimous effort, and I believe the minister has 
now in her possession a letter signed by the LAC and the Chief 
of the Carcross-Tagish First Nation. I might add at this meeting 
the artists, the homeowners group, the LAC, and the First Na-
tion were all in attendance, as well as various community 
members reflecting long-term residents and reflecting newer 
residents of the community. What they said is that, out of the 
four priorities, they would first like to see the community house 
built that CTFN has been putting forward — all in agreement. 
Second was a community centre that possibly would also have 
a youth centre included in that; and senior housing units avail-
able in the community, along with emergency measures build-
ings. Our fire department is in the old garage in Carcross right 
now; the ambulance station is old. 

I remember driving around Carcross with the Minister of 
Highways and Public Works. As we drove around, I pointed 
out our ambulance station. They’re doing the new water treat-
ment there. That area is in a little bit of disarray. When we left 
town, I asked, “Did you see the community club?” He said, 
“No. No, I never saw that.” I said, well that’s because — as we 
drove right past it — it’s lacking — for want of a better word.  

I know there are concerns there; that centre was built by 
volunteers, and for decades the community has been asking for 
a community club. Without saying too much — because the 
disrepair is concern of the community. They don’t want it shut 
down because they want to still be able to use it. There are con-
cerns about health issues that people have also raised with me. 
I’ll just leave it at that. 

I guess the question to the minister: Now that the commu-
nity has come together to work together, will the minister now 
— with residents and me, as the MLA, the LAC and the Car-
cross-Tagish First Nation — address their long-standing con-
cerns in this area? They were also very quick to acknowledge 
the work that has been done in Carcross. That is valued. How-
ever, the comment in regard to that is that if the community 
itself had the money that has been spent, would their priorities 
have been the same as the Yukon government’s priorities? The 
answer was loud and clear that they would have had this infra-
structure in place prior to what has been put in place. I look 
forward to speaking more and working with the minister and 
the officials on this later.  

At this point, I’d like to take the opportunity for hearing 
some answers from the minister opposite. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I thank the member opposite for his 
questions and I appreciate the work that he is doing as the 
MLA and performing his role as the opposition in posing ques-
tions on behalf of his constituents. I thank him for that. 

First of all, I just want to get back to the Residential Land-
lord and Tenant Act. I just want to thank the officials. I can’t 
understate this because it’s really important to recognize the 
fine work the officials have provided on this bill. As members 
opposite will recall, there was a select committee struck a 
number of years ago comprised of all party representatives.  

They went around the territory, held some public meetings 
and came up with a set of recommendations. Since that time, 
there was an election. In the 2011 election, our government 
made it a platform commitment to proceed with a new Land-
lord and Tenant Act based on select committee recommenda-
tions. We proceeded with making that the foundation. Subse-
quent to the recommendations that were made, an on-line sur-
vey came forward, which was made available to all Yukoners 
in person, on paper or through hard copy so all residents could 
add their comments.  

As I mentioned, more than a couple hundred Yukoners 
provided their input, which demonstrates to me a pretty over-
whelming support for new, modernized legislation to come 
forward.  

We have done our utmost to find that balance, as I keep 
stressing, because it’s really important to go back — that the 
original Landlord and Tenant Act was really created to protect 
and balance those legal rights and the interest of both the ten-
ants and the landlord. The new legislation is also about main-
taining that important balance. We have put forth a number of 
improvements housed within this bill. It’s quite a dense bill, as 
one can appreciate, but it is indeed a good bill, and I certainly 
look forward to debating it on the floor of the Legislature. 

We rely on the House Leader to come up with business of 
the day to be debated by department or by legislation. That’s 
really determined on a day-to-day basis, but we will be getting 
to the bill in short order. With respect to making the comments 
available — and as per the comments of members opposite — 
those individuals who provided input, whatever that was — if it 
was an oversight or what — certainly nothing deliberate.  We 
certainly will be making those available for all Yukoners to 
peruse as well. We will ensure that members opposite and all 
members of the public have that in their hands prior to debate 
on the bill as well. 

So I just wanted to make that very clear. For that, I also 
want to thank everyone who did provide comments because, as 
you can appreciate, there are so many different interests and so 
many different, thoughtful, considerate responses. I very much 
want to thank all Yukoners who took the time to provide that 
input, and put it in writing, and took the time to let their views 
be known. I believe it is, as the members opposite have coined 
it — it’s 110 percent better than what it was or what it is cur-
rently. There is more work to be done, of course, with the regu-
lations to go forward from hereon out as well. There will be a 
significant amount of work associated with those regulations on 
minimum rental standards and so forth. All of this is really im-
portant because the supplementary budget also houses some of 
the dollars necessary for initiating that work through the start of 
this new office to go forward — this landlord-tenancy office — 
that will help craft the proposed regulations and take it out for 
public consultation — moving these forward — and also com-
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ing up with public education materials and coming up with a 
whole dispute resolution mechanism, which is absolutely key 
and is one of the most significant improvements housed within 
the bill. So I just wanted to add that. 

I could go on about the bill, but I do recognize there are 
items before the Assembly here today. 

Civic addressing has been an ongoing issue of importance 
to many of our communities, especially in the peripheral 
Whitehorse area. I know that it has been an issue that continues 
to be raised and an issue that the Department of Community 
Services also continues to work on in collaboration. This is an 
issue that the department spoke to at the recent local advisory 
council forum held last week. I had the opportunity to present 
just a few introductory remarks and congratulate all the newly 
elected councillors, thanking them for their good work, and 
recognizing the challenges that they have.  

Rural Yukon communities may not have all the amenities 
that we in other places such as Whitehorse and more estab-
lished communities have. Those are some of the issues and 
challenges that we continue to work on. 

When it comes to civic addressing, we have been doing a 
lot of research. This is really based on requests coming forward 
from many of the local advisory councils on what happens in 
other jurisdictions across the territory and how they have tack-
led this issue and the resources required to implement a civic 
addressing system. 

I just wanted to make it known that we have been provid-
ing assistance each year — actually for over 10 years, as I un-
derstand — with house numbers and signage for communities. 
Of course, as the member opposite would probably know better 
than anyone, the address consists of the actual street address 
name, the street name, the municipality name, the postal code, 
and so forth. In municipalities, civic addresses play a very im-
portant role in assisting our emergency and first responders in 
responding to emergency events and finding those houses.  

In unincorporated Yukon, however, those addresses do not 
formally exist. So that is one of the reasons why LACs have 
approached the Community Affairs branch within the depart-
ment to request that the government work toward a civic ad-
dress system in those communities. That is why we have pro-
ceeded with research. I believe a report or a paper was pre-
pared. That was distributed to all the members of the LACs at 
that recent forum, if not sooner. In particular, it looks at P.E.I., 
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. One can appreciate, now that 
we have that in hand, as the member opposite has just referred 
to — it is complex; it crosses a whole number of government 
departments and it’s something that not everyone aspires to and 
we appreciate that as well.  

With that said, we will continue to work with the LACs, to 
talk with them and put into action that basic address signage 
and those numbering issues based on some of the information 
that was brought to light through the report. It’s about working 
with those communities that want to take the lead and perhaps 
even undertaking a pilot project, as I understand, as a first ba-
sis.  

One thing I did want to say, though, about this particular 
issue is that, when it comes to emergencies — and I’ll say it 

again — the Government of Yukon very much recognizes en-
hancing the ability to respond to emergency events. That’s why 
this plays a part in how we deliver emergency responses, 
whether it’s through Emergency Medical Services, or Wildland 
Fire Management, or whether it’s through our own fire depart-
ments. Again, housed within the supplementary budget are 
specific increases to those areas — specifically, the fire de-
partments. For the Mount Lorne fire department, there are 
monies for improvements or upgrades to their fire department. 
In addition to that, through the Fire Marshal’s Office, there is a 
$1.9-million increase to that office alone 

That is really key because that support will result in dou-
bling the number of deputy fire marshals from two to four, 
which will give us the ability to increase that training and pro-
vide that new equipment that will address what I would call the 
most critical fire-service safety issues at each of our fire halls, 
specifically the ones that we oversee in addition to the ones that 
municipalities oversee. That added HR capacity provides us 
with a greater focus on training. It provides the necessary re-
sources for territory-wide fire prevention and education. It also 
gives us the ability to enhance the inspection capacity and for 
keeping Yukoners safe.  

In addition to that, I also wanted to note that the increased 
money through the Fire Marshal’s Office also provides us with 
the added capacity for an additional fire truck and protective 
equipment. In previous years, up until currently, we have only 
been able to have the resources to actually have one new fire 
truck come on-line.  

It doesn’t sound like a lot, but after having taken a look in 
person at one of those fire trucks that was delivered to the Ibex 
Valley fire department, they’re something else. Fire trucks have 
come a long way over the last number of years since the days I 
first got to see a fire truck when I was back in kindergarten. As 
one can appreciate, these things really respond to emergencies 
in the middle of the night, respond to cold weather conditions 
— again, for the flow of water to be able to be maintained, me-
chanically behind the wheel — it’s incredible what these spe-
cific pieces of equipment can do.  

With these added dollars, we’re able to increase the num-
ber of fire trucks for our fleet from one to two per year, so that 
also benefits each of the community fire departments. It also 
means a more effective response with more modern equipment.  

As I mentioned, the Mount Lorne fire hall expansion — 
again, just to continue work on that. It also contains dollars for 
when we talk about enhancing emergency response and prepar-
edness.  

There is also the ability through a mobile unit, which is 
pretty interesting — it’s also going to be a pretty integral part 
of firefighter training — providing our firefighters with practi-
cal experience as firefighters; learning how to perform their 
jobs safely within a safe environment, but also coming up with 
the right and safe way to perform their job functions. 

This contains dollars to do that and it’s a mobile live fire 
safety unit. There is only one company of its kind in the coun-
try that is able to actually come up with these machines, but it 
will be fascinating to see it come off the assembly line next 
spring because it will be able to be transported from commu-



1538 HANSARD November 15, 2012 

nity to community and provide those firefighters that really 
important hands-on experience in being able to deliver sustain-
able fire services across the territory. I just wanted to add that 
to the mix as well. 

The member opposite referred to fire halls and the Car-
cross fire hall being one of them, for example. It comes down 
to infrastructure priorities and requirements. 

This is something, not just within the Department of 
Community Services, but that we work as a whole throughout 
every one of the departments because there are requests for 
enhanced infrastructure and new infrastructure, responding to 
all priorities from every community. I think that we’ve been 
able to do a relatively good job over the years. We’ve been able 
to really make good use of those infrastructure funding pro-
grams that have been made available by the Government of 
Canada and through stimulus funds through Canada’s eco-
nomic action plan. We’ve been able to leverage additional 
funds through other use of communities and First Nation in-
vestments; I think that’s really key to note. 

Of course, it all comes down to prioritizing. I go back to 
the infrastructure plan that was developed back in 2009. It’s 
something that we go back to the communities and we continue 
to tweak. In 2009 the main priorities were, at that time — and I 
believe still are, because there are still deficiencies within our 
communities on these ends — it comes down to drinking water 
upgrades, waste-water treatment, rural roads, green energy ini-
tiatives and also solid-waste improvements — all of those ar-
eas. 

