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Yukon Legislative Assembly       
Whitehorse, Yukon       
Tuesday, December 4, 2012 — 1:00 p.m.       
       
Speaker:   I will now call the House to order. We will 

proceed at this time with prayers. 
 
Prayers 

DAILY ROUTINE  
Withdrawal of motions 

Speaker:   To start with, the Chair wishes to inform the 
House of changes made to the Order Paper.  

Motion No. 326, notice of which was given yesterday by 
the Member for Watson Lake, does not appear on today’s no-
tice paper as the action requested in this motion has been taken.  

Also, Motion No. 330 and Motion No. 331, notice of 
which was given yesterday by the Leader of the Third Party, do 
not appear on today’s Notice Paper as they are now outdated.  

We will proceed at this time with the Order Paper. 
Tributes. 

TRIBUTES  
In recognition of the historic properties assistanc e 
program 

Hon. Mr. Nixon:    Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay 
tribute to the historic properties assistance program in honour 
of its 25th anniversary.  

This program was created in recognition of the need to 
preserve Yukon’s many privately owned historic properties. 
This funding program preserves our heritage by making techni-
cal and financial assistance available to those who wish to un-
dertake preservation, restoration, development and/or interpre-
tation of their historic properties. 

This program makes available contributions on a matching 
basis each year to applicants who own sites that are deemed 
historically significant. The program provides access to heri-
tage conservation — expertise to ensure that historic properties 
are saved for future generations.  

Prior to the fund’s creation, many important historic re-
sources, commercial buildings and industrial structures were 
being lost due to neglect, inadequate resources and the sense 
that these places had no historical significance. The program 
has had a significant impact with over 200 projects completed 
in 12 communities. These projects include 13 historic sites 
owned privately or by First Nations and conservation work in 
11 cemeteries.  

Since 1987, the program has provided over $1.3 million to 
property owners. Assistance has been provided to a very broad 
range of projects from historic vessels such as the Yukon Rose 
to hotels like Bombay Peggy’s, the Caribou Hotel, Klondike 
Kate’s and the Keno City Hotel. Turn-of-the-century school-
houses have been assisted as well as churches, farms, trading 
posts and stores and roadhouses. Thanks in part to the historic 
properties assistance program, we can understand and enjoy 
Yukon’s rich history as it is reflected in our historic places and 
structures.  

In closing, I would like to mention one unique aspect of 
the delivery of this program.  

One staff member has been helping to deliver the program 
since its inception. Mr. Bruce Barrett joined the Department of 
Tourism and Culture in 1985 and has worked on the historic 
properties assistance program from the beginning. I would like 
to thank Bruce for his dedication and hard work.  

I would also like to congratulate all of the historic proper-
ties assistance program recipients who have worked to con-
serve Yukon’s heritage. The Government of Yukon is pleased 
to support efforts to ensure Yukoners will be able to enjoy our 
heritage for many more years to come.  

INTRODUCTION OF VISITORS 
 Hon. Mr. Kent:    I’d like to welcome a number of 

F.H. Collins students joining us here in the gallery today who 
are concerned with the loss of the gymnasium during the con-
struction period for the new F.H. Collins.  

Applause 
 
Ms. Hanson:    I’d like the House to join me in welcom-

ing Davina Harker and Dianne Thompson to the House.  
Applause 
 
Speaker:   Are there any returns or documents for ta-

bling?  
Are there reports of committees? The Chair of the Select 

Committee on Whistle-blower Protection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Ms. McLeod:     Mr. Speaker, I have for presentation 

the final report of the Select Committee on Whistle-blower 
Protection. 

 
Speaker:   Are there any other committee reports for 

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

NOTICES OF MOTION 
 Ms. Hanson:    Mr. Speaker, I give notice of the fol-

lowing motion: 
THAT this House urges the Yukon government to intro-

duce legislation governing lobbying activities that: 
(1) requires the registration of lobbyists; 
(2) sets out a code of conduct for lobbyists; and 
(3) imposes penalties for violation of the legislation. 
 
Mr. Barr:     Mr. Speaker, I give notice of the following 

motion: 
THAT this House urges the Minister of Community Ser-

vices to respond to the immediate priorities set by the Carcross 
community and the Carcross-Tagish First Nation, and address 
the need for infrastructure by constructing a multi-purpose 
community house and a community centre, and following those 
priorities, to construct: 

(1) a youth centre; 
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(2) an emergency response facility; and 
(3) a seniors/elders housing complex. 
 
Mr. Silver:     I give notice of the following motion: 
THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to re-

move from the Order Paper or call for debate today, December 
4, Bill No. 48, Act to Amend the Access to Information and 
Protection of Privacy Act. 

 
I also give notice of the following motion: 
THAT this House urges the Government of Yukon to re-

move from the Order Paper or call for debate today, December 
4, Bill No. 49, Act to Amend the Oil and Gas Act, 2012. 

 
Speaker:   Is there a statement by a minister? 
This then brings us to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 
Question re:  Residential Landlord and Tenant Act 
amendments 

Ms. White:    The Official Opposition is beginning to 
get the feeling that the Yukon Party government is done talking 
about the proposed Residential Landlord and Tenant Act in the 
Legislative Assembly, even though there is much, much more 
to debate. As it stands, and barring amendment, the Yukon 
Party’s proposed Residential Landlord and Tenant Act would 
place no prohibitions on price gouging. There is no protection 
for tenants who could theoretically have their rents jacked up 
by $500 in one year. 

How can the Yukon Party government defend the right to 
raise rents by $500, by $1,000 or more? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    For the record, the government has 
actually been debating the Residential Landlord and Tenant Act 
and remains committed to making sure that the act does go 
through and that there is discussion, as we have had in the past 
number of days. 

We on the government side feel that we have put forward a 
balanced piece of legislation that reflects the rights and the 
interest of both landlords and tenants, and it certainly contains 
a number of provisions in support of the recommendations that 
came forward by the Select Committee on the Landlord and 
Tenant Act, which comprised representation from all parties of 
the Legislature. 

At the end of the day, property owners have a right to a re-
turn on their investment, and we as a government are very 
much committed to finding ways to encourage the development 
of more rental properties and to have a larger inventory of units 
on the market, and that’s in fact what we’re doing by working 
with Yukon Housing Corporation, by working in our own De-
partment of Community Services and making land available. 
We’re not interested in discouraging landlords from doing oth-
erwise. 

Ms. White:    As it stands — and barring an amendment 
— the Yukon Party’s proposed Residential Landlord and Ten-
ant Act would allow tenants to be evicted without a reason. 
Say, for example, the landlord just doesn’t like the tenant — 
the tenant can be kicked out despite not breaking the tenancy 

agreement or any laws. How can the Yukon Party government 
defend the right to evict a tenant without a reason? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    As recommended by the Select 
Committee on the Landlord and Tenant Act, and I quote: “The 
Act must offer basic protection to tenants while at the same 
time affording landlords protection and control of their asset.”  

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to report that the new Residen-
tial Landlord and Tenant Act does, in fact, provide rules and 
time frames for termination, both with and without cause. 
When it comes to adding a minimum termination of tenancy 
provisions for landlords, we have added a number of new pro-
visions, including six months’ notice for condo conversion; 18 
months’ notice for a mobile home park closure; two months’ 
notice for all other terminations — again, without cause. That 
is up from one month’s notice. When it comes to minimum 
notice to a landlord from the tenant’s perspective, that, in fact, 
will remain at 30 days. 

The government is committed to balancing the interests 
and protecting the rights of both landlords and tenants. We are 
very proud of the bill that is going forward, which speaks to a 
whole host of various items, including a new dispute resolution 
mechanism. It talks to rent increases; it talks to ending tenancy, 
with or without cause.  

Question re:  Ross River sewage treatment 
Mr. Barr:    Can the Minister of Community Services 

provide an explanation as to why the Government of Yukon 
has been violating its water licence for over seven years when 
it comes to sewage treatment in Ross River? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    What I can say is that this govern-
ment has, in fact, invested millions of dollars through the 
Building Canada fund and through working in collaboration 
with First Nation governments, municipal and unincorporated 
communities to address water treatment, waste-water treatment 
— in terms of upgrades to drinking water systems, in terms of 
addressing solid waste — modernizing systems across the terri-
tory, to addressing rural roads and certainly implementing 
green energy initiatives as well. So, again, the government is, 
in fact, very much working with each and every community 
throughout the Yukon to address deficiencies when it comes to 
infrastructure. 

Mr. Barr:     The Minister of Community Services has 
been along for the wild Yukon Party ride for 10 years now. 
Though she is relatively new to the portfolio, she has sat in 
Cabinet for a long, long time. I’m talking about a long, long 
problem afflicting the people of Ross River — about broken 
promises and government non-compliance with the law. 

On May 21, 2003, the water licence dealing with munici-
pal waste water and sewage for Ross River was signed and 
legally in effect. One of the conditions was that Community 
Services, the licence holder, would decommission an old up-
gradient sewage pit and “construct a new infiltration pit, desig-
nated as Phase I, at a location approximately 400 metres west 
of the community of Ross River; ….” 

This condition was supported by the Ross River Dena 
Council. Why has nearly 10 years of Yukon Party rule passed 
and sewage continues to be dumped in an old up-gradient pit, 
despite the concerns of the First Nation? 
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Hon. Ms. Taylor:    As I referenced earlier, the Gov-
ernment of Yukon is committed to working with every com-
munity — unincorporated, incorporated, First Nation commu-
nities — and many other agencies and organizations throughout 
the Yukon to address deficient infrastructure. That includes 
waste-water treatment; it includes drinking water upgrades. 
When one takes a look at the community of Ross River alone, 
this government has invested well over $11 million in the last 
number of years, and that does not include the new recreation 
centre, which this government also committed to and which 
includes roughly $7 million in this year’s budget. 

Mr. Speaker, a project such as arsenic treatment, road up-
grades, a new public works building, trailer renovations, a new 
sewage truck, a subdivision environmental assessment survey, 
a community infrastructure plan — the list goes on. This gov-
ernment is working to address all infrastructure needs of com-
munities. 

Mr. Barr:     Mr. Speaker, this is about safe drinking 
water. I have spoken with Ross River residents who are very 
concerned about the state of the sewage pit and the likelihood 
of groundwater contamination. In 2007, it was noted that drink-
ing water samples from the community well exceeded accept-
able guidelines for levels of arsenic and manganese. That is the 
last time samples were taken. 

I want to paint a picture for the minister. Today, in viola-
tion of the water licence, the old pit continues to be used in 
spite of vegetative growth inside and outside the pit, which 
may have damaged the structural integrity of the system. As 
well, there is evidence that sewage has been spilled outside the 
old pit. The government is not monitoring, not providing in-
formation, not conducting structural inspections, is violating 
the water licence and continues to ignore promises made to the 
people of Ross River. 

Will the minister take responsibility and commit to fixing 
the serious problem that has gone on far too long? 

Speaker’s statement  
Speaker:   Order please. I’d like to talk to the students 

here who are in the gallery. I have no idea why you’re standing. 
I was assuming when you stood up that you were getting ready 
to leave in the middle of Question Period. It’s disruptive; it’s 
not conducive to the business here. I’d ask you to please take 
your seats at this time. Please sit down. 

If you’re worried about your democratic right to protest 
and everything else, it’s not in here. It’s outside. The members 
who are here were elected, and they’re here to represent every-
body in the Yukon and this is their opportunity to speak and do 
their job. 

Please remain seated until you’re ready to leave. Thank 
you. 

 
Hon. Ms. Taylor:    Again, this government is very 

much committed to working with all communities. I just listed 
a number of community infrastructure projects that we have 
been undertaking right within the community of Ross River, as 
we have in every single community. 

We certainly will undertake to continue to work with the 
Ross River Dena Council and to continue to work with the 

residents of the community of Ross River to address many of 
the community infrastructure needs. 

That is, in fact, why this government put forth on the floor 
of the Legislature a motion that speaks to the long-term infra-
structure needs of all Yukon communities and, certainly, those 
across the country. We are working in collaboration with our 
northern counterparts in Northwest Territories and Nunavut 
and Canada and working with the Association of Yukon Com-
munities, so that we continue to have the funding and the re-
sources allowed to be necessary to address any of the deficient 
community infrastructure that we have. But, again, this Gov-
ernment of Yukon will have invested more than $265 million in 
support of community infrastructure projects over the last sev-
eral years — all of which, I might add, the members opposite 
have voted against. 

Question re: First Nations/government relations   
 Mr. Silver:     Late last week — very late last week — 

the Premier cancelled the Yukon Forum on very short notice. 
Chiefs from around the territory had already travelled to 
Whitehorse for the meeting, only to be informed the Premier 
would not meet with them. It is another example of this gov-
ernment’s poor communications with First Nations. One of the 
few bright spots on the agenda was a new resource royalty 
agreement. On October 29, the Premier announced that a deal 
was in place, but he said he would not make it public until it 
was signed at the Yukon Forum. The Forum is now postponed 
indefinitely. 

Can the Premier confirm that all Yukon First Nations gov-
ernment have, in fact, agreed to the new rates, and will he table 
a copy of the agreement? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    As I’ve mentioned many times, 
this government continues to work with all First Nations on a 
daily basis on many, many programs and services that are be-
ing delivered to people in all communities — First Nation peo-
ple and, in fact, all Yukoners. We will continue to do so.  

Resource revenue-sharing is something that this govern-
ment brought up with consultation with Yukon First Nations 
that started or triggered a process by which we began a conver-
sation with Canada to acknowledge Yukoners being able to 
keep more of the royalties or the revenues that are associated 
with the mining industry. It was through those negotiations that 
we were able to come up with a tentative deal with the Prime 
Minister in 2011, which, through more consultation with 
Yukon First Nations, we were able to then sign an agreement 
this summer with the Prime Minister, solidifying the bilateral 
agreement between Canada and the Yukon government.  

We have continued to work and have announced in the 
past that we have an agreement with Yukon First Nations. We 
look forward to the opportunity to get together to sign this 
document.  

Mr. Silver:     I’m happy that the Government of Yukon 
is going ahead with these improvements to the resource royalty 
sharing agreements with the First Nations. They are based on 
recent changes to the Northwest Territories devolution agree-
ment. After initially refusing to give the First Nations a bigger 
share, the government has finally changed its mind. As recently 
as August of this year, the government said it wasn’t interested 
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in giving the First Nations a better deal, so we’re glad to see 
that this has changed. 

Given this government’s rocky relationships with First Na-
tion governments, this is a good news story, and I’m glad that 
we’re moving forward on this issue. The Premier didn’t answer 
my first question, though. Can he confirm that all Yukon First 
Nation governments have agreed to the new rates, and will 
there be a tabled copy of this agreement in this House? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    Again, as I mentioned, we con-
tinue to work with First Nations every day on a number of 
fronts. For example, as I have mentioned in the past, we have 
contributed millions of dollars to First Nations in accordance 
with the obligations we are under. We continue to consult and 
accommodate First Nations, not only to meet our obligations, 
but to exceed our obligations. We continue to hold land set 
aside for the three unsettled First Nations, even though they 
have categorically stated that they have no intention of signing 
a modern-day treaty and land settlement, and the federal gov-
ernment has no mandate to negotiate an agreement.  

We continue to hold those lands for those First Nations. 
We work together on such areas as wildlife management plans, 
as I mentioned recently — bison and wolf are two examples of 
wildlife management plans. In fact, with this new revenue-
sharing agreement, the First Nations are able to share up to an 
additional $4.7 million.  

Mr. Silver:     I guess I’ll move on. The Premier men-
tioned the three unsigned First Nations. Under the current roy-
alty agreement, only settled First Nations receive royalty pay-
ments. The Kaska and the White River First Nations do not 
receive a share because they have not signed final agreements. 
The press release announcing this new deal makes no reference 
to the three unsigned First Nations. The government recently 
made public some letters regarding the Kaska and how they 
might receive royalties if southeast Yukon was opened for de-
velopment. This side deal was never signed.  

My question for the Premier: How are the three unsigned 
First Nations treated under the new royalty agreement? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    As I think the member opposite is 
aware, the three unsettled First Nations still fall under the In-
dian Act with the federal government, whereas the remaining 
11 First Nations — the settled First Nations — have agree-
ments that have fallen under and are based on the Umbrella 
Final Agreement. It is based on the formula that is agreed upon 
and which we continue to move forward. 

This government continues to work with all First Nations, 
whether they have a self-government agreement, a modern-day 
treaty, or whether they don’t. We will continue to consult with 
and accommodate all First Nations. We will continue to work 
toward economic agreements that will be a benefit to not only 
the members of the unsettled First Nations but, in fact, all the 
people within their communities. We will continue to look for 
those opportunities to build capacity and to ensure that there 
are opportunities for jobs, for training and for business oppor-
tunities for all Yukoners. 

Question re: COR certification  
 Ms. Moorcroft:     People working in occupational 

health and safety often repeat the very important truth that 

every workplace injury is preventable. Workers and employers 
need to take responsibility for building a culture of safety in 
our workplaces and government has a huge role to play as well. 
In 2008, the Yukon committed to a safety certification program 
called COR, certificate of recognition, and this would apply to 
government operations, large companies operating in the 
Yukon and contractors bidding on government jobs. For 2012, 
contractors wanting to bid on government jobs valued at or 
above $100,000 must be COR-certified. Contracts under 
$100,000 are exempt from the COR safety certification. 

