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

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

Paper. Are there any Documents for Tabling? The Honoura
ble Member from Whitehorse West. 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

TABLING OF DOCUMENTS 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling a 

Green Paper on Decentralization of Yukon Territorial Gov
ernment Offices. 

Don't get your hopes up. 
Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Documents for Tabl-

ing? • 
Reports of Committees? Introduction of Bills? Petitions? 

Notices of Motion for the Production of Papers? Notices of 
Motion or Resolution? 

The Honourable Member from Ogilvie. 

NOTICES OF MOTION 
Ms Millard: Mr. Speaker, moved by myself, seconded by 

the Member from Hootalinqua that it is the opinion of this 
House that if a Yukon Heritage Fund is established, it should 
be one which does not have as its basis , the acceptance of a 
loan by this Government. 

. Speaker: Are there any further Notices of Motion or 
h~_..~lution? The Honourable Member from Mayo. 

Mr. Mcintyre: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I would give Notice of 
Motion regarding an appointment to the Water Board. 

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Notices of Motion or 
Resolution? 

Statements by Ministers? 
This then brings us to the Question Period. The Honourable 

Minister of Education. 

QUESTION PERIOD 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, I have for tabling an answer 

to an oral question, asked by the Honourable Member from 
Kluane, concerning use of Xerox machines in libraries. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Hootalinqua. 
Question re: Hansard Distribution of "Hansard" 

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have a question this 
morning, I don't really know who to address it to , however, 
anyone of the Ministers that could answer, dealing with the 
publication and the distribution of the "Hansard", in the 
Yukon Territory. 

Does a Member of this House for instance, if he goes and 
asks that somebody be put on the maiiling list at this time, will 
that person receiving the copies have to pay a fee for these 
copies? 

Mr. Speaker: Perhaps, if I may say from the Chair, this 
would appear to be an in-House legislative matter and if it 
would satisfy the Honourable Member, the Chair would un
dert~ke to get that information for him. · 

Honourable Member from Hootalinqua? 
Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have a supplementary 

·.,question as to this. Does the goverr:tment have any policy in 
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regards to whether you should pay for it? I have a direct 
question, too, as to at the present time why do approximately I 
would say 10 per cent of the people that are receiving them, 
are billed for them, and the remainder is not. 

Mr. Speaker: Perhaps the Chair will also take that under 
advisement because it is a matter of the Legislature. 

Mr. Fleming: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Ogilvie? 

Question re: ERPU Constitutional Plan for Yukon 
Ms Millard: Mr. Speaker, a question for Mr. Commis

sioner, or his Assistant. In our budget session we were advised 
that the Economic Research & Planning Unit were studying 
the constitutional position of the Yukon Territorial Govern
ment in relationship to fully responsible government for the 
Yukon and that they were developing a constitutional plan for 
the Yukon. May we have the study of the constitutional posi
tion and a copy of the constitutional plans? 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Kluane? 
Question re: Commissioner's Vacation 

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the 
Deputy Commissioner. It is an oral question or he can take it 
under advisement. Before the Commissioner of the Yukon 
Territory embarks upon an annual leave or vacation, does he 
have to seek permission from anyone within the Department 
of Indian Affairs and Northern Development? 

Mr. Speaker: I am not too sure of the validity of that ques
tion, because it refers to a government other than our own, 
however, I will permit it at this time if Mr. Administrator 
wishes to answer it. 

Mr. Deputy Commissioner: I think, Mr. Speaker, I should 
confirm and bring you an answer tomorrow morning if that 
would be all right. 

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further questions? 
This then brings us to the end of the Question Period. 
The Honourable Member from Pelly River? 
Mr. McCall: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I would move that Mr. 

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

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Whitehorse 
West? 

Hon. Mrs. Wbyard: Mr. Speaker, I am sorry if I am delay
ing the House on this matter, but I had intended to rise to 
move, seconded by the Honourable Member from Whitehorse 
Porter Creek that the amendments to Bill Number 9 be now 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. Speaker: Sorry, I apologise. It was omitted on the 
Order Paper and it slipped by me. 

Would the House agree that we revert to Public Bills before 
receiving the Motion to leave the Chair? 

Some Members: Agreed. 
Mr. Speaker: We will then proceed to Public Bills. 

PUBLIC BILLS 
Hon. Mrs. Wbyard: Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Whitehorse. 

West. 
Amendm~nts to Bill9: First and Second Reading 

Hon. Mrs. Wbyard: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, that the 
amendments to Bill Number 9 be now read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable 



"Member from Whitehorse West, seconded by the Honourable 
Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, that the amendments 
to Bill Number 9 be now read a first and second time. 

Are you prepared for the question? 
Order please, this is non-debatable. 

Motion agreed to 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Whitehorse 
West. 
Bill 9: Third Reading 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard : Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, that Bill 
Number 9 be now read a third t ime. 

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable 
Member from Whitehor West, seconded by the Honourable 
Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, that Bill Number 9 be 
now read a third time. 

The Honourable Member from Whitehorse West. 
Hon. Mrs. Wbyard: Mr. Speaker, there has been a consid

erable amount of debate as this Bill proceeded through Com
mittee, with a great deal of contribution from private Mem
bers, particularly one who went to a considerable amount of 
effort to bring in amendments which he felt were required for 
the proper administration of the Workers' Compensation 
Fund for the people of this Territory. 

Because it was the wish of all Members of Committee that 
this was the way in which we should proceed, the Government 
went back and got policy approval for including the amend
ments to provide for an independent administrative Board, 
controlling the operations of the Workers' Compensation 
Fund. 

There has been some disagreement in Committee, Mr. 
Speaker, regarding those amendments. There has been a dif
ference of opinion, Mr. Speaker, on the validity of some of 
those amendments. I would like to assure all Members of this 
House this morning, that this Government is just as concerned 
as any Private Member, that the Workers' Compensation 
should not be hindered nor hobbled in any way in the Yukon 
Territory. 

I have been assured again this morning, by the people who 
have the day to day responsibility of administering this Ordi
nance, that it is a workable Ordinance and that they are ready 
to establish the new Workers' Compensation Board at the first 
of the New Year. 

I would ask for the support of all Members in the passage of 
this Bill through the House. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Pelly River. 
Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am rising in de

bate on Bill 9. 
It is with regret, Mr. Speaker, that I have to vote against 

these particular amendments to the Bill. The structure of the 
Bill that this House is considering shows a complete lack of 
consistency. If Bill Number 9 passes this House, Mr. Speaker, 
in its present form, it will, in effect, destroy any proper appeal 
procedure. 

I make reference for a moment, Mr. Speaker, to the Fifth 
Report from the Standing Committee on Statutory Instru
ments and we stated in that particular report that there is no 
provisions for these regulations, in these regulations for an 
appeal by either the employer or the employee. 

These regulations are dealing with Workmen's 
Compensation These regulations allow neither the employer 
nor the employee of procedure by which the decision of an 
inspector can be contested, either. 

What we will be doing, Mr. Speaker, in effect, we will be 
•giving the Commissioner the all encompassing power which 
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he already has in the present Workmen's Compensation. 

I make reference again to a Commissioner's Order in 191 
and it goes on where he created a corporation, Mr. Speaker, 
through Regulations and now through Workmen's Compensa
tion. I quote: "by creating a corporation, the administration 
expanded the view of a referee by including representatives of 
business and labour, as well as the public. However, since the 
choice of appointees still rests with the Commissioner , he in 
fact contains control of the referee who has vast powers and 
discretions under the provisions of the Regulations." I was 
concerned with that Mr. Speaker when I proposed amend
ments where Members of this House could consider appoint
ments to an independent Workmen's Compensation Board. 
This, Mr. Speaker, has been destroyed. 

I make reference to the broad scope of Section 81. ( 1 l of the 
Ordinance where it permits Regulations, such as the one I 
mentioned, and the Committee points out that this 
Commissioner's Order involves the broadest possible use of 
the power granted and in fact deals with the subject so far 
removed from the terms of the present Ordinance, it should 
have been presented as a legislative amendment so that it 
could receive full attention and debate in this House. 

This was incorporated, Mr. Speaker, in my proposed 
amendments, which, as I said a moment ago, have been de
stroyed. Bill Number 9 does not advance any consideration 
with respect to the business sector or working person that may 
have been involved in the claim through Workmen's Compen
sation. 

What we have done in one irresponsible sweep, Mr. Speaker, 
is that we have destroyed an Administrator's position and 
replaced it by a Secretary. We have taken away and made 
redundant the Advisory Committee. We do not have a prop
erly constituted Workmen's Compensation Board with fi · 
members. We have taken away any consideration this HoL 
would have had with respect , as I said a moment ago, to 
appointments to the Workmen's Compensation Board. Why 
are we passing this type of legislation in its present form? I 
don 't know, Mr. Speaker. I think it is contrary and in conflict to 
the true spirit and intent of good legislation. 

In effect, we have created a jigsaw puzzle, with many im
portant pieces missing and I believe that some other Members 
do not realize the ramifications even now, as to what we have 
done. 

I must say at this time, Mr. Speaker, that my actions yes
terday were not proper and I would like to apologize in front of 
all Members to Mr. Hibberd , the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole, for my remark:s. to him in Committee and out of ' 
Committee. They were completely unwarranted on my part. 

But my convictions, Mr. Speaker, tell me that we have done 
something radically wrong in trying to piece together a very, , 
very important piece of legislation, which affects not only the 
working people in the Yukon, but a substantial amount of the · 
private business sector. We have taken away any concept that 
we have come to know as the Workmen's Compensation. 

I know the Statutory Instruments Committee worked very · 
hard to put forward a lot of questions dealing with regulations, 
that should either be taken out or put in as legislation and that 
was part of the structure of my proposed amendments, which 
have now, shall we say, been torn apart. 

I cannot support Bill Number 9, Mr. Speaker, for that 
reason. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Hootalinqua. 
Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I also rise in non-supr~-t 

of Bill Number 9 for the very reasons that the Member f\ 
Pelly has spoken of, and also some other personal reasons tnat 
I feel justified in not voting for the Bill in this case. 
· I have stood so many times in this House on Bills and asked~ 



questions, and I know I am not ~erribly smart, but if I can't get 
those questions from our legal advice answered in a definite 
way that says yes or no, and there is some doubt as to whether 
I am going to vote for something and the legality is there or not 
there, then I can't vote for that type. 

I didn't get those answers here in this House on Bill Number 
9 and on the amendment that the Government brought forth 
for the amendment to the amendment that the Honourable 
Member brought in, which I was supporting. 

So, with that , I just cannot support the Bill, and, as an 
example, Mr. Speaker , I would like to just think back, have the 
Members think back, of another Bill in this House that was 
presented in more or less the same fashion and we couldn't get 
any answers, and they didn't want us to have our way. They 
wanted their way and no other way. 

Even if we accept, if they change, we accept, that is fine, as 
long as we change their way and I am speaking of the Liquor 
Bill, quite some time ago which was the same thing and we 
have in the Territory today which is, I would say, possibly as 
bad as this one or maybe even worse. It has brought this 
Territory into the same type of thing as this Bill is going to 
bring : controversies that you can't settle, the rights of the 
people to have an appeal where they should have it, which the 
Honourable Member has already spoken on, so I won' t move 
to elaboratP. on it. I will end with saying that I cannot support 
this type of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker : The Honourable Member from Kluane? 
Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I think all Honourable 

Members in the House realize the position I have taken on Bill 
\ 1mber 9, and I am inclined to believe and agree with the 
,mourable Member from Pelly River who stated that we 

have put together a jigsaw puzzle and he is afraid that some of 
the pieces are missing. 

I am not an expert in statutory law by any means, but I am 
afraid that may have been what has happened. I sincerely 
hope it is not, and that the administration of the Bill is at least 
possible to some extent. 

Mr. Speaker, my big exception to the Bill was the almost 
ruthless way that the Government handled the Compensation 
Fund and the insensitivity of the government to the require
ments of the workers and of the people who contribute to the 
Fund. 

When the original Compensation Bill was brought in in 1973, 
provision was made at that time for escalation clauses which 
applied to the maximum level for assessments, which applied 
to the benefits that were received as compensation, both med
ical compensation and which applied to pensions. Those were 
part of the Bill so that every year the benefits would increase, 
the assessments would increase; it wouldn't have to be a 
political decision that would have to be made year after year 
within this House. It wasn't left as an administrative decision 
to be brought in by Regulations. We set the terms of the escala
tion in the legislation. 

However , the Bill that was brought in here increased some 
of the benefits above and beyond the escalation in the neigh
bourhood of 20 to 25 per cent. Then we were also told by the 
actuary that the Compensation Fund was in trouble, and the 
actuary also said that the assessment really did not affect the 
rate structure that the employers would be paying. But I think 
that we all realize, whether it affects it directly it certainly 

iirectly has an effect on the rate structures that the emp
;ers would be paying. · 
I know, Mr. Speaker , that you can't go to Government and 

say, you have to fund this deficiency. I know that 
Government's money is people's money and before they spend 
it they have to be very careful. But I would have hoped, when 
Government was faced with the situation that the Compensa-
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tion Fund needed to be stabilized that they would have taken a 
much broader view than what they did. 

I wish they would have considered the fact that Compensa
tion costs in the Yukon are higher than other jurisdictions. Our 
medical costs are more. When the Medicare scheme was es
tablished in the Yukon Territory, the fee structure which was 
adopted for the medical profession at that time, was the B.C. 
fee structure, plus 20 per cent. 

So, from that you know that the medical fee structure has to 
be higher in the Yukon. We know that because of the lack of 
medical facilit ies in many of the outlying areas that the Com
pensation Fund is going to be faced with transportation costs 
at a level greater than what other jurisdictions are having to 
pay. 

We also know that our Compensation Fund, basically, only 
has contributions from a minimal number of employers. We 
have a minimal number of employees compared to other 
jurisdictions. 

So, we have a very small base to work from. These things all 
have to be taken into consideration and these are the political 
considerations that have to go into a decision regarding how 
we help the Compensation Fund. 

At that time, I would have hoped that the Government would 
have taken a very thorough review of YTG' s involvement in 
Compensation coverage. See, YTG is not now a contributor 
like other employees. YTG is only is self-insured and they pay 
the benefits directly, or through the Compensation F und, for 
any of the compensation that is required of any of their emp
loyees. 

We were told yesterday that YTG was just now embarking 
upon a determination of what in fact compensat ion did cost , 
compensation for YTG employees did cost the Territorial 
Government. 

The administrator, yesterday, informed u::. that YTG emp
loyees who receive compensation, receive total pay, total dis
ability pay which is different than the level of benefits that you 
receive under the Compensation Fund. 

I would have hoped very, very much that when the Bill was 
considered and the changes that were considered, they would 
have taken into it how can YTG contr ibute? Would it be fair to 
the Yukon if they came under the Compensation Ordinance 
just as every other employee because they are the biggest 
employer in the Yukon? 

So Mr. Speaker, apparently none of this had been done, and 
what we have is an increase in the benefits beyond the escala
tion. We have an increase in the maximum assessment 
beyond the escalation, and we have the Bill being passed on to 
the employers. I am not arguing with the fact that benefits 
shouldn't be increased. I realize that our benefits are not in 
line with what other jurisdictions are paying. But there are 
other means of increasing those benefits for people in need, 
rather than on an across the board 25 per cent increase. 

I am disappointed that there is any lack of initia tive or 
innovation in this legislation. So Mr. Speaker, because of that , 
I am afraid that I cannot support Bill Number 9, the 
Amendments to the Workmen's Compensation Ordinance. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Whitehorse 
Porter Creek? 

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, in speaking to the Third 
Reading of this particular Bill, I find it unfortunate that the 
Member from Kluane can't support the Bill in respect to the 
intent and· principle of the Bill that was presented to this 
House. I think it is very basic, Mr. Speaker, that the govern
ment had to make a very major political decision when it 
made the decision to come into the Legislature with that piece 
of legislation. Obviously it was brought in for one reason and 
one reason o~Iy, and the fact was that the Fund is in trouble. If 
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there was a major disaster, we were told that we would not be 
able to cover the costs. So very plainly, Mr. Speaker, it is a 
case of if the Honourable Members, the majority in this House 
want to carry on a Fund similar to the, what I understand the 
Federal Canada Pension Plan is presently at, where they take 
money out and if everybody were to collect at one time there 
wouldn't be enough money into it, fine. But I think that the 
government has made a very responsible decision to come 
!forth with the necessary legislation so that this could be done. 
l At the same time, as we all know, the increases to workmen 
that have been injured has increased. Subsequently, we had to 
trecognize that fact as well. 
~ I should point out, unfortunately, the Members that criti
cized the Bill and everything, they failed to bring out the fact 
;that there is a merit rebate system or section, provision in the 
,Ordinance for employers so that if an employer has an acci
ident free record, he gets 25 per cent rebated back to him of the 
assessments that are assessed to that particular employee. So 
in other words, if an employer follows the necessary proce
dures and safety precautions, the increase in his assessment 
will be nil if not minimal. 

At the same time, Mr. Speaker, the costs that will accrue to 
the Workmen's Compensation is going to be, in this coming 
year, comparable across Canada. The way I understand it , all 
provincial jurisdictions across Canada are going to be raising 
their assessment rates to about the same rates they are in the 
Yukon. 

At the same time, I would like to point out, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Honourable Member from Kluane did not point out that 
during debate of the pertinent sections when we were asked 
why the YTG was not a contributor to the Fund, it was pointed 
out that it would cost the taxpayer of Yukon approximately 
$125,000. That was the information that was given to the Gov
ernment when the decision was made not to include YTG at 
this time, in respect of the plan. 