In 2009, there was roughly a billion dollars identified as 
priorities within our communities. We have worked pretty dili-
gently with municipal governments, unincorporated communi-
ties and First Nation governments through a multitude of dif-
ferent funding mechanisms — gas tax, of course, that the fed-
eral government has committed to continuing with, the munici-
pal rural infrastructure, Canadian strategic infrastructure fund, 
Building Canada — and I know that the community of Car-
cross has benefited from some of those funding mechanisms 
over the years. In fact, I was just taking a look and seeing some 
of the improvements, but in Carcross over the past number of 
years, there has been almost a $12-million investment. That 
includes some street improvements, some water treatment sys-
tem upgrades, and of course the waterfront improvements that 
came primarily out of the downtown Carcross plan that was 
initiated. The phenomenal transition, or the improvements 
made within the community, has been incredible. It’s not only 
benefiting the community residents, but it is benefiting visitors 
as well — and we know how important the Southern Lakes, in 
particular the Carcross region, is to all Yukoners — the land-
scaping, the restroom, the waste facilities, the foot bridge, the 
carving facility administered by the Carcross-Tagish First Na-
tion, shore cleanup, the boat launch and then, more recently, 
the gateway pavilion, the memorial to the SS Tutshi and the 
visitor base infrastructure — and these are just some of the 
examples of how the government has been making improve-
ments. Rest assured, we also recognize that there is also a de-
sire for the two facilities that the member opposite recently 
made reference to: the Carcross community house and the 

community centre. As I have referenced in response to their 
letter dated — I believe it was back in October, if I’m not mis-
taken — many of those programs, when you look at MRIF and 
CSIF, and even Building Canada, have already either lapsed 
and are now complete or they are coming to completion next 
year. 

So as I have stated on the floor of the Legislature, I have 
been working very closely with AYC, and our two northern 
counterparts, the Northwest Territories and Nunavut, and the 
ministers responsible for infrastructure. Our Premier has been 
working diligently with the Council of the Federation and his 
partners, specifically for the northern territories, in ensuring 
that there is continued funding, specifically for infrastructure 
— critical infrastructure — and ensuring primarily that it’s not 
just population-driven, because that never works in a place like 
the Yukon or the north, for obvious reasons, but that it’s base 
plus and it’s long term. It has to be flexible. It has to be respon-
sive to the priorities of the northern residents as well. We do 
have very unique challenges compared to the rest of the coun-
try, and that has to be taken into consideration. We have had 
pretty great success with the Government of Canada in being 
able to meet some of those priorities by communities. Many of 
those initiatives — sewer and water upgrades in the Town of 
Watson Lake, for example, is a multi-year upgrade that will 
require some time to implement, but we’re getting at it. 

This year we saw things in full force and surprises happen. 
Sometimes we come along antiquated old pipes that we didn’t 
know were there, or perhaps the pipes had crossed at inconven-
ient times, and that creates challenges for our contractors and 
for the engineers. But that’s what happens when you’re dealing 
with aging infrastructure. That’s really what we’re talking 
about when it comes to the rest of the country as well, in terms 
of addressing that infrastructure deficit. 

In terms of Carcross-Tagish First Nation, we’ve also been 
working with them over the years through gas tax funding and 
through Building Canada, through arsenic treatment, bus shel-
ters, lighting, solid-waste improvements, and so forth. There 
are things going on and, believe me, there will continue to be 
improvements made to each of our communities.  

I see my time is up and I haven’t even gotten to half of the 
questions, so I’ll carry on as soon as the member opposite is 
finished. 

Mr. Barr:     I would like to thank the minister opposite 
for committing to sharing the comments of the Residential 
Landlord and Tenant Act with regard to the people who did 
take the time and making that public before debate. I would 
hope that we could have a date and I realize that it is up to the 
House Leader for this to happen. In the efforts of working to-
gether, I would ask that we do know ahead of time when these 
areas are coming forward for debate.  

I would just like to say while it’s on my mind that the min-
ister was speaking regarding the funding agreements that are 
possibly coming to an end that would allow for continued in-
frastructure — building in the country in general but specifi-
cally to the Yukon. When I was speaking yesterday in the 
House, referring to the Federation of Canadian Municipalities, 
there is a website and I did urge this government and I would 
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urge the minister opposite again to speak to their federal coun-
terparts in Ottawa to have this funding continued. 

The challenge issued to the minister opposite and to the 
community of Carcross is to come together unified, as the min-
ister has — I would say in her hands; I don’t see it there, but 
I’m sure it’s in her office — their priorities set and the infra-
structure along with their timelines, that we could get a com-
mitment from the minister to move forward with the priorities 
of infrastructure as was stated earlier so the community can 
have a place to congregate.  

I know that the minister said that, yes, the tourists are there 
and that is important, but the people who live there have to be 
there to welcome those folks and the community is the people. 
When a spirit is alive and there’s a genuine walking-around-
happy-feeling going on, tourists appreciate that. Any of our 
rural communities have to have this place to come together, 
and our community centre, our community house, along with 
our museum that is proposed will enhance not only what is in 
place for the tourists now, but continue to grow that in a huge 
way. 

I say in all fairness that when I heard the minister commit 
to having the comments of these 200 folks for the Residential 
Landlord and Tenant Act be public, a calmness came inside of 
me and I said, this is great. It would be the same feeling I think 
in any community when you are walking around and feeling 
good — that emanates to visitors.  

For clarification, the minister just spoke of lighting, and I 
know in the House the other day I brought forward a question 
regarding street lights.  

While I was speaking with the Minister of Highways and 
Public Works I did ask his deputy minister in that meeting who 
is responsible for lighting on the highways and who is respon-
sible for lighting in the rural communities. The response from 
him was that on the highways it is Highways and Public 
Works, and after that Question Period we discussed this. He 
showed me some information on highway lights in the Stewart 
Crossing area. We are looking forward to resolving some of the 
highway light issues at Doehle Drive in Judas Creek and at the 
South Klondike Highway as you are heading to Skagway out of 
Carcross, just on the other side of the bridge. These were 
pointed out in a letter yesterday to the Minister of Highways 
and Public Works.  

Actually when I went to go to the LAC yesterday at Marsh 
Lake, I drove right by the turnoff to Doehle Drive because it 
was unlit. I don’t know for how many people this time of the 
year that it’s this dark and the signage is very poor. You can’t 
see anything and these are important intersections that people 
need to be able to see. 

Also in the clarification — I’ll just ask this specifically and 
quickly — is the Minister of Community Services responsible 
for the lighting in the rural communities? In Carcross alone, as 
I mentioned in that question, there were 21 lights out. So we 
have received calls since then in our office, and people are 
wondering where to go to get clarification. It’s about safety. 
This isn’t about one-upmanship or anything. It’s about little 
kids walking around their communities — seniors, elders — 
being able to stand at their bus stops and near highways — 

walking around. This is what it’s about. It’s about people being 
able to be safe, and they would like to know that. This is a 
question from community people. I’ll maybe just get a clear 
answer on that.  

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    Moving back to infrastructure — I 
just wanted to say a few additional remarks about infrastruc-
ture, because I know that was made quite clear by the member 
opposite as well. There were questions about recreation centres 
and community improvements throughout the territory, and I 
just want to be clear that recreation was not one of those planks 
that were identified back in the day when Building Canada first 
came out. 

I do know that through the Association of Yukon Commu-
nities they have made known how important recreation is; we 
also recognize the important of recreation, obviously, and we 
have in fact made improvements over the years. Mayo — 
Kluane First Nation: there’s a great example of what can be 
done by pooling resources and working on the elders/youth 
facility. It has been a great example of what can be done by 
leveraging those dollars.  

There is a whole host of requests from many communities, 
not just Carcross — Old Crow, as we’ve heard from the mem-
ber opposite over the years; Dawson City, as the MLA for 
Klondike has made known; Haines Junction has requested im-
provements to their recreation facility. 

So there are several requests, actually, when it comes to 
recreation improvements. We have been working on some 
smaller upgrades. When we talk about Ross River recreation 
centre — the replacement — we committed $7 million over the 
next couple of years for proceeding with the construction of a 
new recreation facility. We remain committed to working with 
the community to build that centre and one that meets their 
needs.  

I understand the request for proposals for the design/build 
project closed recently, and we are looking forward to award-
ing the contract and proceeding with construction. As I under-
stand, I know the Minister of Highways and Public Works 
would have more information specific to the contract. But 
we’re looking forward to an opening, and we’re still looking 
forward to that opening being next year. So it’s not removing 
those dollars — it’s really reallocating those dollars to the year 
in which the facility will actually be built. 

We did take some time to work with community residents 
to come up with a design that would be functional for the 
community. I just want to thank the community residents. I was 
there with a number of my colleagues when we were able to 
announce the investment in Ross River and were able to be 
joined by much of the school, the students and the teaching 
professionals in the school, and they were pretty thrilled. That 
said, I also just want to take note that it was the Yukon Mines 
Legacy Foundation — they also came up, took the leadership 
and they came up with really a warming shelter for those indi-
viduals and, of course, we came up with an interim set of ice as 
well for the communities to enjoy — those outside recreation 
opportunities that haven’t been there in the past. It has been a 
work in progress, and I’m glad to see that it’s coming to frui-
tion. 
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Again, we recognize the very importance of recreation and 
we also know that on that end of it, when it comes to infrastruc-
ture and coming up with a successor to the Building Canada 
plan and the fund itself, I just want to be very clear again that I 
have been working very closely with the Government of Can-
ada and with the president of the Association of Yukon Com-
munities on coming with that subsequent plan and fund. We 
have had a number of meetings with the federal minister re-
sponsible for infrastructure in Canada and the federal-
provincial-territorial ministers. We met in Alberta recently and 
that entire meeting was dedicated primarily to a new successor 
Building Canada plan. Whether or not it will be called “Build-
ing Canada”, one only knows. But we do understand that they 
are looking to have some funding envelope in the budget, and 
again will be working with provinces and territories the year 
after on coming out with individual agreements. I also wanted 
to take note that we had an excellent roundtable session with 
key stakeholders and respective governments here in White-
horse not long ago, held at the Kwanlin Dun Cultural Centre. It 
was a great opportunity to showcase a great example of what 
happens when three governments come together to work to-
gether, bringing a facility such as the cultural centre and seeing 
what can come to fruition. 

At that time, the Secretary of State came on behalf of the 
federal minister and we had an excellent discussion bilaterally 
with me and also with the stakeholder. We had representatives 
from the engineering and recreation areas, from the construc-
tion and trades sector, and we had individuals representing the 
municipal and First Nation governments. There were a lot of 
individuals representing many different sectors that all contrib-
ute to implementing these projects and there was excellent 
feedback as to what has and hasn’t worked over the past sev-
eral years since Building Canada has come around. It’s that 
kind of feedback that the federal government hopefully is tak-
ing heed of to come up with a made-in-Canada approach.  

For the north, I know that there were comments received 
from the engineers and from the building construction sector as 
well, just recognizing that in order to plan projects, lead time is 
needed to plan accordingly, so it’s not start and go — start, 
stop, go — so that we actually have that long-term ability to 
see that funding is going to be there and so we can plan for 
multiyear projects that are so important to all of our communi-
ties.  