What is the plan for 2013? Does the Minister of Highways 
and Public Works intend to extend the $100,000-or-less ex-
emption from COR certification? 

Hon. Mr. Graham:    The current exemption, as the 
member opposite pointed out, is $100,000. At this point in 
time, we haven’t made any decision as to whether or not that 
should be changed, or whether it should remain or be increased. 
Once that decision is made, we’ll be happy to announce it. 

Ms. Moorcroft:     Mr. Speaker, it is very disappointing 
to hear that the government hasn’t made a decision, when 
January 1 is coming closely upon us. The government needs to 
be fair to contractors. They need to be clear to contractors, and 
they need to support workplace safety training. The original 
plan was for a phased-in approach for contractors so that by 
2011, COR certification would be required to bid on any size of 
government contracts. It isn’t fair to the many contractors that 
in good faith got that certification to continue putting on ex-
emptions. 

When will the government make an announcement, and 
will they give clear direction to Yukon contractors that they are 
going to require all contractors to engage in the safety certifica-
tion under COR? 

Hon. Mr. Graham:    At the present time, 72 work-
places have been COR-certified, and 51 small employers certi-
fied, with six others as owner-operators with a certificate of 
proficiency. We are having difficulties in the smaller communi-
ties, perhaps, achieving the COR certification that we want, 
especially with small or owner-operated businesses. Conse-
quently at this time there is no movement to change the 
$100,000 exemption, especially for contracts released in 
smaller communities. 

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

Ms. Stick: The Minister of Highways and Public Works 
has described his amendments to the Access to Information and 
Protection of Privacy Act as minor, narrow — 

Speaker’s statement  
Speaker:   Order please. The students in the gallery are 

really trying my patience. I don’t know what your purpose is, 
but I’m going to have to ask you to leave. Please come again 
when you can follow the rules of the House. If you’d like to 
discuss it with me at another time, please feel free to come to 
my office.  

Member for Riverdale South, please. 
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Ms. Stick:    The territory’s Information and Privacy 
Commissioner has a different opinion. He said, and I quote: “I 
consider this a substantial amendment to the ATIPP Act that 
would have better been done through a review of the ATIPP 
Act”.  Why is the minister rejecting the first issue raised by the 
Information and Privacy Commissioner — that there should be 
a full review of the act?  

Hon. Mr. Istchenko:    We do value the role of the In-
formation and Privacy Commissioner — I’ve said this before 
— to act on behalf of the people of the Yukon to ensure that 
government and public bodies achieve the balance between 
transparency and protection. But if the public service can’t pro-
vide information with some form of confidentiality, then Cabi-
nets will deliberate without the knowledge of the full facts. 
Cabinet ministers take an oath of office to keep information in 
confidence. If this is to occur, then it only makes sense to treat 
the information the same way.  

Ms. Stick:    The Yukon Party campaigned on being 
open and accountable, but it seems that public consultation 
only happens when it suits.  

In brushing off the Information and Privacy Commis-
sioner’s concerns, the Minister of Highways and Public Works 
said and I quote: “We appreciate his contributions to the legis-
lative development process, but this is about full and fair con-
sideration of options.” 

This government has brushed off the commissioner’s con-
cerns and will not let the public have a say. The Yukon gov-
ernment likes to talk about consultation, but on this issue they 
have shut the public out. Why is the minister refusing the pub-
lic’s right to have a say on these restrictions of their democratic 
rights? 

Hon. Mr. Istchenko:    We continue to make ourselves 
available to Yukoners to discuss our decisions. We’re discuss-
ing things today in the House. This dedicated period for ques-
tions is a good example. We also have debate in Committee of 
the Whole where we answer questions from the opposition. We 
have been and will remain fully accountable to Yukoners for 
our decisions. We’re making some minor changes so that our 
officials can provide us with clear and candid advice as we 
deliberate on these decisions. 

Ms. Stick:   Mr. Speaker — open and accountable after 
we’ve made our decisions. Question and answer period? Not; 
it’s Question Period.  

The minister also said that the current act does not “effec-
tively recognize the essential need to balance the public’s right 
to information with reasonable restrictions in the interest of 
good governance.” 

Mr. Speaker, the minister is denying the right of the public 
to have a say. He is dismissing the serious concerns of the In-
formation and Privacy Commissioner and he is ignoring the 
purpose of the act, which is to protect Yukoners’ personal in-
formation and allow for openness and transparency of govern-
ment decision-making. That’s open and transparent, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Will the minister uphold his government’s promise of open 
and accountable government and let the public have a say be-
fore he makes this government the most secretive? 

Hon. Mr. Istchenko:    As it implies, the Access to In-
formation and Protection of Privacy Act is about the access to 
information and, equally important, it’s the protection of pri-
vacy. I spoke before about the Cabinet ministers — we have 
the ability to have full and frank conversations with our staff. 
We need our officials to be able to provide us with clear and 
candid advice. Open and accountable — I think today I heard 
that the report of the Select Committee on Whistle-blower Pro-
tection was brought through to the House — which is open and 
accountable. 

Question re:  Water quality 
 Ms. White:    The importance of territory-wide baseline 

data on water quality and quantity is of vital importance to the 
Yukon.  

This is not a matter that any government should take 
lightly, especially in the Yukon where chapter 14 of the Um-
brella Final Agreement reads, “The objective of this chapter is 
to maintain the Water of the Yukon in a natural condition while 
providing for its sustainable use.” Currently, despite best ef-
forts from Environment Yukon staff, the Yukon has very little 
baseline data and what there is is very site-specific.  

Will the Minister of Environment commit to gathering ter-
ritory-wide, baseline water data and tell this House when this 
work would start so that we can ensure adequate protection of 
Yukon’s water supply? 

Hon. Mr. Dixon:    The Department of Environment 
gathers data about a number of different things — environ-
mental indicators — throughout the territory, and that includes 
water resources. As I’ve indicated in the House previously, we 
understand that that needs to be done in a more coordinated 
fashion that includes other branches of government and other 
levels of government. That is why we have committed to de-
veloping a territory-wide water strategy with both other levels 
of government, First Nation governments, municipalities and 
the public. I look forward to having that strategy coming for-
ward in due course. As I’ve indicated before, it will be based 
around a number of principles which we’ll be happy to consult 
the public on as they come out.  

At this point, we have had one meeting so far with stake-
holders from various branches of government and have con-
ducted that stakeholder workshop earlier this year. The work 
from that workshop will be incorporated into the product that I 
bring forward to my Cabinet colleagues, and I look forward to 
bringing that water strategy forward in due course. 

Ms. White:    The Yukon’s chief medical officer, in his 
report on Keno and the possible effects of the Alexco mine, 
spoke to the lack of baseline data on water. The minister has 
often spoken to how his department is starting to gather base-
line water data in the White Gold and the Rackla areas, areas 
that are already under direct pressure from industrial use. 

Communities want to know about the quality and quantity 
of their water before industrial development begins to use that 
water and to discharge waste into those waters. Industry has 
told us that they want baseline water data before they begin 
operations. Why is the Minister of Environment stalling on 
gathering this critical information, which Yukoners and indus-
try want to see before industrial development? 
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Hon. Mr. Dixon:    One of the initiatives already un-
derway, pursuant to some of our commitments around water 
resources, is the development of the Yukon water website, 
which is a one-stop shop for all information relating to water. 
It’s able to conglomerate information from a variety of differ-
ent sources and provide it to the public in a fairly interactive 
and simple-to-use website, which is significant in the amount 
of data it provides. I would encourage the member opposite to 
visit the website, if she hasn’t already, to see the significant 
amount of data that’s currently available. 

We can always gather more data, and we are. The member 
opposite has noted that we, of course, have increased the 
budget for gathering baseline data in a few key areas in the 
Yukon that are experiencing increased activity. As activity in-
creases throughout the territory, we’ll adjust accordingly. I 
have the utmost confidence in the staff in the Water Resources 
branch, as well as the rest of the Department of Environment, 
to conduct those baseline data studies and provide the data to 
the public vis-à-vis the Yukon water website.  

Question re:  Umbrella Final Agreement anniversary 
 Mr. Elias:    The Yukon is a trailblazer in the realm of 

land claims, negotiations and self-government, not only in 
Canada, but around the world. The process began when the 
Yukon Native Brotherhood, now the Council of Yukon First 
Nations, presented Together Today for Our Children Tomor-
row back in January of 1973. Since then, the Council of Yukon 
First Nations signed the Umbrella Final Agreement, 11 of 
Yukon’s 14 First Nations have signed their final and self-
government agreements and established new governments. 
Soon it will be the 40th anniversary of Together Today for Our 
Children Tomorrow, the 20th anniversary of the Umbrella Final 
Agreement being signed on May 29, 1993, and also the 10th 
anniversary of the signing of the devolution transfer agreement.  

Will the Premier and his government take this opportunity 
and partner with the federal and First Nation governments and 
celebrate all the greatness that has come to all Yukoners as a 
result of the historic efforts of Together Today for Our Chil-
dren Tomorrow? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    Mr. Speaker, the Member for 
Vuntut Gwitchin is correct. As they say in Latin, “tempus fu-
git”. Time does fly, and how quickly the time has gone by, and 
we have come upon the 40th anniversary. In fact 20th and 10th 
anniversaries in 2013. Those are some significant dates that we 
are looking forward to being able to work together and perhaps 
use the opportunity to showcase to Yukoners and Canadians 
from where we have come to where we are today. I think that is 
very important. I do believe that we are already organizing 
some funding for the 40th anniversary for next year. 

Mr. Elias:    That is good to hear, Mr. Speaker. 
Our First Nation final and self-government agreements po-

sition Yukon at the forefront of social, legal and constitutional 
development and deserve to be celebrated and have a role to 
play in all sectors of our economy. All we have to do is look to 
the sky, walk the waterfront or hike the Tombstones. The 
Kwanlin Dun Cultural Centre is rooted in the Kwanlin Dun 
self-government agreement. The Whitehorse Public Library 

and the cultural centre are now built on Kwanlin Dun settle-
ment land.  

The Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in First Nation agreement made the 
way for Tombstone Territorial Park and 2,200 square kilome-
tres of protected area. That’s just absolutely remarkable. The 
Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation has signed an agreement and 
paved the way for the Vuntut Gwitchin to acquire 49 percent of 
Air North, and they have just celebrated their one-millionth 
passenger.  

Will the Premier explain to this House how we will take 
this opportunity to celebrate on behalf of Yukoners what we 
have achieved over the last 40-some years? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    I did mention — I think it was ac-
tually announced today — the CDF funding for CYFN to help 
them commemorate the 40th anniversary — I think this is going 
to be an exciting event. I think this is an opportunity, not only 
to celebrate, but also to probably let Yukoners know the ac-
complishments that have occurred here over these time periods. 
I think that while we can probably sit here and acknowledge 
that this is something that we all look forward to, I think we’ll 
let the organizers do the work to find out exactly how it is that 
we will celebrate this. We look forward to being a participant 
in that and look forward to those days of celebration.  

Mr. Elias:    I’d like to suggest that this be more than an 
event, because the elements of our final agreements touched the 
lives of all of our citizens. I say “our” because they belong to 
all Yukoners. To me, our future looks bright, not cloudy. That 
has been exemplified in this House from time to time, and I’ve 
been hearing it from students, including my own son. So our 
children who are listening are educated about the processes and 
about the good that has come from defining our rights and re-
sponsibilities in our territory, and our self-determination and 
the right to create our own destiny.  

Here’s what the Premier could do — he could dedicate 
May 22 to 29 as Together Today for Our Children Tomorrow 
week, in partnership with the federal and First Nation govern-
ments. He could direct this government to plan themes of cele-
brations that will run throughout the territory for years to come. 
He could dedicate May 29 as the “day of understanding the 
journey”, so that our children can exemplify what we have 
been successful with here, and our proud history. 

Will the Premier provide direction to his government to 
recognize and celebrate this great event? 

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    I want to thank the Member for 
Vuntut Gwitchin for coming up with some great ideas on how 
we might be able to celebrate this momentous occasion. We 
will continue to work with our partners, with CYFN, with all 
the First Nations in the Yukon, to see what would be appropri-
ate. I’m sure we’ll also be in contact with the Government of 
Canada to see what the options are and how we can best ac-
knowledge and celebrate the accomplishments that have oc-
curred over the past 40 years. 

 
Speaker:  The time for Question Period has now 

elapsed. 
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Notice of opposition private members’ business 
Mr. Silver:     Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(3), I 

would like to identify the item standing in the name of the 
Third Party to be called on Wednesday, December 5, 2012. It is 
Motion No. 247, standing in the name of the Member for 
Klondike. 

 
Ms. Stick:    Pursuant to Standing Order 14.2(3), I 

would like to identify the items standing in the name of the 
Official Opposition to be called on Wednesday, December 5, 
2012. They are Motion No. 329, standing in the name of the 
Member for Riverdale South, and Motion No. 328, standing in 
the name of the Member for Whitehorse Centre. 

 
Mr. Elias:    I recognize that we have mere days remain-

ing in this sitting. I will not be calling a motion today as we 
have many pieces of legislation to debate. 

 
Speaker:   We will proceed at this time with Orders of 

the Day. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

GOVERNMENT BILLS 
Bill No. 47: Act to Amend the Retirement Plan 
Beneficiaries Act — Second Reading 

Clerk:  Second reading, Bill No. 47, standing in the 
name of the Hon. Mr. Kent. 

Hon. Mr. Nixon:    I move that Bill No. 47, entitled Act 
to Amend the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries Act, be now read a 
second time. 

Speaker:   It has been moved by the Minister of Justice 
that Bill No. 47, entitled Act to Amend the Retirement Plan 
Beneficiaries Act, be now read a second time. 

 
Hon. Mr. Nixon:    Yukon’s Retirement Plan Benefici-

aries Act allows a member of a pension plan or an investor in 
an RRSP or other registered plan to name a beneficiary who 
will get their benefits if they die.  

Canada is in the process of enacting a new kind of retire-
ment saving plan called a “pooled registered pension plan”. To 
give pooled registered pension plan participants the ability to 
designate a beneficiary, the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries Act 
needed to be amended to apply the new plans. A similar 
amendment was made when the federal government brought in 
the tax-free savings plan.  

Our government is also establishing a regulating power to 
allow for future pension instruments to be brought into the plan 
as required by regulation rather than opening the act for each 
new pension type.  

This addition to the regulating power is in anticipation of 
other pension vehicles that may be considered in the future by 
the federal government. The act also clarifies the application of 
the act regarding the home ownership savings plan that ended 
in the mid-1980s, but it may be possible that a plan of this na-
ture may still indeed exist. 

Our government is committed to ensuring that the legisla-
tion of the Yukon is up to date and continues to meet the needs 
of all Yukoners. This kind of act is not controversial and is 
certainly part of our responsibility as Yukon’s Legislative As-
sembly to ensure our citizens have the full benefit of new pro-
grams or services offered by the federal government. All juris-
dictions in Canada will be required to make these small 
amendments to their respective legislation in order to fully im-
plement the new pooled registration pension plans.  

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a step back from the spe-
cifics of the bill and turn my attention to the broader topic of 
retirement and pensions. I suspect many Yukoners are reflect-
ing on their pension plans. Some of the reading I’ve been doing 
has been speaking to the need to revisit our investment fore-
casts and our investment strategies. Many commentators on 
this subject are advising that we need to be realistic, both about 
our intentions when we retire — I think many of us would like 
to travel — and about how much we need to be setting aside 
now to make those dreams possible when we do end up retir-
ing.  

I spent some time looking at  
www.getsmarteraboutmoney.ca. The website is provided by 
the Investor Education Fund, which was established as a non-
profit organization by the Ontario Securities Commission. The 
Investor Education Fund develops and promotes unbiased, in-
dependent financial information programs and tools to help 
consumers make better financial and investing decisions. I 
would like to pass on some of the information on that website. 

The first is to ask ourselves how much I need to save for 
retirement. Retirement planning is about managing your money 
so you can make the most of your retirement years. We need to 
ask what it is that we want to do when we retire — whether it is 
travelling, volunteering or perhaps spending the summers at a 
lakeside cottage, we’re probably going to want to have money 
available to us to do things like that. 

Based on how we want to spend our time after we retire, 
we need to develop a retirement plan. That means we need to 
set goals, as a plan helps you set goals for retirement including 
the age of when you want to stop working and your lifestyle. 
We need to know how much money to save. How much money 
do you need to save to live comfortably in retirement with the 
lifestyle that you want to pursue? We need to choose what to 
invest in. A plan can guide your investment choices based on 
your goals and your risk tolerance. 

I would like to just mention a little bit about how we de-
cide how much money we need for retirement. The 
http://www.getsmarteraboutmoney.ca/en/Pages/default.aspx 
website, the question of how much you need to save depends 
on three things: firstly your age. When you start saving makes a 
big difference in how much you need to put away. The younger 
you are when you start, the less money you have to put aside, 
thanks to the power of compounding. Secondly is lifestyle: Do 
you plan to stay home or travel the world? The amount you 
need to save will depend on the life you plan to lead when you 
retire. Thirdly is federal government benefits. You could be 
entitled to government retirement benefits like the Canada Pen-
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sion Plan, Old Age Security and the Guaranteed Income Sup-
plement. 

Since we are talking about the Canada Pension Plan, I 
think it’s appropriate for us to take a few moments to talk about 
that benefit as it relates to retirement planning. 

