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Yukon Legislative Assembly
Whitehorse, Yukon
Tuesday, November 27, 2012 — 1:00 p.m.

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

Prayers

Introduction of pages

Speaker: Before we start I'd like to ask everyone to
welcome back Sruthee Govindaraj. She is fillingaga page
today as we’'ve had a number of them off sick, unfuately.
Sruthee is from Vanier Catholic Secondary Schoal sine’ll
only be here with us until 4:15, so after that yeubn your
own for water.

Applause
DAILY ROUTINE

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

Tributes.

Introduction of visitors.
Are there any returns or documents for tabling?

TABLING RETURNS AND DOCUMENTS

Hon. Mr. Cathers: I have for tabling today a letter
from myself to the Hon. Chuck Strahl, Minister ofdlan and
Northern Affairs, dated March 31, 2009, entitled pRoposal
for Canada to partner in the creation of economigoatunities
for the Liard First Nation and the Ross River D&wuncil to
realize resource revenues and set the stage fion degotia-
tions.”

Speaker:
tabling?

Are there any reports of committees?

Petitions.

PETITIONS
Petition No. 8 — received

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, and honourable members of th
Assembly, | have had the honour to review a peijtioeing
Petition No. 8 of the First Session of thé®33egislative As-
sembly, as presented by the Member for Mayo-Tatcban
November 26, 2012.

Petition No. 8 meets the requirements as to fornthef
Standing Orders of the Yukon Legislative Assembly.

Petition No. 9 — received

Clerk:
being Petition No. 9 of the First Session of th& 88gislative
Assembly, also presented by the Member for May@fiiat on
November 26, 2012. Petition No. 9 meets the remerds as
to form of the Standing Orders of the Yukon Lediska As-
sembly.

| have also had the honour to review a petition,

Speaker:  Accordingly, | declare Petition No. 8 and Pe-
tition No. 9 read and received. Pursuant to Stap@nder 67,
the Executive Council shall provide a response toettion
which has been read and received within eightngittiays of
its presentation. The Executive Council responséetition
No. 8 and Petition No. 9, therefore, shall be pied on or
before Monday, December 10, 2012.

Are there any petitions for presentation?

Are there any bills to be introduced?

Are there any notices of motion?

NOTICES OF MOTION

Ms. Stick: Mr. Speaker, | give notice of the following
motion:

THAT this House urges the Yukon government to seppl
ment its tobacco reduction strategy by implemenémyogram
to subsidize the purchase of physician-prescribedking-
cessation drugs and other aids in order to meeblfective of
helping smokers quit and stay smoke-free.

Speaker:  Are there any other motions?
Is there a statement by a minister?
This brings us to Question Period.

QUESTION PERIOD
Question re: Peel watershed land use plan

Ms. White: The Yukon Party government has been
very vocal over the last nine months in their ofijoms to the
Final Recommended Peel Watershed Regional LandPlise
and so, too, are citizens. | saw a Facebook paktytthat is
encouraging citizens to honk their horns in suppbthe Peel.

It sounds to me like they're trying to make thedices heard.

When consultation is a legal requirement, that attagon

Are there any other returns or documents formust be meaningful and allow for a genuine intengeaand

consideration of views.

Mr. Speaker, given this government’s clear rejectibthe
Final Recommended Peel Watershed Regional LandPlise
why should any Yukoner trust that this consultatfmocess
will allow for a genuine interchange and consideratof
views?

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, why should anyone
etrust the NDP when they bring home assertions im touse
that are inconsistent with the facts? Unless thebees of the
NDP are suffering total amnesia, they should redafing the
2011 election and during the leaders forum on enwirental
issues the very strong statements that were madeebyukon
Party about our views on the commission’s recomradnalan
and our commitment to seek a final plan that ptstéoe envi-
ronment and respects all sectors of the economy.

Consistent with that, we have done as we said wadvo
we have brought forth potential modifications tlhagé within
the scope of what legally constitutes modificatibmshe plan,
and we are seeking public input on both the fisabmmended
plan and the potential modifications to it. We h&een consis-
tent in our position.

The NDP has a record in this House of attackingtizahl
consultation if they don't like — or if they're hpp with a
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certain result. In other cases, they demand monsuitation.
So they are inconsistent in their position abouttbr they
want more or less consultation, depending on whethey
personally support the outcome of the consultation.

Ms. White:
and his concept of consultation and can disparhgeside of
the House as much as he pleases, but the factnetiet due
process is not being followed. Many Yukoners bali¢e fix
is in.

For those who doubt this, all we need to do is labkow
this government has interpreted the public consSalteon the
new Residential Landlord and Tenant Adh this summer’s
consultation, many Yukoners called for legislatimnprotect
against price gouging on rents and on evicting riendrom
their homes without just cause.

The government ignored those remarks and kepteidterad
of those remarks hidden until they were pressunéal rieleas-
ing them at the last minute. Would the ministet te why
anyone should trust a Yukon Party consultation witery ap-
pear to have already made up their minds?

Hon. Mr. Cathers:
in very polarizing rhetoric in this House, ignoritite cautions
they have heard from you, Mr. Speaker, about hed¢bdte in
this Assembly. | would point out that, in fact, ihe case of
both theResidential Landlord and Tenant Acbnsultations,
and in the case of the Peel recommended plan angotiential
modifications to that plan, the government is fuld/iowing
our consultation obligations. The members know weejt that
the Yukon Party made it clear during the 2011 @ectam-
paign that we intended to propose modificationghi® com-
mission’s document, and that is exactly what wedaiag. We
are seeking public feedback on that, and we hawerialear
that we believe that the plan should be modifiednake it
more fair and balanced to everyone. What the mesntxarsis-
tently fail to represent in this House is the fiuet that plan —
or, rather, all of the potential modifications twetplan deal
with actual environmental effects by limiting th@ofprint and
putting in a range of tools to provide greater @ctibn to exist-
ing users, including big game outfitters, wildemé&surism and
First Nations, but the members don't like that faetause the
facts don’t support the NDP position.

Ms. White: I’'m sure Yukoners recall a different elec-
tion campaign. The Yukon Party likes to talk abbatance in
the Peel, but they also talk about balance in dveResidential
Landlord and Tenant Act.

Engaging with the public is one thing, but usingadta-
tion to justify predetermined outcomes is quitethea Further
proof of this was a presentation by the MinisterEsfergy,
Mines and Resources to the Geoscience Forum orP¢leé
According to the media and first-hand reports, nesghin his
presentation did the minister talk about tRa&nal Recom-
mendedPeel Watershed Regional Land Use Pladl he did
was talk about the government’s proposed new plans.

How does this blatant disregard for tfkénal Recom-
mended Peel Watershed Regional Land Use Rlzoh for the
process set out in thedmbrella Final Agreemenallow for a

genuine interchange and consideration of viewslloYakon-
ers?

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Has the NDP suffered complete
collective amnesia? During the 2011 election cagmathe

The member opposite can wrap himselfLeader of the NDP should recall sitting at a tadleéhe envi-

ronmental forum with the Premier and recall thedks they
levied on us after the Premier was very clear iticizing the
commission’s document and committing to seek al fplan
that protects the environment and respects allosecif the
economy. What we have done is consistent with wieatold
Yukoners we would do, and it is completely consisteith our
obligations under thembrella Final Agreement
I would point out to the member from the Liberaltiyain

reference to the Geoscience Forum, first of alif ihwas run
by the Chamber of Mines, not by the Yukon governm&/e
did what we were asked to do — provide a presemtain the
potential modifications — and we have been cleaualhe
fact that while we are obligated to consider gliut) including
input on the final recommended plan, that we wauidsent
modifications we felt would represent a better apph, and

Again, we see the NDP engaging that is exactly what we have done.

We're very interested in hearing Yukoners’ feedback
that, and | urge them to visit the open houses wesk, or
http://peelconsultation.cato provide their input, rather than
listening to the NDP, who consistently bring fordiar version
of events inconsistent with the facts.

Questionre: Homelessness

Ms. Stick: Now that the cold winter has arrived, |
wonder what homeless people are doing to find shelve
know there is more demand for the services of thlwafion
Army than they can handle. There has been an isergathe
number of people looking for shelter and the nundfamights
they need it. There is evidence that some peomdidng in
show caves along the clay cliffs in downtown Whitese. This
is a shocking situation and completely intolerahla territory
as rich as ours.

Can the Minister of Health and Social Servicesuslivhat
the homeless strategy is for this winter?

Hon. Mr. Graham: The Health and Social Services
department is making every effort to assist peopithout
homes. We are currently in the process of negngatiith the
Salvation Army to enhance transitional housing a¥er next
few years.

At the present time, we will be working with thel\&dion
Army to arrange housing for current social assistarcipients
and anyone else who requires assistance.

Ms. Stick: Yes, Mr. Speaker, there are homeless peo-
ple being accommodated at the Salvation Army. Talgefion
Army provides shelter to people, according to theles; how-
ever, space is limited, and both men and womenrtreyo feel-
ing safe in a room with so many others. Some areetidrom
the shelter for 24 hours if they have been caudistyrbances
— fair enough. The Salvation Army offers what incaut it is
not enough, nor does it address the need for menagnent
solutions for people who are hard to house.
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Again, Mr. Speaker, what is this government's ptan
provide more permanent housing for the people wieodfi-
cult to house this winter?

We have worked with the Kaska and the Liard Firatidh
with almost $2 million in trying to come forward thi an
agreement. Several First Nations have receivedxoess of

Hon. Mr. Graham: Mr. Speaker, perhaps the member$10 million in royalties from the Kotaneelee gasdds over the

opposite will have to clarify her position. What aee doing on
a more permanent basis for people who are hardbtsehis
working with NGOs in the territory, primarily theavation
Army at this time, to further enhance our abilityttwtransi-
tional housing for people who are hard to housthée City of
Whitehorse.
That's what we are doing at the present time, aadmil

continue those negotiations until such time as mema posi-
tion to announce some changes.

course of the life of those fields. We’ll contintee work with

all First Nations to ensure that we can move fodasard create
opportunities for all Yukoners, including the pesmf south-
east Yukon.

Mr. Silver: We believe 10 years and $2 million is a
drop in the bucket for a $100-million industry. Théeral
Party supports opening up the southeast for dexredop Eve-
rything I've heard from the Kaska says that thesoasupport
development as well, just not in the terms thatlkseimg dic-

Ms. Stick: This problem is not a new one. We've tated by this government.

heard repeatedly about the 10 years this governimebeen
in power, and now we are moving into the secondewiaf this
particular government. For years, especially eweinyter, we
are faced again and again with the plight of thendless in
Whitehorse and the lack of beds. It can’t be igdaey longer.
Apart from adults facing homelessness, we arestlting, as
well, for the announced youth shelter to open.

Can the minister please tell the House how soorcave
expect the new youth shelter to open?

Hon. Mr. Graham: | answered that question in a pre-

vious Question Period. We expect the new youthtehekhich
we will be providing in concert with the SkookunmJFriend-
ship Centre, to open in mid-December. We made #mat
nouncement some time ago, and | don’t expect thét tb
change.

Question re: Oil and Gas Act amendments

We think the way to open southeast Yukon and tatere
jobs is through negotiation, not by breaking sigagteements.
This government’s way of doing things is going tathus and
we’re going to end up in court. It's not too latedhange the
course. Just last week the government did a 186edegrn on
the issue of fracking. After insisting for monthmeat no public
discussion was required, the government changediitd last
week and agreed that yes, more discussion was thebdp-
plaud them for this.

Next week the Premier is meeting with the Kaska.aAs
show of good faith, will the government agree tohdiaw the
amendment to section 13 of t&d and Gas AQ

Hon. Mr. Pasloski: Ten years we have been working
with the Kaska to come forward with an agreemenbiband
gas in the southeast Yukon. We believe that itigdrtant that
we do treat all First Nations equally and that théto creates
inequality with the other First Nations — and wetadking

Mr. Silver: On November 1, the government broughtabout First Nations that have actually signed modky trea-

forward legislation that will strip the Kaska o§ itveto over oll
and gas development in its traditional territory.

On November 6, | brought forth a motion that urdbd
Government of Yukon to call Bill No. 49 for debatéthout
delay. Three full weeks have passed since that #anw the
government has refused to bring the bill forward debate.
Perhaps it's having second thoughts about movingvdal
with this decisive piece of legislation or perh#gsans on just
passing it on the last day of the session withowt more de-
bate.

The government has said repeatedly that the gothisf
legislation is to spur economic development in soetheast.
Today, the government’s battle with the Kaska haslenna-

tional news in thé&slobe and Mail Does the Premier think that

national media attention highlighting this govermti® inabil-
ity to get along with First Nations will bring morevestment
to the south or less?

Hon. Mr. Pasloski: We certainly concur that Yukon
resources belong to all Yukoners and we have bemnking
with the Kaska in southeast Yukon for 10 years toknout an
agreement on how we can move forward with econapjor-
tunities that affect all Yukoners, but specificaNithin the area
of southeast Yukon and opportunities for the pegplé/atson
Lake — jobs, training, business opportunities feople within
that community.

ties. So we believe firmly that we need to trehakoners the
same and we need to treat all First Nations eqtialysame.

We will continue to work with the Kaska people errhs
of looking for economic opportunity to be able tasere that
any opportunities such as oil and gas in southéakon will
be to the benefit of Liard First Nation, Kaska pleoand all
Yukoners, specifically residents of Watson Lake.

Mr. Silver: Today’s article in theéGlobe and Mail
brought this government’s fight with the Kaska tamational
business audience. It does nothing to attract tnvest in the
Yukon, and in fact, it does the exact opposités tinly through
negotiation with the Kaska that investment will geed, and
that brings us back to legislation we have on thde©Paper.

The Premier asked me a question last week. He siadtl|
quote: “In terms of economic development within thard
Basin and southeast Yukon, is the Liberal Partypsting a
veto versus treating all First Nations equally?”

The answer is yes when you don't have a land claim
place and the government has signed an MOU grattiagy
veto. | do not support ripping up signed agreemdnssipport
negotiation instead of litigation.

The Premier is meeting with the Kaska next week.aAs
show of good faith, will the government agree tohdiaw the
veto clause from th®il and Gas Acbefore this House is out?
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Hon. Mr. Cathers: I'd like to thank the Leader of the
Liberal Party for that question. | would draw theember’'s
attention to the letter | tabled as the then Marisif Energy,
Mines and Resources to the then federal Ministetndfan
Affairs and Northern Development, dated March 3102 At
that time, | wrote to the federal minister with aeg to the
agreements and discussion that had been underwthytheé
Yukon government and the Liard First Nation to opgnthat
area and to have the Liard First Nation Corporatiane oil
and gas rights to approximately 10 percent of #mal$ in the
Liard Basin. The letter specifically refers to tiierest in the
shale gas potential of the basin.

| would also point out to the member opposite thafact,
if the member would look to the October 23, 200®elefrom
the then Minister of Energy, Mines and Resource<ief
Liard McMillan, there is an indication that, as thaikon
government and the Liard First Nation previouslycdissed, if
we were unable to achieve consent under sectionep2aling
that section was our best alternative to an agreenfgain,
this is something that has been many years in skson. In
fact, more than three years ago, the Liard Firstiddawas
advised by this government that if they were tchdiiw from
the discussions, as they have done in this cadectigt
September 1, the government would consider repgakgtion

(B?Uestion re: F.H. Collins Secondary School gym

Ms. Moorcroft: The new F.H. Collins project got off
to a bad start, even before the ceremonial shatvgidnground.
Yukoners will never forget the groundbreaking cesegnand
the bold statements by Yukon Party candidatestthatd out
to be little more than a public relations exeraiseing the last
election campaign.

F.H. Collins students and their parents, staff arser
groups have expressed their frustrations to thigegonent,
particularly about the loss of their gym and thgidtical chal-
lenges of finding alternative arrangements throughbe city
during a multi-year construction period.

Now that the project has been turned over to hiow h
does the minister responsible for this project -e-Kinister of
Highways and Public Works — plan to minimize furtfoks-
ruptions to students and their parents, who willeht live and
study during this building project?

Hon. Mr. Kent: As mentioned yesterday on the floor
of the House, the F.H. Collins replacement proigan sched-
ule to be completed in time for the 2015-16 schaalr. There
were some options developed around some alternBfvand
gym activities that were planned for the time whka gym
wouldn’t be available. | went along with seniorioifls from
the Department of Education and attended the opeisehon
November 22. The school community that was theseemnts
and, especially, a number of young students, camdetaked
to me about their concerns. As a result of thoseems, we
are looking into fiscally responsible options forteanporary
gym at F.H. Collins during the construction periddain, as |
mentioned yesterday, we have increased the budgethé
school by $3.3 million. The total current projestimates are
$55.8 million and, in order to be fiscally respdisj we need

to find and look for options that deliver a tempwgratructure
within that funding envelope.

Ms. Moorcroft: Well, the minister has had an addi-
tional year for planning, but it doesn’t sound fake has been
turning the proper attention to it. When the rephaent of F.H.
Collins was first discussed 10 years ago, the gagewas es-
timated at $25 million.

After the election and the ceremonial shovels wegué
away and the plans rejigged, and with a further ydgplan-
ning, the new cost estimate came out at nearlyr§iion. We
have also heard that government anticipates tla ¢iost of a
project may vary 15 percent from an original buddeamount.
That would be an $8-million variance.

Change orders — and there are lots of change ovdea
it comes to major projects built by the Yukon Paybywernment
— also translate into added costs. I'd like to agek the Min-
ister of Highways and Public Works, if he is, irttfaresponsi-
ble for this project: what guarantees he can mhakethis pro-
ject will not go overbudget?

Hon. Mr. Kent: The departments of Education and
Highways and Public Works are working very closety this
project. | met this morning with the Minister of gtiways and
Public Works, as well as our deputies, on develpmome
options for temporary gym space. The plans haveeén al-
tered, as the member opposite alluded to, in theyiear. We
have detailed drawings and better cost estimatesrasult of
the time we have spent. We'll be engaging the sesviof a
consulting firm to manage the project for us, tefken eye on
the change orders, to make sure we guard agaiose tbost
overruns the member opposite mentions. Perhapmémber
opposite would like to consult with her colleagueto asked
for the reinstatement of the building advisory caoittee during
this construction period.