We’ve seen some of that come and go and it takes time, 
but that was one of the concerns that were made known. The 
flexibility as well — you know, there may be occasions where, 
as I just mentioned, in Watson Lake, for example — I’m not 
trying to pick on Watson Lake, but the best laid plans some-
times receive a glitch from there and there. I’m not saying it’s 
any fault of anyone, but these things happen which may push 
the project out to the next year because of weather conditions 
or because of the need to go back and redesign a certain ele-
ment of that project.  

There’s a whole host of reasons for having that flexibility 
to be able to make the best use of those funds and not have 
such a prescriptive way of delivering. I think that, by and large, 
we’ve been quite content with how the Building Canada fund 

has been administered. Community Services has played a real 
leadership role and in many of the communities, at the request 
of communities, has taken on some of the project management 
of those projects as well, simply because many of the commu-
nities don’t necessarily have that capacity to lead those pro-
jects.  

I happen to sit in a caucus made up of many rural MLAs 
and so I’m reminded of the very importance of all of these pro-
jects on a daily basis and how important it is that we carry on 
with the funding. 

We really remain committed as a government to building 
on those investments that have been made in support of a 
strong economy and we’ll continue to work with the Govern-
ment of Canada to invest under those jointly funded programs 
like Building Canada when it comes to improving bridges such 
as the Upper Liard or Teslin bridge, highways, solid-waste im-
provements, drinking water upgrades, I mentioned waste water, 
the community roads, energy and other priority projects.  

We are working toward that successor program to Building 
Canada, and I also just want to make special note that I know 
that recently the president of the Association of Yukon Com-
munities has been on the radio a couple of times, and she and I 
have talked and when you compare our jurisdiction to the rest 
of the country — as I referenced yesterday in my remarks — 
we are the envy of many jurisdictions and that is because we do 
enjoy a relatively strong working relationship. It’s based on 
collaboration and not confrontation and that is really key to 
moving things forward. The Government of Canada likes to see 
that as well, in terms of moving initiatives such as infrastruc-
ture.  

That is something that I know that she has given accolades 
in terms of the good working relationship that specifically the 
Department of Community Services has had with the Associa-
tion of Yukon Communities and all the municipal govern-
ments. We continue to improve upon that relationship and so 
we are working with really a similar voice in ensuring that we 
do have that successor program to Building Canada. 

In particular, I’m happy to say the supplementary estimate 
that we’re talking about today is actually requesting a number 
of increases. A few examples of those infrastructure projects 
are as follows: $336,000 for the Na Cho Nyäk Dun First Nation 
geothermal project; $400,000 for road upgrades in Beaver 
Creek, as the project is proceeding ahead of schedule; and 
$350,000 for road improvements and $735,000 for drinking 
water wellhead production and protection in Burwash Landing. 
Again, both of those projects are moving more quickly than we 
initially anticipated, so this funding is being advanced to be 
able to meet the good work.  

There is a $939,000 increase for the Carcross drinking wa-
ter treatment system upgrades, also due to the project being 
ahead of schedule; a $57,000 increase to transfer funding from 
planning administration to the project, representing completed 
design work for the sewage treatment and waste-water collec-
tion in Carmacks; and $800,000 for road upgrades and resur-
facing in Carmacks, as the project is ahead of schedule. 

Thanks to having infrastructure funding in place we’ve 
been able to really enhance the capacity of our local building 
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trades and contractors across the territory. They are doing very 
fantastic work on Yukoners’ behalf, and I attribute a lot of that 
to a lot of these projects being ahead of schedule. 

We also are requesting just over a $1-million increase for 
the completion of the sewage treatment, the district heating 
system in Dawson City. A $200,000 increase is requested for 
water and sewer pipe replacements in Faro; $2.1-million in-
crease to advance water treatment and arsenic removal in 
Haines Junction — another example of a project that is moving 
much more quickly than initially anticipated. 

We’re requesting $18,000 in additional funding to cover 
the completion of Old Crow roads, which has helped to solve a 
long-standing drainage issue that will not only lengthen the life 
of those community roads, but will make them safer for local 
residents. 

A $917,000 increase is requested to proceed with the Old 
Crow water supply upgrade since the project is moving more 
quickly that expected and is nearing completion. Just over 
$525,000 is identified to keep pace with progress on upgrades 
to community roads in Pelly Crossing. $555,000 is also identi-
fied to move forward with improvements to community roads 
in Ross River — again, the project moving more quickly than 
anticipated. $37,000 is requested to continue with road and 
drainage upgrades in the community of Teslin, and just over $2 
million to advance work on arsenic treatment and drinking wa-
ter improvements in Teslin. $500,000 is also requested to con-
tinue work on the Teslin Tlingit Council road upgrades — 
again, as the project is moving more quickly than expected. 
This is just another example of how the community is working 
together but, rest assured, there is more work to be done. 

With the successor to the Building Canada fund, we’ll be 
able to continue to work on those improvements to community 
roads, such as in the community of Teslin, which I know they 
continue to aspire to and we’re pleased to continue our work 
with them.  

Just over $3.6 million is also identified in the supplemen-
tary budget to move ahead with water and sewer pipe upgrades 
in Watson Lake, including the replacement of the community 
wet well — that’s under the Building Canada fund. That also is 
coupled with $45,000 for the Lakeview Drive water and sewer 
project identified under MRIF — municipal rural infrastructure 
fund. We also have approximately $2 million identified for 
reconstruction of Black Street here in Whitehorse and $290,000 
in upgrades to the intersection at Two Mile Hill and the Alaska 
Highway.  

I also wanted to remind members that when it comes to 
Building Canada funding, Yukon government contributes 25 
percent, and Canada contributes about 75 percent. In other ju-
risdictions, that mix has been different and, in fact, there has 
been an expectation that the municipality has also contributed 
to those projects. That’s not necessarily the case here.  

So when it does run its course, we will have contributed 
just over $240 million-plus in support of critical infrastructure 
improvements. So, again, we recognize the wide benefits for 
Yukoners of all these infrastructure improvements, and we’ll 
continue to work with the Government of Canada and all of our 

partners here in the territory to work on those areas of impor-
tance.  

Mr. Barr:     I would like to start by saying that people 
who are calling in would still like clarification as to their street 
lights in rural communities and on the highways.  

I heard at the Marsh Lake LAC meeting last night that 
there is a plan to introduce tipping fees at Marsh Lake solid-
waste facility. I’m worried that this could lead to garbage being 
burned in backyards or dumped in the bush. Is this decision 
regarding introducing tipping fees a direction from the Yukon 
government, and how does this move adhere to the Yukon Solid 
Waste Action Plan? Are other solid-waste facilities introducing 
tipping fees?   

Also in regard to the solid-waste facility contracts, a public 
tender for transporting and processing of recyclables from 
solid-waste facilities in rural Yukon advertised September 12, 
2012, was cancelled. Why was this tender cancelled and what 
is the contractual arrangement to do this work?  

A public tender for preparation of management plans for 
solid-waste facilities in Yukon advertised July 27, 2012, was 
cancelled. Why was this tender cancelled and what is the con-
tractual arrangement to do this work? What has been the total 
cost of upgrades to solid-waste facilities to make them transfer 
stations?  

I’ve also heard issues about the compactors that were pur-
chased for the solid-waste facilities in the Yukon. They are 
compactors that were built for cardboard and the reports that I 
have from the different facilities is that they have already ex-
perienced several breakdowns. The cold weather at minus 10 
— they don’t work; they’re built for household garbage.  

There have been some electrical repairs done. The electri-
cal was done wrong. There have been rumours that because the 
wrong compactors were bought in the first place that now — 
this is why I asked for the costs — we may have to build little 
houses around these compactors to protect them from the 
weather so that they will work efficiently. I ask why we 
wouldn’t have bought the correct ones to begin with. There is a 
concern that fluids leaking out of these compactors are health 
issues to those attendants in the solid-waste facilities. When I 
was speaking with one attendant at one of the Southern Lakes  
facilities he asked about his concerns for his health in regard to 
the chemicals that are unknown to anybody that they throw out 
and how they mix together — what’s the government going to 
do in regard to his health? The response he told me was that 
we’ll deal with that when it happens — unsatisfactory. 

There are also concerns around contracts in solid-waste fa-
cilities, that they were way late this year. Contracts that would 
have been put forward and signed, sealed and delivered in May 
weren’t done until September of this year, which created issues 
with the weather, with transporting the tires out of the commu-
nity to Alberta. They ask why, with respect to all the tires that 
are disposed of in the Yukon, this contract isn’t tendered to 
people in the Yukon and the jobs made available to Yukoners. 
The shredding of these tires goes out to Alberta and they’re 
shredded there and then distributed to people for other practical 
uses. Why are we not benefiting Yukoners not only with this 
by-product of tires, but also the jobs available?  
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There is also fire management at the Fire Marshal’s Office 
— I’m glad to see that there’s money being put forward in this 
budget around that. Is there money in this budget to address the 
need for standardized equipment between volunteer fire de-
partments that have mutual aid agreements? As I recall in the 
last sitting, I brought this forward and there seems to still be a 
lack of clarity as to standardization of equipment — for exam-
ple, Tagish to Carcross, the fittings don’t match up when they 
go to a fire — they have to have a pool and suck it up from the 
other truck rather than connecting one to the other. 

There is also a recruitment for volunteers at the volunteer 
fire departments. This is a big problem. There have been volun-
teer fire departments that have been active in the past. I have 
recently heard that a volunteer fire department was being 
threatened to be padlocked because of not having all the posi-
tions filled. We don’t want to see this in our communities, and 
this causes fear in people who live in these rural communities 
about their public safety.  

Are we doing enough to support the recruitment and the 
retention of volunteer firefighters? I would also like to know: 
What is the process, then, in shutting down a volunteer fire 
department, when they were threatened by this? Luckily, I un-
derstand, a couple of volunteers have stepped up, and it’s not 
going to be shutting down. But I know this is a concern, not 
only in the one community I spoke of.  

The Dog Act — I’ve heard from constituents about prob-
lems in unincorporated communities with dogs. The Dog Act 
states: “No owner shall permit a dog to run at large (a) in an 
area that may be defined by the Commissioner in Executive 
Council; (b) contrary to a bylaw made by the council of a mu-
nicipality; (c) that is of a vicious temperament or dangerous to 
the public safety; or (d) while in heat. (2)  An officer may seize 
or kill a dog found running at large, contrary to paragraph 
(1)(c)”, or when citizens in unincorporated areas encounter 
dangerous dogs they are told to call the RCMP. I’ve heard that 
the RCMP — it’s difficult — when they arrive, the situation is 
over and the threat is still out there to the communities. 

Is a review of the Dog Act scheduled, as well as putting re-
sources in place to deal with dog problems in unincorporated 
areas? I’d like to hear a report on the effectiveness of the ani-
mal welfare officer and whether there is any interest in extend-
ing the powers of this office to include complaints stemming 
from the Dog Act.  

Also, the Tagish LAC is still waiting on an order-in-
council. The LAC has been in existence for many years and 
they do not, as yet — and I might add that, at their request, I’ve 
been waiting to put this out there, because they felt that possi-
bly last year this was going to go ahead, and there are still no 
defined jurisdiction boundaries.  

Although they are an active LAC — and I might add that 
the people who volunteer on LACs do so time and time again. 
The volunteer “cup” in the communities is small, so many peo-
ple duplicate their efforts. I think we could at least provide 
them with the order-in-council so that they could have that 
clarified for them. I know that in the past others have stepped 
down from their positions because they felt they were not being 
listened to. 