I think overall, Mr. Speaker, that it is a Bill that is very 
controversial, but, at the same time, I think it has been a 
responsible action on behalf of the Government to bring forth 
this legislation because we knew it was necessary. It was the 
case that, once again, if there was an accident or a disaster of 
any magnitude, we were informed, and you can read the 
actuary's report, we were informed to the extent that we 
would not be able to cover any major disaster with the Fund 
where it presently is. 

Sure, Mr. Speaker, we could have said, no, we don' t want to 
touch that piece of legislation. We don't want to bring it into 
the Legislature. But, I feel that if we had we would have 
negated the positions that we have here as responsible, 
elected Members to bring forth necessary legislation to en
sure that the people of the Yukon are protected adequately. 

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate. 
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse North Centre. 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I sometimes wonder 

when we get into debate on these bills, whether we are all 
talking about the same Bill. 

I remember full well when my colleague, the Honourable 
Member for Health and Human Resources, first started rais
ing the point with her fellow elected colleagues on the Execu
tive Committee that she was bound and deter mined that there 
was going to be a change in the Workmen's Compensation 
Ordinance, because she had been inundated with complaints 
about the monies that were being paid to widows and other 
dependents in Yukon, which were set in the legislation. 

She brought some very heart-rending stories to the Mem
bers of the Executive Committee of the problems that were 
being faced by the low rates that were in the Ordinance. 

• My colleague, the Honourable Member from Porter Creek 
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and my self knew full well , knew full well of the total con
troversy that was going to come about a t the Minister's insis
tence of opening up this Ordinance because of those tragically 
low rates that were being paid to widows and other dependents 
of workers who had deceased. 

We accepted that there would be controversy, that there 
would be problems, but she was adamant that it had to be 
opened, because it was the worst in the country and it had to at 
least come up equal with the rest of the jurisdictions in the 
country 

We hear nobody speaking about that benefit which is incor
porated in this amendment to the Worker's Compensation • 
Board and the Honourable Member from Porter Creek is ex
actly right on. You can always duck a hard political decision 
for a year with actuarial reports and there was no way that the 
Executive Committee had to bring the truth of the actuary's 
comments to the people of the Yukon Territory and to this 
Legislative Assembly, with amendments at this time to take 
into consideration that actuary's comments. That is the easy 
way out. Sure, sluff it off, dump it. 

That is not the way, Mr. Speaker , that these elected mem
bers on this Executive Committee work, and we don 't think 
that that's the way the members of this Legislative Assembly 
nor the public of the Yukon want them to work. So we brought 
it in, and of course there had to be increases not to get in the 
same political problems that other Compensation Funds have 
across the country because politicians didn't have the guts to 
deal with the political issues of the moment. 

Mr. Speaker , there was an increase in rates, but there },... -
also a merit rebate system introduced to hopefully take st 
of the sting out of those increase in rates. We feel that that was 
a responsible political decision and I don't think one that is 
getting enough credit by all Honourable Members in their 
discussion of this Bill. 

Mr . Speaker, also one of the ot!Jer areas which is extremely 
important, which was a political decision, was that Section 83 
was amended to allow the maximum wage rate to be 100 per 
cent of the annual earnings of a worker, paid at the weekly 
rate established by Statistics Canada as the weekly earnings 
of a worker pursuant to the industrial composite of average 
weekly wages and salaries for the Territory. If the proposed 
amendment, Mr . Speaker, is passed by this Assembly, the 
maximum wage rate for the Yukon Territory will be $17,000 • 
for the year 1978 and that will be the highest in Canada, Mr. 
Speaker, reflecting the Yukon's position. I think that those are 
great benefits that are incorporated into the amendments of 
the Ordinance and one that tbis government should be con- ) 
gratulated for , rather than condemned for . 

Mr. Speaker , the decision not to have the YTG involved in 
the Compensation funding at this time was strictly another 
political decision taken because of the bill that would be put 
upon all Yukon taxpayers if the YTG was not self-insured. · 
That bill would be some $125,000 for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. Speaker, that is a decision that the government made 
that right now with all the other impacts of funding that are 
responsible from the Yukon taxpayers at another $125,000, 
was about the last thing that they would want to handle at this 
time. I say, Mr. Speaker, that that was another responsible, 
though it may be a tough, poltical decision to make. 

Then we were left, Mr. Speaker, with the problem oft'-.. 
independent Board and once again economics flatly ent~ 
into it. We saw the advantages of some kind of an independent 
Board as did other Honourable Members. We knew that the 
full-time independent Board was going to be a fund directly 
against the businessmen of the Yukon who already are being 
hit hard enough by the increase in the funds to the tune of 
another $50,000. We said they could not afford it at that time, 
and this time the part-time advisory board was only costing us 
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some $7,000 and that is the way that we should go with a 
number of cases that were being referred to the Board at this 
time. 

We went part way, we went halfway, and we compromised, 
which I think is sensible government again. You can't get 
everything you want at every given time. We all know that, so 
we compromised on the Board, making it a completely inde
pendent Board reflecting the Yukon's position still on a part
time basis. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I think when all is said and done, with all 
of the debate on this controverisal bill, which we knew and we 
make no bones about it, we knew that it would enter into this 
type of controversy and this type of debate, because of what it 
did to both beneficaries and to the people who had to pay those 
beneficaries, for the Yukon at this time. We think that we 
accepted those responsibilities. We think we came up with 
good amendments, which take into consideration all of the 
factors which are mentioned, and there is a darn lot more good 
in this Bill and there is a Jot of good to the workers of the Yukon 
Territory in this Bill, than there is anything detrimental and 
we are not ashamed of the amendments we have brought. 

We are proud of those areas which make up some of the best 
in Canada, as far as benefits are concerned and, Mr. Speaker, 
I am going to find it very difficult to see the Honourable 
Member from Kluane and the Honourable Member from Pelly 
at both ends of the spectrum of the political scale, not support
ing the Government on this Bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate? 
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse West. 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, one of the Honourable 

Members has referred to this Bill today as a jigsaw puzzle 
with missing pieces. 

I think that all of us have to admit that, at our present stage 
of transition, where we are neither fish, flesh nor fowl in this 
Government, there will always be jigsaw puzzles going 
through this House until we reach the final stage and can plunk 
the last piece into the vacancy and that is provincial status, 
where we are a provincial government, with an elected gov
ernment right to the top, with the ability to have provincial 
boards with provincial authority and rule our own House. 

Mr. Speaker, as far as I am concerned, those are the only 
missing pieces in this Ordinance at this time. I just want to say 
once more to the Honourable Member who is concerned about 
the appeal procedure, that the appeal procedure has not been 
changed. The avenues are still open to workers. 

We are not going to establish a full-time chairman, at this 
time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, we know we don't need a full time Chairman 
and we are not going to have one until we need one. This 
Government would have preferred to wait until next year 
when the terms of the present members of the Board had 
expired to establish this new independent statutory body, but 
we have complied with the wishes of this House and it is being 
done now. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no more to say on this Bill. It stands on 
its own merits. 

Mr. Speaker: Division has been called. 

Madam Clerk would you kindly poll the House. 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Agreed. 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Agreed. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Agreed. 
Mr. Mcintyre: Agreed. 
Mr. Hibberd: Agreed. 
Mr. Fleming: Disagree. 

Ms Millard: Agreed. 
Mr. McCall: Disagree. 
Mrs. Watson: Disagree. 
Mr. Lengerke: Agreed. 
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Madam Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results of the division are 
seven yea, three nay. 
Motion agreed to 

Mr. Speaker: Are you prepared to adopt the Title to the 
Bill? The Honourable Member from Whitehorse Wi:!st? 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, that Bill 
Number 9 do now pass and that the title be as on the Order 
Paper. 

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable 
Member from Whitehorse West, seconded by the Honourable 
Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, that Bill Number 9 do 
now pass and that the title be as on the Order Paper. 
Motion agreed io 

Mr. Speaker: Bill Number 9 has passed this House. The 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse North Centre? 
Amendments to Bill2: First and Second Reading 

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by 
the Honourable Member from Whitehorse West that the 
amendment to Bill Number 2 be now read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. Speaker : It has been moved by the Honourable 
Member from Whitehorse North Centre, seconded by the 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse West that the amend
ments to Bill 2 be now read a first and second time. 
Motion agreed to 

Mr. Speaker: When shall the Bill be read for the third 
time? 
Bill 2: Third Reading 

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Now, Mr. Speaker. I move, seconded 
by the Honourable Member from Whitehorse West that Bill 
Number 2 be now read a third time. 

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable 
Member from Whitehorse North Centre, seconded by the 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse West, that Bill Number 
2 be now read a third time. 

The Honourable Member from Kluane? 
Mrs. Watson: Yes Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak on 

third reading to Bill ~umber 2 as I find this Bill one of the 
greatest insults to my intelligence that has ever been dis
played by any government anywhere, I am sure. When you get 
a Bill in this House which asks you to let the administration to 
change any dates, any deadlines as they so see fit with an 
assessment roll which affects the property taxes of the people 
in the City of Whitehorse, I just can't go along with it. Yester
day, when we debated this Bill in Committee, and again this 
morning when we were talking about Bill Number 9, the 
Minister of Local Government repeatedly told us what won
derful political decisions they have made, what brave people 
they are for making political decisions. 

I wouldn't be so proud of those political decisions. They have 
to be made but political decisions should be made on fact and 
after a thorough investigation is made, and after you realize 
and when you know that your political decision is going to 
correct a problem, then you can stand up and expound on the 
political decision that you have made. Mr. Speaker, I don't 
think the political decisions that were made with Bill Number 
9 and Bill Number 2 now, were based on fact and proper 
research and based on the fact that they would be correcting 
and taking care properly of a problem. 
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Bill Number 2, last Budget Session we had a Bill, wi~h just 
one small section, which gave the Commissioner the nght to 
extend, using the assessment roll , for six years rather t~an 
five. It didn't limit it, it said beyond the five years. At that time 
I questioned it, but it went through. It said this is just for one 
year's, just one year because we haven't got the a~sess~ent 
done for the City of Whitehorse. That is all we need 1t for, JUSt 
one year and we want to do it by Commissioner's Order. 

So that Bill passed. So they used the assessment roll beyond 
the five years, without the Commissioner's Order. That is how 
sure they are of themselves. This year, now, we get this Bill, 
which makes provision, which gives them licence to do almost 
anything within the Taxation Ordinance, if it refers to any 
date or any time period, for the City of Whitehorse. 

Mr. Speaker, I recognize that there is a problem getting the 
assessment done, within the five years. I recognize they are 
faced with a very severe problem at this time, but, Mr. 
Speaker, they knew that problem last year, or they wouldn't 
have come in with the amendment. 

Corrective action was in fact not taken last year or they 
wouldn't have had to come in with the amendment this year. 
This year we are getting just a bigger band-aid. 

Mr. Speaker, what will they come in with when their next 
five year term is over, when they are scrambling now_ in the 
sixth and seventh year to finish the assessment. What w1ll they 
do when the next five years is over? 

Mr. Speaker, I know that there is a problem, but I also know 
that the Taxation Ordinance and the assessment in the Territ
ory as it is, as it is defined by legislation now is a very carefully 
structured set-up so that you can use your uniform school rate 
throughout the Territory and a uniform basic property tax 
rate in the areas where the Territorial Government is the 
taxing authority. 

If you start tampering with this and setting it off balance, 
uniformity and equalization and the fairness to all people is 
going to be destroyed. What is happening is we are gradually 
going this way and I don't like it. 

I am not the taxation expert by any means. I just know that 
we cannot go much longer without facing the problem that is 
there regarding assessments and do something constructive 
and concrete that will, in fact, solve the problem. 

One of my biggest concerns, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that the 
deadline of October 15th, for the assessment roll, is long gone 
and they are not expecting that assessment roll until some 
time in February, so you know how the dates are all going to be 
thrown back and they can't meet those deadlines at a normal 
time, as the legislation is programmed, and t~ey are trying to 
squeeze it into a smaller timeframe even still. 

Mr. Speaker, I wonder will it even be able to meet the dead
line that they are proposing in the schedule? 

Even if they do, the people in the City of Whitehorse are 
going to be given an assessment based on 1976 market va.lue of 
land. You can rest assured, 90 per cent of them are gomg to 
have a substantially increased jkhey are going to be given t~at 
with a shorter term in which to consider it and come up w1th 
the dollars to pay their tax bill than they would nor~ally. 
Some of the areas in the City of Whitehorse, particularly m the 
older areas and particularly in the commercial area, the as
sessment change is going to be pretty radical almost, and 
people are going to be faced with quite a different situation 
than they did under the old assessment. 

I said yesterday, and I will repeat it today, the Province of 
BC went into a new method of assessment and they spent a lot 
of dollars, this is true. Many dollars, to make the people of BC 
familiar with the type of assessment, to warn them, to know 
what they could expect. 
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I am not expecting this government to spend money like that 
or anything like that , but before you go with the new assess
ment surely you have an obligation to the property owners 
and t~ those property taxpayers to make them familiar with 
what you are doing in the new assessment. T~is time around, 
they are not even going to get the normal not1~e , ~uch less a 
notice ahead of time of what the assessment 1s gomg to be. 

Mr. Speaker, I do have concern for the people of Whitehorse 
in this regard and I would hope, and it probably won't be done, 
but when the smaller communities in the Territory are reas
sessed, that the government will undertake to explain and 
warn them what they can expect. 

Mr. Speaker, the Minister, when he spoke in the ~ouse yes
terday said we were not supposed to talk about taxmg, we are 
talking about assessment, and that's fine, but the Honourable 
Member went on to say he thought that the C.ity Council w~s a 
very, very responsible body and they would m fact be review
ing the mill rate, in the light of the new assessment. We can't 
give that assurance. We would hope they would, but we cer
tainly can't. That is their decision, but you c~n't deny th~t 
probably some of the areas will not have a rev1ew of the m1ll 
rate. 

I recall when Porter Creek had the land , property owners in 
Porter Creek in 1976 had their land reassessed , and the terri
ble shock that these people received. There was a lot of noi~e 
and there were a lot of committees, but there was no change m 
the mill rate for the people of Porter Creek. 

Some of those people in Porter Creek went into shock and 
they will really go into shock when they get a re-assessment 
notice on the improvements . 

Mr. Speaker, we weren't supposed to ~e .talking .taxing yes
terday and I don't plan on it, but the Mm1ster sa1d that t.the 
municipal governments will have the opportunity to rev1ew 
their mill rate and I am sure they will. 

But when I t' .ood up and asked whether the Government of 
the Territory planned on reviewing the 16 mills mill rate for 
education purposes, I got a lecture on how much ~oney ~he 
Government of the Territory needs for these thmgs, hke 
equalization and I wondered then whether they planned to 
fund some of these things, from the dollars that they are 
getting for school tax. 

Surely, when the Government expressed. such grave ~on
cern for the homeowner in the Yukon Terntory and the me
quities of property taxation, surely, their political decision 
will be okay, we have increased the assessment, what are .we 
going to do with the school mill rate then? They are ex.pectmg 
the municipalities to do that with their property f!Ull rate, 
what are they in fact going to do with the school m1ll rate? 

Mr. Speaker, these are all things that are very relevant ~o 
this Bill and these are all questions that come up, because th1s 
Bill is side-stepping the actual question that the Terr!tor!al 
Government and the municipalities, because the Terntor1al 
Government is their assessing agency, have not faced realis
tically. 

Last year we band-aided . We knew then we were in trouble. 
They knew they were in trouble and nothing constructive has 
been done. The Honourable Minister is going to stand up and 
make a passionate plea and say he ~.ade a ~o?d political 
decision and I say he made a rotten pohtJcal dec1s10n because 
he is not correcting the problem. 

I feel very sorry for anyone who goes in and takes ov~r a 
local government the next time round with the next el~ct101_1, 
because they, in fact, are going to have such a mess w1th th1s 
taxation and assessment, that it is going to take the whole 
term of office to get it corrected. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, I wouldn't touch it with a ten foot pole. It 
has gone that far. 
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Mr. Speaker, I can't support this kind of legislation . It sides-
teps the question. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate? 
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse North Centre. 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Well , Mr. Speaker, I can only tell 

why I am in such a mess is because I got the portfolio respon
sibilities of the Department of Local Government, January 
13th , 1975, the year in which there was to be a general assess
ment done for the City of Whitehorse and surrounding areas. 
My staff and the people involved in the assessment at that 
time were completely honest and open with me. They said, we 
are in a mess as far as assessment is concerned because 
nothing has been accomplished by the previous government 
and the previous administration, as far as assessment is con
cerned for the City. We have real problems. 

I have been open, honest , candid, and honourable with all 
members of this Assembly since that point in time. I have 
come before them in every session and explained to them the 
mess that we were in, and the methods that we were using to 
correct the mess we found ourselves in in order to come up 
with the first proper logical, sensible, assessment that has 
been done and will be a base on which to build future assess
ments in the City of Whitehorse. 

Mr. Speaker, if that is being incompetent and that is putting 
things in a mess instead of trying to cure a mess which was 
there when I arrived, then I stand guilty on all those points, but 
I don't think the people of the Yukon, and particularly the 
elected members of the City of Whitehorse consider that to be 
the position I find myself in. Rather it is facing a very difficult 
problem that was found, and trying to cure it to the best of your 
ability. 

When I see the charges of incompetence laid along with the 
other charges which the Honourable Member just throws so 
easily around this House, they don't bother me at all, because I 
am used to her charges, but it does really disturb me on behalf 
of my officers in the department for which I hold portfolio 
responsibilities, because they have sweated blood with me on 
this one, and I think that the charges reflect, Mr. Chairman, on 
those people in the department who have been attempting to 
cure this situation and coming up with solutions to the prob
lem, along with me and in order to get this assessment ques
tion straightened out once and for all and to get the assessment 
timetable in the Yukon, back on base for the first time, Mr. 
Speaker, and I am positive that we will be in that position by 
next year with the passage of this Ordinance. 

