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

(Prayers)

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

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre.

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to move that
this House do now adjourn for the purpose of discussing
the following, which is of great urgency to the Yukon:
The opinion Poll on the Native Language Program in
the Haines Junction School.

Mr. Speaker: I wonder if perhaps the proper place
for this would be under Orders of the Day? We are still
under Routine Proceedings.

Mr. Hibberd: I'm sorry, Mr. Speaker.

Hon. Mr. Lang: On a point of order, I would like to
take this opportunity to welcome the Life Skills class
from the Vocational School to this House this morning
as well as the instructor, Mr. McLean.

(Applause)

Mr. Speaker. We will proceed. Are there any Docu-
ments or Correspondence for tabling this morning?
Reports of Committees?

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre.

Mr. Hibberd: MTr. Speaker, I have the honour to pre-
sent the Fourth Report of the Standing Committee on
Rules, Elections and Privileges.

The terms of reference for the Standing Committee on
Rules, Elections and Privileges were established on
Motion Number 2, passed November 3, 1976 that Mrs.
Watson, Messrs. Hibberd, Lengerke, McCall and McIn-
tyre be appointed to a special committee to consider the
Standing Orders and Rules of the Assembly and to re-
commend drafts of proposed Standing Orders and Rules
to give effect, if concurred in by the Assembly, to any
change or changes proposed by the Committee.

That the said Committee consider and develop con-
flict of interest guidelines for the Members of the Yukon
Legislative Assembly and make recommendations
thereon.

That the Committee also study, develop and make
recommendations concerning an Ordinance respecting
the Legislative Assembly.

That the said Committee have the power to call for
persons, papers and records and to sit during the inter-
Sessional period and to report from time to time.

.
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And that the Clerk of the Assembly be responsible for
providing the necessary support staff for the Commit-
tee.

Your Committee wishes to express its sincere thanks
to the Clerk, Mrs. Linda Adams, the stenographer, Lil-
lian Morris, and to Mr. Michael Clegg, barrister and
solicitor for their services to the Committee.

Since the Committee’s third report, it has held meet-
ings with Dr. Jack Hibberd, Member for Whitehorse
South Centre, in the Chair.

The Committee began its study of policies for con-
flicts of interest guidelines for M.L.A.’s and for an ordi-
nance respecting the Legislative Assembly of Yukon by
reviewing Position Papers prepared under the direction
of the Clerk. Committee also perused similar policies
and statutes of provincial jurisdictions. The Commit-
tee, reaching a consensus on a philosophy accepted the
recommendations that Mr. Michael Clegg, barrister
and solicitor from Edmonton, Alberta, draft the policies
into legislation. Several drafts related to Position Pap-
ers and reports of a proposed bill were reviewed by your
Committee.

Conflict of interest guidelines for M.L.A.’s and I
quote: ‘‘Itis a generally accepted principle that holders
of public office must so order their affairs that no seri-
ous conflict of interest arises, or appears to arise, bet-
ween their private interests and their public respon-
sibilities. Conflict of interest occurs when-a public
official’s decision, judgment or advice, is governed or
influenced by the possibility of personal gain or regard
by virtue of his business connections or financial in-
volvement outside the public service, or where there
are circumstances which have the appearance of so
doing.”

This statement appeared in Sessional Paper Number
2, 1970, Fourth Session, which was presented to the
House at the time that the Executive Committee was
established. The adoption of a code of ethics for Mem-
bers of the Executive Committee was the first form of
conflicts of interest in Yukon. Since that time, Govern-
ments in Canada, at every level, have increasingly rec-
ognized the value of conflict of interest policies as a
means of ensuring public confidence in legislative and
governmental decisions as well as in their administra-
tive execution.

Existing provisions regarding conflict of interest for
M.L.A.'s are found in the sections on qualifications and
disqualifications of candidates in the present Elections
Ordinance and the Legislature Standing Order Number
9, Disallowance of vote where a Member has pecuniary
interest. In Number 63 and Number 64, sanctions con-
cerning bribery. It is advisable that the expectations
and rules concerning conflict of interest be clarified and
that appropriate sanctions and administrative provi-
sions be instituted and provided for in legislation.

An Ordinance respecting the Legislative Assembly.
For a number of years now the Legislative Assembly of
Yukon has operated without the existence of an Ordi-
nance to regulate its constitution and affairs. There are
a number of provisions in the Elections Ordinance and
in the Immunity of Members Ordinance relating to the
Assembly. The Council Ordinance, which was in exis-
tence from the first half of this century, was repealed in
the 1950’s apparently because, in the opinion of the
Minister of the Day, it contained provisions which were
not appropriate to the Council as it was then constituted



and as it was then operated.

Since that time, there’s been a very significant de-
velopment in the level of activity of the Assembly. It
takes a much more active role in the consideration of
legislation, both in the Assembly and in committee
work, and it has a very significant involvement through
administration of the Territory through the elected
Members who serve on the Executive Committee and
the Advisory Committee on Finance.

There is no doubt that in the next few years there will
be constitutional development for Yukon towards pro-
vincial status, and both in recognition of the present
function and status of the Assembly and in preparation
for the role it will assume in the 1980’s, it is appropriate
at this time that we bring together in one Ordinance, all
those provisions which would properly relate to our As-
sembly.

As the powers of this Assembly are derived from the
Yukon Act, it can only be altered or increased by an act
of Parliament. The Legislative Assembly Ordinance
does not, of itself, bring about any constitutional de-
velopment, however, it is a vital foundation stone in the
constitution of the Assembly and will enable us to func-
tion in a more controlled and more appropriate manner
in preparation for the evolution of legislative and ad-
ministrative powers equivalent to those of the pro-
vinces.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, your Committee has
studied thoroughly all aspects of its terms of reference
and concluded that the conflict of interest guidelines for
M.L.A.’s and the principles for an Ordinance respecting
the Yukon Legislative Assembly be incorporated into
legislation.

The general principles of the Bill, the Bill contains
provisions in five main categories. Firstly, the Bill pro-
vides for the constitution of the Assembly and in this
regard, it confirms and expands upon the constitution
as laid down in the Yukon Act for the Council of the
Yukon Territory. The Bill recognizes the style and title
which the Assembly has adopted by resolution which is
a recognition of the fact that in its operations with re-
gard to legislation, the Assembly is indeed a legislative
body and it does not in that regard, differ very greatly
from a provincial assembly.

The differences between the Yukon and the provinces
of Canada lie in the degree of administrative power
rather than in the degree of legislative power. With a
few exceptions, our legislative powers are very similar
to those of a province and the more precise organization
of our Assembly under this Ordinance will enable us to
develop and take greater advantage of the powers that
we have actually possessed for a number of years.

Secondly, the Ordinance provides rules for qualifica-
tion and disqualification of Members and provisions for
resignation and replacement. These sections contain
provisions relating to conflict of interest which have
been developed by study in Committee and reflect the
special nature of the Yukon and also reflect the current
and legitimate expectations of the electorate regarding
the independence of their members and freedom from
conflict of interest.

Thirdly, the Ordinance provides for the constitution
and appointment of the offices of Speaker and Deputy
Speaker. As we develop our Committee work to facili-
tate more critical and constructive scrutiny of govern-
ment legislative proposals, the position of Deputy
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Speaker and Chairman of Committees will become in-
creasingly important.

Fourthly, the Bill reconstitutes the powers and
privileges of the Assembly which were held for the first
half of this century by the Council of the Yukon Territ-
ory and, as we move continuously to a more active
participation and tend towards an operation similar to
that of a provincial assembly, it becomes again impor-
tant to have these powers and privileges confirmed and
laid out in legislation.

This section also includes the provisions of immunity
of Members presently included in the Immunity of
Members Ordinance. Research has shown that it has
been rare for any provincial legislative assembly to
have to use or enforce any of the powers and privileges
which it holds. However, there is no doubt that the exis-
tence of such powers and privileges has been most im-
portant in maintaining the integrity of assemblies
throughout this country. .

It is not proper in a democratic country that the legis-
lative function has to rely on a judiciary for the mainte-
nance of its independents and its freedom of speech.
Without these powers and privileges reconfirmed, the
Assembly would have to rely upon the common law
relating to parliamentary privileges and the interven-
tion of the courts to maintain a fully independent status,
which in itself is a contradictory situation.

Fifthly, the Bill includes those provisions relating to
indemnities, allowances and expenses for Members
currently contained in the Elections Ordinance.

Your Committee therefore recommends: (1) that the
attached draft Bill, entitled ‘‘An Ordinance Respecting
the Legislative Assembly” be introduced at the 1977
First Session, allowing debate in principle.

The reason, because this Ordinance is of such signifi-
cance for the Assembly and therefore to the people of
the Yukon, it is brought to this Session for the purposes
of debate only. This will allow any members of the pub-
lic who are interested to make representation to their
Member relating to the Ordinance.

In view of the constitutional significance of this Ordi-
nance, in that it will govern the legislative body of the
Yukon and be a foundation for development toward
provincial status, we believe that a period of time for
public comment and review is desirable.

Secondly, that the finalized Bill, entitled ‘“An Ordi-
nance Respecting the Legislative Assembly” be intro-
duced at a later sitting of the Legislature this current
year. The reason, Mr. Speaker, it is your Committee’s
understanding that it’s the government’s intention to
bring before this Assembly in the Fall Session, legisla-
tion in the form of a new Elections Ordinance. This will
be a complete electoral system for Yukon.

At this time, your Committee feels that it is best to put
those provisions which relate to the function of the As-
sembly and the rights of its Members into one Ordi-
nance and to leave the Elections Ordinance to deal with
the running of an election. The new Elections Ordinance
is to be drafted over the course of this summer, at the
same time, therefore, the Yukon Legislative Assembly
Ordinance should be re-examined to ensure its com-
patability with the new Elections Ordinance. The Yukon
Legislative Assembly Bill will be finalized for the Fall
Legislative Session.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Reports of



Committees?
Petitions?
Introduction of Bills?

BILLS: INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse North Centre?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I move, sec-
onded by the Honourable Member from Whitehorse
West, that a Bill entitled ‘‘An Ordinance to Amend the
Local Improvement District Ordinance’ be now intro-
duced and read for the first time.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse North Centre, seconded by
the Honourable Member from Whitehorse West that a
Bill entitled ‘‘An Ordinance to Amend the Local Im-
provement District Ordinance’ be now introduced and
read a first time.

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: I shall declare the motion carried.
(Motion carried)

Mr. Speaker: When shall the Bill be read for the
second time?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: The next sitting of the Assem-
bly, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Introduction of
Bills?

Are there any Notices of Motion for the Production of
Papers?

NOTICES OF MOTION ¥OR THE PRODUCTION OF
PAPERS

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse Riverdale?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I give Notice of
Motion for the Production of Papers this morning.
Moved by myself, seconded by the Member from
Kluane, that the Yukon Territorial Government make
arrangements with the federal government to have ta-
bled in this House, a copy of the report entitled ‘“The
Government/Indian Relationship Paper” that was re-
ferred to the Federal Standing Committee on Indian
Affairs and Northern Development on Tuesday, March
22nd of this year.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Notices of Mo-
tion for the Production of Papers?
Are there any Notices of Motion or Resolution?

NOTICES OF MOTION
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Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre?

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, I give Notice of Motion
that the Fourth Report of the Standing Committee on
Rules and Election Privileges be concurred in.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Kluane?