In regard to consumer protection, our consumer protection 
law is old. When a consumer has a complaint, they are told to 
write the company first, get a response and after this the con-
sumer protection officer can offer some mediation between the 
complainant and the company to resolve the issue. We’ve had a 
discussion with a Yukoner who went through this process and 
said he wasn’t offered much assistance. We know of the old 
line, “Let the buyer beware”, and I would believe that most 
good companies want honest feedback from consumers and to 
have the opportunity to resolve complaints.  

So I’m curious about whether Yukon’s consumer protec-
tion laws offer enough consumer protection. I’d like to hear the 
minister’s thoughts on this. As well, what do other jurisdictions 
do? Across the country there are consumer complaints about 
things like payday loans and cellphone contracts. I hear this 
from people and I see the young folks forfeiting part of their 
paycheques to these fast-cash facilities. Are there any plans to 
introduce rules to provide more consumer protection in this 
area? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    There was a multitude of requests 
put forward by the member opposite and I will do my utmost to 
respond to those in the next couple of supplementaries. 

I might as well just start off with the member opposite’s 
reference to solid waste. A couple of years ago, Yukon came 
up with the Yukon Solid Waste Action Plan which was a vision 
as to how we can modernize and make solid-waste manage-
ment sustainable — one that is responsible and suited to the 
north and bringing it in line with environmental practices and 
sustainability objectives.  

The plan that really sets the stage in a broad base for the 
government is to implement key improvements and work with 
the communities, municipalities, industry, and stakeholders to 
explore those approaches to improving waste recycling, diver-
sion, reduction and handling. I believe we have made substan-
tive progress in this regard over the territory. What I can say is 
that practices continue to evolve pretty rapidly throughout the 
territory. Of course, our challenges in the north are challenges 
unique to the north compared to the rest of the country. I would 
like to say that one of the things that we have been working on 
is the open burning of the domestic waste. I was pleased to see 
that it did come to an end in 2012, as per permits administered 
through the Department of Environment within 20 of our unin-
corporated solid-waste facilities.  

We have been refocusing our operations toward diversion 
rather than disposal. We have been working on improving site 
management and a number of key facility improvements. We 
have installed groundwater monitoring wells at all of our facili-
ties. There are a lot of examples as to how we have been work-
ing to address solid waste in the territory — again, as I refer-
enced earlier, through the Building Canada fund. One of the 
five top planks in coming up with an infrastructure plan for the 
territory was based on solid-waste improvements. Since 2007, 
we have been working to make solid-waste improvements. I 
have quite a list of examples of how we have been working 
toward improving facilities and the way we handle waste in our 
territory in every single community. There has been a lot 
achieved.   
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Earlier this year — in March of this year, actually — we 
came through with some additional funding for solid-waste 
management. That included dollars toward the operation and 
maintenance, and we also came up with some dollars for capi-
tal infrastructure improvements. That added investment has 
helped to improve recycling and waste diversion; it has helped 
to enhance waste handling systems and site safety; it has helped 
complete those groundwater monitoring stations and the instal-
lation thereof; it also improved household hazardous waste 
management at our facilities.  

There is a lot of work to be done. This is no small feat. I 
will be very, very clear on that. Some of the items that the 
member opposite made reference to — I can’t speak to those 
specifically because, forgive me, I’m not involved with check-
ing out every one of the compactors at every one of our unin-
corporated sites, but that’s the first that I’ve heard of it. So I 
thank the member opposite for that, and we’ll certainly look 
into that. 

In other words, it is the department that administers the 
plan, brings to fruition the implementation of the plan; it really 
is the work of the department that lives and breathes that work 
on a day-to-day basis. That said, I thank the member opposite 
for bringing forth those concerns. 

The tire-shredding contracts being issued late — I don’t is-
sue those contracts on a day-to-day basis, but what I can say is 
that where we’re at is because we’ve had the Yukon Solid 
Waste Action Plan in place for a couple of years, we have made 
a number of improvements and, specifically since January 1, 
2012, the no-burning requirements and the new regulatory re-
quirements associated with environmental compliance. 

We have really had to initiate a lot of swift changes and a 
lot of those changes I can say that, in travelling the territory 
over the course of the summer and in the spring and again in 
the fall, I have heard first-hand concerns raised by individuals 
in a number of communities and by way of MLAs, members 
opposite, and also members on our side of the House, looking 
for clarity, looking for information and providing that construc-
tive feedback as to how we can improve the delivery of solid 
waste management. We are working toward making it efficient 
and making it responsive to the needs, but at the same time, we 
have to be cost effective as well.  

As much as we would love to be everything to everyone, it 
is a difficult task. There is a fiscal bottom line and we have to 
be held accountable for expenditures and investments in all 
areas, and solid waste is one of them, so we are reviewing 
where we’re at and I think it’s a key time to do that. When we 
announced some of the new dollars in place earlier this spring, 
it was almost $800,000 in new O&M monies. We were allotted 
those dollars on that year basis to come back and report and see 
how we’re doing — was it enough? Was it not enough? Where 
can we improve? Where can we tweak? So really it folds into 
an opportunity for us to review where we’re at with the plan.  

Are we meeting each of the intended objectives? Are we 
on track? What do we need to do? That said, it was very inter-
esting — last night I actually had the opportunity — I stopped 
in at a public open house hosted by the City of Whitehorse, 
which is also currently working on their own solid-waste action 

plan and also looking at ways to modernize in an efficient and 
effective manner. So I had great discussions with City of 
Whitehorse officials about the steps that they’re taking. It’s 
interesting to note that 85 percent of the waste within the terri-
tory is really derived through the City of Whitehorse, so they 
are obviously a key player in all of this.  

We need to work very closely with the City of Whitehorse, 
and we need to work closely with all stakeholders — talk about 
the challenges, talk about the opportunities and waste diversion 
— and really determine what those key essential elements are 
for moving forward.  

Again, there has been lots of great feedback from stake-
holders over the course of the last year during my tenure as the 
Minister of Community Services. Rest assured, not everything 
has gone as perfectly as we would have liked, but as with any-
thing relatively new and within the time constraints as well, I 
think that the department has worked to the best of its ability 
and so we remain committed to working toward adhering to our 
obligations and our commitments in the action plan.  

There’s a lot to it and there are a lot of requirements —
even just educating individuals in the communities who haven’t 
necessarily had to recycle or sort or really think about how we 
handle waste. I think in Whitehorse we have had the luxury of 
having the opportunity to experience the cart system where 
we’ve had garbage and compost every other week. We have 
recycling facilities and they’ve done a great job — private sec-
tor and public as well — but we also have to pay heed to the 
communities that they don’t necessarily have that infrastructure 
on the ground. So this is new ground for some, not all, so there 
is a great deal of public education to be dedicated to this ongo-
ing effort. 

There are the same challenges in Whitehorse — it comes 
down to encouraging individuals and not just residential, but 
the commercial and industrial sector as well. It’s quite a com-
plex, interwoven network of partners involved with moving 
forward, but I am pleased to see the progress being made and 
we’ll continue to work with community partnerships as well. 

With respect to the Fire Marshal’s Office, I was really 
pleased upon taking office and assuming this file. I have 
learned so much about fire protection and structural fire and 
wildland fire management, and I continue to learn. I continue to 
be overwhelmed by the passion and by the commitment of 
every single individual who contributes their time and also sac-
rifices their time on behalf of us.  

I was in Dawson earlier this summer for the AGM of the 
Association of Yukon Fire Chiefs. They had issued a number 
of long-service medals and awards for their accomplishments 
over the year. 

There was quite a healthy crew of individuals in that room 
representing every single community from Ross River, to Wat-
son Lake, to Dawson City obviously — Dawson has a very 
healthy crew of very committed individuals who share the re-
sponsibility of EMS responders and also structural fire. 

It certainly has opened up my eyes as to the ongoing regu-
latory — I wouldn’t say “burden”, but there are requirements 
associated every time we alter regulations. I’m not saying that’s 
bad thing because they are there to enhance the safety of our 
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firefighters and our first responders, but that does take require-
ments financially and with human resources as well. What we 
have done over the course of the last year is worked closely 
with the Fire Marshal’s Office and with the municipal fire de-
partments to identify some of those deficiencies.  

There have been deficiencies; there’s no question about it. 
That’s why that has precipitated the new investments made to 
structural fire. Earlier this spring, over at the Golden Horn fire 
hall, I was able to announce the $1.9-million investment. That 
is really substantive because, according to our fire marshal, that 
was the largest investment in structural fire in Yukon’s history. 
That will go a long way because, as I mentioned in my opening 
remarks to do with the supplementary, it will double our capac-
ity. Currently we have two deputy fire marshals, and of course, 
we have hired another one. Another one is coming on stream in 
the new year, I believe. That will be a total of four, plus the 
Yukon fire marshal. That in itself will really help add that ca-
pacity to not only work with the unincorporated communities, 
but with each of the municipal fire departments. Some are 
stronger than others and they have been working at it for a 
long, long time.  

This added capacity will go a long way in terms of re-
cruitment and retaining volunteers. It’s an ongoing issue; it’s an 
ongoing challenge, but I believe that, again, by having skilled 
individuals with expertise on the structural fire side, they will 
be able to motivate individuals in the communities and provide 
those necessary skills to do their jobs in a safe and effective 
manner and provide the training capacity through that mobile 
live fire training facility. That is going to add an element that’s 
going to also help to attract and retain. These were all recom-
mendations made by our fire marshal, and I rely on that fire 
marshal to provide the leadership to our government in terms of 
direction and working with the municipal fire departments on 
how we can better respond to emergency events. I know the 
fire marshal works diligently and with great passion with each 
of our municipal and First Nation governments to address the 
ongoing issue of attracting and retaining individuals to volun-
teer. 

I recognize that some communities have had more difficul-
ties compared to others but, as I’ve stated on the floor, we’re 
committed to providing the equipment and the training neces-
sary through the leadership of the Fire Marshal’s Office and 
working through the leadership offered by our municipal fire 
departments as well on this very issue. The Fire Marshal’s Of-
fice manages and supports some 16 volunteer fire departments, 
which includes 225 volunteers, as I understand. That’s a large 
group of volunteers, including 16 fire chiefs. These members, 
I’ve just been reminded, have responded to some 856 fires and 
emergencies in the Yukon last year alone: 257 fire-related, 
some 70 life and fire safety inspections, and 75 residential stor-
age tank removal inspections. So, with the considerable growth 
in our territory and the added population, we recognize the 
challenges, but I commend our Fire Marshal’s Office and eve-
ryone who contributes of their time on a volunteer basis. I see 
that my time is up again. 

Ms. Hanson:    I have about three areas that I would 
like to touch on with the minister, so I don’t intend to be all 
that long. 

Because it was raised with me a number of times in my 
riding, an important area in my riding is the Whitehorse Public 
Library. Since Community Development division includes pub-
lic libraries, I was hoping that the minister could comment on a 
concern that has been expressed. There was a reference earlier 
today to program sunsetting, and there are also the implications 
and the impact of federal government cuts. One of the cuts is 
Industry Canada’s community access program, which, as I un-
derstand it, has been around since about 1994 or something, 
which has helped libraries and other community hubs, particu-
larly those in remote and rural locations that provide free public 
access to computers and the Internet. 