Mr. Speaker, just the opposite of what the Honourable 
Member from Kluane says takes place when you have a 
proper assessment. It takes care of those inequities of taxa
tion which we know everybody is facing in the Yukon Territ
ory and the only way that we can build a legitimate base to 
cure the inequities of the taxation which is present thrust upon 
the people of the Yukon is to have a proper and legitimate base 
for the assessment and that is what we will have with the 
assessment which will be available for the City of Whitehorse 
by February 15th. 

Mr. Speaker, we can go on and on in debate and political 
rhetoric about this subject, the facts of the matter are, that 
there is not an assessment for the City of Whitehorse at the 
present time. We can do one of two things, we can accept the 
old base with an up-date, and get our assessors working and all 
the time that they are preparing the new assessment base and 
bring it up to that point in time where we need amendments to 
the Ordinance anyway so that we have an assessment for next 
year or we continue with the work that we are presently just 
about at the point of finishing on a new assessment, get the 
other assessment schedules on to time, and also have a new 
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assessment in the City of Whitehorse for the year 19'/8. That is 
the method that we are choosing in most jurisdictions. That 
the ability to do that is already there in present legislation and 
no matter how much the Honourable Members rant and rave 
that that is not what different jurisdictions, that is exactly 
what other jurisdictions do. 

It was the recommendation of our department and the legal 
department that we come in with this type of legislation which 
is available in other jurisdictions , and as I told Honourable 
Members, I would not have insulted the mood and the intellig
ence of my colleagues in the House with coming in with that 
type of legislation, so instead was honest and open and brought 
in a one time Ordinance for a one time p~oblem. 

Mr. Speaker , there is just one other point that I want to 
make, and it is a darn good point. That is the point of what 
happened with the increased assessment, with the fixed mill 
rate on the school mill rate and the school taxation. 

I can only stand here, Mr. Speaker, and use the strongest 
word possible, and that is guarantee, that is, as a result of this 
assessment, that the homeowning taxpayer, the single resi
dential taxpaying Whitehorse citizen is further out of pocket, 
further out of disposable income as a result of this assessment, 
as a result of the taxing that is done by the City of Whitehorse, 
and as a result of that tax mill which is set, that the Territorial 
Government doesn't do anything about it to make sure that 
that guy's disposable income does not diminish further , then I 
will stand here publically in this House and tell all Honourable 
Members that I have failed in a job which I was elected by the 
people of Whitehorse North Centre to do and that was to make 
sure that their disposable income was not further eroded. 

Mr. Speaker, I know the problems that are facing the people 
in the Yukon nght now and I think all Honourable Members 
do, and I can go no further than that than to say that we will 
have a proper or sensible assessment. I am positive of that, 
through what is happening , through the Assessment 
Ordinance and this Government has to take firm measures as 
priority and we are will to take those measures , Mr . Speaker, 
to make sure that there is not a further diminishing of the 
Yukon taxpayers ' income at this present, very hard and try
ing inflationary time in Yukon. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Whitehorse 

Porter Creek. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Yes, Mr. Speaker, in respect to this par

ticular piece of legislation, I can understand the problems that 
the Minister is under at the present time and I kno·.v that he 
didn't want to bring in the legislation , but he had to, he had no 
choice. 

The easiest thing in the world to do is just to duck it and 
decide, well , you are not going to do it this year, we will wait 
until the next year. 

The Honourable Member from Kluane said we should wait 
untii next year to do the assessment. Well, if we waited until 
next year, Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding .that we would 
be using the market value prices of 1977. That means that the 
inflated prices that have come to the Yukon, or , to a certain 
extent inflated, would be taking into account when that as
sessment was done. 

The way that the assessment is being done at the present 
time, it is my understanding that they have taken 1976 figures , 
which has not taken the pipeline into account. I do believe that 
the assessment will be fair. 

At the same time, Mr. Speaker, I would just like to say on 
behalf of this Government, that we are concerned about the 
disposable income of the individual, residential homedweller. 
I think that was evident with the inception of the Homeowner 
Grant. I recall very vividly when the Member from Kluane· 



voted against it. She wasn't talking of the people from Porter 
Creek at that time. She completely forgot about them. 

So, I think it is fair to say, Mr. Speaker, that on behalf of this 
Government we will be bringing in a package this coming 
budget session and that is when it should be discussed a good 
package, to attempt to alleviate the inflationary costs on the 
people of the Yukon. 

I think it is going to be, I wouldn't be a bit surprised to see the 
Honourable Member from Kluane vote against it, because 
everything we do is wrong. But, at the same time, we will be 
bringing in a package which we hope will alleviate the situa
tion in respect to the people of the Yukon, the homeowner of 
the Yukon, who has to suffer the inflationary costs of 1977. 

At the same time, I should point out that if the roll was 
updated rather than a new roll being presented, it would cost 
the taxpayers of the Yukon $50,000 just to update the roll; 
$50,000 to avoid the inevitable. That's exactly the situation 
that would exist. 

Mr. Speaker, at the same time I would like to point out that 
the Honourable Member talks about a public relations job. We 
know we don't have the money, the Honourable Member 
would vote against the Minister of Local Government taking 
$400,000 or $500,000 to do a full scale private firm consultant 
public relations job, and understandably so. I think the Yukon 
in respect to the people of the Yukon that we can adequately 
explain it to them, and I think they will see it on their tax bill 
this coming spring, after we have presented the tax package 
to the Legislature here, that we are out to alleviate the prob
lems that face them. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Hootalin
qua? 

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I am rising not in support 
of the Bill, but against it on many principles. I can feel very 
much for the Minister of Local Government, I have some 
sympathy with this problems, which I guess are really large 
problems, and possibly going to be larger ones. 

The Minister of Education has just remarked you know that 
they have to use 1977 figures if they wait another year. I often 
wonder why the government has to do, in defence of one of 
their programs, use that figure. Now they can use 1976 or 1970 
or 1965 or whatever, because actually the government is in 
that position which they could do so. 

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: You would have to change the 
Taxation Ordinance. 

Mr. Fleming: Possibly. Good idea. However, as I say, I 
sympathize with the Member and his problem, but I also do 
not sympathize with government that can't do their job that is 
supposed to be done when they have a time limit to do it, 
because Mr. Speaker, I live under that old addage, you know: 
do unto others as you would have done unto you, more or less, 
or whatever way you want to put it. 

When they have a job to assess taxes at a certain time, and 
that is not done, that is their problem. They never seem to 
have a problem if they are going to charge me taxes on the 31st 
of July of any year coming. There is no problem there. If the 
legislation is not quite right to do it, it will be done right quick, 
you know, there is no problem. But when they get something 
like this, they have a problem, and then they want sympathy, I 
can't go along with that. 

The people in Whitehorse, I don't know, it's hard for me to 
speak for the people in Whitehorse, but I know a few of them. I 
spoke to a few of them, and they are not very well aware of 
what is actually going to happen to them. I find this amazing. I 
don't really appreciate something coming out of the blue that 
forces you to put your hand in your pocket and pay out possibly 

:. more money. 
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Now the Minister is saying that this is not going to happen. I 
find that on every tax bill that ever came to this House or 
anywhere else that I have heard of, the same defence was put 
up, we just have to change things but we are not going to 
charge any more money in the long run. 

Mr. Speaker, I can't agree with that becaus~ I know that 
when the time is up, there will be more money put out and I 
think, as I suggested to one member yesterday, after we had a 
vote in this House, that if he had had his hand in his pocket, 
where it is going to be for the next few years, instead of up 
there, he may have saved himself a lot of money. 

You know, the philosophy of bringing in legislation and ask
ing for time to tax people, I can't go along with and I just don't 
intend to 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Whitehorse 
Riverdale. 

Mr. Lengerke: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I appreciate all 
the comments and I really marvel at some of them, but, re
ally, we have to get down to where the action has to be taken 
and we have to take the most practical step. 

I have assessed the situation in my own mind and I just can't 
see us going with more band-aids and more band-aids, so I 
guess I have taken the position that I guess one last band-aid, 
or the band-aid that is least objectionable to me is the one that 
I am going to pick, so I feel that the route we are going is, as I 
said, maybe not desireable, but I think is the best one that, the 
best option we have got at the moment. 

If we don't go ahead with the re-assessment, as has been 
said in this House, we just have to pick up the old roll, we have 
to spend $50,000, we have to go through a lot of action, spinning 
our wheels, and I just don't think is necessary at this time, 
because it looks and it appears and we are being assured, and 
that is my only concern, is that that assurance we have been 
g1ven, because we have been given that assurance before but 
we are told we are going to have a new roll by February 15th, 
somewhere in there. 

So, that isn't too many months to go. We are going to have 
another Session sometime between now and then or after that, 
so we have got another opportunity to kick this thing around. 
But, I just hope the Minister, you know, does come through, 
that his people do come through, and I am sure they are trying. 

Because, if it doesn't happen, and I suggest that we had 
better change some other rules. I know very well that, you 
know, the tax situation has been in trouble since 1973, never 
mind, because there has been some real crazy things going on 
and a lot of people have expressed concerns, better concerns 
than have been expressed here. 

There has been inaction and then there has been action and 
it IS a compounded situation, but we have an opportunity now, 
! think, to wait it out a little while longer and see if we can 
fulfill that reassessment, because there are a lot of inequities 
and there are, believe me, the Member from Hootalinqua 
said, you know, people don't know what is happening. 

I don't quite agree. I think we have got a lot of astute busi
ness people and we have got a lot of alert citizens who know 
exactly what is happening and who have expressed that re
assessment has to be done as well. 

Don't worry, they know what the court of last resort is. If 
they have to go to an appeals board, they can make a pretty 
good case and I have seen a lot of decisions overturned there, 
too. On the merits of good solid argument put forward. 

So, I am not too concerned that we have got to hold the hands 
of a lot of people that way and I just suggest, you know, as I 
say, I hope the Minister and I hope his people listen good and 
hard and in February we do see a roll delivered, on a re
assessed basis. 
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Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Felly River. 
Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I have listened with interest on the debate. Just a few com
ments I would like to make. The Minister at the end of his 
remarks made reference to a guarantee. He knows full well 
that he is not going to be able to keep that guarantee unless he 
ever becomes elected again. Because by the time all this mess 
has surfaced, it will be the unforunate position of the new 
elected body that is going to have to contend with the problem. 

The reason why I am objecting to Bill Number 2, Mr. 
Speaker, I was involved in a change of assessment in British 
Columbia where I owned property. I have seen problems 
arise. The Minister is not correct where taxation is stable or 
decreases. He is completely incorrect. Taxation increases 
when a new assessment takes place, and it has never ever 
decreased. I stated that yesterday, Mr. Speaker. 

We heard a comment also by the Minister of Education 
attacking the Honourable Member from Kluane. All I have to 
say to his remarks about the self-confession he made about we 
never seem to be able to do things right, or we always seem to 
be doing them wrong, the day something is done right by the 
government, it will be an achievement in itself, and it would be 
able to stand on its own two feet I think. I think the Honourable 
Member knows what I am talking about. 

I can see a lot of ramifications at this point in time in the 
introduction of this particular Bill. The Minister for Local 
Government said he has had the portfolio since 1975, and it is 
now 1977 and we are playing around with the assessment roll. 
Discussions are going on right now within the municipalities 
as far as increasing the mill rate, probably a good excuse to 
hide behind the assessment roll so you can see taxes are being 
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Mr. Lengerke: Agree. 
Madam Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results of the division are 

six yea, four nay. 
Motion agreed to 

Mr. Speaker: Are you prepared to adopt the title to the 
Bill? 

The Honourable Member from Whitehorse North Centre. 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded 

by the Honourable Member from Whitehorse West, that Bill 
Number 2 do now pass and that the title be as on the Order 
Paper. 

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by t.Je Honourable 
Member from Whitehorse North Centre, seconded by the 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse West, that Bill Number 
2 do now pass and that the title be as on the Order Paper. 
Motion agreed to 

Mr. Speaker: Bill Number 2 has passed this House. 
The Honourable Member from Felly River. 
Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move Mr. 

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

Mr. Fleming: I second that. 
Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable 

Member from Felly River, seconded by the Honourable 
Member from Hootalinqua, that Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair and that the House resolve into Committee of the Whole. 
Motion agreed to 
Mr . Speaker leaves Chair 

prepared to be increased, so the property owner is going to get COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
hurt. One way or another, he is going to get hurt. This only 
enhances that position, and I don't think the Minister realizes Mr. Deputy Chairman: I call this Committee to order and 
this. If he does, he is not going to let on, I don't think. declare a brief recess. 

I will not support this Bill. Recess 
Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Whitehorse Mr. Deputy Chairman: I call this Committee to order. On 

West? December 5th we reported progress on the--Green Paper on 
Establishment of a Yukon P ipeline Impact Centre, and we will 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr ·Speaker • I am not going to prolong now go back into discussion on this particular Green Paper. 
this debate, I merely rise to thank the members from the 
hinterland for their sympathy for those unfortunate few of us Mr. Taylor? 
who happen to be propery owners in Whitehorse, I am one of Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, I thank Committee for 
them. I hope that we can be as generous in their situation if it raising this question at this time. I have, of course I am sure 
ever happens to be reversed. I have no problem in supporting other members have received quite a bit of input from the 
this Bill, I know it has to be done. There is no other way to do it, public as to just what in fact was going to happen to the 
and I don't know why we are wasting time here arguing about proposal to create a pipeline information centre, or a pipeline 
whether or not we are going to do it. , impact centre, if you prefer. 

I have only one last thought, Mr. Speaker, for all the Perhaps by the defeat of one Resolution or one approach to 
mothers in the Yukon, and that is I think the one clear thing the problem in the House, the public did get the idea that the 
which has emerged from the discussion ofthis Bill is that there matter may have been dropped and of course this is not the 
is a great dirth of qualified assessors in this country , entirely case, as I am sure all members would agree. 
across Canada and I would hope that they would raise up their I have given a great deal of consideration to this question 
sons to go out and take training to become assessors. Thank and have done some research on it. I would Jike to propose at 
you , Mr. Speaker. this time, a Resolution in Committee of the Whole the follow-

Mr. Speaker: Division has been called. ing, Mr. Chairman, for Committee's consideration: It has 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Agreed. been moved by myself, seconded by the Honourable Member 

from Whitehorse South Centre that it is the opinion of this 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Agreed. Committee, a pipeline information centre be located at or 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Agreed. near Main Street in the City of Whitehorse to be staffed by at 
Mr. Mcintyre: Agreed. least one person provided through YTG's Pipeline 
Mr. Hibberd: Agreed. Co-ordinator's office to disseminate information and receive 

in9uiries relating to pipeline; 
Mr. Fleming: Disagree. and that the library system provide similar pipeline informa-
Ms Millard: Disagree. tion to Yukoners living outside of Whitehorse; 
Mr. McCall : Disagree. and that one of the first responsibilities of the elected Execu-
Mrs. Watson: Disagree. tive Committee members be to initiate and regulate this prog-



ram. 
Mr. Chairman. I have copies of this Resolu tion for a ll mem

bers. 
Mr. Chairman, in the Green Paper that we have received 

from the Government on the Pipeline Impact Informatiorr 
Centre, there were two or three proposals suggested . One of 
those proposals, I think in the form of a resolution from the 
Honourable Member from Whitehorse Rivedale, was turned 
down. in part . because of the cost of the study. It was pointed 
out that if we went along the lines, as suggested perhaps in the 
Lysyk Inquiry, that the cost would just be staggering and we 
just, of course. don't have that kind of money at this time. 

It is pointed out in this Green Paper , that the Government 
has the great responsibility with respect to identifying im
pact. and indeed to respond to impact problems. 

It was pointed out in the Green Paper that measurement of 
social economic impact is clearly a responsibility of Govern
ment, and it seems at present there is one person, Mr. Chair
man. somewhere in YTG. I beliP.ve this person is related to the 
pipeline co-ordinator 's office, and has been for the past sev
eral months, researching through archives, r esearching in
format ion and data related to the forthcoming pipeline pro
ject. 

It seems to me that this is the person who could well staff a 
centre in the City of Whitehorse and dessiminate news and 
receive news from concerned or interested groups of the pub
lic, and also to insure that, through the library system in the 
outlying communities, Watson Lake. Haines Junction, Car
macks or wherever interest arises in the hinterland to 
pipeline. to be able to use those faci lities to get information 
back and forth from this impact centre, or this information 
centre, I would prefer to call it, in Whitehorse. 

Now . also. it was pointed out by Foothills the other day that 
they wuuld be interested in participating in an information 
establishment such as th is, and also the City of Whitehorse 
have expressed a great deal of interest in perhaps getting into 
the information business , relating to the pipeline. 

This seems to me to be an acceptable solution to the prob
lem, and the nucleus by which all three units could perhaps 
come together and make this operation function. 

The only other question is that I feel it is important that in 
operating this facility. that the elected members of the Execu
tive Committee take this under their wing to ensure, to 
monitor it shall we say , to ensure that it is functioning prop
erly, to ensure that if there is a need that we, in this Legisla
ture or YTG themselves. could attempt to meet any needs that 
are unforeseen at this time. I think that is important. 

The other thing is , of course, is the financial considerations. 
This would be, I think, producing something for the people of 
the Yukon as a start, which Yukoners could afford. I don't see 
any huge outlays of capital , because we are, at this time 
paying a person to do this particular chore within govern
ment. It would mean moving that person to the office on Main 
Street and making this information available to the public. So 
there is no great expense there. I am sure if Foothills come 
along that they would no doubt, by negotiation with YTG , find 
some way that they could participate, either financially or 
with information or whatever. I think this would be left to the 
elected members of the Executive Committee to determine. 