The building advisory committee came up with the de
tailed design work. They're not going to be tasketh manag-
ing the construction of this project; we’re goimgléave that to
the professional public service that is in charf§¢hat — the
Department of Highways and Public Works and thetreaior
we have engaged, or will engage, to manage thegiron our
behalf.

Ms. Moorcroft: Mr. Speaker, the Yukon Party gov-
ernment has a dubious history of sound project gemant.
Let me remind the minister of huge cost overrumsjget de-
lays and contract disputes surrounding the Whitssh@orrec-
tional Centre, the Dawson and Watson Lake hospithis
Dawson sewage treatment project and the curreal lean-
gling around construction work at Whistle Bend.

These mistakes have translated into the Yukon pudaly-
ing millions of dollars more than initially budgeteThe minis-
ter has just said that they're going to engage wting firms to
manage the project for them. Has the Minister aftidiays and
Public Works done any other improvements to projeeih-
agement that he has incorporated to ensure therrgoeat
does not repeat past practices and deliver a nelw Collins
project that is significantly overbudget?
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Hon. Mr. Kent: Mr. Speaker, | don’t know where the
member opposite comes up with the fact that the Edllins
project is significantly overbudget.

What we have before us are cost estimates for gqtro
that is $55.8 million. We won’'t know the budget iltite ten-
ders are done. | think everybody in this House kndhat
whether you are doing home renovations or whatexar,can
guess or you can put your best efforts into assgai price to
what you are going to get done, but you are natgéod know
until you get the prices from the contractors. e ot going
to know the budget for F.H. Collins until we ge¢tbrices from
the contractors. As | mentioned, we've engagedna fo do the
contract management, to look after that projectuarWe are
very excited about that change. This is a verydangject; it's
an exciting project; it's going to be a school thlitYukoners
are going to be proud of once it's completed, aetteMooking
forward to the completion of that school with afidi disrup-
tion to the students, teachers and parents ashpmssi

Question re:  FASD students

Mr. Tredger:
declared that all parts of its five-step FASD actjglan had
been implemented. The plan called for a diagnastion of
personal counselling, social work and health caofegsionals
to provide services for students with FASD, andrtfanilies,
throughout Yukon’s public schools. It has been frears since
the supposed completion of the FASD action plahthere are
still not adequate supports in schools. The governtrdoesn’t
even know the number of schoolchildren living WRASD.

There appears to be no ongoing strategy for cisizamd
students living with FASD. How will the Minister &ducation
determine how many Yukon students are living wigsb and
tell us how the government intends to fill the sas gap in
services for these students?

Hon. Mr. Graham: Under the action plan the mem-
ber opposite was speaking about, the Departmereafth and
Social Services initiated stable funding for theaFeé\lcohol

In 2007, the Yukon Party government

Hon. Mr. Graham: Some years ago, the five-step
FASD action plan was originally set out and somehef ac-
tions in the plan are ongoing. In other areas,gbeernment
has moved far beyond the original action plan. épt&mber of
2008, Yukon Justice and Justice Canada hostedi$tent-
tional conference focusing on addressing issueBASD. In
September 2010, Yukon again hosted a national sgimpoin
Whitehorse on FASD prevention, programs and supgicate-
gies.

Justice, Health and Social Services and the Edcate-
partments are working collaboratively on an ongodirgis to
determine FASD prevalence in the territory — in tioerection
population, in the school population and in theegahpopula-
tion here in the territory. So we are working tdget We're
developing local diagnostic capacity, as | mentibrpevi-
ously, and we’re improving case planning not ordy &dults
who are diagnosed with FASD, but also for childirethe edu-
cation system.

Question re:  Energy conservation programs

Ms. Hanson: Energy planning and preparing for the
future is one of the most important public polisgues facing
the Yukon. There is a looming crisis around enexggply for
future residential and industrial users alike. ukon Party’s
lack of leadership on this file has led us to thoint.

The most cost-effective tool for addressing enevegds is
conservation, also known as demand-side managerbent.
mand-side management encourages consumers tosssere
ergy through a combination of incentives and edanatThe
idea of demand-side management has been aroudddades.

Good demand-side management programs implemented
elsewhere have proven to lead to real energy savirttey free
up existing supply for new consumers without reiggircostly
new generation projects and transmission infragirac Why
has the Yukon Party government done so little tckemde-
mand-side management a reality?

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Well, once again it should come

Syndrome Society Yukon — FASSY — and among othems no surprise to anyone who follows this Houselleety that

things the No Fixed Address Outreach van througmywRiv-
ers. We have also established diagnostic teamsatieaavail-
able. Unfortunately, the diagnostic teams can antyk with
10 to 20 people per year to diagnose the FASD pgaea in
the territory, but that’s an ongoing project andwitk be bring-
ing forward more teams as time and money permit.

Mr. Tredger:
chased a useful resource calddking a Difference — Work-
ing with Students who have Fetal Alcohol Spectrusoiders
which has been made available to Yukon schoois. & com-
prehensive guide covering a wide range of subjéatduding
what FASD is, how it affects social skills, and eggrhes and
aids teachers can use to best educate these studéig re-
source is sadly underused. Teachers are not givHitient
time or training on how to implement it. As | mented in my
initial question, there is a lack of real suppanghe schools.
What systems of support and training for teachegsira place
or being developed so Yukon students living withSBPAdon't
get left behind?

The Department of Education has pur-

the Leader of the NDP is wrong.

In fact, we have done more on this file than presigov-
ernments did. If the member avails herself of reses at the
Energy Solutions Centre or on-line — programs,udiig our
Good Energy program, have done a significant amtawaard
helping people purchase appliances and other piafcequip-
ment that are more energy efficient, reduce the&r of energy
and save them money as well through providing thveth
rebates. We have also done other work includingnework
by consultants who we’ve engaged who have idedtifieten-
tial savings. Yukon Energy Corporation itself hase ongoing
work on the demand-side management area. So, gaie éhe
Leader of the NDP has her facts wrong.

Ms. Hanson: While the minister opposite likes to use
his disparaging comments, I'm afraid his statememés con-
trary to the historical record. In 2007, the Yukdbhilities
Board encouraged the government to study demamdrsah-
agement and make recommendations. In 2009, theryUkit-
ties Board directed Yukon Energy to get to workdmmand-
side management. Yet, here we are on the cuspl&, 20d all
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we have to show for it are a few pilot projects andlits with
no real action. Meanwhile, Yukon Energy is seekin@uge
increase from ratepayers.

| know the minister likes to deflect the questioithwines
about not interfering with rate applications despite fact that
the NDP has never suggested it. We have simplydashe
minister to use the tools at his disposal to malergy conser-
vation a priority.

So, Mr. Speaker, why has the Yukon Party government
power for 10 years and ultimately responsible F&r manage-
ment of Yukon Energy, failed to make demand-sideaga-
ment a priority, thereby contributing to the crigié energy
supply facing Yukoners?

Hon. Mr. Cathers:
is the tendency of the NDP — particularly theirdea— to
engage in very polarizing rhetoric in this Assembhhat,
again, is absolutely wrong. In fact, we have takgmificant
steps in this area, but ultimately the responsjbiior energy
reduction begins at home, so the member might wargtsk
herself what she is doing to reduce her energy use.

Mr. Speaker, again, what we see

(1) respond positively to the joint request by YnkBon-
servation Society and Northern Cross (Yukon) fa ¥ukon
government to work with YESAB to improve claritycand
assessment for oil and gas projects;

(2) conduct a full and rigorous scientific review any
proposed oil and gas project at each of the folhgwstages of
oil and gas development: exploration, productiod estlama-
tion; and

(3) work with the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation astihke-
holders to facilitate an informed public dialoguzoat the oll
and gas industry, including risks and benefitsyafrhulic frac-
turing, also known as “fracking”, before any redatg ap-
provals or permitting allows the use of this a¢givh Yukon.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Prior to beginning the text of my
remarks, | have to point out that the governmetanated to
call this for debate yesterday. The NDP refusededbate it.
This is the same substance as a proposed amentimagrhe
government made to an NDP motion last Wednesday dad
spite the fact that the introducer of the motidre NDP Mem-

The member’s colleague, contrary to the Leaderhef t ber for Mayo-Tatchun, spent roughly two hours spegako his
NDP’s assertion, did stand up — the Member for Mayo own motion, the NDP then filibustered the amendneerdt did

Tatchun — and call upon me to express a positiotherwork
the Yukon Utilities Board was doing currently, whiaould be
interfering with their independence. He did notetdke oppor-
tunity to apologize for it, which | provided himwould point
out to the member that some of the areas of highad high
energy consumption include residential heating,cvhis one
of the reasons why the NDP’s request for the gawennt to
continue to indefinitely fund the interim electricabate con-
tributes to people choosing to install electricalatin their
homes as a source. | don't have the figure rigttant of me
but I believe it's roughly 24 percent of the idéetl energy
reduction. The member might want to think about.tha

Speaker:
elapsed.

Notice of government private members' business
Hon. Mr. Cathers:
14.2(7), | would like to identify the items standim the name
of the government private members to be called edivésday,
November 28, 2012. They are Motion No. 313, stagdinthe
name of the Member for Watson Lake, and Motion RRG,
standing in the name of the Member for Pelly-Nisutl

Speaker:
ORDERS OF THE DAY

We will proceed to Orders of the Day.

GOVERNMENT MOTIONS
Motion No. 309

Clerk:
Hon. Mr. Cathers.

Speaker:
and Resources

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to:

The time for Question Period has now

Pursuant to Standing Order

Motion No. 309, standing in the name of the

It is moved by the Minister of Energy, Mines

not want to discuss the government’s proposal —
Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order

Speaker:  The Member for Riverdale South, on a point
of order.
Ms. Stick: Standing Order 19(b)(i), “A member shall

be called to order by the Speaker if that membealsp to mat-
ters other than the question under discussion.” feenber
opposite said he was going to speak to this mo#ton, that's
what we would like to hear, rather than his disparg remarks
about yesterday’s business.

Speaker: The Minister of Energy, Mines and Re-
sources, on the point of order.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: | was referencing the text of this
motion and the history of the text of this motisn, | believe it
was relevant to the debate.

Speaker’s ruling

Speaker: It is difficult for the Chair to know where the
debate is going until the member actually procetuotther.
There have been references to the previous motidnas both
motions are very similar in nature, I'll allow but I'll ask the
member to please move on to the actual debatendt ha

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Yes, Mr. Speaker, we had pro-
posed — and if you'll forgive me for saying it besa | be-
lieve it's very relevant to what we had initiallygposed on
Wednesday of last week during opposition privatenipers’
day — to amend an NDP motion to have governmeninkzg
working with Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation and stdladers to
facilitate an informed public dialogue about thé and gas
industry, including risks and benefits of hydraufiacturing,
also known as “fracking”, before any regulatory awals or
permitting allows the use of this activity in thekon.
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The only area in the Yukon where there is curreoiflyand
gas exploration ongoing is in north Yukon. The \uint
Gwitchin First Nation is very much involved in thésea. Re-
cently the Yukon government and the Vuntut GwitcRirst
Nation collaborated and developed a joint decislonument
on the application by Northern Cross (Yukon), whigkent
through YESAB, to drill exploration wells. We beliee —
rather than, as the NDP had suggested governmenwidoh
was simply go it alone and begin consulting on ¢hestters
— that the first step would be to sit down with ‘un
Gwitchin First Nation — as they are the most inwealvand
affected First Nation — and involve other stakekodd includ-
ing the Conservation Society and Northern Cross o—tatk
about what would be the best way to begin a puitogue on
the oil and gas industry.

We need to ensure that there is clarity aroundatsess-
ment of oil and gas projects, clarity in determgnimhen addi-
tional assessments would be required and at whédes, and
that the public dialogue about the oil and gas stiguincludes,
but is not limited to, the risks and benefits ofltgulic fractur-
ing. We recognize that this has been a topic ofatielin a
number of areas of the country. There has also belen of
work done by other jurisdictions, and a lot of effand money
has been invested in reviewing their experiences wiese
techniques.

We do have to point out that the NDP has a praafce
seeming to see things as having either a red diggteen light.
They seem to think that if government doesn’t deckamora-
torium on something, somehow that automatically msethat
that activity will be allowed, which is not the easThat is not
in keeping with modern environmental assessmentpainahit-
ting processes for oil and gas, or any other resoactivities.

| would point out, as | have before, from the goweent’s
perspective, that not declaring a moratorium onetbing cer-
tainly does not mean an activity will necessarity d&llowed.
What it does is put it to the stage where, if apliaation were
received for such an activity, that activity andittiproposed
project would be considered by YESAB and by govesnm
regulatory processes on the basis of the scieresepted and
on the basis of public input received during thekseg-views-
and-information stages of the YESAB process.

The reason the government has continued to persist
bringing this motion forward is that we believe ttten in-
formed public dialogue would begin by sitting dowith Vun-
tut Gwitchin First Nation and other stakeholderdati about
how to best set up that dialogue and what woulthbealved in
that, including risks and benefits of hydraulicclaing, but
also including other matters. That would be an appate
place to start. The extent to which Vuntut Gwitchiould be
involved depends on their interest in being invdlie that, but
we would extend that invitation to them to talkue about it,
and to begin by having those conversations at the about
what would best make up the development of a puitilbgue
on this.

What this motion entails is urging the governmemtre-
spond positively to the joint request by Yukon Gamsation
Society and Northern Cross (Yukon) for the Yukorveyo-

ment to work with Yukon Environmental and Socio+ecmic
Assessment Board to improve clarity around assassaieil
and gas projects.

As the Leader of the Liberal Party noted positiviig
other day, he thanked the government for what wasdht
forward and called it a step forward when we haoppsed
amendments to the NDP motion.

We have also in the motion outlined committing tinc
ducting a full and scientific review of any propdsal and gas
project at each of the following stages of oil aya develop-
ment: exploration, production and reclamation —c#ijmlly
with regard to the clarity around assessment ofil gas pro-
jects.

As I've noted before in the House, we have heagdrty
from both Yukon Conservation Society and Northenmoss
that they think the process needs to work bettdrthat there is
lack of clarity around it. We recognize and ackrexge that
there is a need for better clarity both within goweent and
within YESAB and in terms of what is presentedhe public
around defining what oil and gas activities requadgitional
assessments through the YESAA process. That woeldde
such future potential activities that a company may have
decided to do, but may potentially consider becawse |
pointed out to this Assembly in the past, the isido by
Northern Cross (Yukon) of hydraulic fracturing imetr appli-
cation this summer was done at the request of YESAB

YESAB had told them that, if they thought they ntighier
want to do it, they needed to put it in as parthefproposal. As
we’ve heard jointly from both the Yukon Conservati®ociety
and Northern Cross, if there’s clarity around tkegges of oil
and gas development, whether it's exploration, petion or
reclamation, then that matter would have been defit is now,
to a future assessment if the company were evdectae that
they might wish to do so. They have indicated tteyot plan
to do that, but they could potentially decide tostnat some
point in future years. As I've indicated in the Assbly before,
we have given the assurance to Vuntut Gwitchint Fation,
as they requested that, should we ever receivepplication
for the use of hydraulic fracturing in their tradital territory,
we would consult with Vuntut Gwitchin First Nati@nd con-
sider their input prior to issuing any permit.

As the Premier noted in the press release we sgntes-
terday, we know that many Yukoners are interestambjective
and open public discussions about oil and gas dpwent,
including the technique of hydraulic fracturing. \Welieve the
appropriate place to begin is by working with theintut
Gwitchin First Nation and stakeholders in particuteecause
the only area of the Yukon where oil and gas extion is
currently underway is in north Yukon.

The Yukon government has worked collaborativelyhwit
the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation to issue a joineaision
document on Northern Cross (Yukon)'s recent progggilica-
tion. As | noted, it is disappointing that the NPReviously
chose to vote against holding an immediate debatihie mo-
tion when we attempted to call it yesterday, rathen taking
the step to begin moving forward with these impatrt@iscus-
sions. It's disappointing that the NDP appear velgsed to
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considering any options on how to further publicerstanding
and dialogue in the oil and gas industry, unlessehoptions
happen to be presented by their own party — andoafse
their approach basically comes down to: just say no

The NDP consistently — and not simply on this fehas
had a tendency to request moratoriums on this, tor@ians on
that, and really the idea that resource assessamehtipplica-
tion assessment comes down to yes or no, ratheragsessing
proposed applications on their science, is reallaatiquated
dinosaur-like approach to resource project assagsme

I am hopeful that we’'ll see the NDP take a différpaosi-
tion on this. Today | would again point out thatthe past
when we suggested this approach, the NDP were \afithm
opposed to initiating a public dialogue by begimnimith talk-
ing to Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation, as we had prepd doing.
We saw then the next day they appeared to relahthame a
change of heart and then yesterday, we saw thektbabeir
original approach of opposing our government’s pgijion of
starting out by talking to Vuntut Gwitchin First tian and
other stakeholders about how to best set up arititdee an
informed public dialogue about the oil and gas stdy rather
than the NDP’s approach of just having the govemtng® it
alone.

| hope the NDP will forgive me for speculating tlitatioes
seem to the government that perhaps the hearteoNDP’s
objection to government involving others to talloabhow to
set up this public dialogue is that it's easiertfog NDP to take
partisan shots at the government than if otherettelkers and
the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation are part of thevdlpment
of this public dialogue. It's an easy and commattitafor the
NDP to simply disagree with everything and to cheutigeir
own position, as we saw earlier this week — somegiriree
times in Question Period on the same subject. & thse, |
believe it was the topic of education.

The few other things that | would note just in terof the
potential for oil and gas development and its impat other
elements of the Yukon energy sector is, in facgt thcan
elaborate on something | mentioned earlier aboet ube of
electricity by the residential sector of the ecoyand the use
of space heating. With the projected growth of comstion in
the electrical sector, space heating is expectezbmoprise 24
percent of electrical consumption, while domestat water
heating is expected to comprise 13 percent. Sdanatee con-
nection to this in this case is the fact that ieaarthat have ac-
cess to locally produced oil and gas projects #fimrnatives,
including liquefied natural gas or home heating,faee other
potential sources, although not as green and aactie in
terms of an end outcome. | point out that, in féfcglectrical
consumption is requiring the burning of diesel faethe burn-
ing of natural gas to provide that electrical canption that, in
some cases, it may be a better approach to prakimmeheat
source directly through liquefied natural gas omkoheating
fuel, rather than to burn it and produce electyicit

So those are the main points | had, in terms aigimg
forward this motion here today. We really thinkttis impor-
tant that the Yukon look to our opportunities. Wergvconsis-
tent. In the election campaign, we talked aboutpibtential for

oil and gas development in north Yukon and in seash
Yukon. As | have pointed out before, we had talabdut those
areas, and that is, in fact, a big part of why whenreceived
the unexpected application this year for oil and gghts in the
Whitehorse Trough, we indicated from the outset thanain
issue of consideration would be what public opiniwas on
that, because we had not talked about the Whitehimsugh in
the 2011 general election.