In preparing for today’s debate, I spent some time review-
ing the Government of Canada’s website. I’d like to share with 
this House that the Canada Pension Plan is changing in re-
sponse to how Canadians choose to live, work and retire. The 
Government of Canada is adapting the CPP to respond to the 
evolving needs of Canada’s aging population and to changes in 
the economy and the labour market. The changes the govern-
ment will gradually introduce from 2011 to 2016 will give you 
more options so that you can make decisions that are right for 
you as you make the transition from work to retirement.  

I’d like to summarize a few of the changes being made to 
the CPP. The monthly CPP retirement pension amount will 
increase by a larger percentage if you take it after age 65. The 
monthly CPP retirement pension amount will decrease by a 
larger percentage if you take it before the age of 65. If you are 
under 65 and you work while receiving your CPP retirement 
pension, you and your employer will have to make CPP contri-
butions. These contributions will increase your CPP retirement 
benefits.  

If you are age 65 to 70 and you work while receiving your 
CPP retirement pension, you can choose to make CPP contribu-
tions. These contributions will increase your CPP retirement 
benefits. 

The number of years of low or zero earnings that are 
automatically dropped from the calculation of your CPP pen-
sion will increase. You will be able to begin receiving your 
CPP retirement pension without any work interruption. Your 
monthly CPP retirement pension amount will increase by a 
larger percentage if you take it after age 65. Your monthly CPP 
retirement pension amount will decrease by a larger percent if 
you take it before age 65.  

I want to mention a few ways to help Yukoners prepare for 
their retirement. Taking advantage of any unused registered 
retirement savings plan contribution room — the government 
allows you to carry forward unused contributions each year. If 
you have unused contribution room, try to use it as soon as you 
can to take advantage of the tax-sheltered savings.  

Also, invest in a tax-free savings account. At the start of 
the session when I started preparing for today, the limit for the 
tax-free savings account was $5,000 each year. Since then, on 
November 26, 2012, the Hon. Ted Menzies, Minister of State, 
Finance, and the Hon. Gail Shea, Minister of National Reve-
nue, have announced that Canadians will be able to save an 
additional $500 in their tax-free savings account starting in 
2013, which will raise the annual contribution limit to $5,500. 
Minister Menzies stated that the TFSAs have become an ex-
ceedingly valuable savings tool for so many Canadians. TFSAs 
became available in 2009, which means Canadians have been 
able to earn tax-free investment income on contributions of up 
to $5,000 per year. All Canadians, from students to young 
families to seniors can earn tax-free income through a range of 
investment products. TFSAs have become increasingly popular 

with approximately 8.2 million Canadians having opened an 
account and roughly 2.5 million Canadians contributed to the 
maximum amount in 2011. I wonder how many of those are 
Yukoners? 

The minister has highlighted the key features of the TFSA 
that make it a popular savings vehicle for Canadians. A TFSA 
is available to all Canadians 18 years and older. Any interest, 
dividends and capital gains earned in a TFSA are not subject to 
tax. The TFSA allows you to invest in a number of types of 
investments — be it a high interest savings account, mutual 
funds, guaranteed investment certificates, listed securities or 
other types of qualified investment products. Unused TFSA 
contribution room is carried forward and accumulates for future 
years. 

Funds available in your TFSA can be withdrawn tax-free 
at any time for any purpose. You can re-contribute withdrawn 
amounts in the same year only if you have unused TFSA con-
tribution room, otherwise you have to wait until the following 
year. Income earned in a TFSA and withdrawals do not affect 
your eligibility for federal income-tested benefits and credits. 

Look for small ways to save; consider cutting back on your 
spending for items like lottery tickets, magazines or fancy cof-
fees — it all adds up. It may be better to live on a little less 
now so you’ll have more when you really need it. 

Years ago I was given a calculator that showed how much 
a daily decision could add up over the course of a year. A dol-
lar a day savings is $365; if you start doing that when you’re 18 
and invest that $365 every year, by the time you are 65 it works 
out to just under $51,000. 

Take advantage of a company pension or savings plan, es-
pecially if your employer offers matching contributions. You 
can save your bonuses and raises. The next time you get a bo-
nus or a raise, don’t spend it all. Try to put some of it toward 
your retirement savings. Consider saving less for your chil-
dren’s education. If you have to choose between saving for 
your retirement and your children’s education, put money in 
your RRSP first. Let your children get jobs or borrow to help 
pay for their education. Later you may be able to help them pay 
their student loans, which carry lower interest rates.                              

Consider revisiting your investment strategy. Look for 
ways to get a little more growth without more risk than you can 
tolerate. If you choose only the most conservative investments 
for your retirement savings, your savings may not grow fast 
enough to give you the income you need after you retire.  

While on that subject, I think it’s worth mentioning that 
it’s often the case that the higher return, the higher the risk. I 
think each one of us has to decide for ourselves how much risk 
we are willing to take and if the higher rate of return is worth 
the additional risk. That for me is a personal choice.  

On the subject of adopting an investment strategy, I do 
want to mention one CBC on-line article I read from the begin-
ning of this year, which noted that many Canadians are overes-
timating how much the annual rate of return on their invest-
ments will be. The story quoted a certified financial planner 
who cautions not to expect double-digit returns going forward. 
The bottom line of this story was that it may be too risky to use 
historical performance data for retirement planning projections.  
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I appreciate the opportunity to share with this House the 
relevance and importance of this amendment. I would like to 
conclude by first saying that our amendment today is all about 
helping Yukoners to ensure a future income. Our amendment 
today is designed to assist Yukoners prepare for the future. 

Secondly, I’d like to extend my appreciation to the team at 
Justice for working on these important amendments. Their hard 
work day in and day out certainly does not go unnoticed.  

 
Ms. Moorcroft:     I rise on behalf of the Official Oppo-

sition to state that we will be supporting these amendments to 
the Act to Amend the Retirement Beneficiaries Act. These are 
housekeeping amendments in nature and as the minister said 
are bringing it up to date.  

I would note that this legislation has been the subject of 
determination by the Uniform Law Conference of Canada. For 
those who may want to understand the Uniform Law Confer-
ence better, it has a civil section that assembles government 
policy lawyers and analysts, private lawyers and law reformers 
to consider areas in which provincial and territorial laws would 
benefit from harmonization. 

The civil section then prepares uniform statutes that rele-
vant governments in Canada may choose to adopt and which 
provide a method of harmonization where a government may 
want to use the bill.  

These amendments before us are ones that we can support. 
The measure that the minister indicated — that government 
will be taking in these amendments to provide for regulations 
so that, when there are new savings plans that need to be added 
in, they can do that by regulation rather than bringing it back to 
the House — is one that many jurisdictions have done as well. 

I would like the minister to indicate whether there will be 
any effect on public servant and government pensions. The 
minister spoke about getting smart about your money and man-
aging your money for your retirement and pensions and I do 
think that I need to draw to the minister’s attention that there 
are many people who are living in poverty or even living above 
the poverty line who do not have the ability to put savings into 
a tax-free savings account. We need to invest in good public 
services for everyone so that those who do not have a large 
retirement savings or pension plan can count on health care, 
social services, adequate and affordable housing being there for 
them when they are no longer able to earn a living. 

We need to have in Canada solid Canada Pension Plan and 
old age pension plan supplements available for all Canadians. 
Those have been under attack lately. The current financial cri-
sis is casting a long shadow over money markets and that im-
perils the retirement savings of many and raises uncomfortable 
questions about how millions of Canadians have been left to 
fend for themselves. The Canadian Labour Congress has 
launched a major campaign in support of public pensions, and 
they have pointed out that recent events have exposed major 
faults at the heart of our pension system. Our public pension 
system, Old Age Security and the Guaranteed Income Supple-
ment, plus the Canada Pension Plan, provide a secure income 
in retirement, but the maximum value of public pensions falls 

well short of replacing the 50 to 70 percent of pre-retirement 
income needed to maintain decent living standards.  

Compared to many other advanced industrial countries, 
our public pension system is very underdeveloped. The private 
part of our pension system, which was meant to make up the 
big difference between public pensions and adequate retirement 
incomes, is in deep trouble. Only about one in five workers in 
the private sector now belong to an employee pension plan. 
Very few non-union workers, with the exception of managers 
and professionals, are covered by an employer plan and many 
of the plans that do exist are shaky because of low interest rates 
and the recent collapse of stock markets. 

So ideas that could go a long way to improve retirement 
benefits for all workers, not simply for those who may have the 
luxury of having available funds to put in tax-free savings ac-
counts and registered retirement savings plans, would be to 
increase benefits for the Canada Pension Plan and to increase 
low-income pensions so no senior lives in poverty. 

I would ask that when the government is considering the 
future of people who are elderly in years, they do take into ac-
count the needs of every person living in our country, of all 
Yukoners and about the dignity and comfort that they will need 
in their old age to have security and, as I’ve said previously, 
have access to housing, health care and social services. 

We will support this amendment and understand that it is 
housekeeping in nature, notwithstanding some of the other sub-
jects that the minister and I have added to the debate. 

 
Mr. Silver:     I’m pleased to rise in support of Bill No. 

47, Act to Amend the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries Act. This 
bill amends the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries Act to allow the 
Commissioner in Executive Council to proscribe additional 
kinds of retirement and savings plans for the purpose of the act. 
The bill also clarifies that RRIFs, registered retirement income 
funds, are included under the act. It removes a reference to a 
kind of federal home ownership savings plan that no longer 
exists and moves a portion of the defined plan into a new pro-
vision for greater clarity. It is the result of a recommendation 
made by the Uniform Law Conference in 2009, and I am 
pleased that we’re finally adopting it three years later. The Lib-
eral caucus will be in support of this bill. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

 
Speaker:   If the member now speaks, he will close de-

bate. Does any other member wish to be heard? 
 
Hon. Mr. Nixon:    I’ll be brief, and I appreciate the 

support coming from the members opposite.  
So I’d like to conclude again by first saying that this 

amendment today is all about helping Yukoners to ensure a 
future income. This amendment today is designed to assist 
Yukoners as they prepare for their future. 

Again, I would like to extend my sincere appreciation to 
the team at Justice for working on these important amend-
ments. Their hard work and their dedication, day in and day 
out, truly do not go unnoticed, so thank you.  

Motion for second reading of Bill No. 47 agreed to  
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Hon. Mr. Cathers:    I move that the Speaker do now 
leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of 
the Whole.  

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

Motion agreed to  
 
Speaker leaves the Chair  

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

Whole will now come to order. 
The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 47, entitled 

Act to Amend the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries Act. Do mem-
bers wish to take a brief recess? 

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

minutes. 
 
Recess 

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

der.  

Bill No. 47: Act to Amend the Retirement Plan 
Beneficiaries Act 

Chair:   The matter before the Committee is Bill No. 
47, entitled Act to Amend the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries 
Act. 

Hon. Mr. Nixon:    I just want to extend my apprecia-
tion for the members from the Official Opposition and the 
Third Party for their remarks in second reading. It’s gratifying 
to me that they are in support of this bill. 

My remarks during second reading were really explanatory 
for the House on the importance of keeping this legislation up 
to date. I’ll take this opportunity to answer one question for the 
Member for Copperbelt South, when the member asked if there 
is an effect on public sector pensions. The simple answer to 
that question is no, there is not. Public sector pensions are reg-
istered pensions and therefore already have the capability to 
designate a beneficiary.  

Having already answered one question, I’ll be brief and 
conclude and open the floor for other remarks. 

Ms. Moorcroft:     The next question that I have for the 
minister relates to the provisions of this act where he stated in 
second reading that Cabinet will now be able to make changes 
by regulation if some funds change or if new funds are added. 
Does the minister anticipate that his officials will be regularly 
reviewing circumstances in order to add new plans? The next 
question would be if there are any other provisions of the act 
that they anticipate need to be reviewed or changed or did they 
take a look at that when they brought forward these amend-
ments? 

Hon. Mr. Nixon:    It’s a good question coming from 
the member opposite; indeed, this act has been reviewed to a 
standard where it’s now current with others across the country. 

A regulation will be needed to designate the pooled registered 
pension plans themselves. Otherwise we anticipate no further 
changes at this time. 

Ms. Moorcroft:     Although this next question is only 
indirectly related, since the minister does have his officials with 
him, I will proceed to ask it. 

Are there other bills that the Uniform Law Conference of 
Canada has prepared uniform statutes for that the Yukon gov-
ernment is anticipating looking at and perhaps amending 
Yukon legislation or bringing forward new legislation? If so, 
what areas of law are captured in that? 

Hon. Mr. Nixon:    Although the officials participated 
in the Uniform Law Conference, at this time there are no other 
changes that are being sought in the immediate future.  

Mr. Tredger:     Welcome to the officials. I have just a 
couple of quick questions. By designating a beneficiary, will 
that affect the disbursal of pension accounts when there has 
been a spousal dispute or a divorce? I understand with pension 
amounts it’s an automatic 50/50 split. Will that continue and 
will that also affect the disbursal of RSPs and tax-free savings 
accounts? 

Hon. Mr. Nixon:    To answer the question from the 
member opposite, this does not change how the beneficiary is 
split in the case of a dispute like that — it doesn’t change mari-
tal law; it just identifies a beneficiary in case of death.  

I didn’t do this when I was first on my feet, but I’d really 
like to extend my appreciation and my thanks to the extremely 
hard-working officials who have truly contributed quite a lot to 
the Department of Justice, and I’d like to thank them for being 
here and offering their assistance to me.  

Mr. Tredger:     By designating a beneficiary, will the 
tax-free savings account move to that person tax free — to the 
designated person — or does it change the status of the 
amount? 

Hon. Mr. Nixon:    That’s correct; it will allocate to that 
individual, tax free. 

Chair:   Is there any further general debate on Bill No. 
47? We will now go clause by clause. 

On Clause 1 
Clause 1 agreed to 
On Clause 2 
Clause 2 agreed to 
On Clause 3 
Clause 3 agreed to 
On Clause 4 
Clause 4 agreed to 
On Clause 5 
Clause 5 agreed to 
On Title 
Title agreed to  
 
Hon. Mr. Nixon:    Madam Chair, I move that Bill No. 

47, entitled Act to Amend the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries 
Act, be reported without amendment.  

Chair:   It has been moved by Mr. Nixon that Bill No. 
47, entitled Act to Amend the Retirement Plan Beneficiaries 
Act, be reported without amendment. 
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Motion agreed to 
Chair:  We are going to move on to Vote 3, Department 

of Education.  
We will recess for two minutes or until the officials are 

ready. 
 
Recess 
 
Chair:   Committee of the Whole will resume now with 

Vote 3, Department of Education, general debate. 

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

Department of Education — continued 
Chair:   Mr. Kent, you have 17 minutes and 56 seconds 

remaining. 
Hon. Mr. Kent:    I know we were up in debate for a 

full afternoon on November 20 and then very short parts of a 
couple of other afternoons during this session. I do have some 
updated information I’d like to put forward from questions 
from members opposite that were raised on November 20. It 
would be fitting for me to start with an update for members on 
the work at F.H. Collins, given the activities in the Legislature 
today. 

Prior to the start of this session, the Minister of Highways 
and Public Works and I met with the 20 or so students who 
were in the gallery today to talk about the project, to give them 
an update on where things are at. The Deputy Minister of Edu-
cation and I, and a number of senior officials, were able to at-
tend the open house held in the F.H. Collins cafeteria on No-
vember 22. Quite a few concerns were expressed at the open 
house about the loss of the gym facility at F.H. Collins during 
the extended construction period. 

In the spring of 2012, we realized that an 18-month con-
struction period was too compressed, considering the overall 
design and construction sequence, so it was expanded to what 
was considered a more realistic two years and eight months, to 
allow for better planning and greater fiscal responsibility. 

One of the unfortunate aspects of that good planning was 
the fact that the gym would be lost for another year. So we cer-
tainly heard a lot of concerns from parents, from students and 
from other people in the F.H. Collins school community on 
November 22. Since that time, department officials in Educa-
tion and Highways and Public Works have been exploring op-
tions for a temporary structure on-site.  

The one quote we had when speaking at the open house 
was for $1.3 million for a fabric structure, similar to the one 
that was put up during the Canada Winter Games down close to 
where the Kwanlin Dun Cultural Centre is now. That has been 
ruled out for a couple of reasons — because the heating costs 
would be too high and because of the condensation issues in-
side the tent when it’s cold outside and warm inside. It’s my 
understanding from officials that we would end up with mois-
ture coming down from the ceiling during that period. Cer-
tainly, we don’t want to compromise the floor. So that is one 
structure that has been ruled out by officials, but there are some 
other options we’re looking at. 

We also need to find a site on the F.H. Collins campus that 
is safe. Obviously, the construction of the new school is going 
to be in close proximity to the existing school, so we need to 
find a site where we can put a temporary structure that is safe 
for the students and doesn’t compromise other recreational 
aspects, such as the soccer field and the running track. My un-
derstanding during the building advisory committee time was 
that they wanted to make sure that that stayed intact — obvi-
ously, for the hundreds of Yukoners who play soccer as well as 
the running clubs that use the track there. 

We’re narrowed in where we can put this and, again, in or-
der to be fiscally responsible with this option, we need to find 
other uses for the building afterward. We are exploring options 
with Highways and Public Works on areas where we can pur-
chase a building for short-term use at F.H. Collins, and then 
move it to another site afterward for other options and, again, 
similar challenges with the floor and making sure that we can 
either recycle the existing gym floor, which may or may not be 
feasible. 