Generally speaking, Mr . Chairman, I would hope that 
Committee would give serious consideration to the Resolution 
I have presented. I think it is in the best interest of the people of 
the Yukon who are asking for informat ion. I would think that 
the Government of the Yukon would certainly agree that this 
has to be provided, and I think we also owe it to the pt:blic ofthe 
Yukon at this time to do it with the least financial impact upon 
the taxpayer of the Yukon. I think that this is the answer. 
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Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Watson? 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chair man, I wonder if we could get a 

ruling. It has always been my under standing that you don 't 
deal with the same question twice in one session. We have 
already dealt with a motion regarding the impact information 
centre and here we have another Resolution on the same topic. 
I wonder whether the Chairman has looked into th~ and 
whether we can have some, I am not trying to cut off debate or 
stop someone from brining in a Resolution, but I think we have 
to be uniform in our dealings with things like this , business 
that is brought before the Committee. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor? 
Hon. Mr. Taylor : Mr . Chairman, the subject material of 

these two Resolutions are entirely different. The subject mat
er ial of the Resolution suggested by the Honourable Member 
from Kluane related to a proposal as recommended in the 
Lysyk Report. This Resolution that I present has no bearing on 
this Resolution and it is completely different material. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Watson? 

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, but the former resolution does 
not deal with the Lysyk Inquiry. The former resolution does 
deal with the question of an impact information centre in the 
Yukon and this is precisely the topic that is being addressed in 
the resolution that the Honourable Member has brought for
ward. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor. 
Hon. Mr. Taylor : Mr. Chairman, just for the edification of 

the Honourable Member and just to clearly point out the dif
ference, the r esolution that had been discussed i!l Committee 
was to implement a Yukon impact information centre similar 
to that as recommended by the Lysyk Report to be funded by 
the Federal Government and so forth . This bears no relation 
too that. This is a completely separate question and an in
government proposal. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs . Watson. 
Mrs. Watson : Mr. Chairman, it is most unfortunate that 

the Member from Watson Lake doesn 't attend all of our sit
tings of Committee, because, if he had , if he had wanted to 
change the nature of that resolution at that time, he should 
have amended the resolution to bring forward what he wants 
to do in a new resolution now. Mr. Chairman, no one else is 
permitted to do this within this House. I wonder why the Hon
ourable Member from Watson Lake, he feels, in fact , he can do 
it now. He should have been present and amended the original 
one. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Watson, you point is well 
taken and I will take this particular motion under advisement, 
along with the previous motion and I will bring back a ruling 
this afternoon on the particular matter you aptly pointed out. 

Mrs. Watson : Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Committee will recess untill :30. 

Recess 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: I call this Committee to order. 
Prior to recess we were discussing the matter of the Green 

Paper on the Pipeline Impact Information Centre and there 
was a Resolution put forward by Mr. Taylor. Mrs. Watson 
brought a matter up and sought a ruling from the Chair deal
ing with this particular Resolution. I would like, if I may, with 
the Committee's concurrence provide a ruling from the Chair 
for all members. 

This morning a question was raised as to whether a Resolu
tion before Committee of the Whole was not substantially the 
same as a Resolution which had been defeated earlier in this 
Session. The Resolution which was defeated was proposed by 
the Member for Whitehorse Riverdale and read as follows: . 

) 

) 



"THAT it is the opinion of this House that immediate 
actio11 be taken in connection with the Alaska P ipeline 
Project to implement a Yukon Impact Information 
Centre similar to that as recommended by the Lysyk 
Report to be funded by the Federal Government and 
such a centre be controlled by a board of directors com
posed of representatives of community interest groups, 
industry , labour and government. 

Further that such a centre be initia lly staffed to a 
maximum of 3 persons with a review to be carried out 
with respect to the operation and effectiveness of such a 
centre by the Government of Yukon after 12 months 
operation. " 

This Resolution was defeated on December 5th , 1977. 
The Resolution proposed this morning in Committee of the 

Whole by the Honourable Member for Watson Lake, Mr. 
Taylor is as follows: 

" That it is the opinion of this Committee a pipeline 
information centre be located at or near Main Street in 
the City of Whitehorse, to be staffed by at least one 
person provided through YTG's Pipeline Co-ordinator's 
Office to disseminate information and receive inquiries 
relating to the pipeline ; 
and that the library system provide similar pipeline 
information to Yukoners living outside of Whitehorse ; 
and one of the first responsibilities of the elected Execu
tive Committee members be to initiate and regulate the 
program.'' 

In dealing with the question of whether the Resolution prop
osed by the Honourable Member for Watson Lake is in order, I 
have had reference to various parliamentary guides, Erskine 
May, 19th Edition of Parliamentary Practice states, and I 
quote : 

" A motion or an amendment may not be brought for
ward which is the same in substance as a question which 
has been decided in the affirmative or negative during 
the current session." 

The rule may .. be further stated as follows: 
No question or bill shall be offered in either House that is 

substantially the same as one on which its judgment has al
ready been expressed in the current session" . 

This point is r epeated in the Fourth Edition of Bourinot's 
Parliamentary Procedure. 

" It is however, an ancient rule of Parliament that no 
question or motion can regularly be offered if it is sub
stantially the same with one on which the judgment of 
the House has already been expressed during the cur
rent session". 

The old rule of Parliament reads: 
" That a question being once made and carried in the 
affirmative or negative cannot be questioned again, but 
will stand as a judgment of the House, unless such a rule 
were in existence at the time of the House might be used 
in the discussions of motions of the same nature and 
contradictory decisions will be sometimes arrived at in 
the course of the same session". 

These references are repeated in Beauchesne's Parliamen
tary Rules and Forms, in paragraphs 194 and 200. It is clear 
from these parliamentary guides that motions may not be 
offered to the Assembly, which are substantially the same as 
motions which have already been decided in the same session. 

The question that remains, therefore, is to, is as to whether 
the motion of the Honourable Member from Whitehorse 
Riverdale, which was defeated, and the motion of the Honour
able Member for Watson Lake proposed this morning, are 
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substantially the same. 
In reviewing the two motions, it is my judgment that the 

main point in each is the creation of a pipeline information 
centre. I would therefore, in my opinion, that the motions are 
substantially the same and I seek direction from Committee. 

Mrs. Whyard. 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: I will defer to the Member from Wat

son. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor. 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, I certainly can't agree, 

but I must be bound as all Members of the House by the ruling 
at this time. 

Now that my resolution has been out of order, and m order to 
accommodate these requirements-

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor, I have not ruled any 
motions out of order. I have sought the direction of the Com
mittee of the Whole, in order to allow each member an oppor
tunity to discuss this matter. I have not ruled any motion out of 
order. 

Hon. Mr. Taylor: Oh , I am sorry, I misinterpreted your 
ruling. 

I am sorry, mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Whyard? 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, I think it is the wish of 

all members of Committee to reply in some way to a Green 
Paper which is before us. If Committee agrees at this point 
that this second Resolution proposed today IS not to be consi
dered, can you suggest how this Committee then proceeds to 
answer the Green Paper? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: This, Mrs. Whyard I have left at 
the discretion of each member of the Committee and that is 
why, as I said a moment ago, and I will repeat it, I did not 
make a firm ruling on the present Resolution that Mr. Taylor 
put forward this morning, in order for the opportunity for it to 
be considered by each member. 

Mr. Taylor? 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, perhaps you could give a 

ruling as to whether you feel in your opinion that the Resolu
tion is out of order or is in order, and if it is out of order, I have a 
further Resolution wh;ch may clear up this problem. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: As I said in my remarks, Mr. 
Taylor , that I believe both these Resolutions are substantially 
the same and I am still leaving it open for the members to 
discuss. 

Mr. Lengerke? 
Mr. Lengerke: Thank you , Mr. Chairman, I would just like 

to make these remarks with respect to the first motion that I 
presented was indeed unfortunate that we didn't consider the 
Green Paper first. I know it is very easy to go back in time, and 
make all kinds of observations. I had hoped, and I should have 
got up at that time and certainly objected to the fact that we 
were dealing with the motion on the pipeline impact centre 
first, rather than dealing with the Green Paper, because I am 
sure, as a result of examining the Green Paper, that other 
ideas would have come forth and possibly some further con
sideration given to the Resolution or the motion that I put 
forward and some amendments brought to it. 

I think you or all members will recall, and I have said it a 
number of times in the House, that the motion I put forward, I 
take exception to some remarks that it was poorly drafted. I 
think it was well drafted. I think maybe the concept in some 
member's minds was not right and that's what they used as an 
excuse to say it was poorly drafted. That doesn't bother me, 
but I think it is an important subject, and I think it is one that 
needs to be answered. 



I think the general public have indicated by many ways that 
they would like some kind of a centre set up, and then also I see 
in the Speech from the Commissioner that one of the main 
statements , Mr . Chairman, was that another immediate 
priority is the establishment in Yukon of a Pipeline Impact 
Information Centre. When I see the kind of discussion that we 
have around this House or in this House the other day , I really 
begin to wonder, so I would have no objection, Mr. Chairman, 
if Committee wished to deal with this Resolution again so in 
fact that we can save something in accord or in setting up an 
impact centre. I would have no problem dealing with the 
Green Paper and then having Committee make a decision to 
any new Resolution. Thank you. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Watson? 

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I find it very difficult to 
speak, because if I speak my point of view, which I am going to 
do, I am going to be accused of trying to block the resolution 
from being dealt with by this House at this time. 

But, I think that it is a little bigger than that. We are looking 
at some precedent setting, if the Chairman does, after the 
discussion in this House, let this resolution be dealt with in the 
House, it really is contrary to the rules. The decision was 
made that a resolution, once the question is dealt with in the 
House it should not be brought back in a different form and the 
Chairman has determined that the two resolutions have sub
stantially the same question before them. 

If we make the exception today and let this resolution be 
debated and make a decision on it, then, you know, next time 
round, someone else is going to come in with a resolution and 
we are going to be morally bound to give them the opportunity 
to have their resolution dealt with and what could happen, we 
would be going over the same question in one Session several 
times. It's not unrealistic to see what this could easily lead to. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I know that the Green Paper was brought 
in by the Government as an information paper. Whether it was 
the type of paper that people expected, I think that a lot of 
people expected it to make some recommendations and they 
brought it just as an information paper and the only way that 
we could possibly get around dealing with the subject again, 
without, in fact , using the resolution and voting on the resolu
tion, would be to have a debate on the Green Paper. 

From the debate on the Green Paper, then the Government 
could come forward with a White Paper and make some very 
specific recommendations for an information impact centre, 
or a gauge and what they in fact feel would have the support of 
this House. 

If they came back with a paper such as this, I think there 
would be no problem then, for this House to vote on the accep
tance of the paper. That would be the only way that I can see 
where the problem could be addressed again in this Session. 

But, I would like, I would not like to see us not rule the motion 
out of order, not to block it, but the simple fact that it is 
precedent setting, if w~ do it this time. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Just hold on for a second, Mr. Hib
berd. 

As Committee is aware, the Green Paper that was pre
sented to Committee, I should say, to the House, which was 
moved subsequently into Committee by Mr. Lengerke's mo
tion, was in the House at the time that the motion was de
feated. 

I asked the concurrence of the House, I believe, at that time, 
to report progress on the Green Paper iin case there was 
further discussion to take place. 

But, one must consider that a motion has already been de
feated, de,aling with the subject matter at hand and you must 
consider this. 
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Mr. Hibberd. 
Mr. Hibberd: I don't have Mr. Lengerke's Motion before 

me, but if my memory serves me correctly, his Motion was to 
the effect that he was designing a centre that was not only 
going to disseminate information but it was going to gather 
information, collate it, as a major function of the centre and 
also to receive input from areas of the community. In other 
words, it was performing a much larger and different function 
than what is suggested by the Motion of Mr. Taylor's . 

Mr. Taylor is merely suggesting in his Motion that there is 
an outlet of information, pipeline information to be available 
to the people of the Yukon as a civil dissemination centre, 
whereas, in contrast to that, the centre suggested in Mr. 
Lengerke's Motion, did a good deal more than that. It was to 
put the information together; it was to make use of that infor
mation in various ways. It was a data centre and it was also to 
receive input from other sources. 

I would suggest, from that, Mr. Chairman, that, in sub
stance, they are quite different motions. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Any further discussion? Mr. 
Mcintyre? 

Mr. Mcintyre: Yes, Mr. Chairman, it is my opinion that 
the two Motions in analysis bear little relation to each other. I 
think the only similarity between the two is that they both 
refer to a centre, but Mr. Taylor's Motion should more prop
erly describe what he is suggesting is an office. As the 
Member from Whitehorse South Centre has indicated, Mr. 
Lengerke'n Motion dealt with a much grander thing to be 
called a centre where there would be a great deal of informa
tion gathered and produced by that centre. There would be 
research people and the amount of money involved would be 
quite expensive, whereas in the Motion before you by Mr. 
Taylor, he is merely suggesting an adjunct to the Pipeline 
Co-ordinator's Office which would be available to the public 
for information that had already been gathered by some other 
source. 

So, as far as I am concerned, the two motions bear no re
semblance to each other whatsoever. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mcintyre. Mr. 
Fleming? 

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I am not legal beagle 
enough to understand all of the things as to whether this is 
actually a legal motion at this time, however, I feel it does in 
some way relate to the other Motion by Mr. Lengerke. How
ever, I have a feeling we are, as many times before, going 
around it the wrong way, because I think we should have been 
discussing, as members have said, the information we have 
from the Government in the Green Paper and after discussing 
that and deciding we didn't want it or didn't want any part of it 
or wanted some section of it or whatever, then the motion 
should have come forward. I think we are just jumping the gun 
a little all the time as some members are with their motions. 

I have no problem with this motion of Mr. Taylor's entirely, 
I would be opposing some of it possibly, but I think there 
possibly is another solution whereas the member actually 
could withdraw the Motion and bring forth another motion and 
the Green Paper still would remain here and we would be 
discussing it. This opportunity is actually there, if you read200 
in Beauchesne, it is there, the opportunity for the member to 
withdraw that Motion and, as I say, the Minister of Human 
Resources said what would we do with the Green Paper. Well 
the Green Paper would still be here, we could still discuss the 
Green Paper, and if we can find a motion that would properly 
fit in, they could still come forward with it. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard? 
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, m;; yote J_oes for theL~: 

( ) 
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different. I really find it curious that once a member asks for a 
ruling from the Chair that the Chair has come back and asked 
us for the ruling. I find that very strange. I don't know whether 
that is common practice or not but I really think that we are 
wasting an awful lot of time. Let's get on with this Motion and 
hopefully defeat it. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: We will try to run the Committee 
along democratic lines, Ms Millard. I did not make a ruling 
and I did not come back to the C nmittee for a ruling. I asked 
the Committee for their wishes •.• nd to discuss the matter. Mrs. 
Whyard? 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, I would like to see the 
proposals in this Green Paper debated in Committee. 

I think there will be full opportunity for the Government 
then to have on record all the opinions of all the Members of 
this Committee and their various preferences in the way in 
which we should go. 

If Committee does not debate the proposals in this Green 
Paper, then you are leaving it completely up to the Executive 
Committee to decide which way to go. 

I would prefer to have the wishes of the House. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you. 
Mr. Hibberd. 
Mr. Hibberd: Just one more point, Mr. Chairman. In actu

ality, in going about it this way, we did deal with the Green 
Paper. The Green Paper gave us several alternatives. 

The Motion proposed by Mr Lengerke was following one of 
those alternatives . This Committee, in their wisdom, decided 
to turn it down and it is now suggesting that it take another 
route that is also suggested by the Green Paper. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Hibberd. 
Mrs. Watson. 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, the Honourable Member, 

Dr. Hibberd just defeated his own fir st argument, that the 
Green Paper was debated and the question ofthe Green Paper 
was addressed to tbe motion which was voted on the other day. 
So, I think that is certainly quite conclusive. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor. 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, I feel that much time is 

being lost here. I think that, first of all, that the laws of parlia
ment were never intended to be construed as to prohibit a 
decision by any parliament on any matter. 

I think it has been pointed out by many Members the differ
ences between these two resolutions. As I say, perhaps I have 
used the word "centre" when I should have said "office". In 
fact, the resolution that I present rejects any of the proposals 
in the Green Paper, but the Green Paper is a matter that has 
been placed before us for resolution, seeking advice by this 
Government. 

We know for a fact the people of the Yukon are crying for 
information. I am not asking for an impact centre. I don't 
agree with an impact centre. As I said this morning, that is a 
matter that Government has to deal with . 

If we have every independent body in the Territory all doing 
the same worjc, we are going ar und in ever diminishing cir
cles. Governrltent are the ones ttl assess impact and to react to 
impact. That is the duty of Government. 

All I am asking for is an office downtown. This is what the 
people ask for, where they can get information, where they 
can express concerns and find out what the devil is going on. 

So, you know, unless a decision can be made, as I said 
before, Mr. Chairman, rather than going around in circles, I 
would very strongly recommend that a decision be taken on 
the resolution and, if it is not acceptable, I have another resol-

·ution to propose, which may clear this thing up. 
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Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor, you are putting the 
Chair in an untenable position. I am not prepared to make a 
ruling on the resolution put forward, because in one effect it 
would set a precedent which could perhaps inter rupt the pro
cedures that we have in place now. 

I have come back to the Committee and I am seeking their 
advice on this particular m atter, without being forced into 
making a ruling that would set a precedent. 

If it is the Committee's wishes that we set aside this resolu
tion or ask you to withdraw it or want to carry on with that, 
that is fine, but I am seeking that advice and you have to give 
the Chair that opportunity. 