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I give Notice of
Motion, seconded by the Honourable Member from
Klondike, that the regulations pursuant to the Game
Ordinance not be amended to remove the wolverine
from the big game animal list and placed on the fur
bearer list until such time as all interest groups have
had the opportunity to make representation and the
Game Branch can conduct a biological and population
assessment of the animal.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Notices of Mo-
tion or Resolution?
The Honourable Member from Kluane?

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I'd like to give
Notice of Motion, seconded by the Member from River-
dale, that the Government of Yukon form an advisory
council to the Game Branch to review and make re-
commendations regarding proposed changes to regula-
tions pursuant to the Game Ordinance and that the
membership of the advisory council be made up of rep-
resentation from the Game Branch and equal represen-
tation from the various interest groups such as the
Trappers’ Association, the Outfitters’ Associationanda
native organization.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further Notices of Mo-
tion or Resolution?

Are there any Statements by Ministers?

Are there any questions?

QUESTION PERIOD

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Hootalinqua?

Question re: Proposed Foothills Pipeline

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have a question
this morning, 1 think, for I presume it would be the
Commissioner on the proposed pipeline by Foothills
through the Yukon Territory. In a report, they have
decided now to put in a 48 inch line, apparently, instead
of a 42 inch line, or at least proposed. Also, there is
something to the effect that they will change some of the
Grader Stations and the positions and they will be delet-
ing three of them and be down to seven instead of ten.

1 would ask now, where all the seven Grader Stations
are going to be placed -- the Compressor Stations,
sorry?

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Commissioner?
Mr. Commissioner: Mr. Speaker, I haven’t seen the

revised application, so I can’t respond to the Member’s
question, but certainly we’ll get the information. But it



must be remembered that this is only an application and
this is the information that will be brought to the Mem-
bers of the House and to the people of Yukon when the
enquiry into this pipeline application occurs.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Local

Government?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I would like to
table a legislative return in response to Mr. Berger’s
question of March 3rd, concerning vacant positions in
the Territorial Government.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Health
and Welfare?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, I would like to
table the answers to written question Number 17 con-
cerning Tuberculosis.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre?

Question re: Meeting re Financing Health Care in
Yukon

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, in a previous question,
the Minister of Health indicated there was to be a meet-
ing regarding new financing methods concerning
Health Care in the Yukon. I wonder if the Minister could
give us the results of that meeting?

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Health
and Welfare?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, we had a very
fruitful discussion on Friday afternoon with representa-
tives from two federal departments and our own offi-
cials. In very basic terms, the new cost-sharing for hos-
pital, medical and post-secondary education programs
is called Established Programs Financing. It replaces
the old cost-sharing arrangements under the Hospital
Insurance and Diagnostic Services Act and the Medi-
care Act. It includes a portion of funding for post-
secondary education because the provinces have been
financed in that way for some years.

This will be the first time the Territory has had the
financing for post-secondary, broken down into specific
cash percentages of federal funding, rather than being
lumped into the general territorial budget and included
in our operating and/or deficit grants paid to the Yukon
by the Federal Department of Indian Affairs and
Northern Development.

The new Act, Established Programs Financing Act,
effective April 1st, 1977, provides for greater flexibility
in the use of our own funds within the national
framework and standards for health care, now applied
to these programs. And, Mr. Speaker, I would hasten to
add that this Government will have no difficulties what-
zoever in complying with those standards. We always

ave.

In addition, for the first time, the Act provides for
compensation for extended health services. Payments
will come to us in two ways. Cash payments will now
come to the Territory, based on national average fed-
eral contributions in the base year per capita for the
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three programs now covered by the Established Prog-
rams Financing.

Furthermore, the Territorial Government will now
receive additional revenue in the form of increased
grantsinlieu of provincial income tax. The Act provides
for two kinds of payments. Cash payments for on-going
health and post-secondary programs and tax points for
income tax, which result in cash flow to the recipient.

Basically, the new cost-sharing is provided through
cash payments for these program costs and income tax
points between the Federal and Provincial Govern-
ments. Since the Yukon does not, at present, impose a
territorial income tax and has always received a grant
in lieu of an estimated amount that we would have had
as provincial income tax, the Federal Government will
provide the Yukon with a grant in lieu of the estimated
amount and this amount will be credited to us under the
new financing, adjusted to the national provincial
amounts paid to the provinces.

We have been assured that the Yukon will not incur
any income loss under the new Established Programs
Financing Act. The Department of Indian Affairs has
indicated that the operating grants which we receive
now from that department will be adjusted to absorb
any shortfall between our present budget estimates for
health care and the installation of the new Financing
system. There may be an interim peried there until the
adjustments are in place, depending on tax point trans-
fers and so on. And we have been assured that this will
be taken into consideration when our Operating Grant
and/or Deficit Grant is being computed by the Federal
department.

Mr. Speaker, it appears to the officials of our depart-
ments that the program provides substantially more
territorially generated and controllable funds than
were previously available to us and we also welcome the
opportunity to now examine the possibilities for ex-
tended care services, which were not financed previ-
ously under the other arrangements.

Mr. Speaker, as additional information is provided on
the details of this program, I will be pleased to bring it to
the House.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further questions?
The Honourable Member from Ogilvie?

Question re: Situation in Haines Junction

Ms, Millard: Mr. Speaker, a question for the Minis-
ter of Education. At our last sitting, the situation in
Haines Junction came up in the Question Period and at
that time the Minister said that he was reviewing the
situation and I would like at this time to request that he
comment to the House on what the Department might
be doing in that situation.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Educa-
tion.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, prior to coming in the
House, I was informed that there would be a motion
coming into the House and I see that a Member has
asked for the waiving of Standing Orders or whatever
and until which time I see what happens to that particu-
lar motion, I'm not prepared to comment.



Mr. Speaker: Are there any further questions?
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse River-
dale?

Question re: Economic Planning Unit Study

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have a question
for the Commissioner this morning. I was wondering if
the Commissioner could tell us if the Economic Plan-
ning Unit has now determined the method by which
they’re going to carry out the study on Yukon'’s future?

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Commissioner?

Mr. Commissioner: Mr. Speaker, the Planning Of-
fice has completed phase one of the process as outlined
previously and there will be an announcement on that
forthwith.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Hootalinqua?

Question re: Status of Yukon in Yukon Act

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, this is just a ques-
tion that bothers me alittle and, I don’t know, I think Mr.
Commissioner could probably answer it and maybe
many other Members, but I'm wondering why in the
Yukon they include the Northwest Territories under
their interpretations as a Province, and that the Yukon
Territory is just a Territory under the Yukon Act?

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Commissioner?

Mr. Commissioner: Mr. Speaker, I'm a little con-
fused. I wonder if I could have some clarification of the
question?

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Hootalinqua?

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, in the Interpreta-
tions Ordinance, it includes in the Provinces, the
Northwest Territory, and then goes on to say that a
Territory is the Yukon under the Yukon Act.

Mr. Commissioner: Mr. Speaker, I'm afraid I can’t
answer that question right now, but I will certainly ob-
tain the information and report back.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any further questions?
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse River-
dale?

Question re: Implementation of Business Tax

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, a question for the
Minister of Local Government. I'm just wondering if, in
carrying out the property assessments, if the Y.T.G.
Assessors have provided for the implementation, if the
City of Whitehorse require it, the implementation of a
business tax in conducting the reassessment of com-
mercial properties? Has this been done?

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Local
Government?
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Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I'll provide a
written answer to the Member, but it is my understand-
ing that this information was going to be garnered in
this assessment that is presently being completed.

Mr. Speaker: We'll then at this time proceed to Or-
ders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre?

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to move that
this House do now adjourn for the purpose of discussing
the following, which is of great urgency to Yukon, re-
garding the opinion poll on the nativelanguage program
at Haines Junction School.

Mr. Speaker: Perhaps the Honourable Member
could continue briefly?

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, it is reported that, as of
this morning, the children, the Indian children, of
Haines Junction are not in attendance at school. This
situation has come about over the controversy of the
teaching of Native Language in the Haines Junction
School. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the House will agree
with me that, when the Yukon children are not in school
because of a sensitive political situation, then it be-
comes the duty of all of us who are elected Members to
consider this matter of urgent public importance and
deal with it forthwith.

Mr. Speaker: I have considered the matter pre-
sented to me by the Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre, and I do deem the matter to be
of urgent public importance. Does the Honourable
Member have leave?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre?

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the
Honourable Member from Mayo, that this House do now
adjourn to deal with the following matter of public im-
portance.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse South Centre, seconded by
the Honourable Member from Mayo, that the House do
now adjourn to deal with the following matter of public
importance.

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Members: Question.
Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?
Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any disagreed?
1 shall declare that the Motion is carried.



(Motion carried)

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre?

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, it is moved by myself,
seconded by the Honourable Member from Mayo,
WHEREAS there have been serious allegations made
by the Yukon Native Brotherhood that basic democratic
rights were denied the Indian people during an Indian
poll in April of 1977 at Haines Junction concerning a
Native Language Program in the Haines Junction
School; WHEREAS the people who conducted the ques-
tionnaire deny such allegations; THEREFORE, BE IT
RESOLVED that the Government of the Yukon forth-
with request the Chief Electoral Officer to conduct an
investigation into these allegations; AND BE IT
FURTHER RESOLVED that if such investigations
show that these allegations be valid, a further opinion
poll be conducted under the auspices of the Yukon Ter-
ritorial Government; AND BE IT FURTHER RESOL-
VED that until this matter is resolved the Native Lan-
guage Program continue to be taught during school
hours in Haines Junction.

Mr. Speaker: Yes, perhaps in order to have this
matter properly before the House, I will read the Motion
which the Honourable Member has kindly provided the
Chair with:

It has been moved by the Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Mayo,

THAT WHEREAS there have been serious allega-
tions made by the Yukon Native Brotherhood that basic
democratic rights were denied the Indian people during
an Opinion Poll in April 1977 at Haines Junction con-
cerning a Native Language Program in the Haines
Junction School;

AND WHEREAS the people who conducted the ques-
tionnaire deny any such allegations;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Govern-
ment of the Yukon forthwith request the Chief Electoral
Officer to conduct an investigation into these allega-
tions;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if such in-
vestigation shows these allegations to be valid, a further
Opinion Poll be conducted under the auspices of the
Yukon Territorial Government;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, until this
matter is resolved, the Native Language Program con-
tinue to be taught during school hours in Haines Junc-
tion.

The Honourable Member from Whitehorse South
Centre?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order. If the
motion was important enough and the topic important
enough to adjourn Standing Orders, I think the motion is
important enough that, before any debate should take
place, we should eachshave copies of the motion.

Some Members: Agreed.
Mr. Speaker: [ believe copies are being obtained at

this time. It’s my understanding. So, while copies are
being obtained, perhaps we could begin the debate. If
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Members would so agree?
Some Members: Agreed.

Hon.Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, on a point of privilege,
I think the Member from Kluane raised a very good
point. I think that we should have the opportunity of
looking at that particular motion.

Mr. Speaker: They are now being photocopied. We
will proceed with debate on the Resolution.

The Honourable Member from Whitehorse South
Centre.

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, this House is already on
record as being in favour of the teaching of the Native
Language Program in our schools. But the issue that is
before us now, Mr. Speaker, is not the issue of the Native
Language Programs. We are faced with a very serious
allegation that some citizens of the Yukon were denied
their basic democratic rights.

It has been alleged that the right to vote without pre-
judice has been tampered with. I personally tind this
difficult to accept. It has been denied by those who insti-
tuted the Poll and by those who conducted the Poll.