We’re still investigating those opportunities and the costs 
of putting a new floor in and the costs of heating the structure 
have to be factored in. Of course we’re weighing those against 
the transportation costs that are associated with busing the stu-
dents back and forth to the other venues. That was the plan that 
we were moving forward with and developing options in the 
community. I think we’re fortunate in the community of 
Whitehorse that we have so many of those options, such as the 
Canada Games Centre and the pool up there, Mount Sima, 
Mount McIntyre and the curling club and the broomball rink, 
Yukon College’s gym and the use of some other infrastructure 
in Riverdale such as the bowling alley and Leaping Feats and 
another private gym that is in Riverdale. 

In my conversations with the instructor at the Montessori 
school, he was telling me that that’s how they do gym. That is 
their gym class and I know the deputy met with representatives 
of the home-school association and that’s certainly their physi-
cal education programming too. Again, we are absolutely look-
ing at temporary options, but those will of course preclude 
these other options. We do need to be fiscally responsible, so if 
we do end up putting a temporary gym on-site, all the other 
options that exist won’t be there.  

Just to let Yukoners and members of the House know that 
we’re not looking at any structure that will remain on-site. I 
and I’m sure the Minister of Highways and Public Works have 
been approached by a number of individuals with ideas for 
structures and what can happen afterwards, but just so that we 
manage expectations, it’s important for those user groups to 
know we aren’t planning on leaving any structure on-site as a 
legacy structure. The school design will be moving forward as 
is after construction and again, if we can find a financially re-
sponsible way to do it, we will certainly have a temporary facil-
ity on-site for the students to use as a gym during the construc-
tion period.  

So again, all those sport user groups, I guess particularly 
one — Tennis Yukon is the one that has approached me on a 
number of occasions — there are other options if they’re look-
ing for a year-round facility using the community development 
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fund or Lotteries Yukon or any of the other applications and 
funds that all sporting organizations have the opportunity to 
apply for when they’re looking for some sort of year-round or 
covered structure. I would encourage that organization in par-
ticular to explore those options.  

I would be happy to answer any specific questions from 
the members opposite with respect to the F.H. Collins replace-
ment project.  

One other major thing that has happened since we debated 
this on November 20, of course, is the ratification of a new 
agreement with the Yukon Teachers Association. Just to pro-
vide members with a quick update on that, we’re certainly very 
pleased that we have a new collective agreement in place with 
the Yukon Teachers Association, or the YTA. It’s a three-year 
agreement and addresses concerns of teachers, but more impor-
tantly looks to support student achievement. The negotiations 
took place over eight months. My understanding from negotia-
tors is that they were both productive and positive negotiations. 
Both parties worked together to come to a mutual agreement 
with measures in place to improve student achievement in the 
Yukon. The teachers will see an increase in their wages of 5.75 
percent over the next three years. We’ve also reduced maxi-
mum class sizes for several grade levels — the elementary 
grade levels in particular — and created a classroom diversity 
committee to monitor and assess how extra support is provided 
in classrooms.  

When it comes to instructional hours, the need for more 
time for students and teachers has been identified. The agree-
ment has flexibility built in to allow the Legislature to make 
any necessary changes to the length of the school year; that is, 
the number of hours of instruction and non-instruction that I do 
believe I mentioned yesterday during Question Period in re-
sponse to the Member for Mayo-Tatchun. We were looking at 
adding 15 hours of instructional time and 15 hours of non-
instructional time to the existing 950 hours. 

Of that, the breakdown is 935 hours of instructional time 
and 15 hours of non-instructional time, so we are looking to 
double that. Again, I will be seeking amendments to the Educa-
tion Act in the spring to accomplish that as those hours are set 
forth in that act. Of course, that provision includes a formula 
for increasing teacher pay on a pro-rated basis should the 
school year be increased after the amendments are brought 
forward to the Legislative Assembly.  

Through a letter of understanding, the two parties have 
agreed to create the classroom diversity committee that I men-
tioned. Again, the committee will review, monitor and assess 
how extra support is managed and delivered in schools, and the 
committee will be providing an annual report to the Minister of 
Education. Yukon schools are, of course, inclusive and we 
strive to meet the learning needs of every student, so the class-
room diversity committee will strengthen how extra support is 
delivered in schools.  

I’m just going to spend my remaining time reading into the 
record some of the responses to questions raised in the Legisla-
ture November 20, 2012. There are only a few here, but if I run 
out of time to do it, I’ll get back to them after questions start 
coming from members opposite. 

Questions raised by the Member for Mayo-Tatchun: The 
first one was, when will the 2011-12 high school exit survey 
data be available and posted on the website and all prior years 
on the website? The answer is that links to the 2012 high 
school exit survey and follow-up study can be found at both the 
Department of Education website, under publications, reports 
and handbooks, and at the Yukon Bureau of Statistics website 
on the home page under recently published reports or under 
social statistics. I do have URLs here, but I won’t read them 
into the record. They’re fairly long, so if members have diffi-
culty accessing them, I can get the URLs sent down to the 
chiefs of staff. 

The 2011 high school exit survey can be found at the 
Yukon Bureau of Statistics website under social statistics — 
again a lengthy URL. The search engine at the website can also 
be used to locate any of the above-named reports, and that 
website is the Yukon Bureau of Statistics. 

Another question raised was what is the immediate avail-
ability of Old Crow land-based experiential program curricu-
lum and guidance materials? Again this was raised by the 
Member for Mayo-Tatchun and the answer is the First Nation 
Programs and Partnerships unit is developing a plan to share 
the Old Crow experiential resources with other Yukon schools. 
We have electronic copies of the teacher’s guide and student 
resource booklets that are available on request and we will be 
considering uploading the documents to the YESNET website 
and developing a communications strategy for public schools. 
We anticipate that when the two FNPP curriculum developers 
are staffed and hired, we will be doing school visitations and 
presentations at school staff meetings. 

I will make a commitment to provide those — if I haven’t 
already done so — to provide those resource booklets to mem-
bers of the opposition, one to each party, on a memory stick. 
They are fairly large documents, so we can get that done, and 
my apologies if it already has been done but I don’t think it has. 

Another question: what is the current status of home-
schooling in the Yukon with respect to access to program re-
sources and funding? I know the Deputy Minister of Education 
met with three members of the home-schooling association and 
had a very productive dialogue on that.  

One of the things I can report to the House is that an edu-
cator is in charge of the home-schooling program for the first 
time in a long time, or perhaps the first time ever — first time 
in a long time — I’ll stick with that just to make sure I’m re-
flecting accurately what the situation is.  

Another question: Will the Council of Yukon First Nations 
be involved in the development of the residential schools 
curriculum? Yukon Education will work with CYFN Education 
staff by inviting them to the YFN Education Advisory Commit-
tee, the YFN curriculum working group and to the residential 
curriculum committee meetings. For more detail regarding re-
source materials development, I will provide members with an 
attached report, entitled Status Update for Materials for Yukon 
Residential Schools Curriculum. 

I know department officials were at the Western and 
Northern Canadian Protocol meetings, which are the curricu-
lum development meetings, where the Yukon is the chair this 



December 4, 2012 HANSARD 1835 

year, and had an opportunity to speak to officials from Nunavut 
and from the Northwest Territories. My understanding is that 
they have seen quite a bit of success with their residential 
school curriculum so we’ll look to build on that and adapt it to 
a Yukon context and, again, anticipate some of the other issues 
that were raised by the Member for Vuntut Gwitchin yesterday.  

I do have some other questions, but the answers are fairly 
long, and I’m not sure how much time I have left. I think 
maybe what I could do is entertain questions from the Member 
for Vuntut Gwitchin. I know he and I were engaged in debate 
yesterday. 

One thing that I can say coming out of yesterday’s debate 
— and I know he spoke about celebrating First Nations and all 
the great things that are coming up in 2013, from the 40th anni-
versary of Together Today for Our Children Tomorrow and a 
number of other important anniversaries that are going to be 
celebrated. 

So I have asked department officials to look into making 
that the theme of our Education Week for 2013. Last year, it 
was about innovation in the schools. So this year, I think we’re 
able to maybe move on to something that celebrates some of 
the positive aspects of First Nations involvement in the Yukon, 
their history and their cultural contributions to the territory, not 
only over the past 40 years, but years before, and everything 
that they have done to enhance the quality of life here in the 
Yukon over the past centuries and indeed longer than that.  

Again, I’ll work with department officials — I will commit 
to the member opposite — to come up with something that 
incorporates celebrating some of those important milestones 
when we celebrate Education Week, which I believe is in April 
2013. 

Mr. Elias:    I appreciate the minister’s remarks with re-
gard to my question yesterday in the Education debate. It’s 
encouraging because I think, over the years, when I was a 
youngster and invited to the land claims negotiation table right 
out of high school, sitting at the land claims negotiations with 
the federal and territorial governments and watching that pro-
gress and actually seeing a Vuntut National Park and so many 
other protected areas, from the top of our territory to the bot-
tom, come to fruition through the land claims processes, and 
thousands of square kilometres of land being protected in every 
First Nation’s traditional territory. From that to the changes I 
have seen in education and in business, and the positive 
changes I’ve seen most recently right on the waterfront with the 
Kwanlin Dun Cultural Centre, and the list goes on and on and 
on. I think it’s good to hear that the minister is willing to look 
at a theme that can exemplify the positive accomplishments 
that have gone on over the years with regard to the settling of 
modern-day treaties here in our territory. 

Another aspect of this is that right down to looking into the 
future — and I’m starting to see this now with regard to various 
levels of government working together to solve a very specific 
and distinct problem in an area of the Yukon. Look at the 
monetary values alone in our territory, where you have 11 self-
governing First Nations who have their own departments of 
education, or their own economic development departments, or 
their own environment or land and resources department, and 

have dedicated funds of well over $10 million from one First 
Nation to run their little governments, participating in a better 
Yukon with our municipal governments, our NGOs, our boards 
and committees and industry, and the federal government’s 
presence in our territory as well as the territorial government 
presence in our territory. There’s basically nothing we can’t do 
to be a powerhouse in the federation of Canada. 

I’ve said that before and I think it’s great to hear the Edu-
cation minister say he’s willing to create the theme for Educa-
tion, where he can talk among his other bosses in the depart-
ment — I say that with a smile on my face for Hansard — rec-
ognizing the officials who are in the House today.   

So it’s good to hear and I hope that we can see, as I men-
tioned today in Question Period, that the territorial government 
can actually recognize this unique and historic time that is ap-
proaching in the next coming weeks when we celebrate what 
we’ve achieved here in the Yukon through the Umbrella Final 
Agreement, the First Nation final agreements and the trip to 
Ottawa in January 1973 with so many chiefs. There are too 
many of them to name, but they will be named very soon in the 
Legislative Assembly. 

I appreciate the minister’s response to my questions over 
the last couple of days. Thank you. 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    I should have mentioned this in my 
previous response, and I know the Premier spoke about it today 
during Question Period, but the community development fund 
has allocated $20,000 to the Council of Yukon First Nations to 
assist in a celebration of the 40th anniversary of Together To-
day for Our Children Tomorrow. There are some other depart-
ments also chipping in on this important initiative. 

Mr. Tredger:     I just want to follow up on a couple of 
statements that the minister made around F.H. Collins and the 
planning for that.  

On November 22, the minister referenced $180,000 for 
busing as sort of the benchmark. At the time, it wasn’t clear 
how those numbers were arrived at. My question for the minis-
ter is if this includes the rental of facilities and does it include 
time for events such as graduation, Challenge Day and any 
assemblies around November? All of these would typically 
need a gymnasium and a stretcher on-site that will have to be 
rented out otherwise? Would it include also the costs to get 
students to the facilities before and after the school day for 
practices and stuff like that?  

Also, has the minister considered the liability issues? I 
know a number of years ago, we had a situation where a num-
ber of high school students left school and were going to a — I 
believe it was a volleyball game at Porter Creek. They left F.H. 
Collins and were involved in a car accident.  

At that time, it was decided that students would not be able 
to drive themselves to and from events. So when there is a 
morning practice, does the minister envision students arriving 
at F.H. Collins a half-hour early — say, 6:00 a.m. or 6:30 a.m. 
in the morning so that they can attend a practice at 7:00 a.m. at 
the Canada Games Centre and then get on the bus to go back 
down to F.H. Collins, then get back on the bus to return to the 
Canada Games Centre for a phys-ed class? There are a lot of 
things that have come into that. What kind of planning has been 
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done? Is that $180,000 still firm? Does it include bus rental? 
Does it include any extra time for staff to attend and get things 
set up and ready to go? Or are we depending on volunteer time 
to set up stuff off-site? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    The $180,000 that was referenced at 
the November 22 meeting includes busing for PE activities as 
well as facility rentals for PE activities. Some of the other ex-
tracurricular activities — of course, the graduation ceremonies 
have been rebooked to the High Country Inn Convention Cen-
tre — or the Yukon Convention Centre, pardon me.   

This is a cost estimate just as the value of the project is a 
cost estimate. We won’t know what the budget is for the re-
placement of the school until we get a successful bid, hopefully 
in January or perhaps into February, depending on the number 
of addendums that have to come forward with the project. Of 
course the liability issues and the safety issues are paramount, 
not only when transporting students back and forth from the 
school to various activities that we had scheduled for them in 
different venues, but also the liability and the safety of having 
the entire student population and teacher population in very 
close proximity to an active construction zone. As most mem-
bers will know, the new school will be attached to the existing 
tech and trades wing, so it’s in very, very close proximity and 
the new school will be over the footprint of the existing gym. 
Again, those are extremely important things. I’ve heard over 
the past number of days from some parents that they aren’t as 
concerned about the loss of the gym, but are more concerned 
about the safety of students. We are working very hard to ad-
dress that.  

Of course, we have some recent experience here in the 
Yukon with the Canada Games Centre being built and attached 
to the existing swimming pool, and experience, I believe, in the 
1990s when the Whitehorse General Hospital was replaced on-
site. Parts of the new hospital are actually parts of the old hos-
pital. So there is experience with that. We want to make sure 
that students are safe, no matter if they’re travelling on buses to 
attend PE or being close to an active work site.  

Again, with some of the extracurricular activities, we 
would be looking to some of the gyms in closer proximity — 
the early morning activities — to identify our opportunities at 
Selkirk gym. We’re not, of course, kicking any of the other 
user groups out of there. The City of Whitehorse, through our 
joint use agreement, is in charge of booking our gyms outside 
of school hours for other activities. If somebody did have Sel-
kirk gym available, such as an adult group that has travel op-
portunities, perhaps they would be able to move their activities 
to another building they’re able to drive to. Then we could have 
the F.H. Collins students use Selkirk Street Elementary School 
for those events. 

Again, if we do put a temporary gym structure on-site — if 
we find a way that works within the fiscal parameters we’ve set 
up — the need for all of these extra activities won’t exist. I 
guess the only thing probably that we will have to look at de-
livering outside of the temporary gym is probably the gradua-
tion ceremony. I’m not sure if the temporary structure will be 
fit for that. But, as I’ve said, we do have the High Country Inn 
Convention Centre booked for the 2013 grad class. 

The temporary structure — one other thing I should men-
tion about it is that we’re not planning on plumbing it. It’s go-
ing to be a movable structure. There won’t be plumbing. There 
will, of course, be heat, but no plumbing in it, so it won’t be 
suitable for some of those larger events, like the grad or the 
fashion show. We’ll be looking to do those off-site during the 
construction period. 

Mr. Tredger:     I’ll just reiterate what I have heard from 
a number of people, and that is that the school gymnasium is 
the heart and soul. It’s a gathering place. As we talk to more 
people, I hear more things the gym is being used for, and that’s 
why we start talking about Challenge Day and talking about 
various assemblies — Remembrance Day.   

I can just see that $180,000 — was it designed for one 
year, or is that per year for the next two and a half years? Just 
the idea that as those costs rise, there are a number of concerns 
and the obvious desire on the part of parents to know that there 
is a plan in place and that unforeseen circumstances like this — 
that they’re being caught.  

One of the concerns I heard as well as the rising cost and 
the inconveniences that involves and what it means to a stu-
dent’s school life and their high school life to be in that situa-
tion — was that it’s all coming at such a late date. As you men-
tioned, we’ve known since the spring that the school gym 
wouldn’t be available for two and a half years, instead of the 
one year, which all the planning was based on.  

Is this the first of a number of unforeseen situations? What 
is the minister doing to assure parents that assessments of po-
tential risks are being done? Are there discussions now with a 
building committee, with teachers and staff, with administra-
tion, with parents and with other user groups? We must antici-
pate these so we’re not reacting at the last moment and coming 
up with ad hoc solutions. The more planning we can do, the 
more likely we are to be able to come up with a fiscally respon-
sible, acceptable plan for everyone.  

Teachers are making their yearly plans. This year’s plans 
are already made. Students are planning for the next two or 
three years of their life in high school. They deserve to know 
that this kind of planning is taking place well in advance, not in 
an ad hoc manner. So my question for the minister: What has 
he learned from this situation and what is he putting in place to 
ensure that it doesn’t happen and that things are taken into ac-
count before they happen as we go through the construction 
phase? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    I think there have been a number of 
lessons learned throughout this process. Certainly I have been 
involved with it for a little over a year now. Of course, the plan 
has been set in place for even longer than that so, again, it was 
known, and the building advisory committee made the recom-
mendation for a number of reasons to build the facility on-site. 
Again, they were operating on the assumption that they would 
lose the gym for a one-year time frame. We had to look at that 
and come up with a more realistic time frame for construction. 
It is a very complex project, obviously.  