Again, | can't help but point out that the NDP cistently
throughout that process stood up and insisted adackd
government had already made up its mind and thest kinew
the government had already decided and was pus$bimgrd
with what they referred to as government plansdeetbp the
Whitehorse Trough, when they had ample opportutttype
made aware of the fact that such statements wesslgrinac-
curate.

Really, that type of contribution by the NDP to |dgue
around the oil and gas potential for Yukon is realbt helpful
ultimately to the public, regardless of the topicwhether it's
a topic of hydraulic fracturing, whether it's a topf other
practices in the oil and gas industry, whetherriglated to po-
tential in usages in the Yukon of locally develogedl locally
extracted energy resources. All of those thingshatéenefited
by an NDP that prefers to attack, rather than tefolly reflect
the facts and bring forward sound input, optiond aanstruc-
tive input into public dialogue.

Again, that is why we have brought this motion fard/
here today. We are hopeful that all members witlpgut it and
that we will see the opportunity for the Legislatixssembly to
have supported the government’s proposal of beginaipub-
lic dialogue by first engaging others, including thirst Nation
that currently has oil and gas activity in its ftechal territory
and has active wells and active drilling takingcela

Another statement | would like to emphasize — a® I’
said in the past — and is important to emphasiziaésgov-
ernment’s position and the direction we have giteenfficials.
When it comes to activities, including oil and gkevelopment,
until and unless we are fully confident that ad¢t®s can be
responsibly regulated, and we are fully confiddrdtthuman
health and safety and the environment can be fuibected,
no permits, licences or authorization should badds

I'd like to also note that within project reviewshich is a
specific element of this motion before us, the psgh that
there is a full and scientific review on any progpd®il and gas
project at each of the following stages of oil ayja$ develop-
ment — exploration, production and reclamation —aigey
element.

While scientific reviews already occur through Y eSAB
process, this section of the motion really relatethe need for
government to work with the Yukon Environmental &utio-
economic Assessment Board to better define whesethtages
occur and to be able to understand, both interneilllygin gov-
ernment and within YESAB, where these lines appl¢ ® be
able to clearly explain that to the public and iose who re-
view a project in order to comment on it.

People will have a clearer understanding of whay thre
commenting on and what they are being asked to &aknd
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what is being proposed and what additional processight
apply, should a proponent wish to seek other didssi They
would then understand that that potential actiistyot part of
this proposal. If it were to become part of a fatyroposal,
they would know what the public consultation precesound
that would look like.

When it comes to practices like multi-stage hydrafrhc-
turing, which use large amounts of water, one thimat we
recognize was not clearly explained by YESAB or Yh&on
government to those who expressed an interest irthbim
Cross’ application this summer — 2012-0140 — isfdwt that
any activity requiring large amounts of water iscawiatically
subject to the requirement to receive a water tieewhich
comes through the process under the jurisdictiothefWater
Board, so is subject to yet another stage of liognand per-
mitting.

| would point out that nobody is currently propagito do
hydraulic fracturing in the Yukon. As | briefly mxenced ear-
lier, as members will see if they read the letteattl tabled
today from myself to the then Minister of IndiandaNorthern
Affairs for Canada, Chuck Strahl, dated March 3002 the
shale gas potential in southeast Yukon has beaecret to the
Liard First Nation and certainly has been knowndltlythree
levels of government — by the Kaska First Natioy the fed-
eral government and by the Yukon government — aasl
been specifically referenced in correspondence ggdiack
from years ago, including that letter that | sigiedk in 2009.

| will say again, because it seems to be sometthiagthe
NDP has trouble understanding and I'm hoping wépetition
they will get the point: considering something ddesnean
that it will automatically be allowed. Not declagim morato-
rium on something certainly does not mean thatraatically
that activity will be allowed. They seem to seastan either
yes or no, red light or green light situation. Agaas I've said
before, that is neither consistent with the goventis position
nor modern environmental assessment and permifihog-
esses. Setting a standard that is focused primanilyhe out-
come — that being to ensure protection of the emvirent and
protection of human health and safety — if thah&sfirst point
in the scientific assessment of any proposal aagtbposal is
judged against that standard, that is a more éffeatay, in
our view, of protecting the environment and humaalth and
safety than simply on the basis of what someone heaxe
Googled and seen from a YouTube video that may haen
done by a professional entity or by someone inr thasement
in God only knows where and it be a very unrelisgmarce of
information. Really focusing on scientific reviewdaon scien-
tific processes that review projects on the babiheir merits
rather than on the basis of fears and innuendbeisapproach
that government and the Official Opposition and ff&rd
Party should, in our view, be looking at.

As I've referenced before, there are specific &iggin the
Yukon Environmental Socio-economic Assessmernthattall
under the YESAB process which clearly defines wapplica-
tions need to be reviewed. Part of what this moisgoroposing
to do is simply to better define where those linpply and to
be able to better explain that both internally emdthers.

h

With that, | have two closing comments | would maike
terms of the benefits of oil and gas developmenpatential
benefits. What we have seen directly to YukontMiations in
terms of royalties received from the two wells e tKota-
neelee region alone is in excess of $10.46 millkakon’s oil
and gas revenues have also been significant diateime. We
have consistently talked about how we believe Yuken
sources belong to all Yukon citizens.

We believe that when it comes to matters, includdilg
and gas development, it's important to provide peopith
easy access and information about scientific ps®Ese$o focus
on the facts of the matter.

Another example of this is the approach we've takéh
the current consultation on the Peel recommendaad ghd the
potential modifications we have proposed — as wd sz
would in the 2011 election. We have provided a viaetgrac-
tive website that provides a lot of information geople. We
have provided one of the longest consultation perithat the

Yukon government has held on any matter — some four

months in total, plus an additional month of Fikgtion con-
sultation.

We are really trying to provide citizens with tfaets and
the technical information, so that they can makerdormed
decision, because certainly we have seen condisteritether
it be on the Peel or on oil and gas, anyone whoem#ke grave
mistake of listening to the NDP for their infornmatiwill have
a very badly warped view of the facts.

Mr. Tredger: I'm not quite sure where to begin. |
heard a lot about the NDP and what the ministerosip@
thinks of them. | was a little disappointed that weuld enter
into a discussion on consultation by ridiculingjs&ing” and
denigrating one of the partners to that consultatio

As | recall during the last election, all partieade a firm
commitment to the Yukon people to elevate the |e¥elebate,
to work together, to come up with ideas togethed & work
for the people of the Yukon.

When the NDP comes up with a good idea, it's hgldasi
not being able to oppose some or parts of a questian idea.
All answers are not simple. It's not acceptablevtok on one
polar opposite or the other. In order to accompéismething,
we need to work in the grey areas. We need to dmmmon
ground.

Yesterday, | heard a member opposite go on at engt
about all the things in the budget that the NDPoged, mak-
ing the assumption that because we didn't beliavihé entire
budget we opposed everything in it. Yesterday,d the oppor-
tunity to talk about thdResidential Landlord and Tenant Act.
My party and | were accused of many things arotadl t

I was doing what | said | would in the electiorwas stat-
ing what we publicly stated in the election, andttis that we
would support good ideas when they were presentée.
would hold this government accountable. We woulddforth
common sense, valuable contributions to the argtnaed we
would oppose things we felt were not in the intecdsYukon
people. We will continue to do that.
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Earlier this day, | was told that the Yukon Partgswery
clear on its position on the Peel prior to the &bec I’'m not
sure who they were being clear to, but | know tiatSeptem-
ber 19 — a short time before the election — CBC Blewr
ported that the Yukon Party refused to say whetrenot it
supported the Peel commission’s final recommendad for
the region.

The plan released in July recommended that 80 peafe
the region be protected from development. Firstidsat and
other groups want to know where the Yukon Partydda

The minister’s answer to that was that they hafinished
that process and they had to be able to follovhibugh. He
chided other political parties for taking a stanide.then went
on to say that there is still one round of congidia and as
time goes on there are more and more questionghargs that
are being raised about this and so we need tohgetgh the
final part of the process. Otherwise what we'reirsgyas a
government is: You know what? Consultations don&am
anything because we've already made up our minid aghat
we’re going to do.

The Liberals, the NDP and the Green Party all bay't
accept the commission’s final plan if elected. Ttwr affected
First Nations have also said they are preparedhtiorse the
plan, even though it protects less than the 10@emtrof the
region they were asking for. I'm not sure how thimister or
the Premier reconciles that with what he said thigning or
what he has said many times over the last few dayand he
seems to increasingly be going on that speakirg lin

I’m not sure who he was being clear to: it waso’'thie Na
Cho Nyak Dun because they released a statemeritysher
fore the election saying that the Liberal Partymrfs the final
recommended plan; the NDP supports the final recentad
plan; the Yukon Party has no position. My questiito were
they talking to when they were being so clear? dékes one
wonder who was privy to these inner thoughts, chatons
and workings when the Yukon Party was being sarclea

In speaking to this motion, | am concerned — anwilll
oppose it. | am concerned that what it proposes lvel very
divisive for Yukoners. The meaning of consultatisnwhen
people come together. We saw an effective versiomthat
when the Minister of Education was speaking to pizrat F.H.
Collins last Thursday. It began as an informatiesssn but
the minister, to his credit, opened it up to a d&siton period
and |, the parents and the students who were taere.H.
Collins thank him for that. When he answered thestjons
and entertained the ideas, a number of good tréagse from
that and | was pleased to hear the minister statidgy that
he’s considering some of them. Had the originahfatr been
followed, we would have missed that opportunity.

The law provides for consultation between persarsod-
ies, or persons and bodies. The consultation maishd&aning-
ful and allow for genuine interchange and consiti@naof
views. That seems to be common sense. What isdim f
consulting someone — and even more, of requiripgraon to
consult someone else — unless that consultatitm i mean-
ingful?

To consult is not merely to present or tell. Cotetidn in-
volves the statement of a proposal not yet fullgided upon,
listening to what others have to say, considefivgyy responses
and then deciding what will be done.

My concern when | see a motion like this is aftavihg
seen — and | hesitate — the information sessionratahe
Peel that is going on at the Gold Rush Inn — amauld en-
courage people to attend that and see if it méeis ideas of
consultation and express their views. But my camaghen |
hear that and | think about it is that I'm not sthat the Yukon
Party government understands the meaning of catsurt

When | see this motion, many of the things | sa&t iveek
apply. It's divisive. | know that the First Natioimsmy territory
— the Na Cho Nyék Dun, the Selkirk First Nation dhd Lit-
tle Salmon Carmacks First Nation — and the comnesiin
my area — the communities of Mayo, Pelly Crossiatgwart
Crossing, Keno and Carmacks — all have an opinioout
fracking. They want to be informed; they want toitreolved.
There are many First Nations throughout the tagritgho want
to be involved: Dawson City and TTH; Watson Lake&sR
River.

What we saw — before | go there, | do want to comme
on one of the things that the minister oppositd.gdde said that
they chose the Vuntut Gwitchin to speak to becdbsee was
no other proposed oil and gas development in thieoluWe
just had an extensive consultation on the Whitehdnough
and we know that in a few short years that disomssiill have
to be had again. We know by the minister's own agdion that
there has been extensive interest expressed irsdhtheast
Yukon area. In fact today he revealed that he heghlialking
about it since 2009. So there are proposals onathle; there
have been discussions; there are thoughts goiradpout it and
industry is interested in the Yukon — all of thekRéa, not one
part.

So, to begin with, consultation is about buildimmpsensus.
It's about informing people, getting the informatiout on the
table and having an honest back-and-forth dialogie.not
about hiding off and having a little bit about thittle part or
that little part.

The second thing that | noticed this has taken ftom
member’'s amendment to my motion last week is afgreace
to fracking.

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order

Speaker: The Minister of Energy, Mines and Re-
sources, on a point of order.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: | think the member may be debat-
ing a different motion than we have in front ofhecause Mo-
tion No. 309 specifically includes in clause 3 —

Speaker’s ruling
Speaker:
tween members.

There is no point of order. It's a dispute be-

Mr. Tredger: My apologies. Clause 3 does refer to
hydraulic fracturing. | was referring to clause Bexe the rig-
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orous and scientific review of any proposed oil gad project,
including fracking, was in the one last week.

My point is that fracking is of paramount interéstall
Yukoners. We are on the cusp of having to make somjer
decisions that will have a huge effect on our tifessand our
territory for many, many years to come.

Fracking is fundamentally different from traditidngas
extraction methods and has only reached this lefzebphisti-
cation in the last decade. The scope of it — thewarhof wa-
ter required — far exceeds anything even imagiineal dr six
years ago. One only needs to look at northeastdin ® see
the effects that it has had on the area. One oedyl®1to go to
Google Maps and Google that area to see the anodwautiv-
ity that has happened in the last 10 years. Ong egds to
drive through Fort Nelson to see the effects thaas had on
the community. It is a growing, bustling communibyt there
are concerns being raised and being raised evea byocom-
munity members.

Health impact studies have been done in the dneaygh-
out Canada and indeed throughout the world. Vilgualevery
jurisdiction, every health impact assessment daigswould be
done far better if it were done in advance of ppening.

The consultation should begin now. The sharingea,r
scientifically proven, peer-reviewed data shouldjibenow.
Once again, this government doesn’t have a plais.i$ta one-
off. This is about one project, a single proponargingle tradi-
tional territory and a single First Nation.

Fracking will affect each and every one of us. Eheill
be some benefits and there will be some seriousndits to
it. All Yukoners deserve the opportunity to pariie in that
discussion.

When | speak of fracking, as | mentioned last welkre
are a number of areas that we need to considerprEuaution-
ary principle is first and foremost. Before we eritgo it, the
onus is on the government and the proponent ointhestry to
prove that there are not detrimental effects. Wedn® know
through careful study and sharing of informatiome thuman
health impacts related to gas extraction and pri@umethod;
emergency events such as well-blowout and pipdireaks;
chemicals used in drilling and well stimulation Ha@ues;
chemicals in drilling waste, and the related issafesn-site and
off-site waste management; air quality issues; sfpartation
and disposal activities; land reclamation actigitiegeneral
quality of life; climate change; earthquakes causgéracking;
impacts on water — surface and ground water; waater and
drilling mud; fracking fluids and their often setrehemical
mixes; and, of course, the environmental impaoduding the
effects on fish, wildlife and habitat. That's quadist. Yet we
have so little data. We don't have the baselina gat.

The potential for oil and gas development, asd,saxists
in the Whitehorse Trough and impacts the tradifideitories
of several First Nations: Kwanlin Dun First Natiofa'an
Kwéach’'an Council, Carcross-Tagish First Nation, tlkit
Salmon Carmacks First Nation, Selkirk First Nati@ham-
pagne and Aishihik First Nations and Teslin TlinGibuncil.
The potential for oil and gas development and firaglexists in
the Liard Basin, and this impacts the traditioratitories of
the Liard First Nation and Ross River Dena Couricikould
ask that the member opposite not unfairly singlete Vuntut
Gwitchin government and people. This affects alkdtu First
Nation governments and all Yukon peoples.

Furthermore, how will this affect our agreements ae-
sponsibilities under thembrella Final Agreemerdand the duty
to consult with all First Nations? Let us not péghtly over
our obligations and promises that we as a goverhrhawe
made to First Nations — promises given to them ktipe
openly, in the spirit of negotiation and in the ridpof land
claims. Let's honour that spirit, and let's workthviall bodies
involved to develop something for the Yukon.

The Council of Yukon First Nations recently saidyvé
will not be divided.” They were speaking in suppoftthe
Liard First Nation and the Ross River Dena Couaeér their
concerns of the removal of section 13 from Ok and Gas
Act Has the Council of Yukon First Nations been cdtesion
this motion that cuts them out and looks to the tdun
Gwitchin?

Relationships are already strained between thé IRaton
governments and the Yukon Party government. We need
tread carefully.

The member’s current motion, clause 2, soundssigeak-
ing points for a YESAB review. There should be esvs at
each of the following stages: at exploration, peigun and
reclamation. We agree with this. It should be séaddoroce-
dure. However, we do think, and we will supportiuh and
rigorous scientific review of the practice of hydlia fractur-
ing. The member's motion admits this. There is gnificant
body of peer-reviewed research that details theativegy im-
pacts. | mentioned some of them. They include megaifects
on water, on the land, on the air and on us. Thidytof re-
search has not been refuted, and it's growing eaxchevery
day. The precautionary principle tells us thatahes is on the
industry side to prove that it is safe. This motiweeds to ad-
dress the public’s call and the good public pofiogition for a
full and rigorous scientific review of the practioé hydraulic
fracturing.

I mentioned relationships with First Nations. Pg@dhahis
government is in damage control. Perhaps this iatesmpt to
reach out to some First Nations, but they're makimg same

How can this government — how can we as Yukoners —mistakes. Yukon First Nations stand strong andttage

make an informed decision if we don’t know how muecter
is available for fracking? Do we have ten millicaligns? Do
we have twenty million gallons? Do we have thirtyllion
gallons to take out of our system? We don’t knovhai\effect
will climate change have on our hydrology systefisig is our
water that is being used. Fracking is a discuskioall parts of
the Yukon.

This government is repealing laws that have beesealgto
by the Yukon government, Yukon First Nations anel @oun-
cil of Yukon First Nations. They have known forem\a year,
despite assertions to the contrary in this Housat industry
has plans for fracking in the Yukon. They have aedethe
Kaska so that there are threats of road blockadeéditigation
over and above the withdrawal of the Kaska from tide.
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Yukon First Nation governments, investment brokpest land
claims negotiators, lawyers, industry players, ménand the
public have all questioned why this government seemintent
on picking a fight over oil and gas in the terntor

Last week they all but agreed to a moratorium acking
in all but name. They offered a public consultatncess but
have limited its scope to just one area and onpgurent. Now,
rather than debate their legislation or their budtieey are us-
ing an entire afternoon of government businessyt@nd de-
fend themselves by debating this poor attempt ating off
disaster. But most importantly, one only needse® the level
of heightened attack they daily launch against K@ and
myself in an effort to divert attention.