I’m sure, Madam Chair, in your community of Watson 
Lake — I’ve been in libraries in Mayo and just about every 
community whether they are shared facilities or stand-alone 
facilities — one of the most used aspects of that is people using 
the free Internet for limited periods of time, and increasingly 
limited periods of time, in order to either keep in touch with 
family or to look for jobs or to do research. You see students in 
the libraries a lot — particularly students who don’t have any 
other safe place to do work. 

Apparently the federal government declared that the pro-
gram had outlived its usefulness because 94 percent of Canadi-
ans now live in communities where broadband Internet access 
is available for purchase. It’s my sense that cutting this pro-
gram means a direct service cut to Yukoners’ access to the 
Internet, and it could be yet another example where cuts in ser-
vices have the greatest impact on people with a lower fixed 
income, and certainly in my riding that is very true. For the 
people who use the public library, and in particular the Internet 
services, that is their reality and so it’s my reality as well. 

It is one thing for the federal government to say everybody 
has access, but the Canadian Library Association pointed out 
when these cuts were put across on a national basis that only 79 
percent of Canadian households have Internet connection, and 
just 54 percent of households in the lowest income bracket do. 

So it may save money, but our concern is about the poten-
tial impact of these federal cuts in our community. I had hoped 
that the minister could apprise the House that she is monitoring 
this situation and what the impact of this is in the Yukon. I’d be 
interested if the minister could tell the House what the historic 
amount is that the territory has received for this program and 
what’s projected for the future in terms of what the cuts are and 
how they will be accommodated in this territory. I say that be-
cause each territory responds in a different way. It’s my under-
standing that in May of this year, the Government of Nunavut 
announced it would take over the $85,000 gap in funding for 
the community access program, and I’m wondering if there are 
similar plans in this territory in order to provide essential ser-
vice for people in this area — if that’s something that the min-
ister is proposing to do here — and backfilling where the fed-
eral government has vacated the field, I guess. So that’s one. 

The other area is in the corporate policy and consumer af-
fairs division of Community Services. I note that the minister 
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has overall responsibility — and I’d like her to clarify the role 
and responsibility she has vis-à-vis the Yukon Medical Coun-
cil. Is this an oversight role? Is it a funding role? If it’s a fund-
ing role, what resources are provided to the Yukon Medical 
Council? How is the amount determined and is it reviewed or 
evaluated? Is the minister involved at all in the appointments to 
the Medical Council? I’d be interested in that.  

The third area that I would ask, and it has to do with — 
there was a fair amount of money — well, money, yes, as well 
as discussion with respect to infrastructure. Certainly the terri-
torial government has made a significant contribution finan-
cially to the planning of the Whistle Bend development in this 
city. When would the plan be to complete the paving of Range 
Road?  If anybody drives out there, the paving of Range Road 
between the upgraded road works from Whistle Bend to the 
Mountainview intersection.  

The final area has to do with following up with respect to 
the oil-fired appliances working group recommendations. One 
of the key recommendations that was in that working group 
report and seems to have slipped under the radar and right out 
of the focus of the government in terms of what they’ve indi-
cated they’re planning to do was to require people who service 
oil-fired appliances to be certified journeyperson oil burner 
mechanics. I just remind, again, that we’ve had reports going 
back to 2007 through to 2010, and the recommendations of the 
previous committee. There’s the importance of having that as-
pect of it, and the other part of it is that we were pleased to see 
in the new Residential Landlord and Tenant Act that the gov-
ernment’s going to make carbon monoxide and smoke detec-
tors mandatory. I understand that there’s a lot of complexity to 
the process of getting the rules and the regulations in place. 
Hopefully we see some amendments to this act, but once this 
act is passed, it will take about a year to get those regulations in 
place.  

My concern and the concern of the Official Opposition is 
what kind of interim measures will be put in place to make 
carbon monoxide and smoke detectors mandatory now so we 
don’t see a repeat of the kind of tragedy that occurred last 
January. 

There are sort of four focal areas of question here. I cer-
tainly look forward to the response from the minister.  

Chair:   Before the minister rises, would the members 
like a break?  

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

minutes.  
  
Recess  

 
Chair:   Committee of the Whole will now come to or-

der. We will continue with debate on Vote 51, Department of 
Community Services. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I’ll do my best to respond to the 
Leader of the Official Opposition. 

With respect to the question regarding the community ac-
cess program offered by the Government of Canada — that 
program, as I understand, is administered under the Department 

of Economic Development and has been since it was first 
formed. That said, I know that the Minister of Economic De-
velopment has been monitoring changes to the program and we 
will certainly continue to work with the Department of Eco-
nomic Development. 

As the member opposite said, enhancing connectivity 
among Yukoners to the rest of the world via broadband access 
is critically important and especially to our public libraries. It is 
one of the very few public places in the territory that we are 
able to provide that free Internet access to Yukoners over the 
course of a period of hours on any given day. I can say we are 
very proud of each of the libraries that we oversee throughout 
the territory. I know that even the Whitehorse Public Library 
— I think it was almost a year ago that we were able to relocate 
the public library to the new space in the Kwanlin Dun Cultural 
Centre, and what an added improvement that is — we have 
been able to work on expanding our social media presence, for 
example, through Facebook, as well as through our own library 
website. Wi-fi access is also being provided in various rural 
locations as well as in the City of Whitehorse. 

Booking software is also being used to ensure users have 
equitable access to our Internet and computer stations, and of 
course the use of e-books, as well, has been a great expansion 
of the services that we provide in the library.  

I’m just wondering if I have some statistics on the e-book 
resource. Unfortunately, I don’t have that at my fingertips. But 
I can say that we continue to deliver services by way of phasing 
in e-books, as I mentioned. We now have an e-library with 
downloadable e-books and audio books, and we continue to 
carry on that very theme. It’s amazing — the very digital infra-
structure, so to speak, being made available to Yukoners with-
out having to leave their own homes to access the library is 
incredible, actually, when I think about it — where we were 
some 20 years ago, and where we are today. It’s quite incredi-
ble. So we continue to celebrate libraries throughout the terri-
tory. Of course, just having the ability to connect among our 
own public libraries and celebrating connecting people with 
information through a broad range of sources is of the utmost 
importance. I can say that with information, as I mentioned, 
being widely accessible on-line, libraries have been somewhat 
challenged to keep the pace and offer new services to the pub-
lic in such a competitive environment. 

So I’m very appreciative of the public libraries for those 
innovative ways of providing those resources and services in a 
variety of formats to meet the needs of the people they serve 
through audio books, DVDs — often with multi-language ca-
pacity — a number of children’s collections, I know, in the 
new public library in Whitehorse. In the public library in Wat-
son Lake, there is actually a toy library — an added resource 
that is unique to that library. 

I mentioned the growing e-book collection, which now, as 
I understand, includes more than 700 titles and has seen sig-
nificant growth in virtual checkouts — interestingly enough, 
more than 3,000 in the last year alone. The public libraries are 
continuing to work to expand the collection of large-print 
books for those with visual impairments. Again, I really com-
mend our libraries for connecting the people and providing that 
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safe and welcoming, warm environment for individuals 
throughout the territory. I think they have done a great job of 
keeping pace with the changing world. That said, we need to 
continue to make improvements in programs, such as the com-
munity access. The program is and will continue to be very 
important. We’ll continue to work with the Department of Eco-
nomic Development on ensuring that we continue to have these 
services made available and that we continue to expand and 
improve upon the delivery through Internet connectivity. 

With respect to the Yukon Medical Council, the member 
opposite raised a question regarding the role of Community 
Services in providing oversight — that, I believe, was the ques-
tion that was posed. As the member opposite may know, the 
primary purpose of providing that professional regulation is 
public protection. In the Yukon, health professions are either 
self-regulating or they’re regulated by Yukon government. 
Registered nurses, for example, are the only self-regulating 
health profession in the territory. 

Physicians are often referred to as quasi-self-regulating in 
the territory because of the Medical Profession Act, which 
establishes the actual Yukon Medical Council, and which plays 
a strengthened regulatory role compared to advisory 
committees set out under other health profession legislation. So 
it is a bit of an anomaly. 

The Yukon Medical Council, as I mentioned, is a statutory 
body that’s created under the Medical Profession Act to be the 
primary decision-maker for providing that administrative and 
disciplinary oversight of the medical profession in Yukon. It’s 
independent from the Government of Yukon and is something 
that is administered or is housed within the Department of 
Community Services. The Yukon Medical Council is specifi-
cally established under section (2)(1) of the act. The members 
are, indeed, appointed by Cabinet to serve at pleasure for three-
year terms. The membership of the council consists of three 
physician members nominated by the Yukon Medical Associa-
tion. They are resident in Yukon and registered under the act. 
One physician member from outside of Yukon is chosen in 
consultation with the Yukon Medical Association and two pub-
lic members. 

I think section 2(3) of the act also states that should a 
member’s appointment expire, that member will continue to 
serve until a successor has been appointed. In the past we have 
found that vacancies have not necessarily impaired the coun-
cil’s ability to exercise its powers under the legislation.  

With respect to the other question that the member oppo-
site referred to — I think it was the oil-fired appliance review 
— I know there has been significant debate in this Assembly 
regarding this matter. As you will recall, earlier this March the 
minister responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation and I, as 
Minister of Community Services, tasked an oil-fired appliance 
working group to come together and put forth recommenda-
tions for enhancing the safety of oil-fired furnaces in the terri-
tory. They did that. I believe that Marc Perreault, who was the 
chair of the working group, assembled a group that represented 
industry and municipalities for Association of Yukon Commu-
nities, and I believe there were two industry reps in addition to 
the chair. One was certified and one was non-certified. The 

group came together and did their work. They came back with 
a set of recommendations, which is housed in a report that was 
presented to us in August or September. Within days, literally 
less than a week, we did respond by agreeing to take the report 
out to the communities in the territory.  

The minister responsible for Yukon Housing Corporation 
and I embarked on a territory-wide discussion with residents. 
We went to all the communities. I know I went to the commu-
nities of Ross River, Carmacks, Pelly Crossing, Watson Lake, 
Teslin, Faro and others. Those are the ones that come to mind 
right away. Based on the actual work of the report of the work-
ing group and the input received from citizens across the terri-
tory, we announced on October 25 that we would be moving 
forward with a number of changes in response. Basically, the 
three areas of importance were public education, the training 
and education initiatives and also the regulatory legislative 
piece.  

What we were able to announce on October 25 was mov-
ing forward with a number of changes. Specifically, Yukon 
Housing Corporation has agreed to spearhead the public educa-
tion campaign, working with a multitude of different depart-
ments because of the multi-departmental element — not only 
Education, but Yukon Housing Corporation, certainly through 
Department of Community Services and others really spear-
heading this public education and public awareness campaign 
that specifically targets the residents in our communities, pro-
moting the importance of maintaining a proper installation of  
home heating systems.  

What was heard time and time again throughout all com-
munities was that we need to really step up the importance of 
our own shared responsibilities. Not only is it the government’s 
responsibility or industries’ responsibility, but it’s also the in-
dividual homeowner’s responsibility to do our part to ensure 
that our homes are safe. That comes down to education and 
informing individuals of the importance of having that routine 
maintenance on their home heating appliance.  