In discussions with the Department of Highways and Pub-
lic Works, it was felt that a two-year and eight-month time 
frame for construction and commissioning and then opening 
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the new school was more realistic and more manageable and 
would lead to less pressure on the budget. When it comes to 
options, the superintendent responsible for F.H. Collins, who 
also chairs the building advisory committee, developed several 
options for PE, looking at other facilities for events such as the 
graduation ceremonies and that type of thing.  

Risk assessment is of paramount concern — the safety of 
our students, not only those who have to travel to other venues 
for events, but also those who are actively engaged in that 
working zone during the construction period. 

We also have the students at the Gadzoosdaa residence and 
the Teen Parent Centre. I did go to the Teen Parent Centre 
AGM — I think it was last week — and discussed, among 
other things, this issue and how the construction will accom-
modate students who are going from the Teen Parent Centre to 
F.H. Collins and the Gadzoosdaa residence to F.H. Collins dur-
ing that time.  

I guess one of the ways that we want to ensure that there is 
communication — I have spoken on a couple of occasions dur-
ing this sitting that I won’t be asking the building advisory 
committee to be reconvened. There were 33 members on that 
committee and I have had the opportunity to thank them for 
providing advice to the Department of Education regarding all 
aspects of the planning and design of the new school, which 
was their role as identified in the terms of reference for the 
building advisory committee. What we want to do is continue 
to hold public open houses such as the one that was held on 
November 22 throughout the construction phase, making sure 
that we update the public, the parents and the students as much 
as possible during that time and also stay in regular communi-
cation with the staff and the teachers at F.H. Collins. 

I know the principal of F.H. Collins recently visited Van-
couver, I believe, to visit some schools that were similar not 
only to start to turn his attention to what the flexibility and the 
learning model will be for F.H. Collins once it is complete, but 
also to ask some questions about the challenges of having an 
active constructive zone right next to the school. 

I guess one of the other things that I should mention too is 
I’ve talked to the Minister of Highways and Public Works on 
this and we will be reviewing the role of the building advisory 
committee and evaluating the role of the building advisory 
committee coming out of this. I think it is prudent for govern-
ment to ensure that after a project is complete or the work of a 
specific committee is done that we take a look and see if there 
are any lessons that we can learn from and build on the positive 
and hope that we avoid any negative circumstances with re-
spect to the role of the building advisory committee when it 
comes to future projects. 

As members know, there are other schools in the Yukon 
that will need to be replaced. We want to make sure that the 
building advisory committee can play a meaningful role in re-
placing those schools, so we will conduct an evaluation of the 
terms of reference of the building advisory committee as soon 
as possible.  

Again, I have to reiterate — and this is very, very impor-
tant for all members — the tender is out right now for the con-
struction of the school. It will close, I believe, in mid-January. 

It may be extended because of addendums; we’re not sure. 
Highways and Public Works is anticipating sometime in Febru-
ary being able to determine whether or not we have a success-
ful bid for the replacement of F.H. Collins. At that time, we’ll 
know the budget and then we’ll be able to manage that project 
though the help of a third party firm — or a firm that we’ll con-
tract as a third party to manage the construction so that we 
maintain the current scope of the project and ensure that we 
guard against as many change orders as possible. All members 
know those change orders have the ability to add significant 
cost to the project throughout the construction phase.  

So we’re certainly committed to keeping this project, if we 
get a successful bid, on time and as close to the budgeted 
amount as we possibly can through professional project man-
agement.  

I’m hoping that soon the conversation turns to what a tre-
mendous learning facility we are going to end up with at F.H. 
Collins. We are investing almost $56 million in this project; I 
think it is by far the largest investment ever made for a school 
replacement in the Yukon. I think we are going to have a 
tremendous facility there once it’s complete. Again, I’m 
looking forward to discussions starting to turn toward the type 
of programming and the flexible learning spaces that are set up 
right now for more traditional learning spaces, but are being 
built so that they can expand in future years as the students and 
the faculty evolve into what we’re seeing — there’s some 
excitement we are seeing build in other jurisdictions around 
that flexible learning model. I know it will take some time for 
educators and students to get used to a new model of delivery, 
but I think that was really what drove the building advisory 
committee in a lot of their decisions. It was coming up with a 
project that will meet the needs of students, not only now, but 
will also have the flexibility to meet the needs of students 50 
years from now. 

Mr. Tredger:     Madam Chair, the minister mentioned 
that he intends to amend the Education Act this spring, specifi-
cally around the length of the school year and hours of instruc-
tion. People are beginning to discuss it already. Concerns are 
being raised. What does it mean? My question for the minister: 
Will he be consulting with First Nation governments, with 
school councils, continuing discussions with YTA, involving 
CYFN in the consultation process, and with parents and various 
school groups and communities?  

Hon. Mr. Kent:    Just to be clear, we’re looking at two 
amendments to the Yukon Education Act. One of course in-
volves hours of instruction and non-instructional hours, so in-
creasing the hours of instruction from the current 935 up to 950 
and doubling the non-instructional hours — or what members 
would be more familiar with, which are professional develop-
ment hours — doubling them from the current 15 hours to 30. 

The consultations have started. The deputy minister and I 
introduced the two proposed amendments at a school council 
workshop on December 1. We have another school council 
workshop scheduled for this Saturday, December 8. We’ve 
reached out to the Council of Yukon First Nations. We’ve done 
quite a bit of work with the Yukon Teachers Association 
through the negotiations. Obviously, as I mentioned, we will be 
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compensating the teachers for any additional hours that come 
out of this. 

The one other amendment that I was just about to speak to 
is the school council and amending some of the school council 
aspects in the act such as the timing of the election, the length 
of the term and staggering the terms. This is something I’ve 
certainly heard a lot of over the past year in travelling through-
out Yukon schools and meeting with various school councils. 
Some of the options that we’re looking at and are seeking feed-
back from councils on are moving the elections to possibly 
May.  

So, right now, they’re held in October, which is a month 
into the school year — moving them back to May, perhaps 
having some overlap with newly elected school councils and 
the existing school councils — and, of course, being able to get 
all of the guaranteed reps in place for the start of the school 
year.  

We found with the last school council election — obvi-
ously, there were some concerns with the number of individu-
als that put their names forward. So we’re again looking at 
staggering some of the terms. There are a number of options 
being discussed. We introduced those this past weekend at a 
school council workshop, and we’ll follow up again with a 
number of other school councils on this weekend.  

Again, the amendments that we’re looking for regarding 
the Education Act deal specifically with increasing hours and 
some changes to the school council election process and terms. 
It’s not to do with the length of the school year or the number 
of days in the school year. As minister, I currently have the 
authority under the act to set the start date and the length of the 
school year.  

Mr. Tredger:     I look forward to a full and robust con-
sultation process on that.  

Just one last, quick question — at least, I hope it’s going to 
be quick. Wilson Reading — we talked about that when we 
were talking about the last budget, and I understand there has 
been no training. 

Does the minister have a count on the number of schools 
that are currently offering Wilson Reading and whether there 
are requests for more? As well, I understand that the number of 
students of English language learners continues to increase. 
What support is being given to teachers who have, in some 
cases, over 50 percent of their class with English language 
learners? Finally, Reading Recovery: all three of those posi-
tions are being managed out of part of one position — sorry, 
Reading Recovery is not. It’s Wilson Reading, English as a 
Second Language and FASD that are being managed out of a 
part of one position. How is that working out? Is that person 
able to ensure that Wilson Reading, Reading Recovery, English 
language learners and FASD are being — teachers who en-
counter that are being supported? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    I thank the member opposite for the 
question, because that was the next one in the responses that I 
was working my way through at the start of debate here. 

Maybe what I’ll start on first is the English language 
learners that the member asked about. Of course, the depart-
ment provides many supports to increasing numbers of English 

language learners who make the Yukon their home. A commit-
tee that includes school and department staff is looking at the 
issues related to the programming for ELL students and will be 
making recommendations for improving supports for students, 
teachers and parents. What we’ve done in the meantime is allo-
cate an additional two FTE teachers, and we’ve added English 
language learner support to the role of the early learning liter-
acy consultant. It’s my understanding that there are approxi-
mately 200 students in Yukon schools identified as English 
language learners. There is quite a bit of work going on with 
that, including the addition of those two FTE teachers.  

This was a question raised by the member opposite on No-
vember 20: Please provide “…an update on Wilson Reading 
and Reading Recovery — I know there was no training happen-
ing this year. Will it be happening next year?” That’s a closed 
quote on the member’s question from that day.  

So the response is that we’re continuing to support Read-
ing Recovery at this time and are providing some training this 
year.  

Last year, department staff did a review of literacy across 
the territory and found that for some students Reading Recov-
ery was very successful, but for others the gains were not sus-
tained over time, and some students were not successful or did 
not complete the program. 

We all know that strong literacy skills are very important 
for academic success, as well as success in the workplace. The 
Public Schools branch is in the process of developing a com-
prehensive early literacy plan. Yukon Education is moving 
toward a more balanced literacy program, which includes a 
variety of teaching strategies. Wilson Reading provides one 
strategy that has proven to work for some students with learn-
ing disabilities. The Wilson early intervention program — 
called “Fundations” — is being used in some schools to ad-
dress the phonetic elements of the reading process. Reading 
Recovery and Wilson Reading will be reviewed as to how they 
will fit in to the primary literacy plan. 

The department staff member, who has provided Wilson 
training in the past, is out of the territory this year. She did, 
however, meet with the Wilson teachers prior to departure to 
support their work this year. Teachers who have provided Wil-
son Reading in the past are continuing to do so as part of a 
more balanced programming module. However, there is no 
training for specific Wilson Reading strategies this year. 

A comprehensive K to 12 literacy strategy will be devel-
oped following the education summit on literacy that begins 
today. Actually, it begins this evening. The Minister of Health 
and Social Services and I will be speaking at the opening of 
that event this evening.  

Ms. Moorcroft:     I’d like to thank the minister and his 
officials and also my colleague, the Member for Mayo-
Tatchun, and other opposition members, who have canvassed 
many of the areas within the Department of Education. I do just 
want to put a couple of items on the record here.  

Since the minister has been speaking recently about pro-
viding us with a status update of the residential school curricu-
lum committee members’ deliberations, I’ll start in that area.  
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I’ve been reviewing the Council of Ministers of Education 
website, which has a wealth of very helpful reports, documents 
and information. It was in 2004 that the Council of Ministers of 
Education Canada declared aboriginal education a priority. In 
2005, CMEC presented an aboriginal education action plan 
toward a new aboriginal education strategy. 

As I’ve said previously, I find it somewhat discouraging 
that the Yukon is not in the forefront in offering curriculum. 
Saskatchewan has mandatory treaty education. Here in the 
Yukon, we have been speaking about celebrating the first four 
final agreements, which have now been in effect for almost 20 
years — since 1995. I would like to see there being education 
on those land claim final agreements and self-government 
agreements within our school curriculum. Certainly, when it 
comes to aboriginal education, we need to improve the 40-
percent graduation rate of First Nation students, and we also 
need to have more First Nation teachers in the school system. 
There was debate earlier about the review of the Yukon native 
teacher education program that was recently done. 

I’d like to point out that CMEC and other jurisdictions 
have been working to make aboriginal education more promi-
nent in teacher education programs. So if we’re looking to de-
velop a new teacher education program, I think we need to be 
sure that we keep all of the benefits that have come from the 
program that has been in place over the last number of years. 

As the minister stated when he started debate on the De-
partment of Education, there was one aboriginal teacher in the 
Yukon teaching in the Yukon school system in 1989 and as of 
2012 there are 42. There is still an awful lot of room for im-
provement though, and I think that ensuring there is more First 
Nations relevant curriculum within the teacher education pro-
gram itself as well as within the schools would be very helpful. 

In the last sitting of the Legislature there was unanimous 
support for a motion to look at skills training. We agreed to 
include trade unions in the groups of agencies that would be 
involved to move forward on improving skills training within 
the Yukon. I would like to encourage the minister and through 
him and his officials encourage Yukon College to include la-
bour when they’re looking at plans for skills training. I wonder 
if the minister has any information on whether there has been 
involvement between the college and the trade unions, particu-
larly those within the skills trades that do have some expertise 
in the area of trades training. 

The final subject that I want to bring forward and that the 
minister can respond to is concern about temporary foreign 
workers, which I have raised before on other occasions. In last 
spring’s budget, the federal government announced changes to 
the program that fast-tracked approval for temporary foreign 
workers from a 12- to 14-week approval process down to 10 
days. It also allowed the workers to be paid 15-percent less 
than the average wage paid to Canadian workers for similar 
work, but required employers to first seek Canadian workers 
for the jobs. In the last month, the temporary foreign worker 
program made headlines after reports surfaced that migrant 
workers from China were being recruited to a coal mine near 
Tumbler Ridge, British Columbia. Even though according to 
the BC Federation of Labour, B.C. lost over 10,000 jobs and 

over 300 Canadians applied for those jobs, all were denied as 
they didn’t have the right training or qualifications. One of the 
qualifications on the job description was that they be able to 
speak Mandarin. Later it was discovered that many of the 200 
migrants given temporary work permits to these mines had to 
pay up to $12,500 in recruitment fees to get these coveted jobs 
in Canada. 

Though this is actually illegal, these practices are not un-
common. In some sectors workers have to pay up to half of 
their expected wages to recruiter agencies before they can even 
get their work permit. There is now a full review of the pro-
gram. The Human Resources minister said recently in a state-
ment: “It is clear to our government that there are some prob-
lems with the temporary foreign worker program. We take 
these very seriously, and are currently reviewing the program.” 

I would like to ask the minister if the Yukon is participat-
ing in the review and when it will report to the public. I think 
I’ll stop there and allow the minister to respond and may have 
some follow-up questions. 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    Just talking firstly about some of the 
First Nations education initiatives. Obviously one of the things 
done recently was the signing of an MOU between the Yukon 
government, a number of Yukon First Nations, as well as the 
Government of Canada. I don’t know that they’ve signed off on 
it yet. We’re still waiting for Canada to sign off, but we under-
stand that that will be happening, hopefully, fairly soon. 

We signed earlier in November and I had the opportunity 
to go to leadership and start to speak about the development of 
a First Nation education action plan. I don’t think that anyone 
is pleased with the achievement outcomes or the graduation 
rates or the assessment rates or the overall engagement of First 
Nation students. I think it’s a shared responsibility, obviously, 
among the entire school community and, of course, the De-
partment of Education will play a key role in that when we’re 
looking to address those issues that face First Nation students. 
It’s not only a gap that exists in success; there is also a labour 
gap that exists that I think we need to address.  

Of course education is something that as Education minis-
ter — we have to look far beyond the term of a government. 
We have to think for long-term planning. I know there have 
been a number of education ministers who have come before 
me and a number who will come after me who will continue to 
work on these initiatives.  

I think it’s important we build on the good work done and 
set the foundation so that we can look to close or eliminate that 
gap that exists between First Nation and non-First Nation stu-
dents in a time frame that I think would make sense. Again, 
these are time frames beyond the normal political time frames 
or the normal time frames of one person who sits in this chair 
as Minister of Education.  

Some of the programs that have seen success — of course, 
the Old Crow experiential program. There’s a revitalizing cul-
ture program. Both of those were funded through the northern 
strategy. I’m very happy to see the Old Crow initiative carrying 
on. Also, people from Alberta were here at the launch of their 
curriculum on October 25 of this year and looking to adapt that. 
We should congratulate the people of Vuntut Gwitchin for the 
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sharing they’re looking to do with respect to their curriculum 
on that particular program — not only within the Yukon, but 
engaging others within Canada.  

I know the advisor who set up that curriculum also pre-
sented at a CMEC meeting in Winnipeg. I wasn’t at that meet-
ing, but I understand that her presentation was received very 
well. We look forward to expanding that experiential program 
beyond Vuntut Gwitchin and sharing it with as many as we 
can. 

The residential schools curriculum at the CMEC meetings 
in Halifax that happened in July of this year — Justice Sinclair 
presented at those meetings and is one of the chairs of the Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission. I know that N.W.T. and Nun-
avut are doing great work on developing the residential schools 
curriculum. As I mentioned earlier, we are anxious to follow 
the roll-out of the curriculum in N.W.T. and Nunavut and use 
that template to develop Yukon-specific curriculum and other 
resource materials. I’m hopeful that we can get that rolled out 
for the 2013-14 school year. I think it’s an achievable goal and 
something that we can look to move on. 

When it comes to skills training, we’ve had lengthy con-
versations in the House about the new centre for northern inno-
vation in mining, the proposal that the Yukon College is spear-
heading to address providing the territory with about 558 
trades, mining and apprenticeship program grads, plus up to 
710 completing shorter, non-credit courses and programs. 
Again, I’ve spoken about the high school dual credit aspects we 
are looking at, strengthening partnerships with the Yukon Mine 
Training Association and Alaska delivering trades and tech 
programs at mine sites using the college’s mine simulators and 
mobile trade schools; offering innovative apprenticeship pro-
gramming, which is going to be premised on a successful 
model used in Ontario that incorporates all in-school appren-
ticeship training, coupled with co-op opportunities over the 
two-year period; providing opportunities for mines to use col-
lege resources, such as the simulators, at their sites when con-
ducting training and then with the end goal being able to pro-
vide that training to Yukoners on the skilled trades. 