Speaker’s ruling

Speaker: The rulings | have given in the past have
been to deal with a point of order that had beeudgint for-
ward or to make it clear that the rules were nabdpéollowed.
They were also intended as a caution and warniral tmem-
bers as to where the line was being drawn. Therdaeti this
sitting of the Legislature has changed from whereas in the
past. The members have changed it, not I. | haviataiaed
what has been established by members on both siddwe
House.

As | cautioned yesterday, there have been a nurober
times when members have been pushing the linghbgithave
established. Personalizing debate and imputing awmed mo-

This is a concern to many Yukoners. Just last week tives are unacceptable from either side. This leeslvaised in

brought a petition from over 1,800 people askingbéocon-
sulted. When | walk downtown, people say it's intpat that
we are consulted; we are concerned. We have rexjiuest the
industry — and hats off to Northern Cross for magkihat re-
quest — we need clarity and we need a consultgtiooess.
We have requests from non-governmental organizatierand
hats off to the Yukon Conservation Society forigyito wake
up this government. They are taking a risk; they@mncerned
that their words will be taken and distorted an@rded and
used for political gain. They don’t want to be avpa Yukon-

ers don’t want to be pawns. This isn't a game —mave, we
live, we exist in the Yukon because of the land;ause of the
water, because of the people in the territory, beeaf who we
are, because we love to live, we enjoy each otherwant to
work together, we want to grow together and we wariiuild

the Yukon together. We don’'t want to be divided. dn't

want to be set one against another.

An issue like fracking can be looked at in two wadysan
be a challenge for us to work and live togethecah be a chal-
lenge for us to discuss, to learn and grow togetBemwe can
use it to divide us. We can use it for politicairgar to hurl
accusations, half-truths and inventive insults ¢ another. |
think we can do better. | think that open and hbressulta-
tion — | know the member opposite is concerned aficand
is a little bit afraid of open consultation.

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker:
a point of order.
Hon. Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, for the member to
accuse any member of this House of being afraiopeh con-
sultation certainly seems to be contrary to theiaggion of
this House and the rulings you have given that memhbre to
treat each other as honourable. While he did netifp the
member to whom he was referring, | think that ic@strary to

your rulings.

Speaker:  Member for Riverdale South, on the point of
order.

Ms. Stick: Mr. Speaker, on the point of order, you've

been very clear in your rulings. | don’t think weed to keep
referring back to them. You've spoken to them dra/tare the
final word on it. For the member opposite to keemding
them up just seems irresponsible.

points of order since day one, and we have estedlihis.

The Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources saadl ttie
member did not point out a particular member diyediut it
was fairly clear from his reference. Was he impiythat there
was a motive? | don't believe he was actually inmythat
there was a direct motive that the member was ridihgvto
have an open dialogue, but he was implying thatethveas
probably a reluctance to have an open dialoguRisimpinion.
This has been building for awhile, in particular this subject
and on a few others.

It is very difficult for the Chair to continuallyave to re-
mind the members of the same rulings that | hawgite day
after day and week after week. I'm getting tiredtpf’'m sure
the members are all getting tired of it.

| caution members to be very careful about how they
choose their words, in particular when it comesntputing a
motive through an action or inaction by a groupeither side
and, in particular, be very cautious about whay tbay in re-
gard to members on either side. Whatever membegrsnsgy
come back to them, and the Chair may allow it tppea to
both sides. In this particular case, | would sar¢his no point
of order, but members are all on notice that I'rttigg tired of
it.

Mr. Tredger: I will withdraw my comment about
fear. | was referring to situations that the mentygposite de-
scribed whereby people were afraid to —

Speaker:  Move on, please.

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, on

Mr. Tredger: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

During Question Period today, the Premier said that
government wants to treat all Yukoners the samevearts to
treat all First Nations the same, but this motiondgs people.
It doesn'’t give every citizen a voice, and it doestlow all
students to speak from their hearts and to be wedblin a
Yukon-wide assessment process.

Having said that, | think | made my point. | am cemed
about the direction in which this motion is leadirgy Members
of my riding are concerned. The people | speakrto an-
cerned. This is an opportunity — an opportunitgtow. Let's
take hold of it and move forward together. Thank.yo
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Hon. Mr. Dixon:
am, of course, very interested in, not only as Mieister of
Environment and Minister of Economic Development an
member of this House, but as a Yukoner and as sometho
is interested in seeing the Yukon thrive and dol,wwit only
economically, but in terms of our environment adl.we

What's very obvious is that I'm not the only one awis
passionate about this issue. | can tell very ¢fefasdm the re-
marks from members in this House that it is andasthat pro-
vokes a certain degree of passion and energy, adld sim-
ply say that | think we are compelled by the folldso elected
us to either harness our passion and use it fostaative de-
bate or to quell it and let reason prevail becautienk —
based on a lot of the comments that I've heardtiqudatrly
from the Member for Mayo-Tatchun — that perhapssjuasis
getting the best of him and some of the issues ahatbeing
discussed today need to be reconsidered.

Of course, what we’re talking about today in thistion is
facilitating an informed public dialogue about thié and gas
industry in Yukon and | think — again, based onumber of
the comments | heard from the Member for Mayo-Taitch—
that's exactly what he wants as well. | would emege him to
reconsider the motion and give it due consideratitren he
decides whether or not to support it or vote adains

As | said, this is something I'm passionate abautvall,
and | will do my best to maintain reason and lagany guides
in this discussion.

There are a number of things | wanted to touch ith k-
gard to this motion as | rise to support it. ldiseéd very care-
fully to the Member for Mayo-Tatchun’s comments abthis,
and | simply don’t have the time to — issue by &sstep by
step — respond to each of his comments, so | woother
trying. I will just move on to some of the materiavanted to
discuss today.

But before | do that, | did have to say that | vgad to
hear him say that he supported the second aspé#dsahotion
and, as | said, | think he supports, in concep,tttird part as
well, and | see no reason why he would not supfratfirst
section. | do expect if he gives the motion a thgio re-read
and some calm consideration, | think he will apecwhere
the government is coming from with this motion amly it's
the proper step forward for this House and forgbeernment.

The oil and gas industry is an interesting one. dthe that
has received a lot of attention in this House anthé media to
date. In particular, the practice of extractioratetl to hydrau-
lic stimulation, or “fracking”, as we have comeuse the term,
is one that is particularly interesting to a loffalks in the terri-
tory and around the country. Of course, it's a pescthat has
been fairly well-used over the years. Thé 2@ntury has been
certainly dominated by the use of fracking, patady
throughout North America and the United States, imatre
recently coming north into Canada as well. It's stimng, like
any process or method, that is refined and workeodwer the
years.

We have certainly seen a significant shift in {hésticular
industry and this particular practice over the gedihe changes
to the process have been in both type and scopehay have

This is an issue and a topic that | really gained a lot of prevalence as a result aferemethods

and newer iterations of that process that have calboeit as a
result of significant scientific and technologi@lvancement,
particularly driven by the United States, as thayehproceeded
in what some in the media refer to as the “gas lutom”,
which sees natural gas become an increasingly it@popiece
of the North American and American energy systeimats
something I'll talk about in a moment.

With that growth and use of the process and usthatf
technology, there has been an increasing amoudiatdgue
around it, and that has filtered right to the tégh® American
political system.

As recently as this year, the President of the ddhitates
has made a number of comments about this procesatzut
the natural gas industry in the United States. €hmsmments
have been fairly overwhelming in their support afttb the
natural gas industry and the process of fractuneusition, or
fracking or hydrofracking — the terms tend to chang

| would like to, if I could, quote President Bara®kama,
from his State of the Union address earlier thisry@&hat was
delivered in — | believe it was on January 24, 2042 says,
and | quote: “The development of natural gas witate jobs
and power trucks and factories that are cleaner ciregper,
proving that we don’t have to choose between ouirenment
and our economy. And by the way, it was public aesle dol-
lars, over the course of 30 years, that helpedidpu@e tech-
nologies to extract all this natural gas out oflshack - re-
minding us that government support is critical elping busi-
nesses get new energy ideas off the gréusd what we see
here is the recognition from the President thatgagernment
— his administration — has supported the develogroéthe
technology and ultimately the creation of the tedbgy that
we have been talking about for a significant portad today’s
discussion.

He goes on to say that — and again | quote: “Weshav
supply of natural gas that can last America neafl9 years
and my administration will take every possible actto safely
develop this energy. Experts believe that this support more
than 600,000 jobs by the end of the decade. Andréquiring
all companies that drill for gas on public landsdisclose the
chemicals they use. Because America will develdp te-
source without putting the health and safety of citizens at
risk.”

| think what you see here from the President’s cemis
in the State of the Union address is that he medainly be-
lieves that the natural gas industry and the etitna®f natural
gas from shale rock can be done safely and carohe dith
respect for the health and safety of American @itz That's
something that | take a fair amount of interedtécause, as we
know, the President of the United States is advisgdjuite
literally some of the best scientific minds in therld.

For him to come out in a very public address like State
of the Union and provide such unequivocal supgortne, is
telling.

Moving on though, | think the motivation behind the
President’s speaking notes here relate primarilgh® econ-
omy. His motivation, as far as | can tell, relat@energy inde-
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pendence for the United States, creating jobs awtldping
the economy. He uses an example of research ahddiegy
that can spur innovation and create new energysidé#ile
those are very valid arguments for him to make &kba
United States, | think they're equally as valid tbe Yukon.
The economic benefits of the creation of a natgea industry
and the increase of usage of local natural gasodrnahd gas
resources has a number of very clear economic ien€he
first is obviously the creation of jobs and theeadsification of
our economy. Certainly we've always had a lot afcdssion in
this House about the need to diversify away froming and
tourism, which are mainstay pillars of our econoirtiink this
offers something more. As well, there is the pagrfor job
creation.

As we have talked about today, we know that theodpp
nities in the northern Yukon and in southeast Yu&om proba-
bly the most likely. | am sure the MLA for Watsomake will
agree with me that the southeast Yukon will celyabrenefit
from the creation of jobs in that area.

A second economic benefit is that currently any eyowe
spend on hydrocarbons in the territory immediafldws out
of the Yukon, so the significant number of doll#liat Yukon-
ers spend on heating fuel, on gasoline for thehioles, or
other hydrocarbons, is, at this point, money tlaips/ flows
south or perhaps west and north to Alaska. Theitainly
that aspect of it as well. We see it across thetspa when we
talk about the need for Yukoners to recognize thpartance
of purchasing and consuming local goods. | thinthie case it
is relevant to say that it's like encouraging peoj buy local
produce. The economic logic behind that is equadlyith the
natural gas and oil and gas resources in the Yukon.

| think, Mr. Speaker, it is important to recognibat there
aren’t just economic benefits to the developmemiaifiral gas
in the territory. There are, of course, | thinkyvieonmental
issues that can be considered as well.

The first one that comes to my mind is the develepinof
local oil and gas resources in the territory kethygsimpact of
our consumption and the means of accessing hydrocarat
the front of our minds. When we look around theitery and
see oil and gas being developed, it very much oetes in the
minds of Yukoners that there are impacts when ihe® to
developing natural resources like oil and gas. Wednto con-
sider those impacts when we make decisions abautau+
sumption.

As it stands right now, the impacts of oil and gasl our
usage of oil and gas in the territory are compyetdported.
We don’t look around the territory and see the iotpaf oil
and gas development quite yet. In some casestHikeKota-
neelee, we can make that claim, but because thaedl south,
| don’t think it's relevant. | think keeping the pact of oil and
gas development at the front of our minds when va&eardeci-
sions about consumption is important.

The next point | wanted to make is about the impeascit
relates to climate change and the need for govantsrecross
the country and across the globe to reduce, t@tbatest ex-
tent possible, our emissions of greenhouse gases.

When the President spoke about natural gas, | thiwkas
a little before some of the most recent data hasecout on the
impact of the so-called “gas revolution” in the téni States.
Both the U.S. Energy Information Administration atte In-
ternational Energy Agency have put out reportsiexattis year
which indicated some very interesting developmentshe
energy systems of the United States. The primayeighat |
want to point out is that for the first time in tdgy, natural gas
has met with coal as a fuel for energy generafidns is re-
markable because coal has always been the highesiei
United States and natural gas obviously has bdéerea sec-
ond or third fiddle to coal. So having a fuel likatural gas
displace coal has had a profound effect on bottettezgy sys-
tems in terms of a cost-benefit and a cost disonssiut also in
terms of the greenhouse gas emissions that have about as
a result of energy production in the United States.

I'd like to quote the chief economist of the Intational
Energy Agency, whose name | won't try to pronourioean
article from theFinancial Timesdated May 23, 2012: “This is
a success story based on a combination of polidytachnol-
ogy — policy driving greater efficiency and techogy making
shale gas production viable.”

Of course, his comments are in relation to the fhet
shale gas has transformed the U.S. energy landsdgpsurg-
ing production pushing gas prices down to 10-yearsl and
heralding what they refer to as an “industrial issance”.

What's clear there is that the development of thchnol-
ogy has resulted in a significant increase in thedpction of
natural gas in the United States and thus a remuati the use
of coal. This is important not only for the fachttit has driven
energy prices down in the United States, but bexdusas had
a profound effect as well on the greenhouse gassionis of
that country.

I'll go back to someone much smarter than | am —e@n
pert in the field of energy.

I would mention Dr. David Victor, an energy expé&am
the University of California, San Diego who is getin the
MIT Technology Revievin an article called “King Natural
Gas” by David Rotman. | will quote Dr. Victor: “..hé United
States is saving about 400 million metric tons arfbon emis-
sions annually in the recent switch to natural fyasn coal.
That's roughly twice as much progress as the Ewopénion
has made in complying with the Kyoto Protocol thgbyolicy
efforts.”

So what we see here, Mr. Speaker, is a clear rieduict
the overall amount of greenhouse gas emissionsrasudt of
the switch from coal to natural gas. That's nogiee natural
gas an absolute free ride here. | think there ditegte discus-
sion that needs to be held about the impact ofsthiéch to
natural gas. Of course there are some who wouldeathat
natural gas can act as a transition fuel to, hdlyefa renew-
able future for energy. There are, of course, same say that
the switch to natural gas is simply the switch & gnother
fossil fuel, which ultimately is unsustainable otlee very long
term as a result of climate change and the neexittgate the
growth of greenhouse gas emissions in the world.
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| think that is a legitimate discussion that netbe had,
and | think it is one that is being referenced lirs tmotion.
When the motion says that it intends to facilitateinformed
public dialogue about the oil and gas industryjudimng risks
and benefits of hydraulic fracturing, also known“fracking”,
before any regulatory approvals or permitting akiaive use of
that activity in the territory, those discussioms antirely rele-
vant for us to talk about. We know there are cimgjés with
natural gas when it comes to greenhouse gas emésaiwd the
fact it's primarily methane-based fuel, that inesd has been
guilty, certainly with pipelines, of difficult-to-emasure fugitive
emissions. We know that fracturing itself also lasole in
greenhouse gas emissions.

Those are the kinds of lifecycle costs we needottsider
and we need to weigh them against the continuelityred
importing all our fossil fuels from Outside. | dor@ven know
where all the hydrocarbons in our territory cormanrfr | know
that some come from the North Slope in Alaska,rafimed in
North Pole and come by truck through the Memberkfian-
dike’s riding into Yukon. | know that some comerfrAlberta
and elsewhere.

Mr. Silver: I will be brief. | will be supporting this
motion today. | hope that we don’t spend the ertag debat-
ing it. There are a number of other things thatskeuld be
debating, including the budget and thet to Amend the Oil
and Gas ActThe government, of course, can use its spot
Wednesday's rotation to debate these motions, ramalyi hum-
ble opinion, we shouldn’t be cutting into our tinket should
be used for debating the budget.

With regard to the Yukon Party’s attempt to forbis tinto
the agenda yesterday, that is something that Idajuite sur-
prising and | do not support this method.

Debating this issue has not been a priority of gusern-
ment for a complete year in office. Delaying thecdission of
the motion for 24 hours — because a motion musteappn
the Order Paper for 24 hours before a minister @ahthat
motion for debate — certainly did not make any mdiféer-
ence than delaying it another 24 hours until tomoets private
members’ day would have. Nonetheless, it is upd&drate and
so debate it we will.

All the motion says, when it boils down, is thaé thov-
ernment should do their job. The government waglaatiat

Those are the kinds of considerations we need ke ta footed with the degree of opposition to the isstifaxking in

when we make decisions about not only the directren-
mental impacts of natural gas and oil and gas etirain the
territory, but the broader impacts when they retatelimate
change and greenhouse gas emissions

We know that natural gas is better for fuel comimumnst
than diesel when we consider the grams of greerhgas per
unit of measurement. We committed in our YukGfimate

the Yukon. It seemed unhappy with the traction that NDP
has generated by continuing to raise this issuensasdlooking
for a way to take back the agenda. This motiofhégovern-
ment’'s way of taking control of that agenda. ThemJ@n the
other hand, won a great victory last week. The guwent has
been saying for a year that there is no problerh Wecking
and that no action on the part of the governmers rgguired.

Change Action Plarprogress report to reduce the emissionLast week it changed its mind and agreed to entfag@ublic

intensity of on-grade diesel power generation bygaftent by
2020. We know natural gas offers a cleaner burfired than
diesel and that we can make a significant impaabun own
territorial greenhouse gas emissions by switchinghfdiesel to
natural gas. If we can use locally produced natgaal, all the
better, for all of the reasons | have indicatedatod

Now this isn't a new issue of fracking in this dission of
natural gas as an important component of the ecgnbdon’t
have time to go into the studies in New Brunswhakt, | would
note that both of those studies did extensive wbdth from
the chief medical officer of that province, as wedl the LaPi-
erre report which has been referenced in this Hhesere. |
would note that both of those reports fall way stodrindicat-
ing that a moratorium is necessary.

When pushed on the issue by the media, Dr. Cldehgy,
chief medical officer who did this report for NewuBswick,
explicitly said that the need for moratorium wastkiere in
New Brunswick. | think those are telling aspects.

Seeing that my time has elapsed, I'll conclude ayirgy
that this is a good motion. Having a public diale@bout these
issues is important, and | hope that some of thiemad that |
have discussed today will find its way into thabjiu discus-
sion.