What are the wishes of Committee? 
Is it the wish of Committee that we carry on with this resolu-

tion? 
Some Members: Agreed. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Watson. 
Mrs. Watson: No, I can't agree with that because we would 

be setting a precident, Mr. Chairman, and the next time a 
quesiton is resolved in this House, and I want to get another try 
at it, I am going to have another try at it. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: That is right. 

Mrs. Watson: And we are going to be doing this time and 
time again. We are setting precedents and where there is a go 
around, the Honourable Minister of Human Resources sug
gested a method that we could debate the Green Paper and 
while we are debating the Green Paper, we could in fact be 
debating the Resolution that the Honourable Member has be
fore us without in fact debating the Resolution and voting on it. 
From the debates, the government should get some idea of the 
feeling of this House regarding that Green Paper and it would 
then give them an opportunity to develop their position to 
present to the House in a White Paper. I would suggest that we 
go this route Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. McKinnon? 
Ron. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, I am to understand 

that if the Resolution were withdrawn, we could discuss the 
Green Paper that is presently in Committee, the Honourable 
Member from Watson Lake or any other member could make 
any suggestion that he wanted to government and then we 
would come back with a White Paper, either incorporating or 
not, those suggestions. I have no problem with that approach. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: That's a logical course of action. 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon : There is one, of course, method of 

getting around this problem that no one has suggested, yet 
which would be the easiest way, we could prorogue the House, 
Mr. Chairman, we could all go home and have a nice Christ
mas and come back after New Years. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: It has been suggested by Mr. McK
innon, a route we should take. I am waiting for advice from 
Mr. Taylor on his Resolution. 

Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, it is difficult for me be
cause I have never seen a situation where there was no ruling. 
As I say, if it is the wish of Committee, I will withdraw this 
Resolution with the concurrence of my seconder in Commit
tee, but I will then propose another Resolution which will solve 
this problem. My purpose is that we need an information 
service to the public of the Yukon Territory yesterday. Wait
ing for green papers, pink papers, White Papers, or that .other 
kind of paper that comes in rolls does not solve this problem 
for the people ofthe Yukon Territory who we are here to serve, 
Mr. Chairman. 

All I am looking for is a decision as well.lf it is the wish that I 
withdraw this motion, Mr. Chairman, I will do so, but if it is the

1 
wish of Committee, as many said, to proceed with it, then wet 



will proceed with it , that's all. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor is prepared to with

draw his motion. Mr. Hibberd, are you in concurrence with 
that? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Does Committee agree? 
Some Members: Agreed. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: The motion is withdrawn. We will 

now discuss the Green Paper. Yes, Mr. Taylor? 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, now that I have with

drawn my Motion, I wish to propose another Resolution which 
I believe is my right, which should clear up this situation. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: By all means. Mrs. Whyard? Oh, I 
am sorry, are you going to give us a motion. 

Hon. Mr. Taylor: Well , I wish to propose another Resolu
tion in order that we may ... 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Could I see it, Mr. Taylor? 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: My motion would be that Committee 

rejects at this time the proposals contained in the Green Paper 
on Yukon Pipeline Impact Centre, but recommends that an 
Information Office is provided under the administration of the 
Pipeline Co-ordinator. 

That is clearly in order, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Let me decide that, Mr. Taylor. 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard : Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the 

Honourable Member would allow a moment before introduc
ing the new one, for me to point out that we should discuss the 
paper before we introduce any new motions. 

However, I have missed the boat, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: I will read out the Resolution. 
It has been moved by Mr. Taylor, seconded by Mr. Hibberd, 

that the Committee rejects at this time the proposals con
tained in the Green Paper on the Yukon Pipeline Impact 
Centre, but r ecommends that an Information Office be pro
vided under the administration of the Pipeline Co-ordinator. 

You motion is in order, Mr. Taylor. 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman , I think that two things 

can be noted out of this Resolution. 
One is that we reject at this time, and the reason I say that in 

the Resolution is that the proposals contained in the Green 
Paper all require some, at least some significant expenditure 
of funds, of public funds, in order to implement Plan A, or I 
should say Appendix A, Appendix B, or Appendix C. 

You will note figures of $192,000, et cetera, et cetera, et 
cetera . 

The proposal does not restrict us to creating an impact 
centre a t any time. That is why that wording was used and all 
the proposal does is offer as a stop-gap measure between now 
and the time that any future activity is taken in respect of 
impact centres, just simply put out not an impact centre, an 
information office on Main Street, in Whitehorse, where peo
ple can come and go and get their information, express their 
concerns, and have this under the YTG Pipeline Co-ordinator. 
As I say, there is already someone in the employ of Govern
ment doing this work and then take it from there and if it is 
desired to expand it, expand it, but let U£ get the information to 
the people. 

I think this is really what all members want. It is certainly 
what the public wants. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Taylor. 
Mrs. Watson 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I am rather disappointed ill 

this resolution, because it is absolutely a nothing thing be
•cause it gives absolutely no guidance, because if you do start 
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giving guidance then you are in conflict with the other resolu
tion again. 

It recommends that an information office be provided under 
the administration of a pipeline co-ordinator , which is, you 
know, it doesn 't give any arguments, no opinions at all , to the 
Government. 

Regardless of what they did, somebody would, somebody or 
everybody would be complaining about the information 
centre that is now being established under the adminstration 
of a pipeline co-ordinator and I think that is most unfair to the 
Government people. 

I would like to see this resolution defeated and proceed and 
debate the Green Paper. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor. 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, let us get down to the 

nitty-gritty of this thing. 
It has taken us a great deal of time, at a great deal of 

expense to the public of the Yukon Territory, just to get this 
Resolution before the House, because all we are getting over 
here is flack , flack and more flack. 

I don't understand why and perhaps I never will understand 
why. But every time that this government, or myself, or some 
of the other members produce something which is of benefit to 
the people of the Yukon, something the Yukon people need or 
expressly desire, it seems we get wound up in procedural 
debates, we get flack, everybody,-

! don't know. I can't explain it. I say to you , Mr. Chairman, 
this is important to the public of the Yukon. It is the public of 
the Yukon we serve. I personally, as the elected representa
tive of the people of Watson Lake, have every confidence in the 
ability of these three elected members who sit in this House 
and work on our behalf on a day to day basis who have had the 
guts to accept the challenges that have been thrown to them by 
this Assembly to do the work of this Assembly. They haven't 
reneged or backed off at any time that I have known. I support 
them, and if they do wrong, I will not support them. So far , 
they haven' t shown me any wrong doing and they have done a 
very, very good job. 

I say again, as the elected representative of the people of 
Watson Lake, I support them wholeheartedly, and they are 
working in the interests of the people of the Yukon. I don't 
support the Green Paper. I don 't support the Green Paper, Mr. 
Chairman, because it is just too expensive at this time. I think 
if we start with an office and get information to the people and 
get information from the people, at least we have got a fight
ing chance. We are not going to solve this one by Thursday. As 
every member knows, we had hoped to be able to recess this 
Thursday, and I am not prepared to walk out of here without at 
least making a good fight for the people of the Yukon to have at 
least something on the books. 

What I am saying is let these elected members make those 
decisions as to how they are setting it up. We are going to be 
back here in a month or two months or whenever it is, we 
might be back tomorrow, who knows. The question is, let's get 
something started. Let's get some action instead of fiddely
faddling around here over what is law and what is precedent 
and what isn't. Let's do something positive, and that's what 
this Resolution asks Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Fleming? 
Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, that's very interesting. 

The Member from Watson Lake is actually defeating his own 
purpose in so many cases where he is speaking of how good the 
government is and everything of doing things. They have 
brought something for us and want some advice as to how to do 
that. Now I have got to go along with that in the Green Paper, 
not as the Paper itself possibly, but giving that advice as to 
how I think this should be done, very much so. 

• 
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It is very strange, the first proposal of the Member was, in 
my opinion. was much better than the one we have now, al
though because of the problems he has ju!:t said, we are having 
another problem. We can't even go along with it if we want to. 
Now we have something in front of us that really, you know, 
when we reject the Green Paper, I think we have rejected 
what the government actually wish to do and what the mem
bers on the Executi ve Committee wish to do. I feel we are 
doing this. if we reject that Paper at this time. 

I just can't really go along with the motion as it is here, 
because I had and wished and wanted to discuss that Green 
Paper , come up with an idea not to spend a pile of money. but 
to have something similar to what they had proposed. Give 
them some advice and hopefully most of the members in this 
House would probably give them some good advice. Mine 
might not be worth listening to , but I am sure somebody else's 
would have. We aren't even going to have that opportunity. 
You now are going to reject the Paper, this is all there is , and 
this really doesn't tell me how much money is going to be spent 
or whether there is going to be a million or half a million or just 
what goes on. All it says is that you reject the proposals there, 
you have come up with an impact centre, no impact•centre 
really, but recommends an information office which, in my 
opinion , again, goes right back to the first two motions we had , 
so I would think it is probably out of order too, even though it 
has been ruled okay, under the administration of the Pipeline 
Co-ordinator, which I am not qui te prepared to go along with 
either. 

I sympathize with the Member very much so. but I just can't 
go a long with the motion. 

Mr . Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 

Ms Millard: Yes, Mr. Chai rman. I quite agree with the 
Mem ber to my right. 

The sentence itself doesn't make sense. How can you, on one 
hand, reject something that is totally different from what you 
a re offering. 

An impact centre is: an impact centre consists of gathering 
data, analyszying data. making recommendations and 
another dozen purposes other than simply informing people on 
what they intend to-, on informing people on what? I would 
really like to know from the Member from Watson Lake, what 
kind of information is going to be given out of an information 
office, when that office or centre doesn't even gather any 
information in the first place. 

Ar e we going to have a nice little tourism bureau ? We have 
already got one. Why not have the Department of Tourism 
look after this , if all we are going to do is sit there an hand out 
maps of the Yukon and say that's where the pipeline is? 

What a re we going to do with this information centre? It's a 
ludicr ous motion. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor. 
Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, I have never heard such 

stupidity in all my life as what I have just heard right now. 
That just has to be incredible. 

I am not offering bus tours, just to assure the Honourable 
Member that I am not suggesting this at all. Look at your 
Gr een Paper, Mr. Chairman. Plan A, $132,700 of Yukon tax
payers ' money. Plan B, $192,000 of Yukon taxpayers' money. 
P lan C, $172,000 of Yukon taxpayers ' money. Money that we 
just flat-out don't have at this time. 

I would suggest that if you were to go t(l this Government, in 
the Spring, and say how much money do we have to dig up this 
year? How much do we have to go to the people of the Yukon 
for tax revenue? You are going to find that it is going to be a 
pretty substantial amount of money and these people are 
going to be charged with the responsibility of finding that 
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money, either out of our pockets and the pockets of the tax
payer of the Yukon, or affect every economy they can to 
prevent some of this over-expenditure in Government. 

The proposal that I lay before you is sound. It is dealing with 
a man year which is already contained in the budget. 

Foothills have said. if you people get something going we 
will be in there somewhere. I don't know whether they, I can't 
honestly say whether they are talking about financially or 
physically, but they said they would be there. 

Okay, great, the City of Whitehorse, who are as deeply con
cerned as the other people in the Yukon Territory, have said, 
we will participate and I know and I have talked to some of the 
people from the City Council and they are really concerned, as 
is the man in the street and the man in the street is the man we 
have got to give this assistance to. He doesn't necessarily want 
an impact centre, but he wants information. He wants to be 
able to go and if he has got a concern, he wants to go some
where and talk to somebody and make his concern known to 
somebody that will listen and pass it along, Mr. Chairman. 

That is what I am talking about in this Resolution. He 
doesn't want this hung out for days and months and find out 
that maybe next April he can get some information related to 
a pipeline. 

In my personal circumstance I get inquiries every day, or at 
least every second day, I will have at least one inquiry related 
to the pipeline so I phone up the Pipeline Co-ordinator. Now 
right now this morning I can't get hold of the Pipeline Co
ordinator, because he is out in Ottawa doing the service of this 
government and this Legislature. 

So I can phone Foothills. This morning I am on the phone to 
Foothills to ask a question. I get it answered. If we had an 
office downtown, all this could be done through one co
ordinating person, and I am informed that within this gov
ernment, there is somebody that has worked month after 
month after month compiling this inform ation through the 
Archives department who is extremely capable, I am told, 
fully knowledgable, and just do a lovely job by making this 
person available to the public through an office in Main Street. 
I am not looking for an impact centre, I want an information 
office at this time. This House is going to sit for perhaps 
another two or three months. If it is necessary, then change 
the thing, improve upon it , do anything with it , but let's start 
somewhere. Let's start with something we can afford and 
somc.thing the people want. That's what I am saying, Mr. 
Chairman, I am not running tour buses. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lengerke? 

Mr. Lengerke: I concede to Mr. Mcintyre, at this moment. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard? 
Ms Millard: I am really happy to see the Member from 

Watson Lake confirm my suspicion that he wants a nice little 
tourism bureau, because he has obviously said he does not 
want an impact centre, he doesn't want anything more than 
what information he himself can give if somebody phones up. 
So it is very clear to me that the Resolution he is setting 
forward now is not an impact centre. So it has nothing to do 
with this Green Paper at all, because this Green Paper states: 
''A Green Paper on the Establishment of a Yukon Pipeline 
Impact Information Centre". I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, 
that this motion is out of order if we are not talking about an 
impact centre. If we are talking about a straight information 
centre, which can be established in anybody's back yard, then 
it is quite different from what the implications are in this 
Green Paper. 

It confirms to me what I was saying the other day, is that 
nobody here is understanding what the public is asking for. 
They are not asking for nice little information about the 
pipeline, they already know that, all they have to do is read tl' e 
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Mr. Lengerke. 
Mr. Lengerke: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I am not going 

to change my mind on it. I think it is a cop- out. I certainly 
won't support this Motion at all. 

I didn 't mind the idea of going back and discussing the 
Green Paper and seeing what comes out of that. maybe the 
Government could come up with something. 

I think we are really taking a horse and buggy approach 
when you have got a project, a pipeline project in the multi
millions and you have got to start making some decisions that 
are in the 20th Century and believe you me, if people in Alberta 
make decisions like we do here and are afraid to spend a dollar 
once in awhile, they wouldn't be where they are either. 

I am really disgusted by what I hear, because, you know. I 
am just frightful of the day that some place along the line, 
somebody is going to have to make a decision as to the prices 
and the rents and if I was assured, if I knew that you individual 
Members would take a stand, if I came in with a resolution and 
said today is the day that the prices are too high in this coun
try. I would like to see it. 

All we are really trying to do is provide some inde~endent 
baseline data that is required. I don't think you have got an 
idea of what an impact information centre is to do and if you 
want an information centre, then fine, go ahead and get an 
information centre and put it under the pipeline co-ordinator. 
You don 't have to do anything, you have got it now. 

The people of Yukon will still wonder exactly what the heck 
is going on. You are going to have discussions by interest 
groups everyday of the week, saying, oh, gee, we can't get 

'ormation out of the Government, we don 't know what 
-· ~nds are happening today, costs, rents, my gosh. 

As I said, I am really sorry to have to get up and say that I 
just totally disagree and I am not going to vote for this Motion 
at all. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 
Ms Millard: Well , Mr. Chairman, the Member from 

Whitehorse Riverdale certainly said it eloquently. 
I feel that with this motion what we are doing is avoiding the 

issue. We are rejecting an idea of an impact centre without 
even discussing the idea of an impact centre. We are discus
sing an information centre, which is quite a different thing 
altogether and does not fulfill the needs that we feel now, that 
many people feel now are needed in the Yukon. 

Some time ago I asked the Commissioner, how was our 
taxation money going to be spent, whether, was it going to be 
in the regular budget or was it going to be defined as pipeline 
impact and because it makes quite a difference on who is 
going to pay fol' what and whether or not we get a heritage fund 
and everything else. He said that the Executive Committee is 
going to decide what is an impact. 

Now, what are they going to do? Are they going to stand out 
on Main Street with a little book and count how many new 
faces they see? What are we going to do to find out about 
in-migration or inflation or even wages? What is a proper 
wage for somebody on the pipeline? What about our labour 
standards? 

You know, how can we do this with a nice little information 
centre. I think the Government has brought forward a crazy 
oaper, but I think we should discuss it. 

Ve are not even discussing it with this Motion, if this passes. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang? 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, it is interesting to hear 

various members. I almost get the impression that the Hon
ourable Member from Ogilvie wants to start another govern

. ment, which I find rather alarming. Therefore she more or 
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less has divested the responsibility that she has been au 
thorized through the electorate. At the same time, Mr Chair
man, the idea that I am getting from various members is that 
what they would like to see is more accessability to informa
tion, a place to go to get information that is a lready compiled. I 
think there is something very basic here. Mr. Chairman. and 
the fact is that everybody has looked at this $200 million that is 
supposed to be available. Well to our knowledge. as of today 
anyway, we don't know what the terms and conditions of that 
$200 million is going to be. what the interest rate is going to be. 

We don't know exactly what the legislatiOn IS going to read 
that is going to be presented to the House of Commons so I 
think it is a case that we have to wait just to see exactly what is 
going to transpire with Ottawa in respect to the regulatory 
body and the authority that it is going to have. 