But, Mr. Speaker, we as people who are involved with
the political process must be keenly aware of the abso-
lute necessity that no individual’s right or freedoms
must suffer or appear to suffer. If there were improp-
rieties in the conduct of this questionnaire, then the
Indian people have a right to be concerned and to be
upset. But if this Poll was conducted in a fair and just
manner, then the people accused of wrong-doing should
be cleared and should receive public apology.

Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Education may consider
that this resolution is usurping his authority and is an
indication of non-confidence in him. Nothing, Mr.
Speaker, could be further from the truth. The Minister
has acted in accordance with the information given to
him by his department. His role has been that of a re-
sponsible Minister, administering the affairs of his de-
partment. In this, he has my full support. But the prob-
lem which faces us now is a purely political as against
an administrative issue. It concerns allegations of
wrong-doing in the conduct of a democratic process, of
voting procedure, on the part of the citizens of Haines
Junction.

I would also like to point out, Mr. Speaker, that the
School Committee, in arranging for this Poll, were con-
cerned about this democratic process. They went on
record as saying that they would be bound by the wishes
of people in their community. They stated that if the Poll
soindicated they would make every effort to ensure that
the Native Language Program would be included in the
in-hours curriculum in their school.

Mr. Speaker, since putting this resolution together,
I've learned that there have been several affidavits
filed regarding possible irregularities at the Poll. It has
been the intention, Mr. Speaker, in requesting the Chief
Electoral Officer, that complete impartiality be main-
tained. There now appears more urgency to have this
resolved. ‘

As mover of this motion, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
allow this Government some latitude in the selection of
an impartial inquiry to deal with this matter as quickly
as possible.



Mr. Speaker, I am requesting that the status quo be
maintained until this matter can be resolved in a fair
and just manner to all those concerned.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?
The Honourable Minister of Education?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, I'm very discouraged
with the sequence of events that have brought us to this
time when we're in the House once again discussing the
Haines Junction School and the education of the kids in
that school.

I personally, and I think I can speak on behalf of the
public of Yukon, am appalled, and I state very appalled,
at the actions of the Native organizations. I think it has
been truly what one can define as completely and ut-
terly irresponsible, the actions they’ve taken. I've been
informed this morning that ten percent of the children in
the Haines Junction School are not in attendance this
morning. And I recall very vividly, Mr. Speaker, ap-
proximately 48 hours ago, but then some people have
short memories, that it was stated on the air that we do
not want to use our children as political pawns.

Mr. Speaker, I think it's very, very obvious to the
public of Yukon that this is a very invalid statement.

Mr. Speaker, you're not discussing the concept of na-
tive languages this morning. You're discussing legisla-
tion that was passed by this House in 1974 and assented
to by the Members that were part of this House at that
time. It’s a known fact the Department of Education,
prior to myself taking this position, that when the Hon-
ourable Member from Kluane had this position, that the
concept of native languages being taught in the schools
of Yukon was accepted by the Department of Educa-
tion. But there’s one thing that’s been forgotten here,
Mr. Speaker, and that is the sequence, the channels that
one must go through in order to introduce a new prog-
ram or an adaptation to the curriculum.

In Section 72 of the School Ordinance, it outlines the
duties of a school committee and every Member in this
particular House represents constituencies where there
are school committees. It states in 72(j), ‘‘After consul-
tation with the principal, request the Superintendent to
authorize a course of study or modification of a course of
study or textbook or other instructional material or ap-
paratus for a specified period of time”.

And it goes even further, Mr. Speaker, in Section 14 of
the Ordinance. The law that governs the education sys-
tem of Yukon — 14(1), *“The Commissioner may pre-
scribe the courses of study to be used in schools and he
may authorize the superintendent to make modifica-
tions and adaptations to such courses.”

(2), ““Subject to sub-section one, the superintendent
may, at the request of a school committee who have
consulted with the principal or, where there is no school
committee, request of a principal, to authorize (a) the
use of a course of study, (b) the adaptation or modifica-
tion of a course of study, and (c) the use of a textbook or
other instructional materials or apparatus.”

Mr. Speaker, the channels were never followed in this
particular incident. We're talking of bigger game than
native language in Haines Junction. For an example,
Mr. Speaker, the Band Council never approached the
school committee in Haines Junction, never, to discuss
the situation. I had the opportunity last week of speak-
ing to the members of that particular school committee
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and, as one of them stated, he said, you know, it would
never have come to this if the Band Council had come to
see us and discussed the situation. But that was not the
case, Mr. Speaker. There’s bigger forces in the Yukon,
bigger forces in Haines Junction; for that matter, big-
ger forces in the Government of Yukon.

Mr. Speaker, the situation has been so badly mishan-
dled and I am ashamed, I say ashamed of the people who
claim they have professional qualifications, yet would
allow something like this to happen. In this statement,
I'mincluding the principal, the teacher in question, and
the Regional Superintendent.

Mr. Speaker, it's never been brought out, and I think
it’s time that it should be brought out, that in that par-
ticular class, there’s sixteen students. Five of those stu-
dents have decided, for one reason or another, they did
not want to participate. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it’s
very important that those five children have rights too,
rights for an education just like any other child in the
Yukon. There was a questionnaire sent home to the
parents, and I want to outline the options that were put
out, made out to these kids, if you call it options.

“Dear Parent: Please make your intentions clear as
to what you wish for your children to do during the
Indian Language class from 3:00 to 3:30 every day.”

Number 1, first question with a block beside it states:
“I wish to have my children sent home at 3:00 p.m.
without any special assignments.”

Number 2, “‘I wish to have my children sent home at
3:00 p.m. with appropriate work assignments.”

Number 3, “I wish to have my children undertake
special assignments under partial supervision in the
school library.”

Mr. Speaker, this tells me something, it tells me a lot,
that we've got a problem, a big problem. Mr. Speaker,
tochange what I'm speaking about, I'd like to talk about
the allegations that have been made against the School
Committee.

The School Committee, which has been duly elected,
who is not paid to perform the function in any way,
shape or manner, the only reason that they ran for office
is because they’'re interested in their children’s future in
education. Mr. Speaker, the allegations that have been
made against these people who I personally think are
very fine people, I think they are the salt of the earth, the
backbone of this country, are very serious allegations. I
think the Honourable Member from Whitehorse South
Centre has said it, that the basic premise here now is
that there has been allegations made, there is doubt in
the public mind, whether or not that public opinion poll
was properly run.

It's a tragedy, Mr. Speaker, that the people elected to
do a job who do not have the services of lawyers, sec-
retaries or any of the other benefits that a political party
would have, has been pitted against an organization or
organizations that are funded by everybody’s tax dol-
lars.

Mr. Speaker, the credibility of these people are defi-
nitely in question. I think we all heard this morning the
Chairman of the School Committee state that as far as
they know, they didn’t make any wrong doing. You've
got to remember, they are working people. They work
for a living, yes, Mr. Speaker, they work for a living.
They get up in the morning at 7 o’clock, feed their fam-
ily, pay their taxes and try to put in an eight hour shift,
maybe a ten hour shift, maybe even a twelve hour shift



in order to pay the bills. These are the people that I'm
talking about, Mr. Speaker, and I am appalled, and I say
appalled once again, that the credibility of these people
is being questioned.

I think it is a fragedy that the Yukon has got down to
the point where we are pitting race against race and this
is exactly what it is, Mr. Speaker. The question of native
language in the school is just a symptom, it’s not the
problem. I can recall very vividly, when we were given
a lecture here by the Chairman of CYI stating that
things were getting better.

Things aren’t getting better, Mr. Speaker. They're
deteriorating very rapidly and all I can say is that if the
native people are together today for their children to-
morrow, they’d best recognize that decision-makingisa
two-way street and a very difficult street and one must
always carry the responsibility with them when they
make those decisions.

Mr. Speaker, you can recall approximately one week
ago, we made a decision on that particular incident. I
stated it very specifically in the House here and I'd like
to take this opportunity once again to inform Members
of that decision that we made. Since the emergence of
all the facts, the decision has been made to permit the
program to be carried on after school hours in the school
facilities for the balance of this year. The Department is
prepared to assume the cost of the instructor, provided
a program outline is approved by the Superintendent.
The Department has been instructed to carry on with
the program asit is during the school day until the end of
this week in order that the appropriate arrangements
can be made to accommodate the change.

Mr. Speaker, I think that the Department realizes
that they have a problem in this area. I think the public
does. And myself, as a spokesman for the Department
said, “‘Look, we're going to make a decision. We’ll make
a decision, a policy decision to come up with the chan-
nels to outline to the Band Councils and the various
school committees just what has to be done in order to
institute a native language program.’’ But that wasn’t
good enough, Mr. Speaker. It wasn’t good enough, be-
cause when you're going for the jugular, Mr. Speaker,
you don’t look for a compromise in relation to decisions,
you go for all or for nothing. And this is exactly the
position we’re in today, Mr. Speaker, exactly the posi-
tion we're in today. We all know the government of
Yukon, which represents everybody in the Territory,
has been put in a very untenable position and 1 would
suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the only way you could term
it is as a set-up, a set-up.

Yet, and maybe I may sound facetious, everybody
says we're going for one government. Mr. Speaker, all I
can say is that I hope God goes with us. I think we're in
for troubled times ahead of us, a lot of trouble and unfor-
tunately, as proven today, undoubtedly all our children
are going to be affected. Affected, in my mind, for no
Bood reason. And we in the Government of the Yukon
Territory, and I speak for my two colleagues on the
Executive Committee, are trying to keep things work-
Ing. Keep the lid on it and we have two different parties

oing everything they can do to destroy and discredit
the Government of the Yukon.

MI‘; Speaker, on speaking to the motion, I can support
the first part of the motion. I think the credibility of
these people have been in question and until which time
Someone impartial clears their names, there will al-
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ways be doubt in people’s minds whether or not the
innuendos and the allegations were true.

Mr. Speaker, I can understand why the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse South Centre is putting this
motion forth, but at the same time, Mr. Speaker, I'm
satisfied in my mind that the procedures that were fol-
lowed in that particular election were correct. We have
had that verified by the statements this morning by the
Chairman of the School Committee that they are pre-
pared to open themselves to public scrutiny, if need be,
to clear their name.

Mr. Speaker, the last part of the motion states:

“BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that until this mat-
terisresolved, the native language program continue to
be taught during school hours in Haines Junction.”’

Mr. Speaker, I’ll be voting against this motion. Mr.
Speaker, I do believe that the concept of our democratic
system is in question here, and I do believe that I have a
responsibility to defend the parents and the people that
have been elected to the School Committees and their
actions.

Mr. Speaker, if this motion passes, and I have the
confidence of this House, I will carry on in the present
position that I have in order that I can do the job that I
have been elected to do, and that is to see that the gov-
ernment of the Yukon Territory builds a future for it-
self.

I hope that all Members realize that T have no alterna-
tive, that if this motion passes with the majority of the
House that I will have to see that the decision that was
made last week is reversed at least for a short interval
of time, in order that an investigation can take place so
that we can see the results of that particular investiga-
tion and re-examine the situation.