When it comes to the involvement of labour, I was ap-
proached earlier this year by a president of one of the local 
labour unions, who I believe has since moved on to other op-
portunities. I know he was talking about a trade school that 
would be driven by the union. I believe the college was en-
gaged with him in discussions early on, but I’m not sure what 
the status of that project is because after that initial meeting, I 
haven’t — nor has the department — been given any further 
information on that trade school project or concept that local 
unions were looking at.  

Again, I’m happy to engage with labour groups, when it 
comes to talking about providing skilled trades and training for 
Yukon residents. 

I’m going to talk briefly about the temporary foreign 
workers annex, and I think the program that the member oppo-
site was referencing — the initial one — is the federal program, 
the federal temporary foreign worker program. We have signed 
on to the temporary foreign worker annex, but we haven’t im-
plemented it yet, and we’re doing some work on that when it 

comes to engaging employers to make sure that there would be 
uptake on this program. It is limited to 50 workers per em-
ployer. There is that limit. I’ve had some informal discussions 
with some people in the mining industry — very informal and 
just in social settings talking to them, and they have indicated 
that their focus would be training Yukoners for Yukon oppor-
tunities and having the Canadians, who travel here right now 
and return to their home communities on a work rotation 
schedule, make the Yukon their home. We’re working with the 
Department of Economic Development on addressing that for 
them. 

When it comes to the temporary foreign worker annex, 
Yukon and Canada did conclude negotiations this past summer 
for a Yukon temporary foreign worker program to support our 
broader labour force strategy. Again, before formally establish-
ing the program and committing resources to it, the department 
is assessing the changing labour market conditions and consult-
ing with Yukon business, mining and tourism industries to find 
out how many Yukon employers will need temporary foreign 
workers to fill their short-term labour shortages.  

But where the Yukon is leading the way in Canada on this 
is by partnering with the Yukon Workers’ Compensation 
Health and Safety Board in administering the program, which 
helps ensure that temporary foreign workers work in fair and 
safe environments. So this program is a four-year pilot project 
targeting two critical industries — the tourism and hospitality 
industries as well as oil and gas, mining and exploration. So 
there is still quite a bit of work to be done on that before we 
commit additional resources to that program and implement 
that program.  

Finally, I do want to respond to a question raised by the 
Leader of the Liberal Party during the November 20 debate. He 
asked me at that time if any review had taken place of the 
Yukon nominee program to see if it is working in rural Yukon 
as compared to Whitehorse. 

The answer to that question is that the Yukon nominee 
program was recently reviewed by Citizenship and Immigra-
tion Canada. It did not undertake a comparison of rural-based 
versus Whitehorse-based nominees and employers. The de-
partment is certainly aware that rural placement of workers can 
be more challenging for participants in the program than in 
Whitehorse. Some of these challenges include distance from 
the extended immigrant family some climate issues, more iso-
lated conditions, and some of the additional costs that occur for 
living outside of Whitehorse in some of the communities.  

I can give the member the 2012 numbers for active nomi-
nees working in the Yukon. These are non-permanent resident 
status. Of the 306 current nominees, 270 were in Whitehorse; 
14 in Dawson City; seven in Haines Junction; five in Watson 
Lake; four in Carmacks; two in Teslin; and one each in Car-
cross, Destruction Bay, Eagle Plains and Faro. 

What I’ll outline now for the member opposite is all the 
completed applications from 2007 to the present. It includes 
nominees who have attained their permanent resident status and 
are no longer active clients or active within the nominee pro-
gram; they’re permanent residents or perhaps even citizens of 
Canada now.  
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Of those 678 nominees from 2007 to present, 610 were in 
Whitehorse, 24 in Dawson City, 11 in Haines Junction, 10 in 
Watson Lake, six in Carmacks, four in Teslin, two in Carcross, 
one in Burwash Landing, one in Destruction Bay, one in Eagle 
Plains, seven in Faro and one in Elsa. I hope that gives the 
member opposite a good breakdown of the numbers for the 
nominee program that he asked me about during debate on No-
vember 20. 

Ms. Moorcroft:     I have some subsequent questions for 
the minister. He started to answer my next question, which was 
relating to the implementation of the Yukon’s temporary for-
eign worker program agreement. I know it was signed in De-
cember 2010 and I’d like to know specifically what the time 
frame is for implementation and whether there has been consul-
tation with the business and the labour communities or with 
other stakeholders on Yukon’s own temporary foreign worker 
program. When he brings that information back, I’d also like to 
ask him how many, if any, temporary foreign workers have 
been employed in the last year and whether the minister is 
aware of any applications of large numbers of temporary for-
eign workers in the mining or other sectors? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    Just to respond to the last question 
that the member opposite raised, when it comes to the Yukon 
temporary foreign worker program, although we did conclude 
negotiations in the summer with Canada to bring that program 
into place to support our broader labour force strategy, we ha-
ven’t implemented it yet, so there are no applications under that 
Yukon temporary foreign worker program as of yet. I’m not 
aware of any large-scale requests for temporary foreign work-
ers to come into the territory. Again, with the Yukon program, 
the limit will be 50 per employer. Just to repeat, what we are 
looking at now is — before formally establishing the program, 
the department is looking at the labour market conditions and 
consulting with the business, mining and tourism industries to 
find out how many Yukon employers will need temporary for-
eign workers to fill their short-term labour shortages.  

Again, I referenced our leadership in Canada by partnering 
with the Yukon Workers’ Compensation Health and Safety 
Board on this initiative. Again, the member opposite referenced 
December 2010, when the temporary foreign worker program 
annex was first discussed. I guess before implementation, we 
do want to make sure that we consult with primarily the tour-
ism and hospitality, oil and gas, and mining and exploration 
industries, as those were the critical industries that this Yukon 
program — in a four-year pilot project — was targeted toward.  

Ms. Moorcroft:     I’d also like to thank the minister and 
his officials — we have had a fair amount of correspondence 
going back and forth, with a number of detailed questions, and 
I appreciate the answers. I’m not going to be canvassing all of 
that.  

But I do want to know whether — in implementing the 
Yukon temporary foreign worker program — the minister ex-
pects that it will, like the federal program, allow for a wage rate 
for temporary foreign workers to be set at 15 percent less than 
the average wage paid to Canadian workers. That’s obviously a 
concern.  

The minister also spoke about his officials working with 
representatives of the business community in developing the 
implementation of temporary foreign workers. So, again, I 
would like to ask — because he did not address this aspect of 
my question — whether the government and its officials were 
also meeting with the labour community. 

Finally, I would like the minister to respond to a question 
I’ve asked him before about whether there is an appetite to look 
at whether government would support the creation of an inde-
pendent foreign worker advocate office, much like what we 
have for injured workers. 

In a previous sitting, the minister indicated that there were 
plans for the immigration strategy committee in the coming 
months to discuss that and other options to improve the Yukon 
nominee program. Now, I recognize that final question is about 
the nominee program, and I understand the difference. But I 
think that he can come back to me on each of those. I’d like to 
know if the minister has anything to report from the discussions 
with the immigration strategy committee and whether he has 
discussed options for an advocate office and whether he has 
involved labour in those discussions. Thank you.  

Hon. Mr. Kent:    I’m not sure if I mentioned this pre-
viously, but the Canadian government is reviewing their tem-
porary foreign worker program, so the 15 percent less than av-
erage wage may be one of the things that they are considering. 
I’ll get back to the member opposite once I have a better idea 
of what’s included in the review being done by Canada — 
which, of course, could transfer to the Yukon temporary for-
eign worker program. When it comes to consultations on the 
temporary foreign worker program, I will ask officials if they 
have engaged the labour community — I think that was the 
question the member opposite asked, and I’ll get back to the 
member opposite with the answer to that. I know, primarily, 
right now, as we go into implementation, they have been con-
sulting with employers and industry reps, but I will see if the 
labour community has been engaged and what they have been 
engaged on. 

When it comes to the immigration committee, I didn’t get 
a chance to meet with them and get an update on their work as 
far as setting up an independent foreign workers advocate of-
fice, but I did speak to the head of the Canadian-Filipino Asso-
ciation of the Yukon after some events with the nominee pro-
gram — or some concerns and some charges with the nominee 
program that occurred earlier this year.  

I did indicate to her that we would also look at what other 
jurisdictions are doing. I know that we are a small enough ju-
risdiction that we’re able to conduct visits and those types of 
things when it comes to the nominee program and monitor and 
have those individual meetings between employers and nomi-
nees when they arrive, but I will have to get back to the mem-
ber opposite with specific progress on that foreign-worker ad-
vocate office — whether it’s independent or whether it would 
continue to be done through the Department of Education and 
our immigration staff there. 

Chair:   Is there any further general debate on Vote 3, 
Department of Education? 

We’re going to line-by-line examination.  
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On Operation and Maintenance Expenditures 
On Public Schools 
Public Schools in the amount of $738,000 agreed to 
On Advanced Education 
Advanced Education underexpenditure in the amount of 

$35,000 cleared 
On Total of Other Operation and Maintenance 
Total of Other Operation and Maintenance in the amount 

of nil cleared 
Total Operation and Maintenance Expenditures in the 

amount of $703,000 agreed to 
On Capital Expenditures 
On Public Schools 
On Facility Construction and Maintenance 
On F.H. Collins Secondary School — Replacement Plan-

ning 
Mr. Tredger:    Could I get an explanation and also a 

total amount that has been spent so far on the planning, please. 
Hon. Mr. Kent:    I’ll get back to the member opposite 

with the total amount that has been expended so far on design.  
A lot of the site preparation has taken place. I know that 

there was quite a bit of work done last fall, as well as work 
done this past summer. So there has been work undertaken — 
plus all of the design work. So I’ll get a detailed breakdown for 
members opposite when it comes to that.  

Specifically, with this $1,523,000, $673,000 is a revote re-
quested to complete the design development phase, and 
$850,000 is additional funding to reflect better project esti-
mates and defined construction schedule.  

F.H. Collins Secondary School — Replacement Planning 
in the amount of $1,523,000 agreed to  

On School Initiated Renovations 
Mr. Tredger:     Could I get an explanation of school 

initiated renovations? Were there any major ones that that cov-
ered?  

Chair:   If I can just clear that up for the members — 
$177,000 is for school initiated renovations, not necessarily 
restricted to F.H. Collins.  

Hon. Mr. Kent:    Thank you, Madam Chair. This 
revote is required for a number of schools to complete their 
school-based projects. They’re comprised of small renovation 
projects that began in 2011-12 for individual schools and are 
driven by the schools and the school councils, so there are a 
number of small projects. There is nothing major that is being 
undertaken by the schools or the councils when it comes to this 
line item.  

School Initiated Renovations in the amount of $177,000 
agreed to 

On Capital Maintenance Repairs 
Mr. Tredger:     This $641,000 is quite a bit. Is this a 

trend that we’re beginning to see? As the buildings age, are 
there more repairs and more maintenance required or is it just a 
one-time item? 

Hon. Mr. Kent:    With respect to this additional 
amount of $641,000, it is being requested to complete a number 
of maintenance projects that began in 2011-12, including the 
replacement of the boiler and the fire alarm system at Del Van 

Gorder School and various other projects throughout the 
Yukon, including some projects at the Ross River school. 
When it comes to trending, a number of our facilities are get-
ting older and do require additional capital maintenance re-
pairs. Coming out of the Auditor General’s recommendations is 
the creation of a long-term facilities plan. Work is underway on 
that and I would expect to be able to bring that forward to this 
Legislature some time in 2013 — a more comprehensive, long-
term facilities plan and what the repair and replacement sched-
ule for Yukon schools will be in the coming years. Again, we 
should have that ready sometime in the 2013 calendar year to 
bring forward to members. 

Capital Maintenance Repairs in the amount of $641,000 
agreed to 

On Instructional Programs 
On School-Based Equipment Purchase 
Mr. Tredger:     Would that $250,000 include money to 

improve shop and applied science courses facilities? I know 
that they have been neglected for a number of years, and given 
the recent focus on skills and skills training, it’s important that 
we do have facilities within the schools. Is that what the 
$250,000 is for, or are we looking for another line item on that?    

Hon. Mr. Kent:    With respect to this particular line 
item, $250,000 is a revote for individual schools for school-
based decisions on purchases that typically occur during the 
school year, differing of course from the fiscal year. What we 
do have is funding of $65,000 set aside in each year’s main 
estimates to address upgrading shops. I believe the member 
opposite and I spoke on November 20 about some of the work-
ers’ compensation assessments that are taking place at the 
school shops and identifying opportunities to fix those up. The 
base amount that we do set aside for shop improvements is 
$65,000, which is identified in the mains each year. 

School-Based Equipment Purchase in the amount of 
$250,000 agreed to 

On School Van Replacement 
Mr. Tredger:     I know the minister mentioned it, but 

just for clarification — when can we expect the vans to be in 
the schools and have schools had their travel budget increased 
to account for extra costs to attend functions and to bus kids to 
various events? 

Some Hon. Member:   (Inaudible)  
Chair:   Order please.  
Hon. Mr. Kent:    The department does have resources 

and funding set aside to cover off the transportation require-
ments during the interim, but the public tender went out and 
two bids were received. The lowest bid came from a company 
in British Columbia at a total cost of $1,165,572. Delivery is 
scheduled for March 31, 2013. 

School Van Replacement in the amount of $1,275,000 
agreed to 

On Advanced Education 
On Labour Market Development Agreement 
Ms. Moorcroft:     Could the minister provide a break-

down for this line item, please? 
Hon. Mr. Kent:    It’s an internal transfer to reallocate 

funding from the student financial assistance system to offset 
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higher than estimated costs for the case management system 
development project. 

Labour Market Development Agreement in the amount of 
$30,000 agreed to 

On Student Financial Assistance System 
Student Financial Assistance System underexpenditure in 

the amount of $30,000 cleared 
On Total of Other Capital  
Total of Other Capital in the amount of nil cleared 
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $3,866,000 

agreed to 
On Revenues 
Revenues cleared 
Chair:   That completes Vote 3, Department of Educa-

tion. 
Department of Education agreed to 
 
Chair:   Committee of the Whole is going to carry on 

with line-by-line examination of Community Services, Vote 
51. Committee of the Whole will recess for 15 minutes while 
we ensure the officials are available.  

 
Recess  
 
Chair:   Order. Committee of the Whole will now come 

to order.  
 
Department of Community Services — continued 
Chair:   We are going to resume line-by-line examina-

tion of Community Services, Vote 51. 
On Whitehorse (and area) - Marwell Water and Sewer 

Upgrades 
Hon. Mr. Cathers:    Madam Chair, I don’t really have 

any further comments at this time. 
Mr. Barr:     Can I have a breakdown of the $1.821 mil-

lion? 
Chair:   If I can just clear that up a little bit — my mis-

take. Marwell Water and Sewer Upgrades is a reduction in the 
amount of $1,821,000 and I simply am asking if anyone has 
any questions regarding that reduction. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I believe that the member opposite 
had raised a question, so if I may respond to the question ask-
ing for clarity of this particular line item — which I’m thrilled 
to do. 

The $1.8-million decrease to the Marwell water and sewer 
upgrades — more work was completed last fiscal year on the 
project than was anticipated overall, which lowered the cost 
required for this particular fiscal year.  

On Whitehorse (and area) — Marwell Water and Sewer 
Upgrades underexpenditure in the amount of $1,821,000 
cleared 

On Whitehorse (and area) — Intersection Upgrade – 
Alaska Highway/Two Mile Hill 

Whitehorse (and area) — Intersection Upgrade – Alaska 
Highway/Two Mile Hill in the amount of $290,000 agreed to 

On Whitehorse (and area) — Black Street Reconstruction 

Mr. Barr:     Could I get a breakdown of this amount — 
$2 million? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    This line item reflects approxi-
mately $1.8 million due to the project proceeding quicker than 
anticipated and $200,000 transferred from planning and ad-
ministration, representing completed planning and design work. 

Whitehorse (and area) — Black Street Reconstruction in 
the amount of $2,000,000 agreed to 

On Territory-Wide — Arsenic Treatment Upgrades 
Territory-Wide — Arsenic Treatment Upgrades underex-

penditure in the amount of $1,364,000 cleared 
On Territory-Wide — Materials Recycle/Sorting Facility 
Territory-Wide — Materials Recycle/Sorting Facility un-

derexpenditure in the amount of $541,000 cleared 
On Territory-Wide — Planning and Administration 
Mr. Barr:     I’m curious as to the lesser amount that 

would be needed here. 
Hon. Ms. Taylor:    The line item, again, reflects initial 

planning and design, which was completed on a number of 
projects. Therefore, general funding was transferred to a num-
ber of specific projects, including Carmacks road upgrades and 
resurfacing; Faro water and sewer pipe replacement; I believe 
there was some road upgrade work in Pelly Crossing; Ross 
River community road upgrades; Teslin arsenic treatment; Tes-
lin Tlingit Council road upgrades; Watson Lake water and 
sewer pipe replacement and wet well; and Whitehorse Black 
Street reconstruction.  

In addition, some planning and design was not started and 
won’t be completed on other projects this fiscal year, represent-
ing a further decrease. So the projects and the funding will 
carry forward to a future fiscal year. 

Territory-wide-Planning and Administration underexpen-
diture in the amount of $2,655,000 cleared 

On Land Development 
On Land Assessment/Planning 
Mr. Barr:     Madam Chair, if I could beg your indul-

gence, before we clear this I would like to ask regarding the 
proper sewage pit in Ross River pertaining to the questions in 
Question Period. Are there plans to move forward with this and 
when? 