At the same time, Mr. Chairman, I think it is fair to say that 
we do have a lot of data compiled, but it is in various depart
ments and this kind of thing which sometimes makes it dif
ficult for the public to get access to because they don't know 
where to go. I think that if it is co-ordinated through one body, 
one individual and an information collecting area in respect to 
totally pipeline, that accessability will be there. If they don't 
have any information, they will be able to direct the individual 
requesting information to the particular department if they 
want to go further into depth on a particular subject 

Mr. Chairman, I may be wrong, but the feelmg I am getting 
is that they want a preliminary concept of more public acces
sability to the people that we have at the present and at a later 
time review it. I couldn't agree more. I want to find out just 
exactly what the financial situation is going to be in respect to 
this, which we don't know at the present time. We know, we 
had various members inquiring prior to the Session starting 
about a pipeline information centre, we had it compiled look
ing at the Alaskan base, and I think that the people within the 
administration attempted to do a fair job in respect to it, but at 
the same time, it is our job to ensure that the public monies are 
spent in a wise manner. So, I have to agree with the Honoura 
ble Member from Mayo. I think that, at least at the present 
time, we could go with what we have and at a later date assess 
it. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr Lengerke? 
Mr. Lengerke: liAr. Chairman, I just would like to ask 

somebody on the Executive Committee a question I would 
like to know what they meant when they said in the speech 
from the Commissioner, another immediate priority 1s the 
establ ishment in Yukon of the pipeline impact mformation 
centre. What was the concept that day? That day, not today, 
that day. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang? 
Hon. Mr. Lang: The concept was to look at three or four 

options, bring them before the House and have a general de
bate in respect to what people wanted. We were getting fifteen 
or twenty different stories from various avenues. we felt that 
we had a responsibility to bring a paper in here, which we did, 
and subsequently are debating it. We do feel it is important 
that the public have better access to the information that we 
have compiled at this : •,,. 

At the same time, in respect to costs in this, it was agree with 
the three elected Members that we were very concerned about 
the costs and this is why we brought it to the House, to get some 
direction. 

Mr. Defuty Chairman: Mr. Lengerke. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: And as outlined in the Paper, it points out 

what we have within the Government at the present time. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lengerke. 
Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, further to that is why did it 
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take three weeks, almost four weeks to deliver us a Green Member from Ogilvie has said, the government doesn 't seem 
Paper? Why wasn't the Government ready on that day, the to be anxious to proceed on the basis of the Green Paper 
next day, to deliver the information that they had, if they had because they said they have additional information that y 
thought about it? What was the delay? Why did we have the want us to consider before we act. All that this Motion v. .d 
delay? do, if it is amended as I suggested, is defer th is at th is time. 

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, Ithink it is a case of a point That means today. 
in respect to getting all the necessary information complied Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard? 
and trying to get the three or four optoins together, which we Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, I really have to agree with the 
did. Member from Whitehorse West that we have gone about this 

Mr. Lengerke: How did you establish that as a priority in the wrong direction. This motion should have come after 
then to have a pipeline impact information centre? discussion of the Paper, we haven't discussed the Paper as far 

Hon. Mr. Lang: I don't want to carry this on. as I am concerned. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Mcintyre. What I would like.to see, if we are fooling around with this. 

Motion, is that everything is deleted up to , "but recom-
Mr. Mcintyre: Mr. Chairman, I have a suggestion that, if mends," and that the Motion just reads " that an information 

it meets the approval ofthe House, might make the Resolution office be provided under the administration of the P ipleine 
a little more palatable. Co-ordinator", because in my mind, an information centre is~ 

I am not making a motion at this time for amending it, but I quite different from what an impact data-gathering centre is , 
just suggest that if we change the wording to "that the Com- and I could agree with an information centre being set up , 
mittee defer consideration at this time of the proposals", easily. But if that is all there is going to be, I would be very, 
rather than "reject". It will put the whole thing in a different upset and I think a lot of people in the Yukon would be very 
prospective and enable us to pass the motion and still leave the upset. Sure we need an information center , but to me that is a 
whole thing open for further discussion. - minor detail of the seemingly big problem. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor. I thought an impact centre was something that everybody 
Hon. 'fr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, I would agree with that. '- ~derstood and was willing to support. Obviously not , for var

io¥S reasons, and I think mostly the reason is we don't know 
It was my intention that the Green Paper would not be, that wh'at it is. We really haven't done our homework on what 

the Green Paper would remain in Committee, as I stated research needs to be done, what we can use the research for in 
earlier, forfurtherconsideration as new information becomes the government. I am not against an information centre, in
available. So, I would agree. formation office that is even better put, because it would be 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Are you suggesting you made a only an office with a nice little girl sitting in it with all her 
typographical error, Mr. Taylor? information and she would be friendly to all these in-migrant 

Hon. Mr. Taylor: I leave it to Committee, Mr. Chairman. people and then we can get down to the basis of what is in the 
Green Paper, which is what I would like to discuss, not ~·. ; s 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Yes, Ms Millard. business of information office. 
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, it is not very often that some-

one in this Se::.sion has come out in support of what the Gov- Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. McKinnon? 
ernment is trying to do, but I would like to do that right now. Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, everybody is willing 

to support an impact centre and felt it is the time to come down 
They came to us with this Paper and they wanted some for which jurisdiction is going to have to pay for it. The munic-

information to act upon. If we defer the paper • what are we ipal council of the City of Whitehorse, in their All Candidates 
accomplishing? All we are doing is avoiding the issue that Debate, came on for an impact centre like motherhood as long 
people of the Yukon want us to discuss and come to some as the City of Whitehorse and the taxpayers in the City of 
conclusion on. Whitehorse didn't have to pay for it. 

Today, yesterday, the day before, not in January or next Iwasallinfavourofthebiggest impactcentre youcould put 
Session. They want to know right now whether or not they are in the Yukon Territory, as long as the Yukon taxpayer didn't 
going to have the information that they need as businesses, as have to pay for it, and as long as it wasn't coming out of a 
professional people to act within the pipeline prospective. charge of that fund that can be set up if we absolutely need it, 

Deferring the Paper is just, again, ludicrous. of $200 million by the Applicant to mitigate socio-economic ' 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Fleming. things that could happen as a result of the pipeline. 
Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I have to rise in rebut- We were told by the Minister no, you guys want it, the 

tal on that. pressure is all coming from the YTG, you guys pay for it. That 
There has been an opportunity to study the Green Paper. was the only clear unequivocal statement that has been made 

The only th ing I am sorry that it wasn't in the House in the on the pipeline since day one in the Yukon. If the Yukon Ter-· 
ritorial Government wants an impact centre and wants it 

proper form and that had to study the Paper and then come under their control, you pay for it. All right, we said we wanted 
forward with the motions. I am sorry that happened. an impact'centre and then we were told that that was the way. 

However, for a Member to say that, you know, we haven't that we had to pay for it. We tried to cut our cloth accordingly 
studied the Green Paper and so for£h and so on, that is a little and come up with the suggestions of the different types of 
bit, in my opinion, out of order. pipeline impact centre and there had already been sugges-

1 have studied the Green Paper, and, as far as I am con- tions by private groups and individuals. 
cerned, I don't care for the proposals in it and I don't mind Well, Mr. Chairman, it appears that none, from the reading 
saying that in the House today. I get of those suggestions, even though they were scaled down 

Let us hope they will give us something else. We have the considerably from the private organization was acceptable to 
motion before us now and 1 am prepared to go along with that the members of this House, unless my reading and the mood of 
one. consensus of this House is all wrong, that's the reading r ~t 

from it. Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Mcintyre? 
That is exactly what we had the responsibility, we were 

Mr. Mcintyre: Mr. Chairman, contrary to what the 



charged with doing and I think that we did accept and fulfill 
that responsiblity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if at this moment that is the mood and 
feeling and consensus of the House, which I feel it is unless 
somebody is telling me different, then at this time we don't 
deal with a , b, c, d , ore, or any of those suggestions that were 
in the Green Paper. We are probably going to need them at 
some time, probably the Members of the House at some time 
are going to say take a, b, orcin that Green Paper and initiate 
it , because it is needed now. They say, start immediately with 
an information centre under the pipeline co-ordinator's office, 
leave the Green Paper in Committee so that we can deal with it 
when we feel the time is necessary to go the next step in an 
impact centre, at this point in time we simply need an infor
mation centre. 

If the motion says that and it says that , the Committee defer 
at this time the proposals contained in the Green Paper, then, 
Mr. Chairman, I think the House and the Committee has given 
us direction, and I think that they have given us direction that 
they don 't want to go the whole-hog at this point in time. 

I think, with the exception of one or two members, thl}t is the 
reading that the Executive Committee Members have, and 
the direction that they have taken from any of the debates that 
have transpired up to this point in time. 

Now, if I am wrong, Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will get 
up en masse and tell me at this point that I am not getting the 
correct reading from Committee or from the House at this 
time. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: I will read out the motion. 
has been moved by Mr. Taylor, seconded by Mr. Hibberd, 

...... t the Committee defer at this time the proposals contained 
in the Green Paper on the Yukon P ipeline Impact Centre, but 
recommends that an information office be provided under the 
administration of the pipeline co-ordinator. 

I will ask for a show of hands in favour of the motion. 
Against the motion. 

The Motion is carried. 
I declare a brief recess. 

Recess 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: I call this Committee to order. As 
the Green Paper on the P ipeline Impact Information Centre 
has been deferred by a motion, I will move on to another item 
of business which will be Bill Number 103, Anima~ Protection 
Ordinance. 

As Committee is already aware, we have already gone 
through the first review of Bill 103. I will now proceed in 
clearing section by section. Do you wish the Chair to read out 
the sections as we move through them, I will oblige. Ms Mil
lard? 

Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, I have replies to the questions 
that were brought up in the last review of this Bill. Should I 
give them to Committee now, or wait until we come to them in 
the sections? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Is it Committee's wishes to hear 
the answers to the questions put forward in the first review, or 
would you prefer to wait as we go through section by section. 

Some Members: As we go through. 
\h. Deputy Chairman: As we go through the sections. Is 

t the concurrence of Committee? 
Some Members : Agreed. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Very well . 

On Clause 1 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang? 
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Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, may I please have time to 
find my Bill. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang, I will advise the Com
mittee once we have completed Bill 103, we will be dealing 
with the White Papers on Arctic Winter Games and Heating 
Fuel Equalization. So members kindly take reference of that 
next item of business. 

Mrs. Watson? 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, are you dealing with 1, sub

section (1) or 2, subsection (1)? 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: We are dealing with 1, subsection 

(1) at this point in time. It is open for general discussion on 
that section. Very well, Mr. Lang, we will carry on. 

Any discussion on 1, subsectin (1). 

Clause 1 agreed to 

On Clause 2 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Any discussion? 
Ms Millard. 
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, there was some question last 

time on the distinction between mammals and wildlife, the 
definitions. I have since then discussed it with the Wildlife 
Department and come up with some answers and I would like 
to give them out. 

It is unfortunate Mr. Lang's question and I will remind him 
that he could read it in "Hansard". 

According to the Wildlife Branch, mammals is a zoological 
term. It refers to a wide range of species, for example, men, 
mice, moose, horses, house cats, etcetera. In other words, Mr. 
Chairman, animals other than birds or fish . 

Wildlife refers to species that are normally not domesti
cated. Unlike the term big game or game, it may refer to small 
wild animals for example, chipmunks and squirrels and fur
bearers. 

Game and big game tend to be older terms, developed when 
there was more emphasis on hunting and little interest in 
small mammals. For example, moose, grizzly, caribou, et 
cetera. 

The Game Ordinance defines game as big game, fur
bearing animals, game birds and small game, which are wild 
by nature. 

There is overlap in the terms and the way that people tend to 
use them. 

Also, a question emanating from Mr Lang on this discussion 
about the difference between the definitions was whether or 
not the Game Branch had jurisdiction over game farms. Defi
nitely, the Game Ordinance applies to game farms, as stated 
in paragraph 9l.(f) of the Game Ordinance, it provides au
thority for the Commissioner to make regulations respecting 
the operation of private game farms. 

Section 74 of the Game Ordinance provides authority for 
issuance of fur or game farm licenses. 

Section 75 of the Ordinance provides authority for conserva
tion officers only to enter fur or game farms. 

Section 77 of the Game Ordinance provides authority for 
issuance of licences to keep wildlife in captivity. 

So, that is pretty clear. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you, Ms Millard. 
Mr. La~g. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, would this particular piece 

of legislation allow a peace officer, appointed by the Commis
sioner from the Humane Society, to go into a, say, for an 
example, a game farm? 



We are still on the interpretat ion of the section , I undet·
s tand. What I am saying is that this piece of legislation does 
this a llow that to happen? ' 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 

Ms Milht~d: Mr. Chairman. no In my understanding , the 
Game Ordmance would take precedence in Section 14. (1) 
··.Nothing in this Ordinance shall be construed as a ffecting any 
ng~t. P'>W<?r. duty or prohibition relating to animals conferred 
or tmposed by or under any other Or dinance ... " 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Any further discussion on Section 
2. (1 )'? 

Mrs. Watson. 

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I have a question regarding 
a n. enforcement officer of a municipality who has been ap
pom.ted as a pe~ce officer , pursuant to the Municipal 
Ordmance, or, I thmk there was some question there and that 
was brought up by the Honourable Member from Mayo, re
ga~dmg whether the municipal officers were in fact peace 
off.JCers and whether they would have to ha ve a special ap
pomtment and there was going to be some research done on 
that. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard? 
Ms Millard: Yes, Mr. Chairman, the ques tion was ans

wered by Mr. Cummings who said that , yes, the municipal 
by-law enforcement officers a re peace officers, and are sworn 
as such. I believe the Law Clerk was going to do further re
search on it, if he is available at this point, I don't know. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman : With Committee's concurrence, 
may we ask that Mr. Cosman be available. 

Some Members: Agreed . 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: We will stand over for the moment 

2, subsection (1) and carry on to 3.(1) . 

On Clause 3 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Watson? 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman , again I think there was 

going to be some research done whether there was a conflict 
with the Pounds Ordinance in this section , because the Pounds 
Ordinance also does deal with the car e of animals. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard? 

Ms Millard: Yes, Mr Cha irman, I would prefer to give all 
these answers at the beginning, because I have all the answers 
and this is just confusing to me in the order of my papers here 
as well as to other members who have to remember what was 
.. •1 and everything else. So should I just go through the 
,:testions and answer s now? I do have them. 

I bl•lieve, actually, this section 3 will cJver all the answers 
in one way or a nother, so I will jus t go ahead and finish my 
answers. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Pr oceed . 

Mr McKinnon? 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr . Chairman, on a Point of Order it 

is very nice to see the shoe on the other foot, but I attempted,'or 
any of my colleagues attempted to give all the answers at the 
beg!nni~g instead of the sections that we were pertaining to, I 
don t thmk that would be accepted by members of Committee 
because it would be confusing to them, and I would think that it 
would be. If ~pecific questions were asked on specific sections , 
surely that JS where the answer should be forthcoming, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: I think Ms Millard was about to 
attempt to do that on Section 3, subsection ( 1). 

Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, in the Debates & Proceedings 
and my reading of it, most of the questions were emanating 
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from the definition section and from the second and third 
sect ions, as far as I can see. All the questions were on the tv"' 
pages, and I am certain that the concept is involved in 3.( 1 { 
the things that I want to answer to, if I may just go aheaa . 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Proceed. 

Ms Millard: Mrs. Watson asked at one point in the discus
s ion about whether or not an injured moose or deer or other 
wildlife on the highway, who would deal with that. I answered 
tha t the Game Branch has jurisdiction to that, which is appa r
ently what it is. The answer from the Game Branch is that 
normally this could be done by a Conservation Officer who has 
the authority to do so under Section 24 of the Game Ordinance. 
Clearly, however if no Conservation Officer is available and 
an SPCA person is, the latter would destroy the creature. The 
Game Branc h would required to be informed, but the Branch 
would not, for obvious reasons , pursue such an incident with 
the charges. Injured animals that are destroyed are the prop
erty of the Crown. Destroying them to put them out of agony 
does not entitle anyone to meat , hides or horns. 

Pursuing that, also one of the two Conservation Officers 
says that in his opinion we must not permit the option of 
allowing this authority to be granted to a biologica lly un
trained individual to dispatch any wildlife he ma y suspect is 
injured or diseased. 

To use the example of if, for instance an RCMP officer 
comes along and finds an injured bear, he ma y not e ven have 
~he ammunition or the gun that would facilitate the dispatch
mg of the bear, so that they would find themselves in rather a 
lot of danger and they would prefer the conservation officers 
who are trained to deal with wildlife, will deal with wildlife. 

However, they also concede there are many times when a 
conser vation is not available and many times an RCMP of
ficer is phoned, so I questioned that and Inspector Petit of tr~ 
RCMP says that , although there is nothing written in Ia 
ag~inst or for the RCMP getting involved in d ispa tching an 
a mmal , they say that they go by a reasonable policy. If the 
animal is injured and dying, they go ahead a nd deal with it and 
that it is an individual RCMP officer 's opinion whether or not 
that is needed and they allow him to go ahead and make that 
decision. So far, they have never had any pr oblem with it. 

If there is anyone available , of course their first effort is to 
find the conservation officer. 

So, I think Mr. Berger was the one who was br inging up 
some of those questions under the defnitions here. 

The last item is about the Pounds Ordinance and the Pounds 
Ordinance is very limited. For one thing, it does not apply 
within a municipality, it applies without a municipality. 

The definition of animal in the Pounds Ordinance, obviously 
only c~vers farm animals: horse, mule, jack, goat, neat cat
tle, swme or geese so, they are certain specified anima ls in
volved and there are certain specified ar eas . 

The Pounds Ordinance deals with land surrounded by a 
lawful fence and a lawful fence is defined and certain people 
are allowed to capture trespassing animals, farm anima ls and 
deliver them to a pound keeper. So that a pound keeper has to 
be appointed by the Commssioner. 
. '!h.e pound keeper can keep the animal, sell it , destroy it if it 
IS m]ured, but it is within very limited range of possibilities. 