Mr. Speaker, I think the irony of the whole situation, is
that I don’t think the public knows, or the Members of
this Legislature know because I don’t know even who we
are dealing with. We have got a press release to the CBC
with these allegations stated, these innuendos, nothing
signed, but of course the CBC goes ahead with it any-
way. We have had statements made by people who don’t
even live in Haines Junction, Mr. Willy Joe, the acting
president of the Yukon Native Brotherhood. We have
had statements made by Mr. David Joe, and I'm not too
sure who he works for, whether it's the CYT, the YNB or
the Champagne-Aishihik Band, and then we have af-
fidavits to the Commissioner this morning signed by
Margaret Joe, who doesn’t live in Haines Junction.
That’s the irony of the situation, Mr. Speaker, it shows
me one thing too; it’s not a local issue, it all came from
Whitehorse.

I’ll be voting against this motion.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse Riverdale?

Mr. Lengerke: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, my com-
ments will be brief with respect to the motion. I have
taken alook at it, a good hard look at it. I think it dealsin
two parts, there’s no doubt about that. I could probably
support the first part where it’s that old approach that
you take, if you can’t solve the problem, you get in a
third party and I guess in this case, this is fine. Are we
questioning the conduct of an election, of a plebiscite,
and if that's the case, then I'd say part number one of
this motion is quite valid.



If you take a look at the second part, we're talking
about education in the Territory. Education in the Ter-
ritory is a responsibility of this Territory, Mr. Speaker,
and I'd say we had better solve that problem at that
level and not ask a chief electoral officer to solve that
one forus. Sol, asI've said, I'vetaken a real look at this
thing and I would be voting against the motion if it
stands the way it is. I would want some kind of amend-
ment made to it.

I was really amazed by the statement of the Minister
of Education. I just hope that when he was talking of a
questionnaire he was reading out, I would hope that
questionnaire emanated from the Department of Edu-
cation under its authority, or if in fact it didn't, well then
there should be some further questions asked, because a
questionnaire like that, Mr. Speaker, I'm sure the
Minister of Education didn’t authorize that kind of thing
to go out of here, or the Superintendent of Education. It
sounds to me like a questionnaire that went out at a local
level by a teacher, and Mr. Speaker, y.. know, who is
setting policy of education in this Territory?

Certainly the question of, you know, as the Minister
says, it's bigger than just the question of education.
Here we work like crazy to get an education system
going in the Territory, we find we're making pretty good
advances. Certainly when you're dealing with the kinds
of situations we do in Yukon, there are set-backs. When
you are dealing with native people, there are set-backs.
You can’t please everybody, but I think we're getting
there, but if we take the kind of steps that I hear now,
that are being asked for, I think we’re going to go back
ten steps rather than go ahead one or even remain
status quo, Mr. Speaker. I've seen this happen in other
jurisdictions and believe you me, it isn’t very nice.
When we get back and we make the full circle, we've
wasted alot of time and a lot of money and the lives of a
lot of good children who are certainly impeded with
respect to their education process. It’s not a very nice
thing.

Mr. Speaker, I will not vote in favour of the motion in
its present form.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Hootalinqua?

Mr.Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker, although I may not
be voting for the motion in its present form, I'm cer-
tainly glad to see it here this morning and I'm not glad
about what happened in Haines Junction. However, I've
said this before and I'm going to say it again, that let’s
put the blame right where it belongs and before I'm
through here I think I'll prove that I'm right.

It may be the people and the Committee are not al-
together to blame for what’s happened here today. I
think it was some time ago that I put a motion to this
House and it was voted on unanimously, went through,
to have the federal and the territorial governments
come up with a policy as to Indian education in itself.
That has been, I think, three or four or five months past,
and I haven't heard a word or a sign of anything since
and I'd like to say, Mr. Speaker, I think that the federal
government and the territorial government and that’s
us, all of us here, are not sitting down and taking hold of
the reins and doing what we should be doing.

The education process is something that this govern-
ment should be absolutely responsible for and as far as
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committees in little small towns, little districts are con-
cerned, they are a wonderful thing and the people
should be heard from and listened to by the government.
But in no way, shape or form should we go to the extent
as a government, to ask people to have a plebiscite or
anything that is going to split them up in those places, at
the local level. And this is exactly what we're going in
this House and have done before in matters not only in
education, but in others too.

And the Minister says we do not want to use our chil-
dren as pawns, and I agree absolutely. We musy have
somewhere a policy that says we either teach them
Indian education in our school or we don’t. And when we
go to somebody and give them three options as to
whether their children should come to school and be
there for two or three hours a day or should they go
home and wash dishes or whatever, I think we're neg-
lecting our duty. Somewhere along the line we have
neglected it up until now. Now is the time to maybe
repair it before we have some more problems in the
Yukon. I'm not blaming that Committee, I'm not blam-
ing the native people or the Native Brotherhood. I don't
know about the allegations because I haven’t really
seen them myself and anything that’s in the paper I
don’t really care if I ever see. If it was made in this
House, right here where I can hear it, then I'll under-
stand and say you go your way, I'll go mine, but I
haven’'t heard that, and I feel for that Committee, but I
also feel for the native people, that sometimes dohave a
problem.

I think it’s time we sit down and just say whether that
education is going to be taught in our schools or is it not
going to be taught in our schools. And, the people we're
speaking of have the prerogative, they can say, okay,
you're not going to teach it to us, we will go on our own
and have it. The federal government gives them that
right and that is a right. We have no right to interfere
with that, but in the democratic process we want to ask
them to go along with us. But we're not doing it this way,
Mr. Speaker, and we're not doing, dropping the burdon
onto small school committees and L.1.D.’s or little dis-
triets or going to the parents and then giving them the
actual option of saying, T don't have to send my kid to
school today. I know the basic rights of a human being, I
agree on. Many times we have fought in this House for
them, but there are certain things that have to be run by
the government, have to be controlled and you just don’t
run around with pieces of paper asking people whether
you're going to teach education. Every dollar in this
country is coming from every taxpayer in this country
to provide this education.

It’s not coming from two or three people from Haines
Junction, or Teslin, or Watson Lake, who might say, oh,
we don’t want our child to have this and that and the
other thing.

This is Canada-wide, nation-wide, and it is Yukon-
wide, and that's where it sits in this House today, and I
hope it actually boils down to where we sit down and
make up our minds as to what we are going to do. Asfar
as clearing the Committee, I would love to vote for a
motion to clear any person’s name that has been proba-
bly opposed or been slandered or anything in this effect
but, Mr. Speaker, I can’t really vote for a motion when I
have no actual facts as to just how it all came about.

The last word that I will say is that it is our responsi-
bility as Government for education, and I'll include the



other one while I'm here because it has something to do
with this, because it has turned into the same episode,
the same thing as the education, is the liquor. There is
another one that was brought in under this same situa-
tion and we're going to have a problem with that one. It
is just a reminder that the two of them are very much
alike.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse West?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Speaker, [ have every sym-
pathy for the Minister of Education this morning, who is
in a very difficult position. He has an Education Ordi-
nance which he has been following and which his offi-
cials have been following. They are trying to implement
a policy for Native Language programs which is laid
down. They have gone by the book, all the procedural
requirements have been met and they are still being
accused of a number of very serious things, as is the
School Committee. I welcome this motion as an oppor-
tunity to at last come to grips with this thing at a level
which the public can understand. We are being asked to
say, once and for all, through an independent and abso-
lutely unbiased authority, whether or not this matter
has been handled in a fair and equitable way for the
people of that community.

I would welcome the intervention at this time of
someone of the professional qualifications of the Chief
Electoral Officer, whether or not he may be available or
whether he may name someone in his place to sit and
examine the charges being thrown around quite loosely,
Mr. Speaker, against the people who conducted an opin-
ion poll.

Thave not been involved in this question, Mr. Speaker,
but I can associate myself with the emotional upset felt
by the Minister of Education today, because that is the
same position I have been placed in on a number of
previous occasions, Mr. Speaker, when there have been
allegations made in public through reports that dis-
crimination exists in the extension of Health Care to
Native people in the Yukon, and I have never been in a
position, Mr. Speaker, where I could investigate any
such charges, because there were never any details.
There was nothing ever specific, and I can understand
his personal reactions today, but had there been allega-
tions regarding Health Care and improprieties involy-
ing Native people and their opinions and how it should
be delivered to them, I would grasp such an opportunity
to have an investigation made and to clear the matter
once and for all and to uphold and substantiate the ac-
tions of my officials and all the people involved in deliv-
ering that Care to all the people of the Yukon.

Mr. Speaker, I have to relate to these questions from
my own personal approach, my experiences in the
health area, not education, but I can equate the two
problems because they involve a group of people in the
Yukon who are earnestly searching at this time for
every avenue to establish their particular priorities. I
think that, for the benefit of the Native people, such an
inquiry should be held. Since they themselves are mak-
ing the allegations, surely they would welcome the op-
portunity to have those charges considered by an abso-
lutely impartial authority. Certainly, Mr. Speaker, on
our behalf, I would welcome such an inquiry, because I
am convinced that it will uphold the actions of that
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elected school committee and I am convinced that we
will find, at the end of such an inquiry, that the officials
of this Department have been upheld in their actions.

I would certainly hope, Mr. Speaker, finally, that the
Minister of Education will not consider in any way or
misconstrue in any way the passing of this motion as a
vote of non-confidence in him or his department. I can-
not accept that it could be construed in that way.

I think we’ve reached a stage, Mr. Speaker, in this
whole unfortunate development, where the average
Yukoner is concerned with only one question. Regard-
less of the procedures involved in the department or
how many children’s parents said what, or how many
public meetings were held, the only question before the
public of the Yukon today is whether or not the native
people were barred in any way from making their
wishes known when that Opinion Poll was taken, and if
they were, then the Government of the Yukon must take
steps to ensure that this is remedied, but if they were
not, Mr. Speaker, we can continue with our policy,
which is laid in the Ordinance and approved by this
Government, to provide native language instruction in
the schools of the Yukon.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to vote for this motion. I think
it is our only hope of clarifying the murky waters.

Mr. Speaker: 1Is there any further debate?

Hon.Mr.Lang: Onapointof privilege, Mr. Speaker,
I just want to inform the House that those five students
that have been denied the rights of education, if this
motion passes, their rights will be taken care of forth-
with.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Kluane.

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I think more -- my-
self, more than anyone else in this House, is familiar
with the situation that you were debating today and I'm
appalled at the route that it has taken. I feel quite con-
cerned about the motion that’s here before us for the
simple reason, and I can understand why it’s here, that
the simple reason, had the tables been reversed and the
School Committee or a small group of people in a small
community who are not members of an Indian organi-
zation, had called, filed and thrown charges around,
there wouldn’t be an adjournment of the Orders of the
Day in this House, there wouldn't be the hue and outcry
through the news media; they’d have just been pushed
to one side as a bunch of cranks. That’s what concerns
me. We have, operating in the Yukon today -- and we
talk about democratic rights, basic democratic rights,
every day Yukoners’ basic democratic rights are being
chipped away at and they don’t know it.

We have operating in the Yukon today, a political
machine, a political organization, that has time, lots of
money, apparently lots of it, resource people, man-
power almost unlimited manpower, and they rose into
action. As I said Saturday, they carry out a type of --
they use a type of political assassination technique and
that is what is being used in this instance. It is ludicrous. !
Last week, when the results of the Opinion Poll were
made, they said the results were that way because they
had boycotted it. Then, on Thursday or Friday, they've
forgotten about the boycott excuse and used the excuse



and said the charges that people had been denied the

right to vote. How can you boycott something and then

be denied the right to vote at the polls?

You know, on the basis of charges like that, we are
saying we shall have an investigation. I know what the
results of the investigation will be, quite clearly now;
there’s no doubt in my mind at all. But, Mr. Speaker, the
results of that Opinion Poll could have been different,
quite different, in that community.