I have to say that my father was a building contractor for 
over 45 years. I remember when we purchased our first home 
almost 16 years ago, the first thing he asked every single year 
was, “Have you had your furnace maintained? Have you had it 
serviced? Have you set up that appointment?” At the time, I 
just thought, “This is really growing old, actually.” I did not see 
the merit of needing to have that annual maintenance, but we 
had it done. 

Another individual in the community said to us — and this 
was not just one individual, but many — that perhaps if we 
paid as much attention to our furnaces or our home heating 
appliances as we do our vehicles how much further ahead we 
would be. Again, just a reminder of the very importance and 
how we have to all do our part. 

Again emphasizing the individual homeowner and the 
landlord — the tenant responsibilities. Increasing awareness 
about the importance of early warning devices like smoke 
alarms, the carbon monoxide detectors; absolutely critical to do 
just that. Working with the communities and industry to de-
velop the checklist which identifies relevant points, proper in-
stallation, modification, and servicing of oil-fired appliances, 
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and enhancing — and this is very key — the opportunities for 
residents to access contractors visiting communities, for exam-
ple, for Yukon Housing Corporation work. That was absolutely 
critical, because what we heard in the communities was that not 
every community has the liberty — by far the large majority of 
communities did not have certified technicians within their 
community. 

So until such time as we are able to build a capacity of 
having certified people on the ground in our communities, we 
need to work with the communities or through First Nation 
governments — whether it’s in Pelly Crossing or whether it’s 
with municipal governments like Watson Lake — to help coor-
dinate, similarly to what they do with surveyors, for example, 
in Watson Lake. They take a tally, such as a list of individual 
homeowners who would like to obtain the services of a sur-
veyor — not necessarily there, but through the municipality — 
and piggybacking on to that ability so the individual home-
owner is not hamstrung by the costs associated with travel and 
per diems and so forth. Rather, that cost is borne by our mu-
nicipal governments or First Nation governments and so forth.  

The Department of Education, once again, is being tasked 
to work with the other departments and the college to lead the 
development and implementation of training, again, providing 
that education on the ground and delivering it as best as possi-
ble within the communities, with that accessibility factor and 
affordability factor as well.  

So again, we are assisting eligible individuals to become 
certified mechanics and enhancing those training opportunities 
for apprentices to participate in school technical training in the 
Yukon. That was a key critical point as well. There are a lot of 
individuals in the communities who may have been doing this 
work for 25 years — they’re not certified, but they’re good at 
their work. How are we able to assist those individuals to make 
that additional step, but in the meantime, enable them so that 
when the furnaces do run out in the middle of the night when it 
turns cold that they are still able to do that and not be held li-
able within the legislation for breaking the law, so to speak.  

The third component, of course, has to do with legislative 
and regulatory changes. Of course, two of those require that 
building permits for those major modifications, certification 
and installations of those appliances be issued to certified indi-
viduals, and also requiring the installation of those carbon 
monoxide smoke detectors in all Yukon residences, including 
rental units. Which way we do that, whether by regulation or 
by legislation, is what we’re doing our homework on. As I un-
derstand it, we will be the first in the country to actually im-
plement this, by legislation or by regulation, to ensure that all 
homes are geared with those early warning devices. 

Again, we are going to be taking a little bit of time, but we 
have committed to coming back in the next few months with 
those specific changes. 

Mr. Silver:     Thank you to the officials who are here 
today from Community Services. I will keep my comments 
brief. I have several specific questions, and I would appreciate 
some specific answers. I’m just going to list them all right 
away in my 20 minutes here.  

I’m going to start with my first question, which is on train-
ing for initial-attack firefighters. We have an extensive file on 
this issue. We’ve been in communication with actual initial-
attack firefighters. We’ve been talking with the agencies that 
handle the hiring and the contracting of the First Nation crews 
and the actual certified trainers as well. We’ve talked with a 
few of them. I’ve also sent a letter to the minister in August on 
this topic.  

The issue here is that people have been receiving conflict-
ing information as to the — well, for one, the availability of 
training locally with local trainers and also the cost of such 
training.  

I would like the minister to take this opportunity to clear 
the air on a few of these questions. 

Is the minister aware of how many local instructors live in 
Yukon who are willing to instruct? What is the cost per indi-
vidual and what would the cost be for a class? This is assuming 
there would be a number cut-off for that individual rate. 

We’re still lacking a plan from this government for the 
overflow of the Quigley landfill. What is being done to address 
this? What is the rural waste management solution?  

Land development protocol for Dawson and other commu-
nities — I have brought up several times in this Assembly the 
need for a specific land development protocol for Dawson and 
for other municipalities. The minister is on record in Hansard 
speaking of her support for this initiative. I would like to know 
if there is a timeline for the development and implementation 
of this protocol as it is critical to solving lots of municipalities’ 
unique housing crises.  

The increase for funding to the firefighters — this com-
mitment was released to the public on May 8 of this year. I 
don’t want to bite the hand — we did get an additional $40,000 
in Dawson for our fire crews, and I’m unsure what the other 
numbers are for the other incorporated communities. But I do 
know a bit about the process. 

It seems that the fire crews were asked to provide a num-
ber based upon need, and then the department replied with a 
dollar value in response. In the Klondike, the members of that 
particular fire crew provided a number that was over $100,000, 
I believe. Can the minister maybe run through the decision 
process, where they come up with the number of $40,000 com-
pared to what was put forth? Once again, I’m not criticizing. I 
am really merely inquiring as to that process. 

We’re looking for line items here for the lawsuit that was 
covered outside of courts with Norcope, with the Whistle Bend 
subdivision. We’re wondering if there was an out-of-court set-
tlement that includes cash and if there is an actual line item that 
we could be directed to, where that would be in the supplemen-
tary budget or any other previous budget. 

The last one here — I’ll go strictly to the last one here. It 
comes to my favourite question for the minister. We received a 
commitment from the minister after one of — if not my very 
first — but one of my first questions in this Legislative Assem-
bly in regard to a recreation centre in Dawson. 

In her answer, she made positive comments on the previ-
ous Minister of Community Service’s commitment during a 
press release on the campaign trail in the summer of 2011 
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where he said in two, three years tops, there will be a new rec-
reation centre — not a rebuild, but an actual new recreational 
centre in Dawson. The current minister, when answering my 
first question here in the Legislative Assembly last fall, made 
reference to it only being the first of many sessions in this gov-
ernment’s mandate, so I will continue to ask each time we have 
this opportunity for a general debate with Community Services 
for a progress report. 

When can Klondikers plan in their calendars for a ribbon-
cutting ceremony for a new or a completed current recreation 
centre?  

Those are my questions, and once again I would like to 
thank the officials for their time today. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I would just like to say “welcome” 
to the Member for Klondike. It’s always a great opportunity to 
talk about all the good things we’re doing in the Klondike.  

It’s actually always a good opportunity to talk about all the 
good work we are doing in every community, but I know that 
the Member for Klondike, the Leader of the Liberal Party, is 
very much favourable to his own home riding. 

With respect to initial-attack firefighters, I sent a letter to 
the member opposite on October 12 and tried to do the best that 
I could to respond to that training. I also came across another 
individual in the City of Whitehorse who had raised the same 
concerns over the mixed message. That is something that we 
can go back and take the questions and the comments raised by 
the member opposite. As I referenced in my letter about initial 
attack firefighter training, it all comes down to national stan-
dards for crews. They are all varied according to what type 
those crews are.  

I’m just going from my letter here, but the training is indi-
vidually tailored for a crew member following a very thorough 
assessment of the respective needs of that specific firefighter or 
crew. Training is also dependent on circumstances, such as the 
number of individuals who require training, experience levels 
of crew members, senior staff availability and cost. As to who 
actually provides training, I can’t say off the top of my head. 
That’s more of an administrative matter, but I certainly will 
endeavour to take a look at that.  

As I mentioned in my letter, we offer crew member train-
ing when there is sufficient number of crews that are either 
administered by the Yukon government or First Nation crews 
who require it. I think I referenced typically anywhere around 
20 individuals at a cost of approximately $40,000. We also 
offer a number of the seats to the public to address the turn-
over, with the understanding that obviously employment is not 
automatic, but still, it’s a means of building capacity within the 
firefighter community. 

I do know that we run annually a number of specialized in-
house training courses and recurring training using branch staff 
as well as courses delivered by the college, other fire agencies 
and contractors that may likely be outside of the territory. 
Again, the costs vary depending on those specific needs and 
standards. Recognizing the value of this ongoing training, I 
would have to go and defer to our department. I know that in 
speaking with this individual from Whitehorse, I have alerted 

the department to it and I believe they are working on it, but I 
have not received an update as of yet. 

With respect to the Quigley landfill — I love talking about 
dumps and it’s a far departure from Tourism and Culture — 
dumps are so important to our routine day-to-day life. I also 
know how complex the topic is, as I mentioned earlier in my 
remarks about solid waste and how we handle waste in our 
territory. It is no small feat, especially when a community con-
tinues to grow and there is industrial activity, with waste oil 
and hazardous waste, which places pressure on how we get rid 
of it.  

I’ve had this discussion with AYC — Association of 
Yukon Communities — a number of times over the course of 
the last year on everything from liabilities to finding a way 
forward, working collaboratively with our communities. Every 
community is so unique in their needs and their unique chal-
lenges. I appreciate the challenges associated with Quigley 
landfill, that’s for sure. We have agreed to do a couple of 
things. I had a discussion recently with the newly elected 
Mayor of the City of Dawson in which I congratulated the new 
mayor and his council as I did on the phone not long ago. We 
are committed to working with the communities — not only 
AYC, but every single municipal government to address those 
long-standing concerns about liabilities and all other long-
standing concerns. 

In the case of Dawson, it may not be that; it’s really com-
ing up with a landfill agreement and that is something we have 
been trying to do over the last several months. I think there is 
perhaps a renewed appetite to at least sit down with the new 
mayor and council to take a look and come together collabora-
tively and identify how we can work together to address some 
of these challenges. 

When I spoke with the new mayor — you know, he is 
pretty keen and excited to hear that the door is still open — 
and, of course, it’s still open. We’re excited too that the City of 
Dawson would like to work with the Government of Yukon. 
We recognize that there is a significant amount of work to be 
accomplished on the solid-waste file, and we’ll continue to 
work with municipalities in the months ahead. That said, as I 
mentioned yesterday in my remarks, we have also agreed to 
strike a working group with Association of Yukon Communi-
ties, similar to what we did on the Municipal Act review and 
also the comprehensive municipal grant. It’s another working 
group under the “Our Towns, Our Future” review, and they 
have worked exceptionally well. I’m not saying that this is go-
ing to be as easy as perhaps the others were relatively, but they 
have garnered that forum for having that really candid discus-
sion and, more importantly, coming up with solutions as to how 
we can strengthen our working relationship.  

I don’t have a timeline — you know, when I spoke with 
the Mayor of the City of Dawson — I appreciate that individual 
was just elected in his new role, and a relatively new council as 
well, so as soon as the time is ready, and the City of Dawson is 
ready to move, we’re right there as well. 