Also, the Game Branch said that they are finding a great 
deal of difficulty in finding anybody who wants to be a pound 
keeper, because there is nothing involved in it, no money or 
anything else, something like the dog catcher in Da wson I 
think. ' 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Any further discussion on Secti{ I 
3.(1)? 

Mrs. Watson. 



Mrs. Watson: S1J, 1n ~ 11. the Pounds 'lr£l•?t "H'l \ •tid 
) take precedence (>\'t•r 3.1 I 1. hl•eause the I' >.•nds Orctmaw t' 

deals with animals that an.• a mnsancc. n·1' lt't .;-;arilv <ln' 
mals Ill dJstress. but 11 could mc.udl: ammal-; in d1stre 

(} 

u 

So. H peace off Jeer. appointed spN ial u1n tabk appomtPd 
for the purposes of this Ordinance could onl_y take act JOn J'ld • · 
Section3.tll. if someone was not taking tdlon ,md~'r tt 
Pounds Ordinance Is that correct'? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms :Vhllard 
Ms Millard: Yes , I \\ould bel1eve so. Of LoursP, it \\'(•'Jid 

mean that a pound keeper would have to b' 3\ mlablc too, 
which I belien• is not the case in most placP<; 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Clear on subset•! VI t l • of 3'! Mrs. 
Watson? 

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman. it is nnport.mt though , I 
think this is where there should be some clanflcatum. If there 
is a pound and a pound keeper and the pound h.ts been estab
lished, and there is a jurisdictional area for the pound, which I 
think they have under the Gamo Ordinance or under thP 
Pounds Ordinance, they have the maps outlined, and an am
mal is found in distress, well what should a cit1zen do. Do they 
have a choice of taking it to the pound keeper, or to the Spet·1al 
Constable established under the Animal Protection 
Ordinance, because clearly under the Pounds Ordinance you 
can deal with animals in distress. They may he strays, but 
they may be half starved too. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Cosman, you w1sh to lend as 
sistance on this matter? 

Mr. Cosman: Yes, if I could answer gmerally I don't be-
Jie\'e that it is a matter of one OrdinanLe or th otl·er O\'Crrld 
mg each other in specific cases. It is a mattl r of undPr wh c.h 
Ordinance a particular person would find h1s wthority for 
acting. If a person happened to capture an amnal running at 
large and delivered it to a pound keeper, tl>Pn hl·'·"" authority 
for doing so under specific cases under tl c Puu11d.~ Ordmance. 
and that would be the Ordinance under whiCh th•y would go 

Otherwise, under the A11imal Protectwn Ordinance, it "> a 
special person, a Constable, or a peace officer or so on who 
draws authority to capture the ammal and 111 this case he 
probably would take him to a Humane Sonety That :same 
peace officer might in fact take the animal to a pound keeper 
and then the Pounds Ordinance would apply. WP have a simi
lar situation with RCMP enforcing drinking-driving laws 
under a Motor Vehicle Ordinance or pursuant to the Crtm.nal 
Code. They can proceed under one or the other as they choose 

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, that is fine, and that brings 
up another question though. We talk about the peace officer·s 
under this. and we name the Royal Canad1an Mounted Poll(" 
and an enforcement officer of the ml'nicipality who has been 
appointed as a peace officer. Are we giving him the authonty 
to act outside of the municipality as a peace officer under the 
Animal Protections Ordinance. Does that meZ~n peace officers 
in the City of Whitehorse could in fact deal witi-J an animal that 
is outside the boundaries of the City of Whitehorse? 

Mr. Cosman: Taking the definition and th operation of 
the Ordinance literally, yes, it would mean th.Jt .my person 
who was a by-law enforcement officer sworn or .lpf. )in ted as a 
peace officer pursuant to the Municipal Ordmance could i11 
fact pick up an animal on the Mayo Road, well outside the City 
limits of Whitehorse, for example, and folio'~ the Ordinance 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Watson? 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I think th1s puts that in a 

different light completely. I don' t know whether members of 
the House want the municipal peace officers to have jur1~d1c 
lion under this legislation outside of the municipality 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lengerke. 

'\[I I ll:'('rkl.': h •,. 1 ~... 1 ''~.:Hnr an •n 
fad, I 1 lid th ink th 1t o1 

lprm~ •· l renee dll • 
nur•·· . \ ,1ny\\, , 

n , 1 · pa ' Jhlrl'l mt.rt officer, h IS 

"' I n, I bP \" rkl tf' outsldr the 
ll I j( I li'JI I ( ( J"IIOJ!''~ ~hty 

tl I , t ~ C ,, '" 1 , 

Mr '• •• 1: 1 

ty Chmrm " 
lion. . Lang: Mr l I .rm·rr , 1 '• 

t ll , • 1 • • m t1 1 ,•1 l I , 1 , r 1.1 1 • l• 

pl'Le•' , becu I• wlro•c.Jd\ l 1 1 (1 

the \'<1~ ' lj ult•rstdPt ~~· 

• cf ,, m<> 
i ~ (J I fl 

I 1> .Jlion 

\\ E l' t11 1< what 1" t 1 -;to• J 1 -.t ll I ''"o'- r. u't Mtrr ber 
• aid" little ~artier. tt·, t lilt'\ • lrto~dv n.HliJ.tt ,, 1t1wnty t.-nder 
the 'W•IIIIc',pr,l OrditiCl•l•'l 

Poss1bly Wl' need R t;al .ntl:rpretatJOn, If my understand
mg JS r.ot cor ·ct. ', 1t m:r undustanding was that under the 
~uni!'rpal 01 , 'mane· •. tl•c>y are peat P officers. 

Now. don '' sr lt• that !ipecifit'ally in the Municipal 
Ordinante'? 

Mr. Cosman: Mr Chmrmar, under Sertion 40.1 II. I be
lieve. of lhP Munictpal Ordwance then 1s prov1sion for en
forcEment offle<'rs to be sYtorn a~ pc at'e officers and where 
that hnj:>Fn:., where tn~y arc ~worn c.lS" peacl offiCer, then he 
1s t1 peacl' offiC'er for tl.c purposes of tlw Mumc1pul Ordinance. 

The qu~st10n coml'S Whethff r ~IS !>till a peace officer When 
hP 1s on vacation m Hawa1i or whether he is one half mile 
beyolld • 1 '\\ hrtehorr < uty Imuts I don't know how m legisla
:ion, '" t 1n get arvmd that bPca l!.il' Wf:' nave defined the 
1crs01 "'<' pl'ace olflll r [!:.a penun wn-, 1s !iworn as a peace 
•ftictr • u that bt>m tne .. w t. rc~ 1rdh" vf wnere he is, he 

•'otJid u1 ll r this UnJm1nce, l'ld 1 dou t !·no\'> lth\ we can limit 
1t by or, tmg terrhlr.ology, hP <.•ou u p·(·l\ 1p en am mal in 
dr:stress a half mile o 1ts1de tht: < ·.ty I n •ts of'\ hitehorse, Pven 
though he 1s only a b~ law Pt•fon ement r.a k'l'l' l'lr the 1 1ty of 
\\ hrtehor ... e. 

We h..Jv£• includPd th1s dac;s•fJcall >:1 o{ prop E m our Ordi
nance.> )\1 see, and t'll' Ordm:m.·£> h < tur tori a! JUrisdiction 

'\1r. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Wc1t~on. 
Mrs \\ atson: Mr Ch.tlr .1 tr. tc m•' tlJ.tt hns fairlv far

rcaclur.g ran11f1catloJ& . v.hen a munic1p.; •rceme'nt of 
ficPr, who has been sworn ao; a peace offic.!. na~ JUrisdiction 
over c.l'lY arp, •n tl' " 1\or TPrritory I ju ;t tan't agrN with 
'I at t'' 1 'I t'lough r r • , t to b€ abl~' ' ', t t 'JJd •r the lll mal 
l'!'oll£ ''1011~ ()rdma• , • 

We HE nammg tht> RCMP as peacP ,,fflt't:'l.:o .or th1s Ordi
nar.te and we are al"lo naming special consll!blh, appomted 
f•>r the ~ urpose of tin, flrdinanc e, d~ J>N"t , off•t"'rs bui. just 
bt.t J 1· • they are ar Pnlorc em en of lit_,.,. witlom •' mJf,ICipal
lty, I don·t know whl th( r that g•ves ~htm an~ quJitlcJatlons to 
be a )wne;e officer under th.s le,~l~l.ltJOn outs1de the mtmici
pality Trern io; no l'untrol lll"n 

Mr. II puty Chairman: ~ lr lus:--•a• 
Mr. C'lsman: Mr. P J,rm ~l'. \H l'Uid .ltt£mpt to d• 1ft 

Wlthm tl ' definition , t•l tt ' •'(' tr t t 10 en · •r• •nt 
officer v.h1l£' actinv t r. <;trch yo., •,ttlliJ H tl•£ ··a me proh em 
w1th resJt>ct to am· n~.' of tht nr MP I I· a memb(rofthe 
RCMP \ I' en re is c. II tluty arrd c '1 '~ •••• '11 1 another area of 
the TerritO"Y and so en" 

An att,..mpt could b£• mt1d1 to de th1s but I suggest the 
problem arises bec..,•J .. we '11\ • mc."ded the~t· enforcement 
officers , as a class ol per~on~ ble t l'~ er1te under the Ordi
nance. It 1r- a mattEr '· them ··r 1; 111 o out. re&lly. 

Mr. Deput:r Chairman: Mr •1:- Jo ' 
JJ 1 ~ r. ylor: l ,., .. <'~··1 1 't n • th•nk I mmt .tgn.t> 

1 ' 1 t: ' f"~ de by 1h • Honourubl( Member from• 



Kluane, and I have been sitting here thinking about that a little 
bit as it would apply to the City of WhJtchorse. I know that 
there is some distaste for the City of Whitehorse by thu:.e who 
live outside its boundaries, or fairly close to them. in terms of 
some of these junsdictions. LikP you say. a pul iceman is a 
policeman certainly 24 hours a day, if he is an RCMP Consta
ble, wherever he is as long as he is within that jurisdiction of 
Canada. 

I would suppose if he was elsewhere, then the jurisdiction of 
Canada, he would have to have special approval to function as 
a policeman, but certainly I wouldnt feel it would be in the 
best interests of anybody to take a municipal by-law officer 
from a municipality and permit him to exercise any powers 
under this Ordinance outside of his own jurisdiction. and I 
think that would have to very, very, finely spelled out and 
very , very clearly spelled out before I could ever accept it 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang? 
Hon. Mr. Lang : Mr. Chairman, 1 have to agree with the 

Honourable Member from Watson Lake Can I refer back to 
Section 2. (1)? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Well that seems to be the general 
discussion that has been going on, although we are dealing 
with Section 3.(1). We are still dealing with Section 3.(ll Mr. 
McKinnon. The general discussion has been going on dealing 
with definitions so carry on, Mr Lang. 

Hon. Mr. Lang: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In respect to 
the Humane Society, I am looking at the intent of the Bill and 
the appointment by the Commissioner of a Special Constable. 
I should have maybe asked this of the witnesses when they 
were here, but does the Honourable Member know just ex
actly what is the financial situation of the Society. Is the Ter
ritorial Government expected to pay the salary of a Special 
Constable, or what is the intent of the appointment? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard? 
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, no, the Humane Society 

members are all voluntary and they will be doing this on a 
voluntary basis. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: That was already explained I 
think. Yes, Mr. Taylor? 

Hon. Mr. Taylor: Mr. Chairman, yes, that was a very cru
cial question really because it must be clearly understood 
then, that if the government are not to participate in the pay
ment of any salary or remuneration to this Special Constable 
at any time in this Ordinance, that the Humane Society would 
be precluded from coming to the Government of the Yukon 
Territory for any grant monies or anything whatsoever, as 
long as that is understood. Otherwise, that would make this 
Bill quite out of order, because it would make it a money bill. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor, in the first review you 
will find in the Votes & Proceedings that that was very prop
erly clarified by the witnesses who were in attendance at that 
time. 

Since we have been discussmg Section 2. ( 1). Are you pre
pared to clear section 2 (1 l 

Mr. McKinnon. 
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: I have some problems with the defin

ition of wildlife and I wonder if I could have an explanation. I 
understand from the Bill, and I am sorry that I wasn't here for 
the days that it was discussed in Committee, is excluded from 
the terms of this Ordinance. 

Could the Honourable Member who is proposing the Bill tell 
me what happens to a wildlife animal, under the definition, 
who has been domesticated? Who protects it? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 
Ms Millard: Well, Mr. Chairman, that was in the reply 

where they would be considered still wildlife. 
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The Game Department is responsible. under a section of the 
Ordinance 

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Could the Honourable Member tell 
me which sectwn. so I could check it myself? I have seen some 
very kind things. I have seen some very cruel things done with 
members of the wildlife species who have been domesticated. 
It would seem to me that they should have the same protection 
of any cat or dog and I just would like to check the section that 
they arc protected. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 
Ms Millard: Yes. Mr. Chairman, I believe it would come 

under Sed ion 77. which provides authurity for issuance of 
licences to keep wildlife. I believe you have to have a licence in 
the Territory to have a wild animal in captivity. 

If not. if there was not a licence, then the Game Branch 
would. by definition, be responsible. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Any further discussion of 2. ( 1)? 

Mr Lang. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: It is my understanding that the Honoura

ble Member was going to take another look at the definition of 
peace officer, so I don't think you can clear this. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Very well , we will. 
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, could I have a clear direction 

from Committee, then. is it Committee's agreement that the 
intent is that a by-law enforcement officer of a municipality 
operates even under this Ordinance, only within the munici
pality. Is that the direction that Committee wants to go? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Agreed? Is that the direction that 
Committee is seeking on that particular definition, that it be 
properly defined within the municipality? 

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, that would certainly be my 
view. I would like to see them only act within the municipality 
that appoints them as enforcement officers, when they are 
within their own municipality. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Is there concurrence of Commit
tee on that matter? 

Some Members: Agreed. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Very well. Will you taketh at under 

advisement , Ms Millard? 
Ms Millard: Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: I will stand over 2.(1). 
We will now deal with 3.(1) and (2) and (3). 

Mr. Fleming: What section is that? 
Mr. DPputy Chairman: Section 3, subsections (1)., (2) , 

and (3 l. 
Mr. Fleming: Thank you. 
Mr. Mcintyre: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I bring information 

regarding peace officer in the City of Whitehorse. By-law 
enforcement officers after a period of probation are sworn as 
peace officers and their jurisdiction extends within the City 
limits, and extends no further. So they would have absolutely 
no jurisdiction as peace officers outside the limits of the City of 
Whitehorse. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mcintyre, very 
useful information. 

Mrs. Watson? 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, as this Ordinance is written, 

they would have, would they not? 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: It has already been taken under 

advisement, Mrs. Watson. 
Mrs. Watson: Thank you. 

Clause 3 agreed to 

lJ 



On Clause 4 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Taylor? 

Hon. Mr. Taylor : Mr. Chairman , I don' t think that I could 
agree with 4.( 1 l. certainly in the section where a peace officer 
may without a warrant and by force if necessary enter a 
premise. I just find that totally unpallitable. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Fleming? 
Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, this was brought up before, 

very definitely, and I thought that the mover of the Bill was 
intending to check into this too and see if she can at least make 
it a little more pallitable to us, for some members anyhow. 
While I was speaking on this Section, I don't think it should be 
in here at all. I don't think we need it at all. You go over to 
1l.(c) and this section would not be needed anyway if the 
Commissioner can make any type of regulations he wants , 
and some of them could be to this effect, which I don't agree 
with either. Then you go to 13 .( 1) and no action lies against a 
peace officer or the Humane Soceity or any officer or emp
loyee of the Humane Society for anything done in good faith. 

I think if you check, and the Honourable Member from Mayo 
enlightened me a little on this , you will find that that Section is 
all that is needed, and really maybe it is not needed because in 
the Criminal Code there is a section that covers any person , 
the peace officers and so forth here, if it is a necessity and they 
act in good faith. I don't think we need a section that really just 
steps right out and gives them the right to step into anybody's 
home without any warrant whatsoever, just because some 
cerrtain person feels that unless he is responsible afterwards 
and proved he was acting in good faith. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Any further discussion on Section 
4.(1)? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: It was my understanding that the Honour

able Member was going to look into this Section. I am just 
wondering what she came up with? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 

Ms Millard: Well , Mr. Chairman, I did look into it when we 
drafted it and it is an essential part of the Bill. 

It applies to many circumstances in many other cases. For 
instance, if a peace officer is looking for evidence, you can 
enter, as far as I believe, on premises other than a dwelling 
place without a warrant. That is simply what it says here. For 
instance, if a social worker knows that a child is in distress, a 
child is being neglected, they can enter premises, even dwel
ling places, without a warrant, but here it simply says " pre
mises other than a dwelling place and a vehicle or other chat
tel a peace officer may enter if they have reasonable and 
probable grounds for believing an animal is in distress" . 
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opportunity to get a warrant. a warrant is gotten to ~nter any 
premises, even other than a dwelling place. 

So, that. in fact, the original draft of this and the draft that is 
in the Alberta Act says with or without a warrant, and I like 
that because it had the emphasis, okay, you can do it with a 
warrant, and that the presumption is that you first of all go and 
get a warrant, and maybe that would be better if we put that 
back in, with or without a warrant, because then it emphasizes 
to the person who is operating under the Ordinance that they 
should first of all look for a warrant. 