And there’s one thing that that political machine bet-
ter realize — that they don’t always push their own
people into line.

You know, the Champagne-Aishihik Band are being
used in this as much as anyone else.

You see, Mr. Speaker, the education consultant for
the native organizations isn’t quite as popular as she
feels that she is, and she wasn’t able to go out and make
these people fall into line behind her. It’s unfortunate
the native organizations don’t spend a little more time
in their communities with their band organizations to
assist them and show them the various routes that they
can go to attain the ends that they want to attain. Now
the Indian organization, the education consultant could
have gone to the Champagne-Aishihik Band, presented
the Indian Language Programs you wanted, and sug-
gested they go to the school committee and see whether
they could work out some arrangement. This wasn’t
done. Instead, they went the route of the school to un-
dermine not only the community, the school committee,
their own people, and to undermine the officials of the

Department of Education.

' I find it rather interesting also, it's completely an
~motional issue, there’s no common sense to any of it.
Nou vnce has the educational value of the course of the
program been assessed. No-one has looked at the course
in the Department of Education to say maybe you
shouldn’t be teaching it this way to get the best value
from it. Instead, we have a teacher who is in his second
year of teaching who had already asked to be transfer-
red out of the community, started the program and all of
a sudden this is the be all and the end all for the Indian
people, and they shouldn't be satisfied with that. If they
are truly interested in getting language instruction and
cultural instruction in the school system, they better get
the best possible they can get for the time that is permit-
ted in the school system, and they haven’t done this at
all. They’ve just taken this one chap at his word and
gone along the band wagon.

It is also interesting that in one of their allegations
they said that 1214 percent of the school time is devoted
to cultural activities and that the native language
course is only taking up 9 percent. Now, that kind of an
argument is fine, but when it’s a misleading argument, I
don’t like it. They failed to say that 121, percent of
instructional time is devoted to recreation and culture
and that includes P.E., music, art and any other cul-
tural activities, such as Indian language. This was
never pointed out to people, their people. Are they pre-
pared to take 9 percent of the time and not have the P.E.
or the music or the art?

The Minister of Education brought up a good point. I
really think the Indian people feel that this is an optional
course. Ireally do think they do. It is not; it is a mandat-

| ory course, because if you don’t want to take it, you go
home or you go to the library, and that is not an optional
course, and herein lies a lot of your problem.
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Mr. Speaker, the effort is being made this morning by
the Honourable Member from Whitehorse South in an
attempt to try to diffuse, probably, is the best word, the
situation to see whether something can be done, and it is
quite a commendable attempt, but, I know and I think
every one of you knows, that if you diffuse this one, it's
going to blow up there and there’ll be another one blow
up there and all you're doing, all we've been doing
lately, is trying to diffuse things but the pressure has
been on. I don’t know what is going to stop this pressure,
but are we going to attempt, every time that pressure is
on, to try to diffuse it? Or are we going to say, enough is
enough is enough? Mr. Minister, you’d better make up
your mind of Y.T.G's role in the Yukon Territory, and
Mr. Minister, you’d better make up your mind about the
Indian Land Claims Settlement and you get in there and
you get it settled and you advise the Indian people that,
unless they are prepared to negotiate a settlement, not
to do it by political pressure, the Federal Government
will remove themselves from the table. That is the only
answer.

It is not fair to native people or to non-native people,
because the hatred, the animosity that is growing up
between the two races as aresult of a few people within
the native organizations who are very intelligent, and I
must commend them for their intelligence, are grinding
this Territory to a halt and they’re creating two camps
and we don’t want that. And every time we give in, the
line gets harder and faster because there is deep-rooted
resentment from a lot of people in the Territory today.
And this is only small peanuts. They’ve ground over that
school committee long gone, they're nothing. They're
just absolutely nothing. You can investigate it, you can
inquire, you're not putting out the fire. I don’t think
you're even defusing it.

Mr. Speaker, if I thought this was a solution, Mr.
Speaker, I would vote for it. If I thought this was a
solution, knowing full well that there was nothing that
was not fair, that was within the law carried out at that
Opinion Poll. I would still, but this is no -- will not put out
the fire. You're just running again.

Mr. Speaker, I will be voting against it.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Whitehorse North Centre,

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, I’ll be support-
ing this resolution. There are several, I would probably
point them out as typographical errors, perhaps in the
motion, that if the House agreed to, would clean it up a
bit. It seems that we had some problems deciding, the
mover the seconder of motion, whether it was a plebis-
cite or opinion poll, or a resolution or a questionnaire
that we were dealing with and it seems that in the first
paragraph, the mover and seconder finally settled on
the Opinion Poll was the official wording and then I'm
sure that they meant to put on April 1st, 1977, because I
believe that was the date on which the Opinion Poll was
held.

Then, in the second ‘‘whereas”, they use question-
naire again. It is not an Opinion Poll. I would think, Mr.
Speaker, that that was a typographical error; that
Members wanted to use the same wording throughout
the motion.

In the fourth paragraph, or the other point that I have,
“that therefore be it resolved that the Government of



Yukon forthwith request the Chief Electoral Officer..."”
I'm a little worried, knowing the conz.itution of the
Canada Elections Act, whether the Chie{ Electorical
Officer can act under the Canada Elections Act in this
manner. And I thank the Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre, because I believe he said in
his statements that he wanted to leave it flexible enough
that the Government, if upon refusal of the Chief Elec-
toral Officer, could go to another impartial authority to
be able to conduct such an investigation and I think that
perhaps when we contact the Chief Electoral Officer,
that that flexibility may have to be left open to Members
of the Government.

I notice also that some Members seem to have diffi-
culty with the second part of the motion, though they
support the first part. It would seem to me Mr. Speaker,
that from the statements of the Haines Junction School
Committee in a letter which was received by all of us
today, that they shouldn’t be having those problems that
they have stated. ‘‘Be it further resolved that until this
matter is resolved, the Native Language Program con-
tinue to be taught during school hours in Haines Junc-
tion”’.

I have a letter, that is dated today, April 16th, I'm
sorry, Mr. Speaker, from Mr. Istchenko, the Chairman
of the Haines Junction School Committee. It says, It is
important to note that because we as a Committee were
unable at the time to interpret the community’s views
on the language course, we agreed that the course will
continue until we were in a position, based on local
public opinion, to make a decision.

Further in the letter he also states, 21r. Speaker, “If
the poll had indicated support of the Indian Language
being taught during school hours, then our recommen-
dation would have been that it be taught”.

So the allegations on the Opinion Poll are, by one
group of people, that it wasn’t conducted properly, the
other group say that it was conducted properly, and I
think that the School Committee agrees that the status
quo should have remained until the questionaire was
settled. That’s exactly what this motion is saying, until
the allegations are proved correct or incorrect , keep
the status quo, the teaching of native Language Prog-
ram in the Haines Junction School.

So I have no problem with that part of the motion at
all.

I'd like to commend and compliment all Members of

the House for their contribution to the debate. I think
that we’d be pulling an ostrich act if we hid our head in
the sand and said that, you know, that we aren’t dealing
with a brush fire on a political confronted basis at this
moment. I think we’re all intelligent enough to realize
that and we’re trying to defuse the issue and get out of it
for all people on all sides as best we can at the moment.
It seems that this is what this Government is doing on a
day to day basis, is fighting crisis as they’re presented
on a day to day basis and dealing with brush fires in the
best way we can on a day to day basis. I think that that’s
all that we can be prepared to do at this moment, be-
cause we do have a large responsibility in dealing with
all the people of the Yukon Territory in trying to run as
efficient and as good a government as we possibly can
on behalf of all the people of the Yuken at any given
time.

I think there is another application and I know that
we’ve all heard it on an awful lot of occasions, and that is
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that the true test of a democracy, Mr. Speaker, is how
well they do treat their minorities. We know that the
native people of the Yukon are a significant minority of
our population. We know that they are presently in the
planning council for the settlement of a Yukon Indian
Land Claims and we know that they are under a certain
amount of pressure, as we 2all are.

I still believe, and I have to, Mr. Speaker, because if I
didn’t, I could no longer be a part of this Government,
and I would no longer really want to be a person who
wanted to live in the Yukon Territory. I believe that
there are forces at work trying to pull us apart in the
Yukon today that have never been here as long as I have
been in the Yukon and it’s going on twenty years this
Spring. We can’t give in to those forces, Mr. Speaker, we
have to fight brush fires at every opportunity and we
have to stick with a basic premise that the Indian people
of the Yukon do believe in their stated goal of not split-
ting the Yukon apart along racial lines, we have to be-
lieve that the twelve members of this Legislative As-
sembly are serious in deciding and agreeing in exactly
the same principle, that we are going to do everything in
our power to not allow the luxury of the Yukon being
split apart, along racial lines, that we are going to even-
tually have these brush fires settled, that we are going
to come up with a just and expeditious Yukon Indian
Land Claims that are going to allow a one government
structure and all of us to face the future together on a
very optimistic note.

I’ know a lot of my colleagues don’t believe, from what
they see happening on a weekly, monthly, and yearly
basis, that this is possible. It's up to all the twelve Mem:
bers in this Legislative Assembly to make it possible, to
make it happen and also all those involved on the other
side in the Indian organizations, and we’ve just got to
get out of this series of systems. The political confronta-
tions that rock us on a day to day basis, because if we
don’t by the time the Yukon Indian Land Claims Settle-
ment is settled, the polarization will be so great and the
scars so deep and so many of us affected so greatly that
it’s going to take years and years, in fact a lifetime, of
attempts to pull us back together again. I don’t believe
anybody wants that. I just believe that we've got to get
out of this system of bringing it down to the political
arena on every issue and confronting each other on a
political basis, because nobody is a winner.

Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member who moved the
Motion said it so well, let’s not lose sight, the matter or
urgent public importance is that Yukon kids are pres-
ently pulled out of Yukon schools over a political con-
frontation. Let’s for God’s sake, Mr. Speaker, get rid of
that political confrontation so that the kids can get back
to school where they belong and where we all want
them.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?
The Honourable Member from Ogilvie?

Ms. Millard: Mr. Speaker, I've lost track of the
number of time that I've stood in this House and asked
for an education policy that dealt with native people.
I've lost track of it, and I know that the Member fro
Hootalinqua has also lost track of the number of time
have requested this.

I really feel that the attitude of the Department of



—

Eduction has created this situation as it presently is.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order here,
I think enough is enough. I've promised this House, I
made a commitment that I would be coming in with a
Paper to this House and it will be here at the end of this
Session, I will not allow my Members of my Department
to be castigated by some member of this House who has
no idea what the hell she is talking about.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Would the Honourable Member kindly keep his re-
marks parliamentary.

The Honourable Member from Ogilvie?

Ms. Millard: Mr. Speaker, I was appalled to hear the
remarks of the Minister of Education this morning
when he will not support a Motion which gives every
opportunity for the democratic process to continue, as it
should. I am also appalled that he has taken a position
on this Motion which opposes the teacher that is in-
volved, the principal that is involved, the Superinten-
dent that’s involved, a position which was supported by
the Yukon Teacher’s Association. It has been made pub-
lic that they understand that this was done properly. I
feel that if the Minister is ashamed, as he says, of the
officers that he directs, then I have no other alternative
but to ask for his resignation. If he cannot run his De-
partment to the benefit of the students in Haines Junc-
tion as well as his students everywhere else, native or
white, then we have to take a close look at what kind of
job he’s doing.