If we go piece by piece through the motion, wetbagit's
a good motion, and | look forward to hearing supgiam all
members.

for the first time. There is now a de facto moratar on frack-
ing in the Yukon until these public discussions eoenplete.
The NDP didn't get everything that they wanted botmy
view, they got quite a bit — so much for the Yukearty never
taking advice from the NDP on oil and gas issuesfoliu-
nately, the NDP doesn’t accept the compromise hlaat been
laid before them.

With respect to the motion itself, and clause 1.cae sup-
port it. For the first time, the government has remkledged
problems with our current regulatory regime andirdssto
improve it. This is a positive step forward. ltsgmething that
should have been done in the first place.

The second clause, in my view, is a bit redundartasi-
cally says the government should regulate the mil gas in-
dustry. That is a great idea.

| do have one concern about the final clause, hat it
that this is limiting the motion only to the Vunt@witchin.
This should be expanded to include all First Natgmvern-
ments; however, | can live with the wording in thistion be-
fore us. We will see where this public discussieeadis.

This motion says the government should do its johill
be supporting it. Let's get on with debating thelpet and the
legislation before us. Thank you.

Mr. Elias:
today on the floor of the Assembly. At the firstpoptunity that
| have to speak, | need to correct the record, $freaker, be-

on

It's a pleasure to rise to debate the motion
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cause | misspoke the other day in the House. Ithwasght to
my attention by the Hon. Member for Mayo-Tatchumowdid
mention chapter 14 in tHémbrella Final Agreemerdnd | said
that nobody had in this House. | apologize for thathe mem-
ber and to his constituents.

First of all | want to congratulate the Minister Bhergy,
Mines and Resources for bringing this good ideavéod. |
congratulate the minister. | think business in thrsitory needs
to be done in this fashion more often, and it hesnbdone this
way before. | can name several protected areasrittieoritory
where a First Nation government and public govemme
worked together to consult the public. This is sotnething
new.

For industry, non-government organizations,
governing First Nation, a public government andoart that
operates in our territory, working together to sodvproblem in
the best interests of the citizens should be doag mvore of-
ten. This is the right way to go. The engagemerslloYukon-
ers to have a public discussion addresses a mthatnl put
forward on the floor of the Assembly this sittiryfew weeks
ago, and that’s good.

In terms of the third point of the motion, | don&ad any-
where in this motion where it says that any indist] any non-
government organization, any other First Nationl i ex-
cluded from this process. While being well awar¢hef Vuntut
Gwitchin First Nation but never speaking on theshalf, | rec-
ognize that if they are going to participate witlpablic gov-
ernment to engage Yukoners, they are going to derit com-
prehensively.

| have no quarrels whatsoever with the Vuntut Ghitc
First Nation helping to steer this process throwtiat could be
characterized as “troubled waters”. | went on pubdicord the
other day explaining some of the historical fadi®w north
Yukon and I'm not going to reiterate those todayhaw/| do
recognize is that the Vuntut Gwitchin First Natioas a signed,
constitutionally protected final agreement landroléhat they
agreed to abide by and have responsibility anddiction over
in partnership with the territorial government ahe federal
government and the boards and committees therédiay'vie
got the only approved land use plan; they've getdkperience
of working with the oil and gas industry and haigned im-
pact and benefit agreements that are recognizeer utiee
Yukon Oil and Gas Act

They have some valuable experiences that couldeptav
be very valuable to the rest of the territory’szahs. | expect
that to happen during this public dialogue — thapdfully this
motion gets passed and occurs.

In addition to this, the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nati has an
active oil and gas drilling program going right noas we
speak, in their traditional territory. So | donhdw — or I'm
not aware of any other jurisdiction in our territdhat has all
of those things occurring at the same time. So ktothis as a
positive way of looking at things and doing thirigsa good
way, like | said the other day.

I'll use the land-based experiential education prog—
the history of the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation $taring their
work with the broader community to not only helpr aarri-

tory’s citizens, not only our Canadian citizenst bur citizens
around the world — take examples that work in etingayour
children and use them. This is no different.

Again, | think that when it comes to certainty aalgout
maximizing the responsibility and authorities i tAnd claims
agreement, this is an excellent example of doimg), thf work-
ing together to deal with a very complex and imaoftissue
that could affect the day-to-day lives of our @tz in the fu-
ture. | think that one of the most powerful linegle motion is
in clause 3, where it says, “work with the Vuntutvi€@hin
First Nation and stakeholders” — which is a big &ver “to
facilitate an informed public dialogue about thé and gas
industry, including risks and benefits of hydraufiacturing,

a selfalso known as “fracking”, before any regulatory @gyals or

permitting allows the use of this activity in Yukdihat is a
very strong statement that has not been said byesponsible
government in this territory until today — that I'aware of. So
this is a pretty important motion we are debatwdgty.

Again, | congratulate the Minister of Energy, Minasd
Resources on taking this approach. I’'m going tosdéng for
this motion and | hope in the future it will seketexample of
how we can properly conduct business here in thétcey.
This could have ramifications for business, touri@monomic
development, for the environment, et cetera, whersee — as
| said before — industry, non-government organtratj First
Nation governments, public governments and our dsoand
committees in the territory working together tovsoan issue.

The public formulating the best possible opinidmsytcan,
and then engaging in the decision-making processgsjng to
be a good thing. This is a very serious and comigexe that is
before us today. | want to thank all the member® \whoke
prior to me.

When we look back on our discussions and delibarati
here, Yukoners are going to appreciate the fulénof this
motion to its fullest because there is a lot akesta- or could
be a lot at stake here. | think this is the begigni support this
motion. | am aware of many situations of public gament —
whether it be federal or territorial — working withFirst Na-
tion government to consult the general public. Thaye done
it many times. They have sat at the table and addckthe
public. This is nothing new. It should be the whings should
be done, actually.

Il conclude my comments just by saying that | pag
this motion. | think that, in the paramount intéreSour terri-
tory, I look forward to it passing the Assembly &yd

Ms. Hanson:
rise to speak to this motion. As expressed by tknbkr for
Mayo-Tatchun, and as the NDP expressed last wethk ne
spect to the same motion, there are some aspettiss ahotion
that we endorse and support.

We’'re talking about a fundamental public policyusshere
with respect to the development of the oil and igdsistry in
this territory — an industry we believe should beveloped
like all resource extraction industries in thisritery — re-
sponsibly and, to the best of our abilities asdieqors, taking

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to be able to
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in all the aspects and all the information befoeejump on any
one bandwagon and any approach.

There are some fundamental pieces there, so & svtiole
issue of the public policy with respect to an aspEcthe oil
and gas industry elsewhere in Canada not so fatiped in the
Yukon — that we know of, anyway — and that is thsuie of
hydraulic fracturing, or fracking. It's our viewsahe New
Democratic Party, that that is a fundamental potltscussion
that needs to be held with all Yukoners.

We have the policy issue with respect to frackiaggd
once you have made that decision, it leads to gons about
what kind of regulatory framework you place arouhdnd
then how the environmental assessment processdd apjply
there.

So | just have a couple of comments with respecettain
aspects of this, because we do believe, as weldeirsall of
our conversations, that where there’s a good ide&] like to
build on that good idea. So | will be bringing famd some
amendments — some constructive positive amendments
this motion that | think will address the issuehofv we ensure
that all Yukon First Nations, Yukon citizens andksholders
are involved in that fundamental discussion abdig tssue
around ensuring that we have a complete understgrafithe
risks and benefits of hydraulic fracturing before develop
any regulatory approvals, as the motion currenibe&s to.

But | wanted to also speak to some of the othereisshat
have been raised here, because the members opp@&itespo-
ken quite a bit about — and | mentioned this laseky and my
colleague from Mayo-Tatchun has applauded both Héont
Cross and the Yukon Conservation Society for rgidihis
issue with the Yukon government. But | think itimportant
that we make sure that when we use the voicesharatthat
we accurately reflect what they have said. So tbhkovi Con-
servation Society’s website makes it very clear ré 8Hm ac-
tually quoting, Mr. Speaker.

Yukon First Nation is or will be affected by oil digas explo-
ration and development in their traditional temigs.

They said further that it is important for Vuntutvgchin
First Nation to be involved, but the Kaska and mathers are,
or will be, equally affected by oil and gas develmmt. They
also said that the Yukon Conservation Society amdthérn
Cross (Yukon) asked for clear YESAB triggers fdramd gas
activities. The Yukon Conservation Society also liexpy
asked for fracking of any type or on any scaledaa@lirigger for
YESAB assessment. | think that that was partiallyatvthe
Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources was tryongapture
in that motion. But there is another aspect of thagion, and it
is the notion that we achieve a solid groundinghis industry
by effectively hiving off a particular area — inighcase the
north Yukon — and effectively making that a tedtpi That
may or may not inform what is going on elsewhere.

We should be aware — and I'm sure that the memiyers
posite are aware because they do their researetelhs— |
ground this on my own personal experience of frieadd col-
leagues who are ranchers in southern Alberta. Tdhege to
ranch in an area that is in the Porcupine Hills; & beautiful
area — beautiful scenically — and it's also a gneatching
area. It was until quite recently a protected ard then the
provincial government decided that they would opgnthe
area to coal-bed methane. Now this was somethiag rém
contrary to previous policies of the province thdts consis-
tent with the process that has been going on iredbsince
2006 when the Energy Resources Conservation Beduidh is
the provincial agency, decided to enter into aesewith indus-
try — the Canadian Association of Petroleum Prodsiae
CAPP, which is Canada’s oil and gas entrepren¢hass what
they call themselves — to form thisww.synergyalberta.ca
Effectively what they've done is divide the Provenaf Alberta
into 25 different communities. They spend a lottiofe and
energy and money working to develop these projents get-

The Yukon Conservation Society asked for a fiveryeating the community to buy into test areas wherey/théalk

moratorium on fracking and on oil and gas developia

traditional territories where there are no land pises in place
to allow for public consultation and clarifying ¥ESAB trig-

gers for oil and gas developments. In their viewfiva-year

moratorium on fracking would also create time forclaser
examination of the impacts of fracking worldwiddjieh could
help form a Yukon decision.

They are really asking legislators to take seripuisk is-
sues associated with fracking. They are not sugge#tat we
jump on the bandwagon of President Obama. Thegayiag,
“We're the legislators for this territory. We're ntaking our
directions from the American government. We take ditec-
tion from the Yukon people, and we govern basedvbat’s
best for Yukoners for Yukon land and resourcescam’t say
that strongly enough. | don't take my directionrfr@any other
leader anywhere.

The Yukon Conservation Society also says on theib-w
site that they make clear that the Yukon ConsesaaBociety
is asking for a legitimate public consultation ahamd gas and
specifically fracking, which includes all First Nats, as every

about what might be best practices in the area:’lfWalk
about the effects of health, socio-economic, emvirental and
infrastructure issues prior to signing cooperatigeeements to
agree to regulations or to allow fracking in yotga”

The experience of many Albertans over the lasysa¢s is
that, while these community members are engagingestty
and in good faith with members of their communityith
members of the provincial government and with indusepre-
sentatives to create best practices that woulceproheir lands
and citizens and their environment, they're gettingense that
they're engaged and this is meaning something, Wiet are
finding is that, while they're holding their meeaggand talking
about those sensitive ecosystems that are neatemrdo them,
where they talking about the department that theynkso well
because it's in their neighbourhood, their pastarals, their
wildlands, their special areas, the provincial gaweent has
proceeded to allow those lands to be drilled obéofracked
without their consultation and then they live withe conse-
guences.

| think it's very important that we not be naivéheloil and
gas industry worldwide is a giant. The Yukon goveemt
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pales in comparison to the strengths that will lmught to bear
on this territory. We see it at the edge of thisitery in the
southeast Yukon — the huge, huge amount of activift's
going on there.

The Yukon NDP very strongly believes that thereais
important discussion that needs to be had beforepem up
our land and our resources. | echo the Premiettatts about
this land and these resources belonging to all Yieka That's
a fundamental policy, a fundamental value, thatsiare. The
land and resources of the Yukon belong to all Ywkerbefore
they belong to anybody else, and we have a rigthitaarespon-
sibility to make sure that as we develop them weebtg them
responsibly and we develop them in response to cmd-
pletely cognizant of all aspects of the implicaticof that de-
velopment, and that we develop the framework fgulating
the exploitation of those resources that is not ahbughtful
but it’s in line with best practices and that wédinke what those
best practices are.

We are not looking to industry to define for ughiis terri-
tory what best practices are; we need to know tHzglieve we
have an opportunity here, as | echo the Membenviamtut
Gwitchin, to really make a positive statement hecework
together as legislators, to respond positivel\hdxpress con
cerns not only of Northern Cross (Yukon), not otdyYukon
Conservation Society, but to thousands — it is imothe thou-
sands — of Yukoners who want to ensure that as eveldp
our resource extraction industries, we do it ineaponsible
way. We have expressed that concern by saying,s'ltake a
pause to make sure that we have the legislativeregudatory
environmental assessment framework in place thihtewsure
that the decisions we make today will stand the aéshe fu-
ture for the future generations.

Amendment proposed

Ms. Hanson: With respect, | would move that Motion
No. 309 be amended by:

(1) adding the words “of the practice of hydradtiactur-
ing, also known as ‘fracking’, and” between the @r‘re-
view” and “of” in clause (2); and

(2) deleting the words “work with the Vuntut Gwitoh
First Nation and stakeholders to facilitate an iinfed public
dialogue” and replacing them with “work with all Xon First
Nation governments, stakeholders and citizens towdect a
comprehensive public consultation” in clause (3).

So the full amended text would be:

THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to:

(1) respond positively to the joint request by thekon
Conservation Society and Northern Cross (Yukon) tloe
Yukon government to work with the Yukon Environmarand
Socio-Economic Assessment Board to improve claiyund
assessment for oil and gas projects;

(2) conduct a full and rigorous scientific review the
practice of hydraulic fracturing, also known asatking”, and
of any proposed oil and gas project at each offélewing
stages of oil and gas development: explorationdyction and
reclamation; and

(3) work with all Yukon First Nation governmentsdan
stakeholders to conduct a comprehensive public ultat®n
about the oil and gas industry, including risks deemefits of
hydraulic fracturing, also known as “fracking”, beé¢ any
regulatory approvals or permitting allow the usahi$ activity
in Yukon.

Mr. Speaker, that is the proposed amendment.

Speaker: The proposed amendment is in order. I'll
read it into the record, so just give me a secdslin small
print, so | need my glasses to make it bigger.

It has been moved by the Leader of the Official @gion

THAT Motion No. 309 be amended by:

(1) adding the words “of the practice of hydrautiactur-
ing, also known as ‘fracking’, and” between the dsrre-
view” and “of” in clause (2); and

(2) deleting the words “work with the Vuntut Gwitoh
First Nation and stakeholders to facilitate an infed public
dialogue” and replacing them with “work with all Xon First
Nations governments, stakeholders and citizensotauct a
comprehensive public consultation” in clause (3).

Leader of the Official Opposition, you have sevenutes
and 11 seconds.

Ms. Hanson: | won't speak long on this. What I've
said up until this point is | just want to reitexdhat, as the Of-
ficial Opposition — as we said last week — we se&imthat
is positive in the initiatives by the representasiof the Yukon
Conservation Society and Northern Cross in the tlaat they
felt compelled to bring this issue to the attentidnhe Chief of
the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation and the Premidr.speaks
volumes to the importance of bringing this very ortpnt issue
of how or if, perhaps — we don’t know that, busiteally up
for that full discussion that hasn’t occurred tdeda- the prac-
tice of hydraulic fracturing or fracking will be dessed in this
territory.

I've heard speakers from the government side reterail-
ready that there has been an awareness of theshiershale
gas in this territory for a number of years. Se itbt as though
this is not a known issue. To date there hasn'nlegy en-
gagement with the public on this as a fundamenialip pol-
icy discussion. So here’s an opportunity for udadwo things.
One is to work with Yukon First Nation governmemtso, as
we all know, are parties and partners in governnretttis ter-
ritory through the provisions of their First Natidinal agree-
ments, and who have express provisions in thoseeagnts
that we cannot ignore.

We've heard reference already to the importancehap-
ter 14 with respect to water. There are amazingeangdower-
ing provisions in that chapter and the other chraptethe First
Nation final agreements that we could seize andenthis pol-
icy in this territory the most effective, but weedkto engage
with all Yukon First Nations as government, withizens, civil
society and with stakeholder groups to conduct mprehen-
sive public consultation.

To limit it simply to an informed public dialogugriores
the fact that we have a constitutionally mandatieliyation: a
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duty to consult both with those First Nations whavé com-
pleted First Nation final agreements and a comma@nduty to
consult with those First Nations who have not.

The word “consultation” is very important herehHs sig-
nificance beyond just semantics.

The aspect in terms of when we talk about the wevie
process and the regulatory regime — it's revievilmgpractice
of hydraulic fracturing, adding that into when ve®k at being
clear about what the implications are from expiorathrough
to production through to reclamation, because tlaeeeimpli-
cations at all stages of those with respect toptastice.

| would urge members of this Legislative Assembly,re-
sponsible legislators, to approach this with annopend and
open heart, that we put this on the table. Thisisnded to
engage all Yukoners to respect the fundamentalseofmotion
that was put forward by the Minister of Energy, Esnand
Resources, but to elaborate on it so that it isenelusive and
that it does directly address the issue of hydcafudicturing at
each of the proposed stages that it might be imdit when
we talk about oil and gas development in this teryi

So with that, Mr. Speaker, | would commend this adie
ment to members of this Legislative Assembly arallyedo
hope that they will look deep within themselves angport it.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: It's a bit hard to keep track of the
NDP’s position on this. First of all, we began tliscussions
before this House on motions related to public uis@ons of
hydraulic fracturing, with a motion brought forwakd; the
member of the NDP. Government then brought forvardo-
tion, and we now see an amendment from the NDPtirying
to figure out what the NDP’s position is. It's a ahuharder
trick to pull off; it's much harder to develop thasight to fig-
ure out where they are on this situation.

I’'m genuinely trying to understand whether the Leradf
the NDP is misunderstanding the facts pertaininipitoor why
is she making certain statements that she has?

inform public dialogue on these issues, which cdelad to
changes in regulations following that.