I can’t recall what the next question was — forgive me. 
Perhaps I’ll go on to Norcope — sorry, I don’t have the fourth 
issue there. With respect to Norcope, the costs associated with 
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delivering Whistle Bend — as I mentioned in the Legislature, 
of course, that is a matter that was before the court, and there 
was an out-of-court settlement that came about as a result of 
that. I should say we always work hard to resolve disputes out-
side of the courts, and we try our very best to resolve those 
disputes with mediation and, if necessary, arbitration. Even a 
lot of those contracts have clauses to deal with them, and be-
yond that, there are all these other dispute mechanisms. 

We continue to deploy those methods in a number of ways. 
When it comes to that particular dispute, as I mentioned the 
other day, there was an out-of-court settlement. There was a 
non-disclosure clause associated with that, so I’m unable to talk 
about the specifics of that dispute, other than to say that we’re 
pretty committed to ensuring that this project and all land de-
velopment projects go ahead on time and on budget. It’s so 
important to Yukoners. That’s what we heard during the last 
election, and we’ll continue to work hard to resolve all dis-
putes.  

When all is said and done, at the end of the day, Whistle 
Bend will be by far the largest subdivision project in Yukon’s 
history. I think, all told, the costs are about $265 million to 
deliver all of the eight phases of the project. There will be dis-
putes from time to time, but I can say that our staff within the 
department work pretty closely with the Department of High-
ways and Public Works and will continue to exercise those 
dispute mechanisms before we head into court. 

The third item is the land development protocol. I think 
we’ve had some great wins by working with the City of White-
horse over the last few years. Since about 2004 we’ve had an 
agreement in place, a protocol with the City of Whitehorse, and 
it has worked very well in providing that clarity on the roles 
and responsibilities of each party in terms of delivering. That 
wasn’t always the case. In years past, there was some confu-
sion. I’m not saying that things are perfect all the time but this 
protocol has really set the stage in terms of what are the priori-
ties, what are the roles of your government, what are the re-
sponsibilities of our government and how can we work to-
gether, and just keeping that line of communication open. It’s 
something that has helped us to really streamline the delivery 
of land in the territory and it’s something that we continue to 
improve upon. It’s something also that we continue to work on 
with the communities like Watson Lake and the City of Daw-
son. 

I know that we have attempted to work with the City of 
Dawson in the previous year, but I think that there is perhaps a 
renewed interest in sitting down and talking about this issue as 
well. So we look forward to that. It’s great to hear. I recognize, 
as I’ve stated on the floor, the challenges associated with land 
development in the Klondike area and recognize that the City 
of Dawson also has a new official community plan that of 
course spells out some areas of interest to the City of Dawson 
for future development. So we will continue to work with them 
on making land available within the city parameters. But I 
know that with the previous council, there was an interest in 
looking outside of the municipal boundaries. Obviously our 
preferred route would be within the boundaries because of the 
infrastructure and because the costs of delivering are perhaps 

far more effective and efficient within than outside. That said 
we look forward to working with Dawson on that as well.  

Last but not least, there is the recreation centre. I could go 
on at great length about the recreation centres. As I just men-
tioned to the Member for Mount Lorne-Southern Lakes, there 
is significant interest in investing in community recreation cen-
tres. I recognize that when it comes to Dawson, there have been 
some unique challenges over the years in delivering on a new 
recreation centre. We have an agreement in place and this too is 
another area that the Mayor of the City of Dawson and I spoke 
to as well. That funding does come to an end next year and so 
we’re looking for the best way forward in being able to con-
tinue to deliver that funding. While recognizing there is work 
to be done on the existing facility, there is also a genuine inter-
est in advancing work on a new recreation centre. I know the 
previous council also helped develop a trust fund through taxa-
tion revenue to be put into a reserve trust fund for a recreation 
centre down the road. Again, I know that there is significant 
debate about whether to go with a new centre or continue to 
invest in the old one. 

That’s the discussion and the dialogue we need to have 
with the City of Dawson here in the coming months, before the 
end of the fiscal year, to find our way. 

But I just wanted to again stress the significant investments 
that the Government of Yukon has made in the community of 
Dawson. We’re proud of those investments. As I’ve referenced 
before, there have been some $45 million-plus just under the 
infrastructure funds over the last number of years. That doesn’t 
include the investments in the hospital and other improve-
ments. Again, it’s always a pleasure to visit the community of 
the Klondike. I look forward to my next visit and very much 
look forward to working with a newly elected mayor and coun-
cil.  

Mr. Tredger:     I’d like to welcome the officials from 
Community Services. I would especially like to thank the staff 
who have taken the time and made the effort and travelled to 
the communities to meet with community members on many 
different issues. 

They have formed relationships that have strengthened the 
links between Yukon government and the communities. As a 
community member, those relationships are very critical. So I 
thank the minister, the deputy minister and all the staff for the 
efforts they have made to spend time in the communities. 

I just have a few issues — some of them have been 
touched on. I will reiterate them a little bit, but — yes, solid 
waste continues to be a concern in most communities. There 
should be some kind of risk assessment done to try to evaluate 
what the risks are as we move from the old-style landfill and, 
as the minister mentioned, many of the chemicals that have 
been dumped in there — over centuries, in some cases. So if 
the minister could provide an update: How many of the com-
munities have developed solid-waste facilities? How many are 
in the process? What are the plans for including the rest? Have 
they encountered extra costs, in terms of solid-waste facilities, 
in terms of liabilities — especially in terms of affecting the 
water table? 
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A number of communities in my area are concerned about 
the runoff or the seepage from solid-waste facilities and old 
landfills getting into the town water supply. I would appreciate 
a bit of clarity between rural municipalities and unincorporated 
communities. Two of my communities, Keno City and Stewart 
Crossing, are unincorporated as is Pelly Crossing, so if the min-
ister could clarify the difference between an unincorporated 
community, as in Keno and Stewart; an unincorporated com-
munity that’s a First Nation in terms of Pelly Crossing, and 
then of course an incorporated community like Mayo and Car-
macks and how the funding differs between them. Constituents 
in my area, myself included, are somewhat confused by the 
differences and how that would affect funding arrangements 
and their relationship with the Yukon government. 

As I mentioned earlier, I commend Community Services 
personnel for the public meetings and for the information and 
consultation they’ve done. I would ask that when there are pub-
lic meetings in the communities or in an MLA’s community, 
whether it is consultation or information — that the MLA for 
that area be included on a mailing list so that they can help ad-
vertise it and possibly also take part. 

I know that other rural members also have difficulty and 
the more heads-up we can get to take part in consultation ef-
forts in our communities — whether it be Faro; whether it be 
Pelly Crossing or Mayo or wherever — that we have a heads-
up. So I would ask the minister to please include the MLAs on 
the list when there are events happening in their constituencies.  

I know in the “Our Towns, Our Future” they talked a little 
bit about peripheral residents — those residing outside or near 
proximity to community boundaries. It was suggested that that 
be looked at. I’m wondering whether anything has been done, 
what accommodations are being made to help communities 
provide services for the peripheral residents and how that is 
being handled. 

An issue that has come up quite a lot lately is fuel storage 
tanks. As people are looking for insurance, they have to renew 
for their fuel-storage tanks. 

What has been done to facilitate that in rural communities? 
What is available to people? What training is available to peo-
ple who are the installers and what efforts have been made 
around that?  

I will probably deal with in line-by-line debate as we come 
to them. I would thank the officials again. I would stress the 
continued importance of personnel from Community Services 
spending time in the communities and working with the com-
munities. As all rural MLAs can probably attest to, that connec-
tion is very important and it’s nice to see. I would commend 
the minister for the work on “Our Towns, Our Future” and en-
courage the liaisons and the communication channels that have 
been opened up through that process to be continued and ex-
panded upon. Thank you and I look forward to the answers. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    With respect to the member oppo-
site’s question about solid waste, I don’t want to sound repeti-
tive; I don’t want to go through what I already have stated on 
the floor of the Legislature, but as I referenced earlier, a lot has 
changed in terms of how we handle solid waste in the Yukon. 
That has added responsibilities for municipalities and for com-

munities, which we are required to adhere to by law. The 
Yukon Solid Waste Action Plan came about in 2009, and one of 
the recommendations was the commitment to end open burning 
of waste. Those are part of the permits administered by the 
Department of Environment. The permits specifically require 
Yukon, our territory, to end open burning of waste. It also re-
quires the installation of hydro-geological monitoring wells to 
build engineered cells within the landfills, to improve the han-
dling of special and hazardous waste and to enhance those di-
version opportunities.  

The Department of Community Services administers 
many, many unincorporated sites under our facility permits and 
under the guidance of the action plan. We continue to work to 
find those cost-effective solutions for really updating and mod-
ernizing the way we handle waste in the territory. 

As of January 1, as I mentioned before, the open burning 
of domestic waste came to an end at all of our unincorporated 
facilities operated by the Yukon government. Over the past 
year, our department has installed groundwater monitoring 
wells in a number of sites. Today, every solid-waste facility 
operated by our government has groundwater monitoring wells 
in place for the coming year. Groundwater monitoring wells are 
in place in Braeburn, Champagne, Johnson’s Crossing, Silver 
City, Upper Liard, Tagish, Carcross, Marsh Lake, Mount 
Lorne, Deep Creek, Beaver Creek, Canyon City, Destruction 
Bay, Keno City, Pelly Crossing, Ross River, and Stewart 
Crossing. Monitoring wells will also be installed in Old Crow, 
and also Horse Camp Hill and Burwash Landing. 

The department is also moving forward with installing new 
cells at facilities like Beaver Creek, Ross River, and Cham-
pagne for domestic and construction demolition materials. We 
are also working to implement better handling of hazardous 
waste to improve the overall management at a number of land-
fill sites. We have a number of waste containers. We have 
worked to improve signage that makes it more user-friendly. 
As I mentioned, we are also working to establish those com-
munity partnerships with municipal governments. 

In that regard, we are working with every community and 
the territory, and we recognize that there is a lot of work to do 
to help address those municipal challenges around the man-
agement of solid waste in the territory. Obviously, we’re very 
interested in working toward solution-oriented successes that 
are not only measured, but they are also cost effective. As I 
referenced earlier with respect to municipal landfills, we have 
had a lot of discussions with many of the municipal govern-
ments prior to the elections over the past year.  

Our government recognizes the logistical challenges asso-
ciated with adhering to permitting obligations and keeping pace 
with the rest of the country. We have chosen to work through 
the Association of Yukon Communities, as I mentioned earlier, 
through the “Our Towns, Our Future” review. We’ve been able 
to strike a number of what I would coin “successful working 
groups”, one of which was overseeing the Municipal Act re-
view; it still is. Another is the comprehensive municipal grant, 
for which we tabled legislation here. Another area of impor-
tance to municipalities is landfills. We’ve committed to work-
ing with AYC on addressing those long-standing concerns, and 
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they are long-standing concerns with respect to historic liabili-
ties associated with landfills. 

We recognize that there is work to be done and we recog-
nize that it’s a shared responsibility and that we all have to 
work together.  

As I mentioned, we have been able to assist municipal 
governments over the last while with solid-waste improve-
ments — again, by way of Building Canada funding, capital 
investments made through their own gas tax funding — made 
available through the federal government and through their 
own revenues. Of course, through this new comprehensive mu-
nicipal grant, there will be some additional room to be able to 
adhere to some of those responsibilities, obligations and chal-
lenges as well. 