I don’t know how many times as I said, that I feel this
Legislature and this Department is heading towards a
dual education system. We have not responded respon-
sibly to the native concerns in the Yukon in education.
There have been many, many attempts to gain some
sort of definite policy on Indian education; there has
beenno response, it’s been emotional, it's been political,
it has not been rational. All that the native people have
ever asked for was arational policy on native eduction,
some kind of recognition of the fact that there are prob-
lems, that there are ‘“‘Barriers to Native Education.”

That is a booklet which I had tabled in the House
which took about a month to discuss because it became
so emotional and so political and it shouldn’t have. They
are facts, they are simple facts that have to be faced in
the Yukon and we are not facing them. If this House
votes against this House today, we are just going one
further step towards a dual education system and we
will go down in history as being responsible for it.

Mr. Speaker: Any further debate?
The Honourable Member from Klondike.

Mr. Berger: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have no problem
voting for the motion and I think the opinion of some of
the Members of this House is getting carried away. It’s
not a question of a vote of confidence for the Minister.
It’s just a question of trying to defuse a local issue before
it becomes a Yukon-wide issue. I still have questions
and doubts in my mind concerning the people in the
education consultant field of the YNB, CYI, if youreally
speak for all the people in this Territory. And I think
only after we difuse this issue and we do get an unbiased
opinion if that questionaire was run on a democratic
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basis or undemocratic basis, only then can this House
come up with a debate and come up with a correct
question to revamp, if necessary, the legislation on edu-
cation. And I think this is all this motion asks for, to
defuse one volatile issue at this time and nothing else.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Pelly
River.

Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'll be support-
ing this motion, because I believe in democracy. That
means equality, not ignorance. I have had a personal
example of what people believe equality is. I don’t be-
lieve in the direction we’re going where you have
psychological guerrilla warfare going on in Yukon
based on communistic attitudes. Like I say, I believe in
democracy, Mr. Speaker, what we’re saying today is.
only a minor example of what may come. My word of
advice to people who are taking advice, do not try the
public’s patience and do not push them beyond the
brink. A silent majority of the Yukon and this country
will turn around and say, ‘‘Enough is enough.”

I don’t want to see the United States appear and the
way they handled their problem. I don’t want to see
United Kingdom situation here where innocent people
were hanged by power poles. Don’t push the public of
the Yukon. You are walking on quicksand. If we are to
resolve the situation and find solutions amicable to all,
we have to work together. But if you want to play with
voo doo dolls and start sticking pins into the people who
are trying to do jobs for the majority of people, whether
it be a school board committee, whether it be the Gov-
ernment of the Yukon or that it be a native organization,
we should be able to do it together.

But don’t insult the intelligence of honest, decent, law
biding people, because those people are in the majority.
And those people will win. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker: Are you prepared for the question?
Seme Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?

Some Members: Division.

Some Members: agreed.

Mr. Speaker: Division has been called.

It has been moved by the Honourable Member from
Whitehorse South Centre, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Mayo:

WHEREAS there have been serious allegations made
by the Yukon Native Brotherhood that basic democratic
rights were denied the Indian people during an opinion:
pollon April, 1977, at Hines Junction, Y.T., concerning a
native language program in the Haines Junction-:
School, and .

WHEREAS the people who conducted the oponion poll
deny such allegations,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the govern-
ment of the Yukon forthwith request the Chief Electoral
officer to conduct an investigation into these allega-
tions, and

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED that if such investiga-
tion shows these allegations to be valid, a further opin-



ion poll be conducted under the auspices of the Yukon
Territorial Government, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that until this matter
is resolved, the native language programme continue to
be taught during school hours in Haines Junction.

Madam Clerk, would you poll the House.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mr. McKinnon?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Agree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mrs. Whyard?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Agreed.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Mr. McIn-
tyre?

Mr. Mclntyre: Yea.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Mr.
Berger?

Mr. Berger: Agree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Mr. Hib-
berd?

Mr. Hibberd: Agreed.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Mr. Flem-
ing?

Mr. Fleming: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Ms. Mil-
lard?

Ms. Millard: Agree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Mr.
MeCall?

Mr. McCall: Agree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Mrs. Wat-
son?

Mrs. Watson: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member Mr.
Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Nay.

Madam Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results of division
are: seven yea, four nay.

Mr. Spea’ter: I must declare that the motion has car-
ried.

(Motion carried)
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Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Pelly
River?

Mr. McCall: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I would move that this
House do now return to Orders of the Day.

Mr. Speaker: Is there a seconder?
It has been moved by the Honourable Member from
Pelly River, seconded by the Honourable Member from

Klondike, that this House return to Orders of the Day.
Are you prepared for the question?

Some Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: I shall declare that motion as carried.
(Motion carried)

Mr. Speaker: I think, in view of the time, we will stand
the House, and recess until 1:30 p.m.

(Adjourned)

Mr. Speaker: I will now call the House to order.
We will at this time proceed under Orders of the Day
to Motions.

MOTIONS
Item Number 1

Madam Clerk: Item 1, standing in the name of the
Honourable Member, Mr. Fleming.

Mr. Speaker: Is the Honourable Member prepared
to discuss Item Number 1 today?

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Hootalinqua, seconded by the Honoura-
ble Member from Klondike;

THAT the Third Report of the Standing Committee on
Statutory Instruments presented April 14, 1977 be con-
curred in.

Some Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: Question has been called, are you ag-
reed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: I shall declare that the motion is car-
ried.

(Motion carried)
Mr. McCall: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, this

particular report was tabled April 14th and I think ever;
Member had an opportunity to peruse over it.



Mr. Speaker: We will proceed to Item 2.
Item Number 2

Madam Clerk: Item 2, standing in the name of the
Honourable Member, Mr. Lengerke.

Mr. Speaker:
discuss Item 2?

Is the Honourable Member repared to

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the
Honourable Member from Klondike:

THAT WHEREAS it appears that the citizens of both
Yukon and Alaska are desirous of having the Carcross-
Skagway Road opened and maintained on a year-round
basis;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT it is the opinion of this
House that the Yukon Territorial Government contact
the Government of the State of Alaska to attempt to
arrange for a preliminary joint investigation and report
outlining required maintenance schedules and costs
which will provide for a ‘‘year-round” traffic move-
ment along the Carcross-Skagway Road and further
that a cost sharing agreement be discussed and im-
plemented if all parties can accept the terms of such an
agreement.

The Honourable Member from Whitehorse River-
dale?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I, in putting a mo-
tion forward, I would hope that Members don’t have too
much difficulty with it. It is very straightforward. I
think that during budget time we heard some discus-
sions with respect to the Carcross-Skagway Road and
the maintenance schedules that have now been set up
for it in the event when it is completed. Also we heard,
Mr. Speaker, that there is a very distinct possibility that
it will not be opened on a year-round basis and there is
some question with respect to the cost of maintenance
for that period of time.

So, Mr. Speaker, the intent of the motion was to pro-
vide some direction to the government, to the depart-
ment to do a little further investigation to come up with
some costs and just find out what is involved in provid-
ing year-round maintenance to that particular high-
way, when in fact it is opened up.

This motion, on the day I presented it, I heard some
giggling and I don’t know if the giggling was in respect
to the motion or not, and if it was that’s fine, but I also
say it's not such a foolish motion, Mr. Speaker. The
House, the Senate in the State of Alaska passed a motion
very similar on exactly the same day. They introduced
it and passed it and it has now been referred to the House
of Representatives and they are discussing it this very
afternoon, exactly the same thing. So, in fact, it is not
just a motion that’s nonsensical, it’s something that
provides for a future requirement for Yukon, as well as
Alaska and I would hope that Members would see fit to
support it.

I would ask that if the motion is accepted, that copies
be sent to the Prime Minister of Canada as well as the
Governor of the State of Alaska.

Mr. Speaker, I have copies of the particular motion
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and I'll ask that they be circulated so that Members will
know.

Mr. McCall: I'm just curious if the second camera
that’s in the Public Gallery, has had the permission of
this House to record these particular --

Mr. Speaker: Permission has been given.

Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse North
Centre?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Speaker, I rise in just true
amazement of the sensitivity of the Honourable
Member from Riverdale. If there’s one thing I didn’t
think a politician was was quite as thinskinned as the
Honourable Member has shown to be, that my col-
leagues on the Executive Committee were having a
chuckle at our own expense over a much different mat-
ter than the point that the Honourable Member was
raising when he brought forward the resolution. I
apologize on behalf of my colleagues and myself if we
hurt the sensitivities of the Honourable Member from
Riverdale. I'm sure that when he’s been in the game as
long as I have, I hope that he won’t be quite as sensitive
as he is at the present moment, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Kluane?
Mrs. Watson: Mr. Speaker, I have a little concern

with this of course. Always true to my area, Mr.
Speaker, the road isn’t even built yet, and now we are
looking at -- it isn’t built under the terms that it was
supposed to be built under and already, we are asking
for more.

I, personally, would like to see the road built, first of
all, because the priorities of the Government of the Un-
ited States are to pave the Haines Road and the North
Alaska Highway and it might be that a decision will
have to be made whether the Carcross-Skagway road is
maintained on a twelve month basis or whether the
paving program will be carried out from Whitehorse to
Haines Junction to tie into the other paved access to a
port. I think we are being premature in-- I can go along
with the motion to have the financing estimates done but
then a cost-sharing agreement be discussed and im-
plemented if all parties can accept the terms of such an
agreement,

My back is really up when I read part of this motion. I
will read:

“BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legisla-
ture, in the spirit of friendship and great respect for a
northern neighbour, request the federal Government of
Canada to authorize and direct the Commissioner of the
Yukon Territory to enter into an agreement with the
State of Alaska..."”.

Mr. Speaker, anybody who tells our government to
direct our Commissioner, I can’t look upon as a friendly
neighbour.

Mr. Speaker:
Whitehorse West?

The Honourable Member from



Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Well, Mr. Speaker, I think that
the Honourable Member’s remarks should be taken in
the context of our complete failure to tell the rest of the
world what system of government we have here and it is
not their fault, that is ours.

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this motion is probably the
result of a meeting which the Honourable Member from
Riverdale and I attended some weeks ago with rep-
resentatives from Haines, Juneau and Skagway on a
number of matters of joint interest, one of which was the
Carcross-Skagway Road. Most of them have come on
the scene politically and from Chambers of Commerce
since the first moves were made decades ago to have
that road constructed. It was something of a joke to
many people there to find, to learn for the first time that
it was not an all-weather road, that it had not been
designed as an all-weather road, that the people who
had finally managed to hammer the thing through three
different governments had thought themselves pretty
successful to get any kind of a road approved, and that it
was designed only for summer use in its initial state.

Also questions asked at that meeting concerned the
amount of heavy freight traffic which would be using
the road to justify year-round maintenance costs and
another unpleasant little surprise confronted us at that
point when we found that, of course, the bridges had not
been designed for heavy trucks, but only for pleasure
traffic. So, Mr. Speaker, I have sympathy with the Hon-
ourable Member in the intent of this motion. Everybody
would like to have year-round roads and particularly
the people on the Skagway end who feel cut off from
access from the rest of the world many times during the
winter when aircraft is unable to land there and the
initiative certainly comes from the Alaska side as well
as from the Yukon.

I wish the Honourable Member luck. I think he’s not
going to get very far even if the motion is passed, but the
intent is there and it’s a motherhood as far as I'm con-
cerned, I'd like to see that road open year-round. I don’t
know how much it’s going to cost. This motion asks that
somebody find out how much it would cost. I pointed out
to the people from the Alaska side at the meeting which 1
referred to, Mr. Speaker, that they are in the best posi-
tion to provide those costs because they have all the
records on the Haines Highway which originally was
only a seasonal road and which is now year-round.