But as a starting point, while the Yukon has hastuas-
sions and consultations and development of oilgaglregula-
tions in the past, at previous times, there hasieluding when
the NDP were the ones doing the consultation — gdvhbnot
been as much public interest in the topic as weelsmen re-
cently, and a starting point on this is not necdlysavhether
change is even being made regarding any spectictipe, but
talking about what is involved in the industry kiag about the
experiences of other jurisdictions, and we belithat starting
by talking to the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation — whis the
only First Nation with recent experience around lesgiion
and development and the only one, as noted by #raér for
Vuntut Gwitchin, that has current exploration goimg within
their traditional territory.

To engage in a process, as the NDP has proposdtey— t
first proposed that government go out alone andimatlve
any First Nations. Now they want government to Imgoall
First Nation governments before even getting to stegye of
doing public consultation. Either the NDP doesniderstand
the processes and the amount of time that goveratoen
government relationships involve, or the NDP hasegbrom
the extreme of wanting government to do somethmmédi-
ately without involving anyone to having governmesgek
concurrence from all 14 First Nations prior to heyany pub-
lic dialogue. It's really quite the flip-flop in &@NDP position,
where they went from last week wanting governmentbégin
consultation without involving anyone. They werdn@mently
opposed to the amendment government brought forwdsd,

I am compelled to remind the members that both_teler of
the NDP and the NDP House Leader specifically urged
ernment to bring this forward as a motion. Therieatoday
the Member for Mayo-Tatchun of the NDP attacked Nteam-
ber for Riverdale South and said with regard toahmndment
that | had proposed on Wednesday, “It's a motiobglieve,

The government will be opposing the amendment prothat the member opposite should bring forward & lttouse at
posed by the NDP because the change barely evemsmalanother time as a totally separate motion.”

grammatical sense in the case they have suggesteehding
the proposed amendment to clause (2) as | believweould

read — “conduct a full and scientific review of theactice of
hydraulic fracturing, also known as ‘fracking’, anflany pro-
posed oil and gas project in each of the followstages of oil
and gas development: exploration, production aothneation”

— really confuses the whole purpose of that clausgech was
about clarifying the assessment process and lmettemunicat-
ing it and getting that into a more general revigwa practice
that, thanks to legislation the NDP brought inaleady al-
lowed under Yukon legislation. For them to sugdhbst it's a
case of opening up the regulations to permit it gous require
an official consultation process, the members daunderstand
or are choosing to not reflect their understandinthink the

Member for Vuntut Gwitchin and the Leader of theberial

Party understood what is intended and that is goaernment
has proposed to begin by talking to the Vuntut Ghiit First
Nation and other stakeholders about how to bederfasnd

We did that yesterday; the NDP opposed talking alitou
and today we've seen an amendment that is a coengihetnge
to the NDP’s position on how to do this. It seem$é some-
thing that would lead to a lot of front-end disdoss that
would better be informed by a First Nation that had recent
experience with this and the Yukon government hgvim
opening conversation about what's involved in aforimed
public dialogue — how does it best get set up ftect the
science and provide open opportunity for Yukonzeitis and
for all First Nations to become involved in the gersation; to
become well-informed on practices in the industoyhave a
fact-based rather than a fear-based discussiont abeueco-
nomic benefits around oil and gas development; laowd to
responsibly manage that.

With that, in the interest of time, I'll wrap up nmgmarks,
but the government cannot support the NDP’s lgdesition on
this topic, any more than we could their previoasipons, and
we’ll be voting against the proposed amendment.
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Ms. White:
that these amendments strengthen Motion No. 30§ht&n
hundred people signed a petition tabled in the dadast week.
These 1,800 people have fears regarding the peaadicthe oil
and gas industry. Fear is not a weakness; feaotigishonour-
able. Admitting to our fears is a strength and ragKor help to
understand our fears is a powerful action.

Many more Yukoners than just the 1,800 who sigrnésl t
petition want a chance to learn more and to spbaltahe oil
and gas industry. They want to help shape its éuituthe terri-
tory; they want to be involved in the discussidmeyt want to
be confident that the practices of the oil andigdsstry in the
territory will be safe; and they want to know tlitawill be safe
for our water, safe for our environment, safe far wildlife
and safe for all who live here. Consultation is entiran telling
or presenting. Consultation involves the statenoéat proposal
not yet decided upon; listening to what others haveay; con-
sidering their responses and then deciding whatbeildone. |
believe the three people sitting in the galleryaypdieserve to
have that opportunity — to be consulted and to Ispdaut the
oil and gas industry.

In speaking to the amendment, | believethe Yukon government to work with all Yukon Firstafibn

governments and stakeholders. | fail to understaod the
government could be opposed to that.

Oil and gas development would affect all citizerighe
Yukon and would affect all First Nations of the Yuk This
government is focusing on a single project, a siqybponent,
a single traditional territory and a single Firsatdn. The ac-
tual reality is that what is affected is more thame project,
more than one proponent, and not just one tradititerritory
and not just one Yukon First Nation.

To paraphrase something that Vandana Shiva recently
said, the veneration in which indigenous peopldd Hte earth
is an impediment to what has become the dominantiwaew
of capitalism and globalization economies that de@gtrivilege
on corporations over the value of the lands, theemgaand of
all life forms — of peoples, of plants, of animalad fish. |
think that we have a lot to learn from the approtct indige-
nous peoples take, including Yukon First Natiorteet — and
who are often called primitive for the beliefs thhey hold.
Yukon First Nations elders have spoken about tredrie re-
spect our land and our waters, and many Yukon eessdare

The Premier spoke today about treating all Yukonerspeaking out and actively campaigning not just &pan on

equally; he spoke to treating all First Nations atyu With
these amendments we will be doing just that.

We'll be giving all citizens of the Yukon an equalice in
these discussions. We'll be bringing all Yukon asicto the
table.

| hope the other members are able to take a lotkisats a
whole and realize that we’re asking to open up tuissulta-
tion, this back-and-forth with all Yukoners — wigttl of them:
with the three in the gallery, the 1,800 who sigttes petition,
and the many more who did not sign that petitiocalnse they
were unable to or they did not. All Yukoners degeavchance
to be involved in a consultation process aboutdih@nd gas
industry. They deserve to have their fears ackndgdd. With
the scientific information brought forward, maybese fears
could be dispelled. All Yukoners deserve a voicthat table.

Ms. Moorcroft:
of the amendment proposed by my colleague, the Merity
Whitehorse Centre, on the subject of oil and gasldpment
and the proposal to: (1) respond positively tojtiet request

hydraulic fracturing, but for an approach that talketo full
account the value of the land.

The NDP has been very consistent in setting outjis
proach to oil and gas exploration drilling. One d@oent that |
would like to refer to is the submission that wedehat the
Member for Takhini-Kopper King signed off and sémtward
to the YESAB office relating to the project 20124010il and
Gas Exploration Drilling, Eagle Plains. In that subsion, we
laid out that our opposition to the proposal igédy based on a
precautionary principle. If an action or policy hasuspected
risk of causing environmental or public harm, ie ttbsence of
scientific consensus that the action or policy &nhful, the
burden of proof that it is not harmful falls on ffeotaking the
action.

It's essential that the government meet the respititys of
providing a burden of proof that we are not damggiar envi-

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak in favour ronment or all of the life forms that are sustaitgdthe envi-

ronment.
Now when the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resosirce
began debate this afternoon, he spoke very disreigsabout

by the Yukon Conservation Society and Northern €rosthe NDP. He spoke about the fact that this oppmsitiad some

(Yukon) for the Yukon government to work with thaukon
Environmental and Socio-economic Assessment Baavidht
prove clarity around assessment for oil and gagepts (2)
conduct a full and rigorous scientific review ogtpractice of
hydraulic fracturing known as “fracking”; and (3pvk with all
Yukon First Nation governments and stakeholdersoteduct a
comprehensive public consultation about the oil gasl indus-
try, including the risks and benefits of hydrautiacturing be-
fore making any regulatory approvals or permittihgt might
allow this use.

The subject of oil and gas development in the Yuétoas
go well beyond the question of Northern Cross (Yykaevhich
has withdrawn its initial idea of fracking in theadie Plains
area. The motion as proposed in this amendmentdaall on

very serious concerns that are shared by manydnYiikon
public but were based only on a YouTube video. liké to
correct the record on that and —

Speaker: Is the member speaking to the amendment or
to the original motion?

Ms. Moorcroft: Mr. Speaker, | am speaking to the
amendment and the improvements that this amendmeuit
make on the subject of —

Speaker:  Okay, that’s fine — on the amendment.

Ms. Moorcroft: Now, in support of what this amend-
ment proposes, | would encourage the governmetiake a
look at some of the recent research and reportshalie have
tabled in this Legislature and asked this goverrintencon-
sider. Those includexamination of Possibly Induced Seismic-
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ity from Hydraulic Fracturing in the Eola Field, ®&n
County, OklahomaPreece Hall Shale Gas Fracturing Review
& Recommendations for Induced Seismic Mitigatithre Pre-
liminary Report on the North Star 1 Class Il Inject Well and
the Seismic Events in the Youngstown, Ohio, ;Akeduced
Seismicity in the UK and its Relevance to Hydra@ionula-
tion for Exploration for Shale GasVater Pollution Risk Asso-
ciated with Natural Gas Extraction from the MarcellShale
Shale Gas in British Columbia: Risks to B.C.'s WaRe-

sources The SEAB Shale Gas Production Subcommittee

Ninety-Day Report — August 11, 2Q01Chemicals Used in
Hydraulic Fracturing and British Columbia recently prepared
a report:Identifying Health Concerns relating to oil and gas
development in northeastern BC, human health ridessment
— phase 1 report

These reports are only a beginning in identifyihg heed
to look very carefully at what the effects will loé hydraulic
fracturing. This is why it is important that, asstimotion pro-
poses, there will be a full consultation that intea all Yukon
First Nations, not simply the one First Nation ttia govern-
ment has proposed, and that the government loblydrulic
fracturing and what its harmful effects could be.

I’'m not confident, as the previous speaker has, shad the
motion as it's originally proposed by the governteould be
a de facto moratorium. That is why | would suppb# clarity
to the motion that is being brought forward by #mendment
before us. It's also a small comfort that the Mieisof Energy,
Mines and Resources refers in the motion to theoviuknvi-
ronmental and Socio-economic Assessment Board vitien
government has rejected a number of the recommiendahat
have been brought forward by YESAB in relation hés tpro-
ject.

| would encourage all members to support the amemdm
before us. | would support the principle of workingth all
Yukon First Nations governments as well as with ¢hizens
of the Yukon and all stakeholders in conductingpeprehen-
sive public consultation related to hydraulic fragtg in the
development of oil and gas and | commend the amentdio
the House.

Speaker:

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

Division
Speaker:  Division has been called.
Bells
Speaker:  Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.
Hon. Mr. Pasloski: Disagree.
Hon. Mr. Cathers: Disagree.
Hon. Ms. Taylor: Disagree.
Hon. Mr. Graham: Disagree.
Hon. Mr. Kent: Disagree.
Hon. Mr. Nixon: Disagree.
Ms. McLeod: Disagree.

Does any other member wish to speak to the
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Hon. Mr. Istchenko: Disagree.

Hon. Mr. Dixon: Disagree.

Mr. Hassard: Disagree.

Ms. Hanson: Agree.

Ms. Stick: Agree.

Ms. Moorcroft: Agree.

Ms. White: Agree.

Mr. Tredger: Agree.

Mr. Barr: Agree.

Mr. Silver: Agree.

Mr. Elias: Disagree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are seven yea, 11 nay.

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

Amendment to Motion No. 309 negatived

Speaker:
motion.

We'll continue with debate on the original

Hon. Mr. Pasloski: I'm proud to rise today in support
of this motion. I'd like to thank the Member for Wt
Gwitchin for his support, and I'd also like to miemt a couple
of things he just lightly touched on. One was tih@act benefit
agreement that has been reached between Northess @nd
Vuntut Gwitchin, which will not only see benefits ¥untut
Gwitchin First Nation members but also to many Y.

I'd also like to mention the dual decision documémmt
has been reached collaboratively between the Vigiitchin
and the Yukon government, working together on mtsjehat
occur in north Yukon, as I've spoken in this Hoaser the last
number of days about some of the great and indeedilork
that does go on between Yukon government and allFihst
Nations on many different issues.

| was going to thank the Member for Klondike fos lsup-
port of our motion, but I'm not sure how to taketttmow. He
just actually also supported the amendment, bugsume he
will still continue to support our original moticend perhaps
that speaks to the political stripe and the fence.

| also just want to briefly acknowledge and say gbod to
see the Member for Copperbelt South today.

We're here talking about the motion we have puiviod,

which is really significant. It was disappointing ¢ee the NDP
chose not to debate that yesterday, but we are tbdegy on
government business because this motion is a tyrifoi the

government. Yesterday | was quoted as saying tleakmow

that many Yukoners are interested in objective @gmeh public
discussion about oil and gas development, includiregtech-
nique of hydraulic fracturing, or fracking.

We believe the appropriate place to begin is bykingr
with the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation and stakeheisl in par-
ticular, because the only area of the territory iehal and gas
exploration is currently underway is in north Yukon

| wanted to also acknowledge the Minister of Enmiro
ment. | think he had some excellent comments. Hisroents
stayed relevant to what the discussion was andrdneght up
some very interesting facts and things. | beliea®,the dia-
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logue moves forward, we’ll continue to see relewatw many
of the things that the minister did bring forward.

We talked the other day — I've spoken a few timlesia
the letter that we did get from Yukon Conservat8otiety and
Northern Cross (Yukon). The letter has been tabkeé docu-
ment here in the House. It was from this lettet thare was
identified a couple of areas of agreement betweerthidrn
Cross and Yukon Conservation Society in terms efdbnfu-
sion around the YESAB processes and about publiage:
ment. Those were two things that were very weitalated.

The Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, thaidi
ter of Environment and | did meet very recentlyhwig¢presen-
tatives from both of those organizations, as wsliMr. John
Streicker, who was there as a member of the groupe-eol-
laborated on the letter and was there really far technical
advice as a scientist and an engineer. We unddrtan while
there are different reasons from these two podaritvithin the
debate on oil and gas development, they were ablboth
come together to say that there are things thegeagn.

As | mentioned to the people during that meetiragt pf
their letter was talking about théukon Environmental and
Socio-economic Assessment aatl | did explain to them that
this is a federal piece of legislation and is adstared by YE-
SAB, which also belongs to the federal governm&d. we
have, in fact, also dialogued and forwarded a afthis letter
to the federal government in terms of engagemedtdmaling
on this very important issue.

As a result of this meeting — it was a very goodetimgy
and positive — both the Yukon Conservation Sociahd
Northern Cross (Yukon) articulated their perspextn these
areas that were of concern. My colleagues and K tame of
the conversations that we had. There was much sigau and
guestions and we are now going back to reviewrfa@rnation
we gathered to help move forward.

Part of the moving forward is what we have tabtthly in
this motion we are debating. | wanted to take go®wminutes
to talk about the other thing that concerns me doasn't get a
lot of talk from the other side of the House, frahe NDP.
While they're concerned about the oil and gas ihgusnd the
economy that would be created, there is not a flatomcern
about those countless super Bs of hydrocarbonsatteaim-
ported into the Yukon every day. Unfortunately, earf the
hydrocarbons that we use are actually Yukon ressund/e’re
confident that such resources do exist but at phisit every
day, whether you're watching the highway comingfiom
Alaska or whether you're watching the highway cogniim
from the south end through Watson Lake, we see temm
numbers of trucks rolling down the highway with ithkarge
tractor-trailers and their rubber tires carryingstvamounts of
hydrocarbons. We have to ask ourselves a queskont ahis
and why this isn’t part of the discussion. Why de mot have
concern — why does the opposition not have a conéar
this?

The Minister of Environment did speak about the actp
of consumption. | think we need to talk about wheeeget our
energy and what we are supporting when those trockee up
from either highway. From which country does thaergy

come from and why is there no concern? Canada anengy
exporter and as an energy producer protects thesrigf
women; protects the rights of workers; protectsigadous
peoples and all minorities.

In contrast to Canada, other oil-producing coustréad
regimes — and | can name a few, such as Saudi Arabd
Iran. | know the Leader of the Official Oppositidonesn’t have
the mic, but she is talking loud enough that isually inter-
rupting my thought process and | gracefully ask dotittle
more respect.

Countries like Saudi Arabia, Iran, Nigeria, Vendauand
Sudan oppress their citizens; they operate in setith no
accountability to voters, the press or any indepehgudiciar-
ies. Some of these regimes even support terrorsrin the
world, the Yukon economy still requires growing amts of
oil —

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order

Speaker: Member for Riverdale South, on a point of
order.
Ms. Stick: | would refer to Standing Order 19(b)(ii)

where the member opposite is just — | do not kndvens this
is going in terms of any relation to the motionttthe have in
front of us, that we are debating.

Speaker:  Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, on
the point of order.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: | believe that the Premier is mak-
ing statements that he believes are relevant toste of en-
ergy self-sufficiency, including oil and gas deymitent, so |
believe it is relevant to the motion and | belighe Premier
believes that.

Speaker’s ruling

Speaker: | believe there is no point of order at this
time. It's difficult to know how the Hon. Premies going to tie
it all together back to the motion. The motion isavery large
subject.

Hon. Premier, you have the floor.

Hon. Mr. Pasloski: As | was saying, the world and
the Yukon economy require growing amounts of eneRpo-
ple, businesses and governments — Yukoners — reedxb t
able to make a choice: Do we want to continue tpdaur natu-
ral resources from politically oppressive and emwvimentally
reckless regimes or do we purchase natural resetihee are
discovered, produced and transported responsiblyai talk-
ing about an opportunity to responsibly explore axtract
Yukon resources for Yukon people.

| have said and it has been repeated in this Hthatehis
government and this Premier believe that Yukonuess be-
long to all Yukon people. The Yukon is a jurisdicti with a
strong permitting process, with a strong licensimgcess,
strong regulations and also inspections. With sas$urances
in place, it is the opportunity for job creationy fvealth crea-
tion, for prosperity, for training, for individualand for busi-
nesses.
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It is an opportunity for more companies and moreppe
to pay taxes to the government, building on theaniban 100-
percent increase in own-source revenues, buildmthe more
than 100-percent increase in tax revenues thattien Party
government has accrued over the past 10 yearsvefigment.

We know that we will continue to work on alternatiand
renewable sources of energy because that is atprior all of
us in this world — that we need to be able to foand work
with technologies to see how we can continue teyriRlter-
native and renewable energies. But the realityasda live in a
harsh environment in the Yukon, where we see teatpers
that are colder than minus 40.