Also, what would be the total of the water and sewer pipe 
replacement in Watson Lake and when would that be con-
cluded? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    My apologies, could the member 
opposite repeat his question? I had thought that we were on 
land assessment planning so his questions pertained to other 
than land assessment and planning. 

Mr. Barr:     I’d ask for unanimous consent, if we could. 
Chair:   To return to which line, please? 
Mr. Barr:     I would like to return Ross River, and I 

would like to return to Watson Lake.  

Unanimous consent re: revisiting a line 
Chair:   Would the member look at the list and tell me 

which item he wants to speak to, please? 
Mr. Barr:     Arsenic treatment systems. 
Chair:   Can we please have unanimous consent to re-

turn to a line item? 
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All Hon. Members:    Agreed. 
On Territory-Wide — Arsenic Treatment Upgrades — re-

visited 
Chair:   We appear to have unanimous consent. 
Mr. Barr:     Thank you, Madam Chair and I thank the 

government, yes.  
My question was with regard to Ross River and the sewage 

pit issues that I raised earlier today. Would the minister please 
comment on if there are plans to move forward on the sewage 
pit and what would be the timeline on that? 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I thank the member opposite for his 
question.  

With respect to the earlier questions that the member op-
posite raised today during Question Period, those are questions 
we are working on as we speak with the Department of Envi-
ronment officials. We will also continue to work with the com-
munity of Ross River — the Ross River Dena Council and 
citizens of Ross River. We’ll continue to work through items 
that were identified, as identified by the Department of Envi-
ronment, and continue to work to address deficiencies as identi-
fied. 

With respect to any specific timelines, I do not have those 
specific timelines at my fingertips, other than to say, as I men-
tioned during Question Period, we’re very much committed to 
working with all communities. One can appreciate that there 
are identified issues of importance to every single community. 
It’s something we continue to work through. I commend the 
Department of Community Services for working to the degree 
they have been with every community and every identified 
area, whether on drinking water upgrades — which I think this 
specific line item does refer to — the arsenic treatment or the 
systems upgrade. 

We are continuing to work on that and we certainly hope 
that that will come to fruition in short order. It was an identi-
fied area of importance to the community and certainly in keep-
ing, as I mentioned before, with standards and new regulatory 
requirements through the federal government on drinking water 
upgrades and many others. When it comes to occupational 
health and safety, it’s very important that we continue to work 
with all of our communities to identify priorities and continue 
to work through the list of deficiencies.  

As I mentioned, back in 2009 there was an identified list of 
areas of importance to all communities, unincorporated, incor-
porated and First Nation communities. There was some $1 bil-
lion identified. Through working through federal infrastructure 
funds and leveraging funds through other governments and of 
course our own government, we have been able to address a lot 
of those areas of importance.  

It is a work in progress, and we treat these very seriously 
and with great importance. We will continue to do so.  

Mr. Barr:     In regard to the last study — it was in 
2007. We’re now approaching 2013. I would ask the minister 
to commit to an update on this water sample, because the man-
ganese and the arsenic levels are well above what would be 
healthy for the residents to be drinking. So I think that they’ve 
been waiting a long, long time. It’s a serious health concern 
and I would ask to get a written answer from the minister after 

she has had a chance to meet with her officials to say when 
we’re going to see some action on this and what are the other 
future concerns that have transpired since 2007, given that it is 
a serious health concern.  

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    That’s exactly why the Yukon gov-
ernment continues to invest in drinking water upgrades.  

With respect to arsenic treatment in this particular in-
stance, with respect to the community of Ross River, we actu-
ally have identified $1.5 million under the Building Canada 
fund and, of course, that’s a 75:25 split between the Govern-
ment of Canada and Yukon and, as I just referenced in my ear-
lier remarks, it is near completion. 

Again, we have invested a substantive number of invest-
ments when it comes to drinking water upgrades. Safe drinking 
water is a very important issue for governments at all levels, 
and it is something that we continue to work on with all mu-
nicipalities and unincorporated communities, First Nation 
communities and so forth. It’s very important we work collec-
tively to ensure that we have safe drinking water supplies and, 
certainly, that we adhere to the regulatory framework on this 
particular issue. 

We have been working collaboratively to address a whole 
range of water-related issues and, as I referenced, we have 
made great strides in the past number of years and it is, in large 
part, thanks to having infrastructure funding made available to 
all governments in Canada. 

You know, again, we have invested in — again, I don’t 
want to go on about all the respective investments we have 
taken advantage of in the community of Ross River. We are 
dealing with a whole series of drinking water systems through-
out the territory. Yukoners living in rural areas access drinking 
water through a water delivery system by truck, private wells, 
self-haul from community wells or rivers or from store-bought 
bottled water. Again, when it comes to managing drinking wa-
ter, it’s a cooperative effort, and it certainly requires collabora-
tion between all levels of government, industry and stake-
holders, including individual Yukoners. Within the Govern-
ment of Yukon, we have a whole host of departments that play 
a very important role in ensuring that we do have safe drinking 
water. At Community Services, we currently manage commu-
nity drinking water supplies. We oversee water delivery in 
many of the unincorporated communities, and we provide ac-
cess to loans for water well drilling on private land for quali-
fied rural Yukoners. 

Health and Social Services, on the other hand, monitor and 
regulate drinking water quality in the territory in accordance 
with the Public Health and Safety Act and regulations. Envi-
ronment, of course, administers water-related policies, regula-
tions and programs under the Waters Act. Highways and Public 
Works and Yukon Housing Corporation develop and operate 
water systems for government-owned facilities in communities 
throughout every corner.  

They vary in every community, but generally speaking, we 
also work with the Government of Canada, which also provides 
a funding and advisory role to First Nation communities to 
ensure safe drinking water.  
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When it comes to most First Nations, both self-governing 
and non-self-governing, they manage all or part of their water 
supply and distribution to their respective citizens. In some 
cases, they also provide public drinking water access points for 
self-haul and trucked water services for rural Yukoners.  

Municipalities, as members opposite may recognize, man-
age the water supply and distribution within their areas and in 
some cases also provide public drinking water points for self-
haul and trucked water services. When it comes to private citi-
zens, they have a role and we have approximately 2,000 private 
wells in the Yukon, so this is homeowners being responsible 
for their operation and maintenance of drinking water systems. 

Since 1968, Health Canada has published a number of 
guidelines and regulations when it comes to drinking water 
quality. Those undergo review just as ours do as well here in 
the Yukon. The guidelines are being developed by all jurisdic-
tions in the country on drinking water and have been adopted 
by every jurisdiction in the country. Since the major changes to 
the guidelines in 2006, that of course speaks to the need to re-
duce the allowable minimum level of naturally occurring arse-
nic in public drinking water supplies. 

Additionally, just a few years ago, following public con-
sultation, we too adopted new drinking water regulations.   

They were added to the Yukon Public Health and Safety 
Act for drinking water systems and bulk water delivery to meet 
criteria set out in the Canadian guidelines for drinking water 
quality.  

So all of these water systems are subject to higher stan-
dards that have been set out in regulations and they apply to all 
segments of water use from source to tap and form the very 
important framework of our government delivering on safe 
drinking water throughout the territory.  

When the regulations came into place a few years ago, we 
had approximately 16 large drinking water systems throughout 
the territory, which was inclusive of municipal and unincorpo-
rated communities. The Department of Community Services 
has been working since that time including an implementation 
of waste water training in collaboration with the college, First 
Nations and municipalities. In 2007, the Yukon Forum, First 
Nation governments and the Government of Yukon approved a 
$500,000 initiative to really fund the training of water and 
waste water system operators through Yukon College. 
In just a few, short years we had over 600 students from every 
community who enrolled in the program and many of whom 
completed their certification. So we have certified water opera-
tors who are working in many of the water treatment plants 
from Carcross to Marsh Lake. Of course, we also work toward 
delivering bulk water delivery courses. We actually initiated 
the delivery of the course to really meet the very specific needs 
here in the territory — a course that was really the first of its 
kind in North America. Again, because of the involvement of 
Canada and communities and municipalities, we really worked 
in collaboration with all of those respective partners who, at the 
time — again, working to build that partnership to develop that 
training course for Yukon’s trucked water system operators as 
well. We operate and we maintain public drinking water wells 
in a number of communities. We also provide more than 500 

citizens with water delivery in other communities, primarily 
unincorporated. 

First Nations, I know, have worked on improvements to 
their drinking water supply points since 2003 when the First 
Nation water management strategy was first implemented by 
Government of Canada — all the more reason why we continue 
to work with First Nations though the gas tax fund, municipal 
rural infrastructure fund, and of course the Building Canada 
fund, as we have spoken to many times in this House.  

So through the rural domestic water well program that we 
introduced back in 2004, we have also been taking steps to help 
improve and provide that added access to drinking water on 
private lands. The program continues to be offered and has so 
far provided over 175 residents plus in many of the unincorpo-
rated communities with access to private drinking water 
sources through private wells — construction thereof. It has 
been hugely successful.  

As I’ve said on the floor of the Legislature, we’re dealing 
with a lot of critical infrastructure that is dating itself. When it 
comes to drinking water and waste-water infrastructure, much 
of it was constructed in the 1960s and 1970s and we recognize 
there are deficiencies and we recognize the need to continue to 
work with our communities to identify those needs and to con-
tinue to work on addressing those needs. 

Since 2005, we have undertaken a lot of planning and pri-
oritizing of much-needed infrastructure upgrades all around the 
territory in every corner. As you can appreciate, it’s a very 
large undertaking. It costs dollars and requires prioritization in 
terms of improving water and waste-water infrastructure in the 
territory. We have made significant progress over the last dec-
ade to improve public drinking water supplies and waste-water 
facilities — Ross River, $1.5 million supplement for addressing 
the arsenic treatment is almost complete and thanks to the 
Building Canada fund, that has come to fruition. 

We have also been working with other communities. I’m 
not sure if I have time to get into every single community on 
water supplies and what we’re doing as a government to ad-
dress clean drinking water standards around the territory, but 
we are making progress.  

Facilities — a couple of which I’ve actually had the oppor-
tunity to see first-hand and see the great work of the depart-
ment, the trades, and the many individuals in the communities 
who have been working to bring these facilities to fruition. 

Water supplies, of course, are being treated to ensure that 
they meet water quality standards for groundwater under the 
direct influence of surface water. We are investing in equip-
ment to treat arsenic, manganese and the other metals, like iron 
and nitrate. We continue to work with the federal government, 
as I mentioned — specifically under the municipal rural infra-
structure fund, for example — a new drinking water well in the 
community of Watson Lake, rehabilitation of its pumphouse 
and a potable water distribution facility. 

There have been drinking water infrastructure upgrades for 
Champagne and Aishihik First Nations. There has been a new 
drinking water delivery fill system for Little Salmon-Carmacks 
First Nation — again, to improve the community’s access to 
clean drinking water. We have been working on a new drinking 
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water system in Haines Junction — this is reflected in the sup-
plementary — that expands the water pump capacity and im-
proves the water treatment system to keep pace with the 
changes in the national drinking water guidelines. The MLA 
for Kluane and I had the ability to see some of those upgrades. 
I know that the Village of Haines Junction is very pleased with 
the progress being made and very appreciative of the infra-
structure funding made available. The gas tax has also been 
accessed for drinking water projects, including Selkirk First 
Nation, who accessed just under $234,000. The City of White-
horse has accessed just under $3.5 million to develop new 
groundwater wells in Riverdale, as part of the Selkirk well de-
velopment, to provide drinking water that meets the regula-
tions. 

The Village of Teslin has also accessed some $61,000 for 
new water tanks. Faro has accessed dollars to improve energy 
efficiency and reliability of their water system by replacing the 
water pump’s motor in Well No. 1. Dawson City has accessed 
just under $2 million for a couple of projects to improve its 
well intake system and to improve the HVAC systems in its 
water distribution pumphouse. Dawson has also accessed dol-
lars in terms of assessing the impact of surface water on a 
number of their drinking water wells and also for a water qual-
ity program to optimize its drinking water supply and distribu-
tion. 

The Little Salmon-Carmacks First Nation has accessed just 
over $330,000 to build its water truck shed. In addition to that, 
the Liard First Nation, for example, has accessed just over 
$500,000 to evaluate landfill sites at Albert Creek subdivision 
to train their own respective citizens in water quality monitor-
ing — and yes, that does have something to do with clean 
drinking water.  

The First Nation of Na Cho Nyäk Dun is also accessing 
over $500,000 to install a geothermal heating system and cen-
tral water supply components for their new government house. 
As I may have referenced in months past, Whitehorse is access-
ing just under $2.7 million for repairs and replacement of un-
derground drinking water, sewer mains and services and reme-
diating storm sewer infrastructure on Black Street. 

The Selkirk First Nation has accessed over $7 million of 
its gas tax allocation to replace the Selkirk water pumphouse, 
which serves as the only water supply point for the village. 
Kluane First Nation has also accessed dollars for retrofitting 
some of their community housing units, reducing the likelihood 
of mould and mildew by replacing plastic water supply tanks 
with fibreglass tanks. Dawson has accessed over $500,000 to 
replace the water pipes in the community and its water distribu-
tion facility, which will help provide cleaner water. 

The list goes on and I have pages and pages and pages of 
lists of examples of how we were working on improving drink-
ing water systems throughout the territory.  

Again, we have constructed a new water treatment facility 
in Ross River. As I mentioned, it is near completion. It does 
meet the Canadian drinking water guidelines. It will remove the 
arsenic and it certainly deals with the aesthetics. So, again, for 
the member opposite, it’s but one example of many initiatives 
and many examples, as I have just outlined, of the work that we 

are doing to alleviate many of the issues of importance 
throughout the territory when it comes to infrastructure.  

Mr. Barr:     Will the minister direct her Department of 
Community Services to move into compliance with this spe-
cific licence — number MNO2-044 in Ross River — being that 
they are presently in violation of this water licence and they 
continue to ignore promises made to the people of Ross River. 

I will move on also to line item: “Watson Lake — Water 
and Sewer Pipe Replacement and Wet Well.” I would like to 
know what the total will be when this line item is concluded. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    Madam Chair, as I stated all along, 
we will continue to work with every community. We’ll work 
with our own respective officials; we’ll work with the citizens 
of Ross River; we’ll work with the First Nation. We will cer-
tainly work toward ensuring environmental protection and pub-
lic health and safety as I have just articulated in the long list of 
achievements that we have been able to work through over the 
course of a number of years.  

With respect to other examples of how we are working to 
do just that — as I mentioned before, when it comes to Selkirk 
First Nation, Kluane First Nation, Dawson City, Village of 
Mayo — they are accessing dollars through infrastructure funds 
to address drinking water upgrades to rejuvenate its warm-
water wells. Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation — again, accessing 
almost $500,000 to purchase a new water truck and a sewer 
truck to provide sewer and water delivery for Old Crow. As I 
stated on the floor of the Legislature with the introduction of 
the Building Canada plan, which had a dollar amount of some 
$33 billion — again, Yukon has been given this ability — this 
luxury — of being able to respond and to work with communi-
ties on an accelerated rate on many of these initiatives.   

As we heard earlier today, the member opposite has re-
quested for the community of Carcross alone — I think there 
were some five identified infrastructure initiatives — a com-
munity house, a community centre, a youth centre, a health 
centre, and I believe there was a new fire hall as well. 

You know, Madam Chair, that’s one community, and cer-
tainly we have invested over the years in the community of 
Carcross, for the benefit of not just the citizens of Carcross, but 
for the benefit of all citizens in the territory. We’re committed 
to working in every community. I recognize that there have 
been requests for potentially a new recreation centre in the 
community of Dawson City and a new recreation centre in the 
community of Old Crow. There have been requests for im-
proved infrastructure in every single community. What we 
have chosen to do is to really identify what the specific areas of 
importance are, in terms of meeting the standards that have 
either been developed through Canada, in collaboration with all 
governments across the land, or even regulations that have been 
developed by the Government of Yukon. 

We have been able to really hone in on the important areas 
of drinking water upgrades, waste-water treatment, rural roads, 
green energy and solid-waste improvements, as well. All of 
these are complex initiatives. They require a great deal of ca-
pacity in our territory. They require a huge amount of labour 
and substantive resource dollars.  



December 4, 2012 HANSARD 1847 

I know the member opposite has made reference to living 
within our means yet doing everything. I do take issue with that 
line because I believe that we can live within our means, but it 
is difficult to do everything all at once. Again, through plan-
ning and working collaboratively with our communities, we 
have been able to chip away at much of the needed infrastruc-
ture throughout the territory.  

Just through the use of Building Canada, for example — 
never mind any of the other infrastructure funding — we have 
been able to approve some $265 million: of this, some $180 
million being contributed by Canada; just under $57 million by 
Yukon; and of course there are resources from other govern-
ments. We have developed that long-term infrastructure plan to 
identify those infrastructure gaps and priorities for communi-
ties and First Nations. The infrastructure plan has identified 
prioritized investment on public drinking water infrastructure 
and, as such, projects have been advanced for approval under 
each of the annual capital plans and one can take a look at the 
website to take a look at the list of initiatives.  

We work with the communities on an annual basis, which 
helps guide our further investments in other areas as well. For 
the water treatment plant that opened up in 2010, we invested 
just over $3.2 million at Marsh Lake in the member opposite’s 
own riding. It provides residents and commercial water deliv-
ery businesses with access to drinking water that meets those 
national standards.  