I think this might start somebedy looking at the costs,
whether it’s done on the American side or whether it’s
done on ours is immaterial as long as we get some
information.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Hootalinqua?

Mr. Fleming: Yes,, Mr. Speaker, I won't belabour
the subject too long. I will be voting for the motion
because I don't think it’s such a bad motion. We are
asking to start getting prepared to do something.

The Honourable Member from Kluane got quite ex-
cited over the request that the federal Government of
Canada authorize and direct the Commissioner. Actu-
ally, itis only asking them to request this if they feel that
it was necessary and I don’t know how else we could
actually get it done other than through the federal gov-
ernment. So, they must go from there to the Commis-
sioner and down to the bottom. I have no problem with
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that. I realize that this road may get paved hopefully
before the pavement goes in through to Haines and so
forth and so on, but being as it is in my constituency, I
would hate to disagree with this. I think I will have to
back the motion definitely.

I'm a little afraid, as the Minister of Health has said,
that there will probably be not too much come of it,
because so many times we tried to get something done
and it’s really a problem, but I will be voting for it. I
have no actual problem with it whatsoever.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?
Are you prepared for the question?

Some Members: Question.
Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?
Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: I shall declare that the motion is car-
ried.

( Motion carried)
Item Number 3

Madam Clerk: Item 3, standing in the name of the
Honourable Member, Mr. Berger.

Mr. Speaker: Is the Honourable Member prepared
to discuss Item 3 today?

Mr. Berger: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Klondike, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Pelly River:

THAT WHEREAS the present situation of non-
available or very expensive insurance creates a hard-
ship to the people of Yukon;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT it is the opinion of this
House that the Socio-Economic Planning Unit examine
in detail and appraise the economic possibility of estab-
lishing a Yukon Government-owned insurance corpora-
tion and report back with their findings at the Fall Sit-
ting of this House.

The Honourable Member from Klondike?

Mr. Berger: Yes, Mr. Speaker, again I think it is a
straightforward motion and I don’t think it needs much
of a debate. We debated the Bill on Insurance three
times already in this House. I think there was enough
facts and figures came out of it, the hardship that it does
exist in the Territory. Now, what I am really asking for
is to examine the possibility if we could afford a Yukon-
owned insurance corporation.

I would like to see, and the reason I didn’t put it into
the motion, is the possibility to examine for the Plan-
ning Unit, maybe the possibility of tying ourselves up
with B.C. or Saskatchewan or Manitoba Insurance cor-
porations. I don’t know if it is constitutionally possible
for those provinces to get into an agreement like this.

Neither did I spell out what insurance I want. I would
like to see vehicle insurance, general insurance.

I further would like to see also the possibility investi-



gated of a Yukon Government owned Pension Plan,
because I think there’'s a lot of money could be raised in
the Territory which right now leaves the Territory. So, 1
leave it with the Members of this House and I hope it
passes this House.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from
Hootalinqua.

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I would rise in
support of this motion, too. We're twenty years too late
and hopefully we may do something now. I have no
problem with this one whatsoever. Any time that the
Government makes mandatory that you do get insur-
ance for your car and then says you go and get it from
just whoever you can and wherever you can, at what-
ever the price anybody wishes to pay for it, it's time that
we implemented not only this motion but what this mo-
tion asks for.

1 will go on farther than just our car. When the Gov-
ernment of the Yukon Territory can come up with legis-
lation saying that we can loan people $50,000.00,
$60,000.00, $100,000.00, $20,000.00, whatever, to build
small businesses, to do these such things and then in
that mortgage or whatever or on an agreement state
that you will cover that with insurance and then when
that person or persons or companies or whatever has to
go to a private concern, which is nothing to do with the
government and can have noreal regulations over them
controlling them or their prices that they may charge,
then I say it’s time that the Government sat on that one,
too, and started looking after it. Therefore, Mr.
Speaker, I have no problem with the motion what-
soever.

Mr. Speaker: Any further debate?
The Honourable Minister of Education?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, unfortunately, I
didn’t get an opportunity over the weekend to have a
good look at this particular motion.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: What were you doing?

Hon. Mr. Lang: [ realize how important the motion
is. I think that you're looking at very many aspects in
relationn to this particular motion when you’re talking
about insurance and I'm very concerned, Mr. Speaker,
that you're asking an impossible task. I think the most
immediate task that’s facing this Government is to in-
vestigate the area of fire insurance. This is the area I
think most people are very badly affected in and I would
move, Mr. Speaker, that this motion be moved inte
Committee for further discussion.

Mr. Speaker: Is there a seconder?
Mr. Hibberd: I’ll second that.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Porter Creek, seconded by
the Honourable Member from Whitehorse South
Centre, that Item 3, Resolution Number 16, be moved
into Committee of the Whole for further discussion.

Are you prepared for the question?
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Some Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Some Members: Disagreed.

Mr. Speaker: Division has been called.

1t has been moved by the Honourable Member from
Klondike, seconded by the Honourable Member from
Pelly River, THAT, WHEREAS the present situation of
non-available or very expensive insurance creates a
hardship to the people of Yukon, BE IT RESOLVED
THAT it is the opinion of this House that the Socio-
Economic Planning Unit -

Sorry, I erred in preparing the original motion.

It has been moved by the Honourable Member from
Whitehorse Porter Creek, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse South Centre THAT Resolu-
tion Number 16 be referred to Committee of the Whole.

Madam Clerk, would you kindly poll the House?

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mr. McKinnon?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mrs. Whyard?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Agreed.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr. McIn-
tyre?

Mr. McIntyre: Nay.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr.
Berger?

Mr. Berger: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr. Hib-
berd?

Mr. Hibberd: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr. Flem-
ing? 2

Mr. Fleming: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Ms. Mil-
lard?

Ms. Millard: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr.
McCall?

Mr, McCall: Disagree.
Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mrs. Wat-



son?
Mrs. Watson: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr.
Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results of the divi-
sion are — one yea, ten nay.

Mr. Speaker: 1mustdeclarethat the Motion has not
carried.

(Motion defeated)

Mr. Speaker: Are you prepared for question on the
Motion?

Some Members: Question.
Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?
Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: I shall declare that the Motion has
carried.

(Motion carried)
Item Number 4

Madam Clerk: Item 4, standing in the name of the
Honourable Member, Mr. Lengerke.

Mr. Speaker: Isthe Honourable Member prepared
to discuss Item 4 at this time?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the
Honourable Member from Pelly River, THAT,
WHEREAS a petition was presented to this House on
March 7, 1977, AND WHEREAS on a number of occa-
sions in the past, requests have been directed to the
Government of Yukon to enact forceable legislation es-
tablishing Animal Control Laws or associated control
measures,

BE IT RESOLVED THAT it is the opinion of this
House that the Yukon Government prepare and intro-
duce at the Fall Session of this Assembly appropriate
amended or new legislation to provide for a realistic
animal control law incorporating provisions for the es-
tablishment of community pastures within the
framework of the joint Federal/Territorial Agricul-
tural Policy which is scheduled for completion by early
1978. .

" The Honourable Member from Whitehorse River-
ale?

Mr. Lengerke: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I know

" we've talked of this subject that we refer to in this Re-
solution many times in this House and, as you recall, we
did have a petition this year with, I think, close to two
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hundred names on it and that was tabled and accepted.

Mr. Speaker, we have since that time also received a
White Paper on community pastures that may be dis-
cussed, or may not be discussed, but I was very pleased,
Mr. Speaker, to see the results of that, that the decision
had been made to send some senior officials of the Fed-
eral Department of Regional Economic Expansion, the
PFRA Unit, to come and to assess the situation with
respect to the establishment, or possible establishment,
of community pastures in Yukon.

Asaresultof the investigation that those people might
carry out, the Government will probably come up with
some kind of a policy and I would hope that we might see
the introduction of some new legislation or amended
legislation that would tighten up, certainly, the situa-
tion with respect to herd laws in Yukon this coming fall.

Also, Mr. Speaker, the motion calls for just to incor-
porate provisions for the establishment of Community
Pastures within the framework of the joint Federal-
Territorial Agricultural Policy, which apparently is
scheduled for early 1978 and, as you know, under the
Yukon Act, the Territorial Government has the respon-
sibility for agriculture, including the policies and prog-
rams for the support services and agricultural de-
velopment in the Territory.

Certainly if the event -- if it comes that the Territorial
Government is going to support the concept of commun-
ity pastures, then we should have provisions in that
agreement whereby we can establish community pas-
tures and that’s exactly what this motion is calling for. I
would hope that Members would have no difficulty with
it whatsoever.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Local
Government.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Now, Mr. Speaker, with re-
spect, the motion doesn’t call for that at all. It tells us to
prepare and introduce at the Fall Session of this Assem-
bly, appropriate amended or new legislation to provide
for a realistic animal control law.

Mr. Speaker, to this point in time, we’ve been very
fortunate in getting senior officials in the Federal De-
partment of Regional Economic Expansion to come to
Yukon and take a look at the problem as it exists of open
range livestock and to advise on the most effective
measures to deal with the problem.

I'm not sure that amended or new legislation is neces-
sary in any way, shape or form to deal with this prob-
lem. What we have stated, what we want to get is the
expertise and the opinions of experts on the problem to
tell us what to do and I think the motion is now redun-
dant because it’s calling on us to prepare or introduce
new or amended legislation when we don’t even know
whether new or amended legislation is necessary in any
way, shape or form.

Certainly the proper thing is to realize that, because
of the motions that have been passed in this House, the
Government has acted on the motions, has done what
this House wanted to do. Now we're going to see what
those people who are knowledgeable in this field, which
I am not in any way, shape or form, say is the best
method of controlling this in the Yukon Territory. Cer-
tainly, the House shouldn’t direct us to amend or bring

" innew legislation until we have the results of the experts

telling us what is the best method of controlling these



animals on open range in Yukon.

I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that Members either
amend the motion or change it, or the motion is redun-
dant with the White Paper that has been presented be-
fore this House, and I certainly cannot accept direction
on something of which we know nothing at this time.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member from Klon-
dike.

Mr. Berger: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I'm in sympathy
with the Honourable Member from Riverdale but I can-
not vote for his motion, especially in, as the Honourable
Minister of Local Government stated, there’'s a White
Paper here; I cannot see either how we can direct the
Government into something when there’s a possibility
of a commitment coming up from another senior gov-
ernment, from the Federal Government, not until 1978,
and yet the mover of this motion wants it by this fall, at
the up-coming Session. I can’t see how we could possibly
direct our government into coming up with an intellig-
ent ordinance. We’re going to end up with another piece
of paper, of legislation, which nobody can make head or
tail of.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?
The Honourable Member from Whitehorse River-
dale?

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, I certainly can accept
some of the comments because I'm just as pleased as
anybody else that we did receive the White Paper and
the information on the establishment of -- or the fact that
somebody is going to take a look at the establishment of
community pastures. I could suggest an amendment if
Members would see fit, and I would amend it in this
way, that the last half of the Motion, if some Member
would do this for me,

BE IT RESOLVED THAT it is the opinion of this
House that the Yukon Government incorporate provi-
sions for the establishment of community pastures
within the framework of the joint Federal/Territorial
Agricultural Policy which is scheduled for completion
by early 1978.