We’ll continue to work with the Village of Mayo, and the 
community of Carmacks, and all municipalities in the territory 
to really come up with creative, made-in-Yukon solutions so 
that we’re able to adhere to our obligations — again, coming 
up with those cost-effective solutions to administering waste. 

I would also like to recognize the work of Community Ser-
vices. There are so many committed individuals who do such a 
diverse breadth of work in that department. It never ceases to 
amaze me.  

On almost any given day — if something comes up, I 
know it’s pretty much going to be ours because we work on so 
many different files — you know, I really think it should be 
two or three different departments. I don’t think I am going to 
have much success with the Premier on that one. I have to say, 
I have to commend each of them, and I have to also commend 
the work that has gone into “Our Towns, Our Future” review 
and establishing a template that can be replicated in so many 
different ways. It has transformed the way we work with mu-
nicipalities. It has really identified a number of key areas as we 
spoke about yesterday: 18 specific areas, and there may be 
other areas, as the Member for Riverdale South also mentioned 
yesterday. 

I want to also thank each of our community advisors. I 
have a renewed appreciation for the work they do. You know, 
when we were on the road conducting some of these discus-
sions on oil-fired appliances, I had the liberty of being accom-
panied by community advisors, and I learned first-hand some 
of the detailed work that they have really worked on over the 
years.  

I didn’t get into all the successes of our review — I ran out 
of time yesterday — but one example is the community 
development team concept really working on a pilot project in 
the community of Faro. That’s turning out to be a very 
interesting project. It’s really interdepartmental. It’s working 
on a whole host of different issues of importance to the com-
munity, but really tackling them not just within one 
department, but really exerting resources and utilizing those 
resources for a multitude of different departments. So, it is 
working phenomenally well and these community advisors 
have a very special relationship with each of our municipal 
governments. They work very effectively with them almost on 
a daily basis. It’s through that ongoing communication that we 
are able to address not all but many of the issues that are within 
those communities. I, too, would just like to thank our staff in 

would just like to thank our staff in every branch within Com-
munity Services from Solid Waste Management to Sport and 
Recreation and everything in between. It’s pretty all-
encompassing and it has been a real privilege to serve in this 
portfolio. 

The member opposite referenced furthering work with re-
spect to “Our Towns, Our Future” and talked specifically to 
peripheral areas outside of the communities. That is becoming 
and continues to be an issue of importance and an issue of con-
cern to municipalities. It’s something that we will continue to 
work on as well.  

As I mentioned before, we have worked on meeting infra-
structure needs so not only are we working with municipalities 
through the comprehensive municipal grant, which has resulted 
in additional dollars — just over a $1.4 million increase for the 
next fiscal year, which is the single largest increase in the grant 
history, which will help municipalities to address some of these 
ongoing challenges — but also having funds available, whether 
it’s a supplement for fire protection or whether it is through 
infrastructure funding; working with unincorporated communi-
ties or incorporated communities.  

I think we have gone a long way, and I think that has to be 
said. As I mentioned, in other jurisdictions in the country — 
compared to them, I think that we’ve had a very good working 
relationship with our municipal governments. To be sure, there 
will be times that we’ll agree to disagree, but for the large part, 
we have been able to leverage our dollars strategically and to 
continue to invest in roads and solid-waste improvements and 
drinking water upgrades — and the list goes on. 

We continue to work to address the ongoing challenges as-
sociated with adhering to regulatory changes — occupational 
health and safety, as we have on the structural fire part, work-
ing on solid-waste improvements, working with municipalities 
on monitoring wells, adhering to permit requirements from the 
Department of Environment. Again, it’s something that we will 
continue to work with. 

I also wanted to mention that when it comes to solid waste 
and some of the challenges that the member opposite referred 
to, one of the things I did want to say is that, on the working 
group, we have asked for, and there will be, representation 
from the Department of Environment as well.  

That’s a really critical, key component in addressing solid 
waste because there are so many shared responsibilities be-
tween the two departments on that file, as a regulator and also 
as the individual department that is working to administer all of 
those files as well. 

Last but not least — I’m just trying to find where I am at 
— the fuel storage tanks, I believe it is. Is that the issue? I do 
not have an update for the member opposite, other than through 
the Fire Marshal’s Office, and that’s why we invested in the 
Fire Marshal’s Office — to be able to keep up with the demand 
for meeting the regulations on that end. As I mentioned earlier, 
all of our fire departments respond to many incidents but when 
it comes to inspections of storage tank removals we had some 
75 — I think that was the last year, if not the year before — so 
the added capacity of the fire marshal and the deputy fire mar-
shals, has doubled the capacity to four.  
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That will give us strength in capacity to work with indi-
vidual homeowners and commercial entities to ensure that we 
meet the regulatory requirements, but work with them to adhere 
to those requirements as well. 

Mr. Tredger:     I didn’t hear an answer to my request 
for being added to a list when department personnel are having 
public meetings or information or consultation sessions in an 
MLA’s constituency; that it would be courteous and part of 
good governance to include them on a list and let them be 
aware of that. My final comment is just not so much a question, 
so that you don’t have to repeat yourself again, but land avail-
ability is still a concern and, subsequently, housing in many of 
the communities. I realize the government is doing quite a bit 
and they are trying to make up for years of no land availability 
in short order.  

I thank the minister opposite for all that is being done, but 
I just want to flag that it is still a concern in virtually every 
community that I go to. Land availability is important — it’s 
important that people are able to get land, build houses, and 
stay and make commitments to communities. Having said that, 
thank you very much and thank you to the officials again for 
coming out this afternoon. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    Thank you. I want to thank the 
member opposite for raising land development again, because 
it was one of the primary planks that this government was 
elected and re-elected on — and that was really making land 
available for all Yukoners. We do that in a number of ways: 
through mechanisms such as land development protocols; by 
way of working with our municipalities; and working within 
the communities throughout the territory on a number of differ-
ent fronts.  

As I mentioned, I think that we’ve made significant pro-
gress. Rest assured, there’s more work to be done. As I men-
tioned, since 2009, we have invested more than $100 million in 
projects that have resulted in nearly 550 new lots in subdivi-
sions in Dawson City, Haines Junction, Carmacks, Destruction 
Bay, Grizzly Valley and in Whitehorse. As I mentioned before, 
for the first time in years, we do have lots available over the 
counter for sale in the City of Whitehorse — and not just in the 
City of Whitehorse, but in other communities as well. I think 
that’s pretty exciting too, because that has not been the case 
always.  

We respect that there are processes involved in identifying 
land for development, coming up with the design and the con-
sultation and regulatory processes associated with making land 
available. So there are a number of safeguards and there are a 
number of public participatory opportunities, as well, for mak-
ing land available. But it does take time and it does take a 
measured and also reasonable approach to land, in partnership 
with other partners, and that has to be taken into consideration. 

In Whitehorse, for example, we worked hard to make land 
available. As I said, in 2009, we made lots available in White-
horse Copper and the Mount Sima subdivisions. Those were 
made available by our government — all of which have been 
sold and houses are up and running — beautiful homes, I might 
add.  

A couple of years ago, we also followed up by investing in 
the development of 133 lots in the Ingram subdivision. I have 
to say that it has worked out to be a fantastic subdivision. I 
remember going out to one of the first open houses when this 
concept of Ingram first came about — it wasn’t Ingram; it was 
a parcel nestled in between McIntyre and Arkell. At that time, 
the city planners were really trying to carve out a proposed 
concept for this new area and it was really the city’s first, I 
would say, concerted attempt to really focus on density. As you 
can imagine, that wasn’t always necessarily received with open 
arms, particularly by people living in the area.  

But now that it has come about, it has evolved and it’s a 
thriving community. It’s a thriving neighbourhood and it has a 
very unique mix of housing developments in the area. For sin-
gle individuals or retired individuals, for young families, young 
professionals, there is a real mix of lots. Part of the success 
with that whole design concept was also taken over to parts of 
Whistle Bend — again, working on that concept of higher den-
sity. We, as a government, have been working to develop 
Whistle Bend. Earlier this year, we were able to announce the 
first release by way of lottery, in collaboration with the city, the 
previous mayor of Whitehorse, and we were able to make 
available a number of great lots that are now being sold over 
the counter. As I said, this is the first time in many years. We 
continue to work with the City of Whitehorse to meet their 
overall objective to enhance that density within the municipal-
ity.  

Last year, we worked with the Village of Haines Junction. 
We delivered 27 new country residential lots. Today, we have 
about 10 of those available for sale. We’ve developed lots in 
Destruction Bay and we’ve developed lots in Grizzly Valley. 
There is a whole host of other land development planning ini-
tiatives also underway. As a result, since 2009, of those hun-
dreds of lots, a real wide range of lots has been made available, 
which is important for all Yukoners. 

This fiscal year we were pleased to announce, as part of 
our budget exercise, just over $35 million in support of land 
development in the territory. That has helped us proceed with 
releasing new industrial lots in Dawson, 52 urban residential 
lots in Haines Junction and, as I mentioned earlier, over 100 
lots in Whistle Bend subdivision. This is all good news for the 
territory. 

A portion of this year’s land development budget is going 
toward design and planning of a number of areas, including 
Whistle Bend, the residential lots in Dawson and, as I just men-
tioned, working with the City of Dawson on a land develop-
ment protocol to bring those to fruition, to identify areas of 
importance to the residents, and finding a way forward, and 
working again to identify dollars for planning in Watson Lake 
and Mayo. We’ll continue to work with the municipal govern-
ments to plan and develop those subdivisions, and that also 
includes infill lots, as prescribed by municipal governments, in 
anticipation of demand so that we are able to meet those added 
demands as a result of our economy. 

As I mentioned, we’re also paying attention to the price of 
the lots being offered and, with Whistle Bend, making lots 
available at development cost, which, in the case of Whistle 
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Bend, has resulted in lots being about 6.5 percent below market 
value — so very important to allocate the prices in such a way 
that we’re not negatively affecting existing property values as 
well. 

So, as I said, we have delivered on 550 lots in the past 
three years, and we are on par to deliver more — more than 
1,600 new lots to the market in the years ahead. It’s important 
to note that that’s not only within the City of Whitehorse, but 
also within Watson Lake, Mayo, Dawson City and many other 
areas. We continue to work with each of our communities and 
the unincorporated areas to identify areas of importance and of 
interest to the citizens of the territory.  

Seeing the time, I move that we report progress.  
Chair:   It has been moved that the Chair report pro-

gress.  
Motion agreed to  
 
Hon. Mr. Cathers:    I move that the Speaker do now 

resume the Chair.  
Chair:   It has been moved by Mr. Cathers that the 

Speaker do now resume the Chair.  
Motion agreed to 
 
Speaker resumes the Chair  

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

of the Whole? 

Chair’s report  
Ms. McLeod:     Mr. Speaker, Committee of the Whole 

has considered Bill No. 7, entitled Second Appropriation Act, 
2012-13, and directed me to report progress. 

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

Some Hon. Members:   Agreed.  
Speaker:   I declare the report carried. 
 
Hon. Mr. Cathers:    Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

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

Leader that the House do now adjourn. 
Motion agreed to 
 
Speaker:   This House stands adjourned until 1:00 p.m. 

on Monday. 
 
The House adjourned at 5:26 p.m. 

 
 
 