There was $1.5 million in the community of Ross River for 
the water treatment plant and the fill point, which will provide 
residents with drinking water that meets national standards and 
is nearly complete. We have also invested just over $5.5 mil-
lion in Ross River for a public works building to house that 
water treatment plant, as well as Protective Services, as it will 
house the fire truck. I had the opportunity to see that particular 
building. It is nearing completion soon and is an impressive 
building and will be put to great use. 

We have invested over $580,000 for upgrading the Cham-
pagne and Aishihik First Nations water treatment facility. That 
was built back in 1970 in the Takhini River subdivision. As a 
result of these upgrades and improvements, it now provides 
residents with drinking water that meets the national standard. 

For the Carcross-Tagish First Nation water treatment plant 
fill point for local residents in Tagish, there was almost $1 mil-
lion in support of this particular initiative. It will provide the 
residents with water that meets national standards. 

Over $3.4 million for the Village of Haines Junction is to 
replace another example of 1970s-era infrastructure to really 
replace or construct to the upgraded water treatment system — 
a pipe distribution that will provide residents with access to 
drinking water that meets national standards. 

With respect to the member opposite’s question regarding 
Watson Lake — and I’ve talked about this issue on the floor a 
number of times — this is another example of aging drinking 
water, waste-water infrastructure. We’re working to replace 
that. It is a multi-phase initiative that will require, has required 
and will continue to require long-term planning on this initia-
tive. But when complete, this multi-phase, multi-year project 
will provide the town with new water mains, some 50 new 

sewer manholes, seven fire hydrants and 3,000 metres of new 
sewer lines to replace infrastructure that predates 1980. 

In Carcross, as I mentioned earlier, in the member oppo-
site’s own riding there is a $4.3-million water treatment plant 
scheduled for completion early next year. It will treat surface 
water and meet the current and the future water quality guide-
lines — regulations, I should say. In Old Crow we have in-
vested over $5.3 million for a new water treatment plant to 
replace an older, aging facility that will provide residents with 
a reliable source of clean drinking water that meets the Cana-
dian drinking water guidelines. Again, this is nearly complete 
and it will replace a facility that dates back to, I believe, 1980. 

As also referenced in the supplementary, we are investing 
some $6.5 million in upgrades to the water and sewer systems 
in Whitehorse’s Marwell area — again, another initiative that’s 
nearly complete and will be coming to fruition next year. 
Again, it will be new pipes replacing aging infrastructure. 

Faro is another community that is dealing with wooden 
water pipes and an aging sewer system built back in 1969. 
They are also being updated. It’s another multi-phase project 
that will take a substantive amount of time and resources. The 
$7 million for this particular project will include infrastructure 
and a new pumphouse, scheduled to be completed later on. A 
new wellhouse motor has also been purchased to improve the 
efficiency and the reliability of the water system. 

Rock Creek and Mendenhall — again, another example of 
a couple of projects valued at $2 million each. They are under-
way to upgrade their community water supply to meet the regu-
latory requirements at the specific fill point. It includes well 
upgrades, storage tanks, filtering systems and an addition to the 
facility to house new equipment.  

Burwash — I was just recently in Burwash Landing with 
the MLA for Kluane. Again, a $1.5-million initiative has been 
undertaken to develop a new well this past few months and 
provide that protection to prevent contamination, requiring 
more work to be done and even a possibility of looking at the 
potential for providing geothermal heat.   

In Teslin, there is over $4 million in support of a water 
treatment system that is under construction, which includes a 
new pumphouse. We’re looking for a completion next fall. In 
addition to meeting those regulations on arsenic, the plant will 
also reduce iron, manganese, nitrate, as well as address a whole 
host of other issues, to produce that safe drinking water for the 
community that meets national guidelines. 

In Mayo, wells have been dug up in 2009 and 2010 and 
upgrading to provide water treatment was completed this past 
summer. There is more, Madam Chair. 

In addition to the significant investments through infra-
structure funding programs, such as MRIF and Building Can-
ada, the department’s own budget also includes almost 
$900,000 for operation and maintenance when it comes to 
managing our drinking water supplies, which is absolutely very 
important to consider and to adhere to as well. 

Over the past several years, Yukon government has part-
nered with and will continue to partner with the federal gov-
ernment, municipal governments, communities and First Na-
tions to improve water infrastructure in the territory. We’ll con-
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tinue to identify and consult with each of those communities 
and First Nation governments to identify and prioritize those 
projects. That dialogue will continue for many years to come, 
to be sure, but it is an important area and I’m very proud of the 
work that has been undertaken and we’ll continue to work to 
see further added progress in this regard. 

Ms. Hanson:    Let the record show that 15 minutes and 
eight seconds and we did not get an answer to two relatively 
simple and direct questions. One was a request for committed 
expenditure and forecast for the water and sewer pipe replace-
ment and wet well in Watson Lake. Unfortunately the minister 
is either unwilling or unable to answer that. 

Secondly, there was no direct answer in her area of minis-
terial responsibility. We heard lots of talk about various pro-
jects around the territory, but it was simply asking her: Is she 
going to actually exercise her ministerial accountability and 
responsibility to the citizens of Ross River and deal with the 
question raised about the violation of the water licence? The 
licence number was given to her. The simple answer would be, 
if you were expecting a responsible answer from the minister: 
“Of course I will direct my officials to do so.” That being said, 
having heard repeatedly from the minister and the Premier 
about the importance of managing our time well, let it be 
known that every question that we have asked that would take 
two seconds to answer, have been responded to with 15- to 20-
minute responses. Excellent. Now let’s move on. Let’s clear the 
remaining ones so that we can do our due diligence because we 
are clearly not getting answers to questions. We’re simply get-
ting repetitions. We’re getting readings of briefing notes. Good 
job; we know the minister can read. It’s not responsible and it’s 
not an effective use of our time. 

Thank you, Madam Chair. Let us move to clear the re-
maining items. 

Chair’s statement 
Chair:   I would caution the members against personal-

izing the debate. I’ll just leave it at that. This is a debate and 
not a place to vent personal comments. 

 
Territory-wide — Arsenic Treatment Upgrades underex-

penditure in the amount of $1,364,000 cleared 
On Land Development 
On Land Assessment/Planning 
Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I just want to make reference be-

cause I know that this area is of great importance to all mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly. I think it is important to 
really articulate the work that is being done by the Government 
of Yukon when it comes to land development; when it comes 
to drinking water upgrades and waste-water improvements and 
solid-waste improvements — the list goes on — all of which, I 
might just point out that unfortunately the members opposite 
continue to vote against; that is, the Official Opposition contin-
ues to vote against them.    

It is unfortunate that they refuse to continually not recog-
nize the importance of the work being done. That said, land 
development, when it comes to the Yukon government, again I 
have stated on the floor of the Legislature that we are very 
much committed to developing and maintaining a continual 

supply of building lots. In our 2012-13 budget, we have identi-
fied over, I believe, $35 million in support of land development 
initiatives.  

This specific line item, of course, speaks to an overarching 
land assessment planning initiative that is being undertaken. 
It’s very important work. We’re working with all municipali-
ties and First Nation governments — inclusive of our own City 
of Whitehorse — for various potential projects on a go-forward 
basis. It will help inform the work that we are not only doing 
today but in the years to come. I know the members opposite 
very much identify the importance of that long-term planning 
and identified work.  

So again, we’re looking at that 20-year planning horizon to 
support not only land developments going forward, but really 
how we can make our land processes more efficient and more 
effective and more responsive to communities’ needs of today 
and tomorrow. 

Mr. Elias:    I believe I just heard the minister say that 
within the land development assessment planning, her depart-
ment is working with all governments, all First Nation govern-
ments and all municipalities. I’d like to ask the minister, with 
regard to our community of Old Crow — in Question Period 
the other day, she hasn’t had a formal response to subdivision 
land planning in the community of Old Crow. I was just won-
dering if this line item was referring to the question I asked the 
other day in Question Period about assisting our community of 
Old Crow in developing residential land, namely in the Crow 
Mountain subdivision, that is desperately needed because we 
are running out of real estate on the lower bench in the com-
munity of Old Crow. Again, we need lots that are developed to 
facilitate more building of residential homes. So if the minister 
could elaborate specifically on the community of Old Crow and 
what work has been done, or if there has been any further 
communication since last week, I’d look forward to listening to 
the minister’s response to my question. 

Hon. Ms. Taylor:    I’d like to thank the member oppo-
site for his question. When it comes to this specific initiative, it 
has been underway, and will continue to be underway. It’s a 
large planning initiative and will include the community of Old 
Crow, in terms of a go-forward basis, identifying on a proactive 
basis what lands would be suitable and what the priorities are 
of the community. It will be community-driven, but the intent 
of the Government of Yukon is to engage with all communities 
and all First Nations and the communities at large in identify-
ing that 20-year window, planning on the way out as well. 

With respect to Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation, as I men-
tioned earlier, if it is the priority of the First Nation to proceed 
with land development, our officials have a lot of expertise in 
this regard and would be very pleased to sit down with the 
chief and council or officials within the government itself to 
talk on a go-forward basis. 

We have worked with a lot of the communities over the 
years at their request when it comes to really developing subdi-
visions and making land available based on the input of the 
communities when it comes down to the planning and the ac-
tual zoning and the bylaw process associated with their respec-
tive government. When it comes to self-governing First Na-
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tions such as Vuntut Gwitchin First Nation, I know that there is 
that ability to exercise the zoning, the planning and the land 
development powers among the First Nation itself. I couldn’t 
really provide an update as to where Vuntut Gwitchin is on this 
particular end of it, but through EMR and through our own 
Department of Community Services, we would be very happy 
to sit down with the First Nation to talk about making land 
available and how to get there. 

Mr. Elias:    Just to add to the debate today, over the 
course of maybe six years, I believe we’ve been having a lot of 
community consultation with regard to a new subdivision and 
providing more residential lots and pads so that people can 
build their homes. So this public consultation in the community 
of Old Crow has been going on for some time.  

As the minister is well aware, we’ve also developed — the 
name of it escapes me right now — the community sustainabil-
ity development plan, I believe it is. I forget the correct name 
of it. Associated with that is the community capital plan. This 
has been consulted upon for well over a decade. All of the capi-
tal projects in there have a timeline to them, they have a prior-
ity list associated to them and they have a community responsi-
bility associated with them — looking for partnerships and how 
the federal and territorial governments can engage in that prior-
ity and that partnership. Those documents are co-signed by the 
Yukon territorial government — not this government, but the 
previous government. However, my constituents tell me that 
these things are still priorities to ensure that we have residential 
land developed. Everybody knows that the community of Old 
Crow is absolutely surrounded by category A settlement lands 
and that a partnership is required in order to ensure that fami-
lies now and into the future have lots so that they can build 
their homes. 

We’ve also engaged Yukon Electrical, in terms of ensuring 
that power gets from the lower bench, where the community is 
now, to on top of the new subdivision. So there is a whole, vast 
array of things that have been consulted on in the community 
for a long, long time — not to say that those plans are set in 
stone. A couple of days ago we had another summit in our 
community with regard to housing and some new fine-tuning 
ideas came out of those meetings to help alleviate and solve 
this housing problem in our community. It’s good to hear that 
the minister is willing to engage the community to provide the 
support of her department or her government in ensuring that 
some financial allocations or line items within the Department 
of Community Services come to fruition because it is very im-
portant to our community. Thank you, Madam Chair. 

Land Assessment/Planning in the amount of $347,000 
agreed to 

On Total of Other Capital 
Total of Other Capital in the amount of nil cleared 
Total Capital Expenditures in the amount of $360,000 

agreed to 
On Revenues 
Revenues cleared 
Chair:   Thank you. Vote 51 has cleared. 
Department of Community Services agreed to  

Chair:   We’re going to carry on with Department of 
Finance, Vote 12.  

We’ll break for five minutes for officials to arrive. Thank 
you.  

 
Recess  

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

der.  
 
Department of Finance 
Chair:   We are going to start debate on Vote 12, De-

partment of Finance, page 8-3. 
Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    I am pleased to take the opportu-

nity to provide Committee with a few introductory remarks on 
the Department of Finance supplementary budget. On the reve-
nue side, the department is increasing the estimate for personal 
income tax by $6.4 million. This is a result of revised estimates 
by Canada due to the growth in taxable income.  

Insurance premium growth has resulted in an increase to 
the insurance premium tax revenue of $223,000. This is mainly 
due to growth in the insurance premium base, which is subject 
to the tax. Both of these upward revenue adjustments are a re-
flection of the strong economic conditions in the Yukon — 
economic conditions that will benefit all Yukoners and in 
which Yukoners can continue to take great pride.  

Regarding expenditures, there is a modest $64,000 in-
crease requested in capital. This is a revote of expenditures that 
were appropriated in 2011-12 for departmental renovations. 
The renovations were started but not completed. As such, this 
funding lapsed in 2011-12. 

This increase is the revote of the previous year’s approval, 
required to allow these renovations to be completed this year. 
Madam Chair, this concludes my introductory remarks. I’m 
pleased to answer any questions the members may have. 

Ms. Hanson:    I too will keep my remarks relatively 
brief this afternoon because we’ve had a very long afternoon of 
very long remarks, which perhaps didn’t add much to the re-
cord or the discourse on the actual budget. 

I do have a question to confirm from the Minister of Fi-
nance — he spoke about the increase in the personal income 
tax. I wanted to confirm with him the information with respect 
to what one would expect if we see an increase again because 
of the strong economic conditions in the Yukon; that we would 
anticipate similarly a growth in the corporate taxes accruing to 
the Government of Yukon — in the territorial coffers for use in 
the territory. 

So would the Minister of Finance provide an update as to 
when we would anticipate receiving the information about the 
change over time, the change over this fiscal, with respect to 
corporate tax?  

Hon. Mr. Pasloski:    The assumption is that we hope 
that there will be an increase in corporate tax as the member 
opposite has described. However, with corporate taxes, because 
there are a number of deductions and opportunities that corpo-
rate taxes can take account of or can utilize, it’s difficult to 
really know for sure until we get to the end of the year whether 



1850 HANSARD December 4, 2012 

or not we’ll in fact see an increase in corporate taxes. While I 
remain optimistic that we will exceed our budgeted expecta-
tions on the corporate side of income tax as well, I would not 
venture to assure the member at this time whether in fact that 
will occur or not until we actually see the numbers.  

Ms. Hanson:    I just have a couple of other questions 
although I’ll set the context for it and hopefully we can get to 
an answer.  

Madam Chair, earlier this year — and this does pertain di-
rectly to the Minister of Finance’s issues in terms of the man-
agement of the finances — we were talking about some con-
cerns I had raised as the Leader of the Official Opposition 
about the implications of one of the provisions of Bill C-38 that 
has to do with the provision — I made a note to myself buried 
someplace on page 192 — which speaks to the changes in bor-
rowing provisions for the three northern territories. It’s the 
view of the Official Opposition that these are essentially 
changes to what we would call the constitution of the territories 
— the Yukon Act, the Northwest Territories Act, the Nunavut 
Act.  

The issue here is not really whether or not the borrowing 
limits should be increased for a territory but it’s really the fact 
that these amendments increase federal control over the territo-
ries. It’s the view of the Official Opposition that the only body 
that should be controlling the borrowing of the territories is 
really the legislative assemblies of this territory. It should not 
be the federal government that makes this decision. 

Bill C-38 effectively changed our constitution, the Yukon 
Act, without consulting with us as legislators, with us in the 
Yukon. Earlier today the Member for Vuntut Gwitchin and the 
members opposite spoke about the fact that we’re coming on to 
the 10th anniversary of the devolution of federal responsibilities 
to this territory. What we’re seeing here is a re-exercise of fed-
eral power and control over the affairs of this territorial gov-
ernment, just as we’re gaining strength as a government. 

I think these changes will continue that federal control and 
enable the federal Cabinet to determine what constitutes bor-
rowing, the classes of entities or the entities that apply to the 
borrowing limit and the manner in which the value of borrow-
ing can be determined. This is pretty fundamental with respect 
to the management and overall responsibilities the Minister of 
Finance in this territory does have. 

It is of concern to the Official Opposition because we do 
believe that we should be masters in our house — maîtres chez 
nous. We expect that the Minister of Finance also shares that 
same sentiment. I would suggest that we move to report pro-
gress, but I would look forward at the next session to having 
the Minister of Finance’s thoughts on this very important issue. 

Chair:   It has been moved by Ms. Hanson that the 
Chair report progress.  

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

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

Speaker do now resume the Chair. 
Motion agreed to 

Speaker resumes the Chair 
 

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

of the Whole? 

Chair’s report 
Ms. McLeod:     Committee of the Whole has consid-

ered Bill No. 47, entitled Act to Amend the Retirement Benefi-
ciaries Act, and directed me to report the bill without amend-
ment.  

Committee of the Whole has also considered Bill No. 7, 
entitled Second Appropriation Act, 2012-13, and directed me to 
report progress on it. 

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

Some Hon. Members:  Agreed. 
Speaker:   I declare the report carried.  
 
Hon. Mr. Cathers:    I move that the House do now ad-

journ.  
Speaker:   It has been moved by the Government House 

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

tomorrow.  
 
The House adjourned at 5:29 p.m.  
 
 
 
The following documents were filed December 4, 2012: 
 
33-1-58 
Whistle-blower Protection, Select Committee on: Final 

Report (dated December 2012) (McLeod) 
  
 

 
 
 
 