Certainly , that is the way that the SPCA operates, and the 
Humane Society in the Yukon wi ll be operating under those 
provisions, that there are certain ways you go about things, 
and the first thing you do is try to get a warrant, if at all 
possible. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Mrs. Watson. 
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman , I do have a problem with 

Section 4.(1 l, where you are giving a tremendous amount of 
power for someone, just because they themselves. with a 
specific point of view, feels that they have grounds and that 
they can enter into a premises. vehicle or chattel . without a 
warrant , and in fact it does give them the authority to use 
force, like breaking a door down or breaking a window. 

I don't have too much problem with subsection 2. or subsec
tion 3 is a little bit of a stop-gap, but number 1 is a lot of power 
to give to a person who is just a person who is appointed. in 
many instances, because they are dedicated to the animals 
and making sure that animals are not in distress 

Sometimes the judgment of the person who doesn' t know the 
animal may interpret the condition of the animal completely 
differently and go in to the premises and the premises could be 
a garage, they could be a workshop, they could be a business. 
though a house or dwelling is separated, but it could be a 
business , and this is tremendous power that you are giving. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Cosman, could you lend assis
tance on this? 

Mr. Cosman: Yes, the words "reasonable and practica
ble" appear throughout many Ordinances throughout many 
statutes. The Criminal Code for example, gives RCMP offic
ers or a peace officer many, many powers that he needs to 
carry out the law where he needs to make a decision on the 
spot. Hecan'tfind a judge, he can'tdo this and he can'tdo that. 
He, on reasonable and probable grounds can do a lot of things 
that would surprise you, search your car for liquor, what have 
you. Things probably not nearly as serious as seeing an ani
mal dying in the heat in a locked car for example. This Section 
4 necessarily in my mind has to have a provision where the 
officer can have some discretion to operate sooner or later on 
his own on his own initiative, and rather than striking out the 
idea of reasonable and probable grounds, perhaps you could 
consider restricting wbere he can exercise his discretion, at 
least private dwellings are excluded from that. 

Without this section, the Bill seems to be inoperable, to me, 
because if a peace officer is not allowed to actually go and see 
if an animal is in distress, it is unreasonable to expect him to 
do anything about it. This is a policy decision. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you , Ms Millard. Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang? 
Mr. Fleming. Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairmnan, the way I read the intent 
Mr. Fleming: Thank you, Mr. Chairman , but I can't go of this Ordinance, in respectto Section 13.(1), it could even be 

along with where he has reasonable probable grounds, be- in a dwelling place the way I read this, and if the officer can 
just say that he was operating in good faith, there would be no 

cause I can't even go along with that. I can't go along with any recourse against him for going into private property for all 
part of the section, however, I would hate to see this Bill 
defeated just because of one section, which is not , really, a intents and purposes, the way I read this Ordinance. 
necessity, I find , anyway and I just can't go along where he At the same time, I would like to ask out of curiosity, how 
has reasonable and probable grounds, to exercise his powers. long does it take to get a warrant? 
No way can I go along with that at all. Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Cosman? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. Mr. Cosman: Mr. Chairman, I have no experience in ac-
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, again, in practice, what usu- tual timing as to how long it takes to get a warrant. I suspect 

.ally happens is a warrant is gotten if there is any possible that wherever you can find a judge, a justice, you can get at 



warrant right away. Generally the RCMP officer is equipped 
with the blank warrant , he is waiting for the signature of the 
judge and generally speaking, that can take place 24 hours a 
day. He can go to the judge's house and get him out of bed to 
sign the warrant if necessary in most jurisdictions. I suggest 
that is probably the situation here. 

In answer to the other part of your question, where Section 
13 gives protection to a person who has operated in good faith 
and purporting to do it under the Ordinance, however, if that 
premise were a dwelling place and yet the officer had reason
able and probable grounds for believing there is an animal in 
distress, if he went in there knowing that it was a dwelling 
place, he would not have the protection of the Ordinance. 

He knew it was a dwelling place and yet he went, thinking 
that he could get the protect ion of the Ordinance. It would only 
be if he thought that it was a dwelling place and, in fact , it 
turned out not to be a dwelling place that he could seek the 
protection of Sect ion 13, where he exercised powers under 
4. (1 ). 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Whyard. 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, this was the problem 

area that I questioned the last t ime we went through this , and 
my point at the time was are we giving more authority to an 
employee of a pr ivate agency, then we do to inspectors who 
operate as public ser vants. 

I drew, at that time, the attention of Members of Committee 
to a section in the new amendments to the Municipal 
Ordinance which was before us at this Session, and on page 9, 
13. (3) , the section reads : ''Where any officer of the municipal
ity has r eason to believe that any person is carrying out any 
work or doing anything contrary to the provisons of any by
law mentioned in subsection 1, on any premises within the 
municipality, he may enter on to such premises for the pur
poses of making an inspection, but where such premises are 
used as a dwelling place, such officers shall not, without the 
consent of the owner or occupant, or without a warrant issued 
by a magistrate, enter such premises between the hours of 9 
pm through 9 am. 

Then , Mr. Chairman, my point was that I could not, in con
science, give more authority to an officer of the Humane Soci
ety , well-meaning as he might be, and so forth, then we do to 
public servants. But, on reading this section again, carefully, I 
find that the sect ion applies only to structures which are not 
dwellings, and this is the same condit ion which is now being 
applied to the special officer of the Humane Society. 

I would suggest that we watch with every caution possible 
the number of people who are given this authority, and I would 
also suggest, to strengthen 4.(1), that the sponsor of this Bill 
might consider adding the three words to the first line' 'where 
he has reasonable and probable grounds for believing, and 
does believe", which is one form legal people take, I believe, of 
assisting in that area. 

I still have very dubious feelings and there are so many 
buildings in the Yukon Territory which double as both tusi
ness and dwelling places. You could discuss a motel or a lodge 
or all kinds of places where you live above a store of behind a 
garage. 

I think you are getting into a very difficult area. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: I think that is a very interesting 

point, Mrs. Whyard, when you talk about a family dwelling 
and a business, like a lodge. 

What happens in a czse like that? You seem to be very 
familiar with inspections? You brought up a very valid point. 
Could you expand upon that? What actually happens? 

Like if a person is going on the property, and it is a very valid 
point, there is a private dwelling combination, i.e. perhaps a 

Page 585 

lodge as an example, does any inspector have the right to 
enter that property, the combination property? Does he h_ave 
that right to enter under any specific legislation we mtght 
have on the books. as an inspector? 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Well, Mr. Chairman. we are about to 
give him permission to go on those premises with the consent 
of the owner or occupant or with a warrant, if it is a place 
which people are using as a dwelling. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Say for example he did not have 
both. 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, this applies to the 
hours between 9 p.m. and 9 a.m. in this particular municipal 
context. I am not in any position to rule on what a decision of 
any court would be regarding a Special ConstableJgoing into a 
combined dwelling. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: You are coming to the point that 
seems to be concerning many members, this is the going on 
the property, you are deali11g with a single dwelling, and a 
combination business. What is-I am curious for my own in
formation. Mr. Lang? 

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, looking for more informa
tion, it is my understanding that an RCMP can go onto private 
property at the present time, if he feels or does believe than an 
animal is in distress and at the present time without this 
particular Bill, without special constables, is the Humane 
Society having trouble contacting the RCMP or are the RCMP 
being made available to come down and investigate a prob
lem? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard? 
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, no, I don't think that they are 

having any trouble when they do contact the RCMP. It is just a 
matter first of all, availability of RCMP to do this sort of thing, 
because in most jurisdictions they do have the SPCA or some
body like that doing the work, and so it is not a priority with the 
RCMP. As well, in charging somebody under the Criminal 
Code, they are reluctant to do it, because it leaves someone 
with a criminal offence, a criminal r --.::ord, and the RCMP 
would rather charge someone for an animal offence under a 
Territorial Ordinance. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Mcintyre? 
Mr. Mcintyre: Mr. Chairman, I was wondeirng if the in

tent in the Ordinance was that a dwelling place has the same 
definition as it has under the Criminal Code because it is well 
defined under the Criminal Code. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lengerke? 
Mr. Lengerke: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I just would like 

to say that this Section doesn't give me any problem at all. I 
can't see a comparison of an inspector as the Minister of 
Human Resources has pointed out because that is a different 
situation. That is not a life, we are talking of an animal in 
distress. We are not talking of a 2 by 4 or some contravention of 
a building code or something. 

I think a little common sense prevails as well. An officer is 
not just going to roar in and do something. They usually try to 
find the owners, at least certainly my experience has been 
that, that they try to find the owner, they try to take every 
reasonable step to make sure that these people are notified, 
and if they have done that and they are satsified in their own 
mind, then they go in and correct the situation. I can see 
nothing wrong with that. 

I don't know. We seem to get alarmed at a lot of things. We 
can spend a lot of time on areas like this and we are not 
concerned of some other matters that are much more impor
tant. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, one area that concerns me1 
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is "by force if necessary". That is a, Mr. Chairman, with, you 
know, and I think the Member from Kluane and the Minister of 
Human Resources have said it very well , that that is the part 
that concerns me, giving authority to somebody and people 
being people you don 't know what they are going to do. 

I don't know, I find it very difficult putting in legislation the 
ability without a warrant to go and break into a person's 
private possessions. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Mcintyre. 
Mr. Mcintyre : Well , I was just going to say I don't have 

much of a problem with somebody breaking in a door of a car 
to get an animal out if it is obviously dying in the car and 
parked out on the street here on a hot day. 

But as far as getting a justice is concerned, there are jus
tices all over the place and especially in Whitehorse. There is 
no problem, really, in getting a warrant, if that is what the 
members want, because the term " justice" would include 
justices of the peace, and there are lots of them around. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Fleming. 
Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, I am looking at it in the view 

that we know that people aren't prepared to do any bad things 
to us. I think everything should be all proper and this section 
shouldn't even have to be used. 

However, what I find very repugnent is the idea of us putting 
it in legislation, setting it right out forth that people can do just 
whatever they wish and I just can't go along with it, where a 
person could come in to a service station, where there is a 
tourist car, I'm giving you an example of what can happen , a 
tourist car is sitting there being worked on by the owner of that 
station. There is possibly nothing in that car that is having any 
trouble at all, but possibly there could be and you are giving 
the power of a peace officer, not only the RCMP, but every 
person in a municipality that is called an enforcement officer 
of a municipality, which is, if the Ordinance in this Territory 
all go through, just the way they are written today, there 
might be quite a few of them. 

I just can't see us giving power to everybody in the Territory 
to do something like this, to break into that car, possibly find 
nothing in there that is a problem anyway, when he gets there, 
for some probable grounds he had, and finding the owner of 
the garage being responsible to the person who owns the vehi
cle and saying, look buster, it is in your garage, it happened to 
me, you pay it. So, we have a law suit. 

This fellow is protected, he's just fine. He doesn't have any
thing to worry about. 

You don't have to go that far in any ordinance. The fact 
remains that if there is an animal in distress, I am sure that 
there will be some reason that that person should get into that 
car somewhere or somebody should get into that home or 
something somehow, withoug somebody absolutely, you 
know , having the power of just doing whatever he likes. Just 
people, we are giving the power to everyone now, and I don't 
know, everyone of us are going to be an enforcement officer 
sooner or later, if we keep on. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard, it seem:; to me that 
subsection (1) is giving many members great concern and 
with the concurrence of Committee, would you be prepared to 
take a look again at that subsection ( 1)? 

Ms Millard: Yes, I would just like some further direction 
because the idea that I have this possibly to stress in the 
legislation that the peace officer has to make an attempt to get 
a warrant first that it is written down that there would have to 
be an awful lot of evidence for going without a warrant. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: This is giving the Commmittee a 
great deal of concern. 
~s Millar~: .. The f_irst attempt has to be made and if a 
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judge is availalbe and he has not got a warrant and he goes 
ahead and does, it means he would be in trouble. I would like to 
see how the Committee feels about that, which means that it 
would narrow the whole prospect down to only being, for in
stance, I remember Mr. Cummings was saying there was 
some difficulty 50 miles out of Whitehorse. If a peace officer 
goes and finds this situation, by the time they come into town 
and get a warrant and go back out again to do something about 
it, the animals could die, or any other things could happen, for 
instance, well I don't know for instance, but under those 
cirumstances if it is extremely difficult and the animal would 
be in much greater distress if a warrant is having to be sent for 
100 miles away and to find the judge on a Sunday when he is out 
at Marsh Lake or something, then there should be those cir
cumstances where the peace officer takes the responsibility to 
put the animal out of his distress or pick him up. It seems to me 
only humane to be able to do that. 

I am certainly willing to redraft it to read that a warrant 
must first be pursued, because that is what happens in prac
tice. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mrs. Whyard? 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, I would welcome that , 

and it is a slight amendment, I think it could be done in a word 
or two in 4. (1) (b) " may without a warrant if...", but I can 
understand what the Honourable Member is trying to get 
through and that is in 99 out of 100 cases, there will probably 
have been a complaint laid by concerned citizen who calls the 
Humane Society and says Mr. Zilch is maltreating his dog, his 
horse or whatever, nobody worries about why. They will then 
have proper time to go and do this in an official way which is 
not going to worry anybody, but it is the one time out of 100 
where you have to act in a hurry and this is all that concerns 
us , to make sure that he is protected and the public are pro
tected and there could be no doubts in anybody's minds of his 
authority. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: With the concurrence of Commit
tee, we should allow Ms Millard to take back subsection (1) . 

Mr. Lang? 
Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, subsection (2), I am just 

curious where it appears to a justice, is that the normal ter
minology or should it be justice of the peace? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Cosman? 
Mr. Cosman: The Interpretation Ordinance defines jus-

tice as including justice of the peace, there is no problem. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Cosman. 
Okay, clear on subsections (2), (3), and (4)? Ms Millard? 
Ms Millard: Yes, Mr. Chairman, something I just ignored 

or forgot as we were going along, just to emphasize what we 
were talking about, 4.(3) states that "Before entering any 
premises, vehicle or chattel pursuant to this section a peace 
office shall take reasonable steps" and reasonable steps are 
defined by regulations so that things are done in a very proper 
way. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Thank you. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Clear on subsectons 2, 3 and 4 of 
Section 4? 

Mr. Lang. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: I am just curious if the Honourable 

Member, does she have a draft or any regulations that would 
be attached-
HoD. Mrs. Wbyard: May we see the regulations, please, be
fore we make any ... 

Hon. Mr. Lang: -to this particular piece of legislation? 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: We must see regulations before we 

study the Bill. 



Hon. Mr. Lang: I have heard reference to the regulations 
three or four times and I am just curious if the Honourable 
Member has a rough draft of what regulations might look like, 
because there seems to be a lot of authority being given to 
rcgu lations. 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: And we don't approve of that. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Lang, for your own informa

tion, if this Bill is adopted by the Government, the onus is on 
the Government to bring in the regulations, not the per son 
responsible. 

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Chairman-. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 
Ms Millard: Mr. Chairman, the last time I talked to Mr . 

t w1mings he was beginning to draft proposed regulations, 
you know, and they are available, other regulations, from 
other jurisdictions that we would be following, I am certain. 

So that there are some things available, I think, if the Mem
bers would like to have them. 

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Oh, yes , please. 
Hon. Mr. Lang: The Honourable Member referred to Sec

twn 4.(3) and you are just saying about taking reasonable 
steps to find the owner or person, you refer to regulat ions . Just 
exactly what do you have in ideas as to what are reasonable 
steps? 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Ms Millard. 
Ms Millard: Well, Mr. Chairman, those are defined by 

precident in other regulations in other jurisdictions. I am 
certain that whoever is drafting the regulations will be looking 
a t other-, it really seems strange to be on the other side of the 
room, doesn't it? 

I think the point has been made. 
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Let's see the regulations. 
Ms Millard: Yes, I will bring in what regulations a t this 

point are available. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Perhaps when you bring in your 

considerations that you have been asked to look at? 
Ms Millard: Indeed. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Clear on 2, 3, and 4 of Clause 4? 
Some Members: Agreed. 
Mr. Fleming: I am very enlightened to see that the 

Member from Ogilvie has learned the tricks of the trade, 
bringing in the Ordinance and after almost being all the way 
through it, and finally there are some regulations that may be 
looked at. I think she is learning. I think we have got to give her 
credit. 

Ms Millard: Thank you , Mr. Chairman, everybody should 
sponsor a bill, I think. 

Mr. Deputy Chairman: Mr. Fleming. 
Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, I would move that Mr . 

Speaker do now resume the Chair. 
Ms Millard: I second it. 
Mr. Deputy Chairman: It has been moved by Mr . F lem

ing, seconded by Ms Millard that Mr. Speaker do now resume 
the Chair. 
Motoin agreed to 

Mr. Speaker resumes Chair 

Mr. Speaker: I now call the House to order. May we have a 
report from the Ghairman of Committees? 

Mr. McCall: Yes, Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the 
Whole have considered a certain Resolution respecting the 
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Green Paper on Yukon Pipeline Impact Information Centre 
and directed me to report as follows: that the Committee defer 
a t this time the proposals contained in the Green Paper on the 
Yukon Impact Centre but recommends that an information 
office be provided under the administration of Pipeline Co-
ordinator. 

The Committee have also considered Bill Number 103 and 
directed me to r eport progress on same, and asked leave to sit 
again. 

Mr . Speaker : You have heard the report of the Chairrman 
of Committees, are you agreed? 

Some Members: Agreed . 
Mr. Speaker : Leave is so granted, and may I have your 

further pleasure? The Honourable Member from Whitehorse 
Riverdale? 

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker , I move that we do now call it5 
o'clock. 

Ms Millard: I second that Mr. Speaker . 
Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable 

Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the Hon
ourable Member from Ogilvie that we do now call it 5 o'clock. 
Motion agreed to 

Mr. Speaker : This House now stands adjourned until 10 
a.m. tomorrow. 
Adjourned 
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