If we are unable to produce our own resources dtdmes

cally and responsibly, we have to continue to rex@ur en-
ergy from other places. | did look to see who b world net
exporters of oil were for 2011. I'll read this Hriest out, but |
would like members to listen to the list, and p@daount how
many of these countries are free and clear demiesragthout
oppression to their people.

So the number one net exporter in the world in 2@A%
Saudi Arabia; number 2 is Russia; number 3 is thigdd Arab
Emirates; number 4 is Kuwait; number 5 is Nigeriamber 6
is Iran; number 7 is Iraq; number 8 is Norway; nemb is
Angola; number 10 is Venezuela; number 11 is Alyenum-
ber 12 is Qatar, number 13 is Kazakhstan, and nuribds
Canada — not a lot of free democracies are actuwaihjd net
exporters of energy.

So we are talking about a lot of countries withupmes-
sion of their citizens, no accountability to themters — we
hear the stories of women being stoned for trithatgs. I, for
one, have a conscience when it comes to lookitigeae, and it
does bother me that we promote such jurisdictignsdmtinu-
ing to purchase energy from these sources, as egpodook-
ing for ways to responsibly extract and utilizeshesame en-
ergy products here in the Yukon, for Yukon citizém$ot only
do it in a responsible manner, but also to enshaiewe create
jobs and wealth for Yukoners right here at home.

| heard some comments from the NDP about working to

gether. | try to think hard now that we have almgsne
through a full year in the House; we had a veryrsfall ses-
sion in 2011 and spring 2012 and now we’re in @eoad half
of the fall session this year. I'm trying to coumbw many
times we have actually had constructive suggestioraterna-
tives from the NDP. Unfortunately, what we heardally be-
ing about attack; it's about no constructive diailegno alter-
native solutions; no clue. As the Minister of —
Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order

Speaker:
of order.

Ms. Stick:
imputing unavowed motives of members. | know yousSpm-
ken to this, but it's just carrying on to me whafust a ridicu-
lous point.

Speaker:
made that implied a motive?

Ms. Stick: Speaking of no clue, no help, no thoughtful
suggestions, not knowing what we’re talking abdutvas in
the previous line.

Speaker’s ruling

Speaker:  Although he did say he was speaking about
the NDP, he did not impute a motive. It was putelyinterpre-
tation of action or inaction by the group. The metwasn’t
directed at a particular group. This is not a deb@his time
there is no point of order, although | talked abthis earlier
today and many times before. | ask members nottsomalize
debate and to be careful of imputing unavowed restito any
individual or group.

Hon. Premier, please continue.

Hon. Mr. Pasloski: We're proud to move forward on
this motion as debated in the House today, toyeslkeak of
working together. We've heard from the Yukon Comaéion
Society. We've heard from Northern Cross. We kndwat t
there are some opportunities to continue to strieanhe proc-
esses that we have. Quite honestly, the oil andnglasstry is a
new industry to the Yukon, one that has had vethe lexperi-
ence in the past. We continue to hear counsel &lbsides that
are engaged and all the groups that are involvedake sure
that we work toward making this the best process we can.
We are committed to full and rigorous scientifigissv of any
proposed oil and gas project at all the stagesatetnvolved,
in terms of exploration, production and, of courigethe rec-
lamation phase, to ensuring that we do facilitateirdormed
and public dialogue about the oil and gas industgiuding all
the risks and the benefits, and ensuring that weenforward
with this before any regulatory approvals or petimit allows
the use of this activity in the Yukon.

We are very excited to continue to move ahead thig.
We are excited to continue to dialogue with the dukConser-
vation Society, with Northern Cross (Yukon) and toaning to
work — as we have described — and engage VuntutdBini
First Nation, as this is actively occurring in théiaditional
territory.

It is confusing day to day coming into the Housewe
heard today that the NDP like the budget, but ttey't like
the budget; they like a bunch of it, but they ameng to oppose
it. I'm not sure where we are going to be on Besidential
Landlord and Tenant Adtecause they said it is a 110-percent
improvement, but then you know the comments hawan be
yes, I'm sorry, they said at first it was a 110qmt improve-
ment, but then it was categorized as being — Ikthifnvas
quoted as — 110 percent of zero, of nothing.

So I'm not quite sure whether they will oppose thisile

The Member for Riverdale South, on a pointthinking there are some great improvements in ihat; and |

think we are also to agree, seeing this occurrimghe issue of

I will go to Standing Order 19(g); it is just oil and gas.

This government is engaged in ensuring that we pate
lic dialogue and we move forward. | think that'sykélthough
the Leader of the NDP didn't like the comment, dl dirite

Could you remind me of what statement hedown the quote that the Minister of Environment mdibm

the President of the United States, saying thatlevét have to
choose between the environment and the economkink t
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members of this House have heard that before arftape the
President picked that line up during the 2011 cagmphere in
the territory.

With that | would like to acknowledge the hard wahat
has been done by the departments going forwaretinst of oil
and gas, through Energy, Mines and Resources. t twaac-
knowledge the hard work and the commitment of Y ukiaum-
servation Society and Northern Cross (Yukon),
Gwitchin and all Yukoners who are interested angbged and
really looking forward to full dialogue. As | saidl,think we
need to look at the full balance and not only tryoppose any
development in the Yukon with total disregard foe fact that
unfortunately at this point we have to use hydrboas from
other parts of the world for which there is a lbtvery signifi-
cantly undesirable and unacceptable things thabruunfately
happen to citizens of those nations.

Mr. Barr: First of all, | would like to say that a num-
ber of comments have been made here in the Hodsg tbat
frankly have me shaking my head from time to time.

| would like to also speak on this motion today astdte
quite clearly for the record that | do not supporHowever, in
stating that for the record and for the Yukon pullithink it is
important that | put on the record my reasons ffiat.tin fol-
lowing up with that, it has been quite a journecsilast spring
— I'm not sure of the actual time — when the Whaese
Trough was being explored and how the people ofvthieon
became quite involved when they began to underdtaatchy-
draulic fracturing might be involved in the pursoit oil and
gas development in the Yukon. At that time, patéidy the
term “hydraulic fracturing” in the Whitehorse Trdugreated
an awareness of hydraulic fracturing possibilitiaed it has
generated interest and concern by Yukoners — alloiipeo-
ple. They would like to be a part of a discussiwat will affect
not only this generation and our environment, Inat genera-
tions and environment to come.

When we speak of this motion today, we're speakihg
First Nation that is specified in the governmemtistion, par-
ticularly Vuntut Gwitchin. | will vote against thisotion be-
cause of the wording, not because | feel we daaetl consul-
tation in this territory, by all people in this tiory, for all peo-
ple in this territory, before we move ahead withuarknown
commodity and resource development extraction thay or
may not be safe, as it affects our water, air adl f We need
these things. All people all over the world neegshthings.

When | say “all people”, I'd like to reflect on remt news

to a point in her statements where First Natiores Yankon
people.

We are all Yukon people and when we on this sidéhef
House — or particularly when | say “Yukon peoplé”does
include Yukon First Nations, non-First Nations — péople
who live in the Yukon are all people. | want to regkat very
clear, and we have been listening to all peopléhé Yukon.

Vuntu We will continue to listen to all people and welveibntinue to

fight for all people to be heard, including the pkowho are
not in this motion: NGOs, specifically Yukon Fitsations, the
1,800 people and the business interests that ar@acioded in
the wording of this motion.

The reason we brought forward and continue to bfdmg
ward a public consultation that includes all — avilil not stop
— is because we believe we are all elected by thieol peo-
ple to serve the Yukon people.

Hydraulic fracturing is something that Yukon people
now very concerned about. They are concerned givoueed-
ing without proper regulations, without a propeanfrework
that is thoughtful and planned and with all pedpééng a part
of a consultation — not select people — to thenidiethat
maybe others can be a part of the process, ifithe feople
selected are or are not. We are asking for assesafinom this
Yukon Party government to include specific stakeéis in
their motion — not just the word “stakeholders” t lspecific
stakeholders — and to spell it out by giving speaikamples,
but not limiting it to those stated in this motioiWhy not? |
think when | hear the word “fear” or “afraid”, | di think of
that as an unrealistic word.

| think that word is a genuine word that evokesawidbur
by a person or an animal when they are feeling dddkto a
corner and don't have the ability to be a part bhtis going to
happen in the immediate future. We have just régdrgard
about the possibility — and we were not informedhig gov-
ernment — of interests in southern Yukon that wadaldude
unconventional extraction of liquid natural gaghe first quar-
ter of 2013.

When things are sprung on people that cause concern

about safety and involve something of such impaeaas our
water, people may feel fear and want to have alséyey feel
fear, then one of the behaviours is to say, “Hayaht to have
a say; | want all of us to have a say before watgead until we
feel safe and not afraid.” That’'s not unreasonard we as
elected officials are here to listen to people &mdest their
fears. | believe that's why I'm here as an eleaitial.

It is not to put forward my agenda or the NDP’sratgeor

— and when we’re speaking about what the NDP ha&h be any partisan party or independent, but for us tokwogether

saying since — and interest in the Whitehorse Thotgs
come forward. Contrary to what I've heard in thisude today,
which is that the NDP seems to be bouncing backfartkd on
consultation, | would very clearly state that thBMhas been
listening to Yukon people since this topic speaific was
brought back the discussions on the Whitehorse gfrcand
has not stopped attempting to reflect what we Hseen hear-
ing from the Yukon public. Ruth Massie stated oe thdio
about hearing that we want to talk to Yukon peoflee came

to come together for all people. That's my opinibdo not see
that as unreasonable. To be possibly flagged asmeoopera-
tive member or party or what-have-you in this Hofasespeak-
ing on behalf of the people — we’re not making télisff up;
1,800 people signed that. This is not the NDP'<iigeposi-
tion. This is the people’s position; we are herdigten to the
people.
As it was stated earlier in this House — not knayin

where the NDP might go at this point — | think I'ibeen very
clear where we have been since hydraulic fractuhag be-
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come a more real possibility. | would applaud thédn Party
government for finally beginning to listen to theikébn people
by putting this motion forward today — finally. Wiee have
they been? Where has the Yukon Party been thisnlge?
Where? It seems only when there is pressure thatotebe
denied — when | listen to the horns blowing outehtrday,
when | think about consultation and people sayiegotgh is
enough” — that's when | hear the Yukon Party puhation
forward for part of the Yukon.

| see heads shaking over there. | see little fufacgs and
little smiles. This is not a game — this is about generation,
our water, our people, our animals. When | thinkhef consul-
tations of the Whitehorse Trough that started asidgyaround
and sitting in on each consultation — | have fivénutes,
thank you, I'll try to wrap it up — and governmeoificials
speaking to the concerns of hydraulic fracturinghia territory
and trying to reassure that what people heard dmat people
might be possibly facing with hydraulic fracturinggt to worry
— we will make sure it does not happen here.

| think of a woman who stood up in Tagish. | casear
in this House, Mr. Speaker, but she was quite aorete She
said, “Here | am. | have moved from Alberta because now
dying from the poisons from hydraulic fracturing Afberta. |
moved to the Yukon because that was not here drave sat
through these consultations and listened to theegargon that
the government and oil industries tried to spinnoa there.”
Well, she said —

Some Hon. Member:  (Inaudible)

Point of order
Speaker:
a point of order.
Hon. Mr. Cathers: For the Member for Mount Lorne-
Southern Lakes to accuse government officials afakmg
using jargon and suggesting that they are not atifig the
facts really is not fair to officials who have nbildty to defend
themselves in this House, and | think he shouldacgetthat
statement and apologize to officials.
Speaker: The Member for Mount Lorne-Southern
Lakes, on the point of order.
Mr. Barr:
ing the fears of a person at a public consultation.

Speaker’s statement

Speaker:
say in here, you own. Whether you're quoting sondgbor
reflecting their opinions, you own the statementewhyou
make it in here. If you can’'t make that statemenhére on
your own, you can’t use somebody else to do it.

| was listening closely — and believe me, | am doihe
best | can to listen very intently to this — butill have to
look at the Blues tomorrow to see exactly what wading
was, and | will, if necessary, give a ruling then.

Mr. Barr: How much time do | have, Mr. Speaker?
Speaker:  Four minutes.
Mr. Barr:

ing is that this is a real concern for people aadipularly this

Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, on

On the point of order, | was really reflect-

person last week. Her hair is growing back nowrdfer treat-
ments, and | rubbed her head — and she told metitai-
ments are going pretty good; that this isn’t a game

These are real concerns that do and will affectalton-
ers — our children, our grandmothers, our animald aur
dads. | can't express it any more clearly. | wishald better
words. I'd like to say that my intention is notaffend anyone
here today — that has certainly not been my intentMy in-
tention is only to do my best, as | was electedpgeak on be-
half of all Yukon people.

Ms. White: In speaking to Motion No. 309, | think
it's important to say that th@il and Gas Acis the legislation
that Yukon First Nation governments use on thein éands to
regulate the oil and gas industry.

To not involve all Yukon First Nations in this diglue
displays a lack of understanding on how the YukastMNa-
tions work. | believe that all of the 13 First Nais not named
in this motion deserve the respect of consultatiom.not in-
volve all Yukon citizens in this conversation leathem out in
the cold, feeling that government doesn’t care abiwir fears.

This afternoon, 96 more signatures were droppedtatie
NDP office. That brings the count of the frackirgtippon up to
1,900 — 1,900 people are trying to get us to listebelieve
that the 1,900 people who have told us they warktetdveard
deserve the respect of consultation, of being dtedsuof being
involved and invited to the table. | believe thay &itizen of
the Yukon who wants to be involved in a consulatihould
be able to participate.

I'm voting against this motion because of the 1&tHNa-
tions not invited to the table. I'm voting agaitisis motion for
the 1,900 Yukoners not invited to the table. I'nting against
this motion because | don’t think it goes far erfeughank

you

Speaker: If the member now speaks, he’ll close de-
bate. Does any other member wish to be heard?

Hon. Mr. Cathers: While | appreciate the passion of
some members on this subject, some of the comntieeydve
made leave me wondering whether they have not lachead
the motion the government has presented. They ssgdoa
viewpoint — of course I'm referring to our friendsthe NDP

| would remind members that whatever you— Who suggested that as the previous member jubtrgit

somehow this would not lead to all members of thblip be-
ing involved. That is exactly what this motion sk®#o, which
is beginning an informed public dialogue. It iktaty about the
two levels of government who have dealt with thsuées
around permitting recently coming together anditgjkabout
things including the experience this summer with YESAA
process that led to the Vuntut Gwitchin First Natiand the
Yukon government jointly developing a decision doeumt
approving those wells going ahead, talking abowt o best
foster informed public dialogue and also beginitajko stake-
holders, including the specific reference to thekdfu Conser-

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. What | was say-Vation Society and Northern Cross (Yukon).
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I’'m not sure whether the NDP are simply making {oai
points here or whether they actually don’t underdtthe fact
that for government to begin a dialogue about gharyg that is
within legislation about practices that involve thgblic about
the oil and gas industry, including areas whereethe not at
this point any proposal to change legislation —ntet point out
a few things to the members. As | have said preshouve
anticipate that if there are future changes to legguns, those
would have public consultation on them.

In this case, | have to try to give the membershtbeefit
of the doubt and assume they're missing the pdiat this is
about a dialogue with the oil and gas industry Wwhas | indi-
cated to the Member for Vuntut Gwitchin during bisestions
to me last Wednesday, the outcome of that mighrebelatory
amendments, depending on the area.

What we have proposed here and what is in frontsois
to begin step one, which is to “respond positivelythe joint
request by Yukon Conservation Society and North@rass
(Yukon) for the Yukon government to work with YESAB
improve clarity around assessment for oil and gagepts.”
That point is in specific response to the situatioat we saw
this summer, whereas we have acknowledged therenats
sufficient clarity within government or within YE®\ which
led to lack of clarity being provided to the pubdibout which
activities would trigger which assessments and kvimew ac-
tivities would require a new assessment by YESAB jpoten-
tially other permitting processes, including pobsithe Water
Board, depending on the type of application. Sa¢ iha spe-
cific acknowledgement of the concerns they've esped.

Contrary to what the Leader of the NDP said, in,fac
this case we recognize that the Yukon Conservafiooiety
and Northern Cross do not see eye to eye on allersatbut
they have come together — by their own acknowledggm
often seen as polarized ends of the spectrum —oome @reas
that they can reach agreement. They have met veithThe
Premier, the Minister of Environment and | met witlem and
we appreciate the effort that they put into itwadl as the ef-
fort that others involved in that conversation,liling John
Streicker and Darielle Talarico, had put into thatry to get
people who have very different viewpoints sit doamd come
up with things they can agree on and ask governritea-
dress areas where there can be better clarity.

We think all who were involved in that really deseto be
commended for that effort of getting away from pizied de-
bates and arguments in the media to try to cometheg and
find common ground on matters they can find commaund
on.

Another matter in the motion here, | would point,asi the
commitment to conduct a full and scientific reviefvany pro-
posed oil and gas project at each of the followstages of oil
and gas development: exploration production anthmeation.
As the NDP seems to have failed to recognize, ithapecifi-
cally responding to a point that was jointly agreedoy Yukon
Conservation Society and Northern Cross (Yukonj thare
should be full and scientific reviews at each afsth stages of
any oil and gas project. So that is about cleadln@ating in
the process, working with YESAB to ensure that wedearly

defining where the lines are, so that people whoroent and
people who have concerns, or who see an economafityeor
wish to provide any perspective into the YESAB eswviproc-
ess, are doing so with as much clarity and as nmfohmation
as they can have. That is the other element the KR
missed in the informed public dialogue, which | egmiate the
Leader of the Liberal Party and the Member for Vnt
Gwitchin have both grasped, understood and supgpoated |
thank them for it — that part of proceeding wittspensible
resource development is not just deciding whetheret should
be specific changes to the regulations or debatirgpecific
technique that people have some concern abouttatkihg
about what goes on — the impacts, the risks anéfitterand
learning from other jurisdictions.

As we have indicated, we believe an appropriatp ste
this is to start by talking to the Vuntut Gwitchifirst Nation
and other stakeholders, and we have not eliminatgdstake-
holders or eliminated the possibility of talking doy level of
government, whether First Nation or municipal arypncial, in
determining how to proceed with that, but make Hjpeefer-
ence to Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation, because thaye active
projects in their traditional territory. They haleen the other
government participating on a joint-decision docabfer ac-
tive exploration programs, and because they hapeeszed an
interest in being involved in talking to us abdu il and gas
industry because, as | said, in responding to gquesfrom the
Member for Mayo-Tatchun, from my perspective, Inthihat
Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation and Yukon government aom-
ing to this issue from a very similar perspectivée see there
is a potential benefit to citizens from oil and ga&sivity occur-
ring. We want to see economic benefits, but weadse very
much focused on ensuring that until and unless ngecanfi-
dent that something can safely occur, and that huhsalth
and the environment can be fully protected by greng of any
licence, there should never be any authorizatianpesmits
issued that allow an activity to occur.

In the interest of time, | will not be too long wrapping
up on this. |1 would like to thank the Member for nfut
Gwitchin and the Member for Klondike for their sppof this
motion. It's disappointing to see that the NDP,asslit's their
specific idea, have no interest in the ideas confiiag other
members of this Assembly. They take an approachighdf |
may say, very — no, | won't say it, Mr. Speakerthe interest
of trying to avoid heating up the debate furthewill simply
conclude my comments but will note that as my agles, the
Minister of Environment noted when he urged membmrs
issues that they have passion about to set as&iopaand to
focus on reason. | think when we have an issuethi® it's
also important to recognize work that is done theofurisdic-
tions — the fact that in the United States, as wileague, the
Minister of Environment mentioned, President Obdrags been
very clear about his view of the benefits of donegponsible
resource development and responsible developmenatofal
gas specifically. In fact, | think it's fair to sayhas done more
than any other single measure at reducing the naghussions
coming out of the United States.
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As the Yukon reaches the point where we'’re lookittg based on the longstanding practice and, in somescapecific

having to provide capacity to our power grid, lii@d natural
gas is certainly an attractive option that is bdimgked at by
both utilities. There has also been the opportuimitgther ju-
risdictions for it to be used in other types of rgyeapplica-
tions. From our perspective, a science-based dismughat
begins from a respectful standpoint of sitting daawal talking
to the Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation about how wenchest
proceed with this is a good way to proceed. | comunthe
motion to the House and urge the NDP to recongidsr posi-
tion on it.

Speaker:  Are you prepared for the question?
Some Hon. Member:  Division.
Division
Speaker:  Division has been called.
Bells

Speaker:  Mr. Clerk, please poll the House.

Hon. Mr. Pasloski: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Agree.

Hon. Ms. Taylor: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Graham: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Kent: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Nixon: Agree.

Ms. McLeod: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Istchenko: Agree.

Hon. Mr. Dixon: Agree.

Mr. Hassard: Agree.

Ms. Hanson: Disagree.

Ms. Stick: Disagree.

Ms. Moorcroft: Disagree.

Ms. White: Disagree.

Mr. Tredger: Disagree.

Mr. Barr: Disagree.

Mr. Silver: Agree.

Mr. Elias: Agree.

Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results are 12 yea, six hay.

Speaker:
ried.

Motion No. 309 agreed to

Motion No. 303
Clerk:
Hon. Mr. Cathers.
Speaker:

The ayes have it. | declare the motion car-

Motion No. 303, standing in the name of the

requirements of the Standing Orders to have reptatiees of
all parties on committees.

Speaker: Does any other member wish to be heard?
As no other member wishes to be heard, Governmenséi
Leader, do you have any closing comments? No?

Motion No. 303 agreed to

Motion No. 304

Clerk: Motion No. 304, standing in the name of the
Hon. Mr. Cathers.

Speaker: It is moved by the Government House
Leader

THAT the membership of the Standing Committee on
Public Accounts, as established by Motion No. 7hef First
Session of the 33Legislative Assembly, be amended by:

(1) rescinding the appointment of Darius Elias; and

(2) appointing Sandy Silver to the committee.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: This again is somewhat of a
housekeeping motion, similar to the other onetiredato the
change of party status of the Member for Vuntut ©©kn. So
with that, | think no other comment is necessary.

Mr. Elias: With regard to the membership on the Pub-
lic Accounts Committee — this learning curve wittgard to
the mandate and the responsibility that the PuBbicounts
Committee has on behalf of the Yukon people isdditly
important. | wish the Member for Klondike well, arifdhe
needs any information with regard to the processd¢le man-
date of the Public Accounts Committee, I'm willing share
that knowledge with him.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: | just want to thank the Member
for Vuntut Gwitchin for his services as a membethaf Public
Accounts Committee and thank the members on theritiee
for the work they do.

Motion No. 304 agreed to

Motion No. 305

Clerk: Motion No. 305, standing in the name of the
Hon. Mr. Cathers.

Speaker: It has been moved by the Government House
Leader

THAT the membership on the Standing Committee on
Appointments to Major Government Boards and Coneagt

It is moved by the Government House Leaderas established by Motion No. 4 of the First Sessibthe 3%’

THAT the membership of the Standing Committee onLegislative Assembly, be amended by appointing k.

Statutory Instruments, as established by Motion 8laf the

First Session of the 83 egislative Assembly, be amended by:

(1) rescinding the appointment of Darius Eliagj an
(2) appointing Sandy Silver to the committee.

Hon. Mr. Cathers:

Scott Kent and Sandy Silver to the committee.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Again, this is a motion prompted
by the change in party status of the Member for tvMun
Gwitchin. The reason that this one is differeninirthe others

This is a fairly standard proce- you see before you is that the Standing CommitteeAp-

dural motion changing committee membership due he t pointments to Major Government Boards and Comndites

change in the status of the Member for Vuntut Gwitdrom a
member of the Liberal Party to an Independent menale

you may recall, was established by the Yukon Party.
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It was a motion tabled by me. The first chair of tom-
mittee was the Member for Whitehorse West, the Depue-
mier. With the change of party status of the latenJEdzerza,
an amendment moved by the then Leader of the @fffi@ppo-
sition, Arthur Mitchell, had suggested that he gun to serve
on this committee and thus there be an Independeniber on
the committee as well as party members. That sandesy
was extended to me later. In keeping with traditive have
proposed the appointment of an additional governmember
to the committee as well as the appointment of itiierim
Leader of the Liberal Party to the committee withm@moving
the Member for Vuntut Gwitchin.

Ms. Stick: I've spoken to the Member for Klondike
and the Independent member and | left a messade tivt
Government House Leader. | would like to make anfily
amendment to this. The Member for Vuntut Gwitchiash
agreed he does not want to carry on on this coreeitt

Amendment proposed
Ms. Stick: I move

THAT Motion No. 305 be amended by deleting the vgord

“appointing the Hon. Scott Kent and Sandy Silvethte Com-
mittee” and replacing them with the following:

“(2) rescinding the appointment of Darius Eliasgan

(2) appointing Sandy Silver to the committee”.

Speaker:
been moved by the Member for Riverdale South

mentioned. So | think that it would bode well tovaafewer
members with all political parties represented lbis tommit-
tee, versus having additional — just for the sinfplg of logis-
tics.

Hon. Mr. Cathers: As mentioned, we were following
what had been the tradition in the relatively redeistory of
this committee, but based on the indication from kember
for Vuntut Gwitchin and understanding that his dinsncy is
some distance away and the challenges involvetiénatork-
load of serving his constituents, especially whikds down
here, we have no problem with the amendment prapbge¢he
NDP House Leader, the MLA for Riverdale South. Sowill
support the amendment.

Amendment to Motion No. 305 agreed to

Speaker:
amended?

Does the Government House Leader have any closing
comments?

Is there any further debate on the motion as

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | will

just take up the opportunity to wrap up this motignthanking

all members who have participated in the commitieer the
years, including both current and past membersi@fLegisla-
tive Assembly. | think that most would agree — at,least,

The proposed amendment is in order. It hasvould agree outside of this House — that for a#l thivisive

and polarized debate that can occur sometimesisnHbuse,

THAT Motion No. 305 be amended by deleting the vgord there are some examples, including this commities, have

“appointing the Hon. Scott Kent and Sandy Silvethe com-
mittee” and replacing them with the following:

“(2) rescinding the appointment of Darius Elias;

(2) appointing Sandy Silver to the committee.”

Ms. Stick:
cept | did discuss this with my colleagues and luldojust
point out in the Standing Orders under 45(5): “Nanding,
special or select committee shall consist of mbentseven
members without the consent of the Assembly.” | ldgust
suggest that trying to get nine of us togetheraaneeting of
appointments to committees and boards — seven gugwets
difficult enough and having nine would just makehiat much
more difficult.

Mr. Elias:
Member for Riverdale South, but | do want to speakmy
own behalf in suggesting that it wasn’t necessdtigt | did
not want to serve on the committee. It is just gaining with
my experience in being on many of these committaes the
years that it is very difficult getting all of tidLAs’ schedules
in line to meet to make decisions on these, eslyeda the
very valuable dozens of boards and committees ity
Yukoners share time, serving their fellow citizenghe terri-
tory.

In recognizing that fact, | thought it would be teetto
have fewer members on the committee versus morethé&®
very same reason that the Member for Riverdale [Sbaid

| do support the amendment from the

been very successful with members working togethlerough
the efforts that have occurred since the YukonyFfadt estab-
lished this committee a number of years ago, | mbex hear-
ing that the efforts of all who participated in theommittee
have really led to this being a good process arg] foa those

I don’t have much to say, Mr. Speaker, ex-major government boards that are spelled out, esditice ex-

tent to which people who put their names forwardeove on
those boards were perhaps discouraged from doing sioe
future or punished for their willingness to serwe fiolitical
attention drawn to those appointments and thengbséen as
partisan appointments, rather than merit-basediappents.

I would like to again thank all MLAs, past and pes
who have served on this committee for their williegs to
work together and reach agreement on those matters.

Motion No. 305, as amended, agreed to

Hon. Mr. Cathers: Mr. Speaker, | move that the
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the Has#ve into
Committee of the Whole.

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

Motion agreed to

Speaker leaves the Chair
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Chair (Ms. McLeod):
will now come to order. The matter before the Cotteniis
Vote 3, Department of Education, in Bill No.Second Appro-
priation Act, 2012-13

The minister has requested a brief recess whiltetobes
his officials. Committee of the Whole will recess five min-
utes.

Recess

Chair:
to order.

Bill No. 7: Second Appropriation Act, 2012-13 —
continued
Chair:

very impressed by them and extremely happy torlistetheir

Order. Committee of the Whole concerns at the open house.

As the Member for Mayo-Tatchun mentioned earlier to
day, we had planned on it being just an open hoyse of an
event and just reacted to some of the wishes dethio atten-
dance. We did open the floor up — the deputy ménisind |
— to questions and listened to some of the concéssa re-
sult of some of the concerns expressed, we arerigakto
options for a temporary gym at F.H. Collins durithg con-
struction period.

That construction period will be two full schoolays plus

Order. Committee of the Whole will now come April, May and June of this current school year #mete won't

be a gym facility in place. That decision was teeaommenda-

tion that emerged from extensive consultations \thign com-

munity and put forward by the building advisory cuittee.
What we have right now is a total budget that iS.85nil-

The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 7, jion, which is an increase of $3.3 million from theeviously

Second Appropriation Act, 2012-1i Vote 3, Department of a5hr0ved budget of $52.5 million. One of the issties the

Education.

Department of Education —continued

Hon. Mr. Kent:
partment of Education — | believe it was last Mopdper-
haps. It was last week, anyway. Since then, we e the
public open house on the F.H. Collins project, #ddike to
just touch on that briefly. In conversation wittetilember for
Vuntut Gwitchin, | believe he asked a couple ofsjioms that |
didn’t get an opportunity to answer, so I'm hopimgs able to

building advisory committee was dealing with infiffawas a
one-year closure of the gym. Something that hapbémehe
last year was that a more realistic two-year caietibn period

| know we began debate on the De-yas adopted rather than the original 18-month penehich

could have resulted in increased costs due to piragsures. So
we certainly want to make sure that we're fiscallgponsible
with this project.

As far as the communications go, | don'’t think v&adad
the chance to mention it to members of the Legiséatbut the
Department of Education will be contracting an wdiial to

restate those two or three questions that | digetta chance to  pandle the communications exclusively for this pcbj

answer during his time. | just wanted to speakflyriabout
what happened last Thursday evening at the F.HinGgbro-
ject open house and some of the things that hawe go since
then with respect to that project.

As | have stated during Question Period and atrdthnes
during this session, the replacement project fét. [Eollins is
on schedule, to be completed in time for the 20856&hool
year. What the superintendent had come up witley aftite a
bit of work, were some options for the delivery stiident
physical education activities and other gym ad#sit and a
number of resources were identified to make avkilab the
community for teachers to utilize in planning foeir physical
education programs. It presented a unique oppaoytfimi pro-
gramming physical education activities that wersigieed to
expose students to the many active living optibias &re avail-
able in the Whitehorse area.

However, after attending the open house — and there
a number of senior officials in attendance at tha¢n house,
including, of course, the Deputy Minister of Educaf the
ADM of Public Education, as well as the superintamtdor the
school, who is also the chair of the building adwscommit-
tee, as laid out in the terms of reference for doanmittee.

throughout the construction phase.

The open house that many individuals attended on No
vember 22 will be the first in a series of open $emias we
move through the construction period. We are logkat a
number of innovative ways to keep the public infedras to
the progress of the project and what we are goingntd up
with at the end of the day.

Again, | would like to thank and congratulate thélding
advisory committee for coming up with such an iratoxe
design for the school, some flexible learning spabat can be
adapted as the students and the faculty at F.Hin€aget more
comfortable with that type of learning environmenhiere are
some opportunities to open up spaces, but agane fisethe
flexibility to deal with this in a traditional leaing model with
regular classrooms or, as | mentioned, open ibupdre flexi-
ble learning spaces at some point.

I know there has been a lot of conversation antirenpe-
titions and other things going on around the gyosgie. We
are committed to looking at some alternatives foeraporary
gym, provided they are fiscally responsible andrfito what
we've got for a project estimate of $55.8 millidnwant to
make sure that the conversation starts to turnréagramming

There were some great questions asked by membéhs of and the exciting opportunities that are going tistewith the

public — not only the parents and some of the teescthere. |
was particularly impressed with the questions tahe from
the grade 10 boys’ volleyball team, the junior egball team.
They were playing in their annual tournament and thee op-
portunity to come in and ask some questions attiteof one
of their games. They were very respectful young ;mMemnas

F.H. Collins school, once it is complete and refmhthe 2015-
16 school year.

| should add again in closing, before | turn it bag my
colleague from Vuntut Gwitchin, that what we've saide in
the $55.8 million is a project estimate and thatudes all as-
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pects of the project, including the busing aspettgetting the
students from F.H. Collins to what we had planredughout
the community — the Canada Games Centre and otbas a—
to provide the Phys Ed program. We won't know thejqrt
budget until the tender closes and we get a suittdsg.

| did speak again with the Minister and Deputy Mter of
Highways and Public Works, who are managing thiggut,
along with an independent contractor who will b&ireed to
do the actual project management. There is an dotfudf in-
terest in the project that’s being garnered naha Yukon but
across the country.

So we're hopeful we get a very competitive bid bist
project. | look forward to it being complete andding ways to
address the concerns that were raised at the opesehon
Thursday evening.

Mr. Elias: | thank the minister for taking the time to
explain some of the things that happened at then dymeise
with regard to the F.H. Collins school and the latla gymna-
sium fairly soon.

On that topic and on a related question | spokééamin-
ister about previously with regard to a sports ockey acad-
emy as a possible option, one thing I did hear feooouple of
Yukoners with regard to the F.H. Collins gymnasiisnthat
maybe we could rotate classes right through thea@aiiames
Centre and have actual classes at the centre iffiehesht class-
rooms in F.H. Collins.

For instance, math would be there on two days ef th

week, science would be there on two days of thekvaee then
they could utilize the whole facility — skiing, smr, hockey,
et cetera. That was one idea that was passed thenwther day
at the skating rink. Those are some of the thihgs are being
talked about at the venue.

| also took the opportunity to educate myself moith
regard to the Challenge program over the last wre$o and
speak to additional parents and to additional teechhaven’t
spoken to before who have experienced the Challpragram.
| have really educated myself in terms of whatgbals of the
program are and what it hopes to achieve and sdimaeo
shortcomings. | did mention some of the shortcomitigat
parents approached me with, but over the last vegedo in
educating myself — listening to the deputy minisipeak on
CBC Radio, speaking with one of the principals ur digh
schools, trying to get as big a perspective asilpless— | en-
courage the Challenge program to meet its goalohjattives
as best it can.

Obviously, the program needs some fine-tuning scave
develop good, solid, productive young citizens wihbm par-
ticipating in the program and not feeling that thewe been
marginalized or isolated and that they are look&draafter
they do participate in the program.

Now that | have a better understanding of the @nogrl
wish them all the successes and, just like evargtlelse, we
have to have a public dialogue and talk to as npeople as
possible to fine-tune that program in order fotoitachieve its
goals and objectives. | did take the time to eduoayself and |
will be forwarding all of the stuff that | learnéd those parents
and students who expressed concern to me abo@hhléenge

program. | just would like to mention that to thénister here
today.

We don’t have very much time; we only have a couple
more minutes here, but | would also like to hopgfget into
the discussion about trapping that could come upénLegis-
lature in the very near future — and the MinisteEducation,
with the idea that | have, could play a positiveerio revitaliz-
ing our trapping industry, as well as the MinistérEnviron-
ment, the Minister of Economic Development, the istier of
Justice and the Minister of Tourism and Culturthihk | have
an idea here that | have put forward to the Hounskveith that
I move that we report progress.

Is that how you say it? That's the first time I'veported
progress for quite a while.

Chair: It has been moved by Mr. Elias that the Chair
report progress.

Motion agreed to

Hon. Mr. Cathers:
resume the Chair.

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

Motion agreed to

I move that the Speaker do now

Speaker resumes the Chair

Speaker: | will now call the House to order.
May the House have a report from the Chair of Cottemi
of the Whole?

Chair’s report

Ms. McLeod: Committee of the Whole has consid-
ered Bill No. 7, entitledSecond Appropriation Act, 2012-13
and directed me to report progress on it.

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

Some Hon. Members:  Agreed.

Speaker: | declare the report carried.

The hour being 5:30 p.m., this House stands adgalicm-
til 1:00 p.m. tomorrow.

The House adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
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