I think that, Mr. Speaker, would eliminate, certainly,
the comments made with respect to the fact that we
want the Government to introduce new legislation this --
we should be awaiting the results of the investigation
that is going to occur this summer.

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: On a point of order, Mr.
Speaker, we then presume that they are going to come
up with a community pasture. They might have a com-
pletely different concept. Certainly the proper method,
if the Honourable Members would so do, is to, with the
concurrence of a seconder, is to remove the motion,
because Government has already acted on the motions
that came, prior, to this House and we will be bringing
the results of the opinion of the experts to this House just
as soon as they are available.

Mr. Speaker: Is there any further debate?

The Honourable Member from Whitehorse Riverdale
has now twice spoken and, in fact, closed the debate.

Are you prepared for the question?
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Some Members: Question.
Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?
Some Members: Disagree.
Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: Division has been called.

It has been moved by the Honourable Member from
Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Pelly River, THAT, WHEREAS a peti-
tion was presented to this House on March 7, 1977, AND
WHEREAS, on a number of occasions in the past, re-
quests have been directed to the Government of Yukon
to enact forceable legislation establishing Animal Con-
trol Laws or associated control measures, BE IT RE-
SOLVED THAT IT IS THE OPINION OF THIS House
that the Yukon Government prepare and introduce, at
the Fall Session of this Assembly, appropriate amended
or new legislation to provide for a realistic animal con-
trol law incorporating provisions for the establishment
of community pastures within the framework of the
joint Federal/Territorial Agricultural Policy which is
scheduled for completion by early 1978.

Madam Clerk, would you poll the House?

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mr. McKinnon?
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mrs., Whyard?
Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Mr. Lang?
Hon. Mr. Lang: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr. McIn-
tyre?

Mr. McIntyre: Nay.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr.
Berger?

Mr. Berger: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr. Hib-
berd?

Mr. Hibberd: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr. Flem-
ing?

Mr. Fleming: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Ms. Mil-
lard?

Ms. Millard: Disagree.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr.
McCall?



Mr. McCall: Agreed.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mrs. Wat-
son?

Mrs. Watson: Nay.

Madam Clerk: The Honourable Member, Mr.
Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Yea.

Madam Clerk: Mr. Speaker, the results of the divi-
sion are: two yea, nine nay.

Mr. Speaker: I must declare that the Motion has
been defeated.

(Motion defeated)

Mr. Speaker: May I have your further pleasure?
The Honourable Member from Pelly River?

Mr. McCall: Iwould move that 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 Pelly River, seconded by the Honourable
Member from Hootalinqua, that Mr. Speaker do now
leave the Chair and that the House resolve into Commit-
tee of the Whole.

Are you prepared for the question?

Some Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: I shall declare the Motion as carried.
(Motion Carried)
(Mr. Speaker leave chair)
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Mr. Chairman: I call this Committee to order.

This afternoon we will proceed with the consideration
of the Recreation Development Ordinance and if we're
successful in completing that, we will consider the
further amendments to the Insurance Ordinance fol-
lowed by the Real Estate Agents’ Licensing Ordinance.

As far as the latter is concerned, there are proposed
amendments that have been brought forward, I would
suggest that if they could be distributed now for Mem-
bers consideration before we actually come on to—

Mrs. Watson?

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I have a point of
privilege. During the noon hour, I had a report, I haven’t
been able to substantiate it, that this morning out at the
Haines Junetion School, a reporter was out there inter-
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viewing children regarding this whole question. I would
like to see it investigated and I would like to see a stop
put to the fact that reporters are using the children in
the school.

Mr. Chairman: Do you have a motion, Mrs. Watson?
Mr. McCall.

Mr. McCall: I'm just wondering, Mr. Chairman, if we
could point out just which element of reporting that is
taking place in Haines Junction, knowing everybody’s
thoughts on this particular matter.

Mr. Chairman: Mrs. Watson.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I brought it up as a point
of privilege, I wouldlike the department to investigate it
immediately.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, I'll see forthwith that
we look into the situation and bring the information
back to all Members.

Mr. Chairman: I'll declare a brief recess.
RECESS

Mr. Chairman: I call this Committee to order.
Mr. Lang.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
privilege to verify the statement that was made by the
Honourable Member from Kluane just prior to recess.
Apparently there was a CBC reporter in the school and 1
referred it to the Legal Advisor.

Mr. Chairman: Recreation Development Ordinance.
We are presently on Clause 5. Is there further debate on
Clause 57

Some Members: Clear.
Mr. Chairman: Ms. Millard.

Ms. Millard: Mr. Chairman, I've been thinking about
something that was brought up last time concerning the
appointment of the Advisory Boards or Committees and
I find that the information that I would like to see in the
Ordinance is actually in the Regulations discussing
especially how the Recreation Advisory Board is set up,
Yukon Recreation Advisory Committee. There are sev-
eral sections in the Regulations, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, which
delineate what the Recreation Advisory Committee
should do. I'm wondering if the Minister has actually
put any thought into putting it into the Ordinance, rather
than into the Regulations since it doesn’t seem to me
that it is something that would change readily. This is
typical of what our Standing Committee has been deal-
ing with, is this kind of vast numbers of regulations
where the thing could actually be delineated in the Or-
dinance.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang.



Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, there’s been no
thought given to that. We just followed the practice as it
was in the past and it always has been in Regulations
and what we did was put a section in the Ordinance so
that we could make the provisions in the Regulations.

Mr. Chairman: Mr, Fleming?
Ms. Millard?

Ms. Millard: Just a supplementary. Mr. Chairman,
then is there some possibility of the format of the Re-
creation Advisory Committee changing over the next
year or two, or so? Is it that difficult to put it into Ordi-
nance form rather than regulations. Is it going fto
change that regularly?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, there’s no thought of
changing the make-up of the Committee or the duties of
the Committee. That would be a decision that would be
made possibly two or three years down the road, if it
ever comes about.

Mr. Chairman: Ms. Millard?

Ms. Millard: Then why is it in Regulations instead of
in the Ordinance?

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: I thought I'd just explained, Mr.
Chairman, that it was in Regulations prior to this, we
just followed the format 2s was used in prior years.
We’ve made a provision in the legislation to allow for it
in Regulations and that’s why it's in Regulations and I
cannot see any problem with it in regulations.

It would be this House that would decide to all intents
and purposes if there was to be a major change in this
Fitness and Amateur Sports Advisory Board and sub-
sequently the Regulations would be amended at that
time, or possibly the Legislation amended.

Mr. Chairman: Ms. Millard?

Ms. Millard: As it stai.ds now, the whole format can
be changed without reference to us, because it’s not in
the Ordinance, that’s my argument.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Fleming?

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I'm always a little
curious. This is 5(1) we're on now, eh?

Mr. Chairman: Yes.

Mr. Fleming: ‘“Where the Commissioner may, in re-
spect to the Territory, appoint Advisory Boards or
Committees to carry out such duties subject to such
conditions as may be prescribed.” Ifind a little problem
with it just because probably, more so now that we have
had so many problems in the last few days with com-
mittees. I'm wondering if in a committee such as this,
just how much power does the Commissioner give to
this type of Committee.

I wonder if the Minister could just tell me just about
roughly how much power this committee would have in
respect to a small community in saying we will do this or
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we will do that or hold plebiscites and all this sort of
thing, or are they going to be tied down to prescribing as
to how much money should be spent or what type of
activity should be and advise the Commissioner?

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Legal Advisor?

Mr. Legal Advisor: Mr. Chairman, in the drafting of
this, we came across the position that the original base
committee which had been seven and now had become
twelve, was established in Regulations and the Regula-
tions transferred holis bolis across to be part of the
Regulations of this particular Ordinance.

In additon to that, there are other boards and commit-
tees which may be established from time to time, and
particularly out of this Ordinance, dealing with special
games or special trips and it’s impossible to say at this
juncture what power would be given to them. It might be
liaising with the National Body, it might be the Territor-
ial body, it might be team selection, it might be team
training. It could be a number of things, so it’s impossi-
ble in an Ordinance to set out the particular powers or
duties they would have. The basic power to institute
these groups is placed in Section 5 and then the power to
pay them expenses as put in here, the details of the
payment of expenses is then transferred to Regulations.

There will be a number of them over the next few
years and the convenient thing in the drafting was to
place them in Regulations.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. McCall.

Mr. McCall: I think, Mr. Chairman, that we're proba-
bly going to finish up with the same old argument which
the Members of the Statutory Regulations Committee
has been putting forward this last week and a half. I'm
not satisfied with the Bill in its present form for the
simple reason, although we’re not debating the Regula-
tions, I can see a lot of power in these Regulations just
looking at them on the surface, which, in essence, de-
pletes the authority under the Legislation and puts the
emphasis of authority in the Regulations and I’'m not
satisfied with the Bill, unless the Regulations are
documented in such a way they become part of the
Ordinance. I'm a little concerned, being a member of
that Statutory Regulations Committee to see, although
like I say, we're not debating the Regulations, more
authority displaying in the Regulations and not enough
in the Legislation. And I will not be voting to accept the
present amended Ordinance as it sits, or as it’s prop-
osed until I see these Regulations brought into line
properly with the Legislation.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang.

Hon. Mr. Lang:Mr.Chairman, there’s two points here
that you have to look at in 5 (1) and 5 (2). The Regula-
tions makes provision for the Recreation Advisory
Committee that if a member is appointed by each and
every member of this House on that particular Advisory -
Committee. Their duties are outlines in the Regula-
tions.

Now the other area is for Committees such as the
Canada Summer Games Committee, so that we can
organize something for special games, like the Canada
Summer Games so that we get people from the various



areas together and organize it on a Territorial level so
that we get people from the outlying areas participating
in these particular activities.

So, I think that the Honourable Member from Pelly
has raised a good point, but at the same time you need
some flexibility in relation to the setting up of the com-
mittees. Who knows, for an example, Canada Winter
Games, we may have to set up a committee with a little
different criteria. So there has to be some flexibility
within the government in relation to that particular
area. And all I can do is assure Honourable Members
that we have just gone along with the format as was
prior, was outlined in the Regulations, under the Finan-
cial Administration Ordinance in relation to the Recre-
ation Advisory Committee. And it’s not going to be
changed, I assure you it’s not going to be changed.

Mr. Chairman, I think it’s quite evident that if there
were any changes, they would be brought before this
House because every Member is totally involved in that
particular committee because they do have the author-
ity to appoint a member to that particular board.

So there would be no changes without concurrence of
the Members here and I don’t propose to have any
changes, I think they're doing a good job.

Mr. Chairman: [ would also point out that this regu-
lation as it now reads cites that there should be twelve
members, and in the event that a change occurs in the
number of Members of this House, we would have to
bring this Ordinance back to alter it as well, rather than
regulations.

Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Well, Mr. Chairman, if this was the
case, as all Members know, we were asked when we
were first elected whether or not we wanted to increase
the board from seven to twelve and subsequently, I
would think that if the numbers of this House changed
then there would have to be a decision made after the
next election just exactly how they wanted to proceed. If
you had it in legislation it would slow down the process
possibly by a year, by the time the Members were in the
various Executive Committee positions and this kind of
thing before they could bring in the proposed legislation
inorder to accommodate achange. SoIthink you want --
atleast at the present time, you want some flexibility so
that the next Members that are elected to this House
after the next election, the Members can make the
change, or propose a change, and subsequently possibly
even put in the legislation at that time.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. McCall?

Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, the Minis-
ter has my sympathy in what he is trying to achieve, but
as 1 sai‘d a moment ago, I cannot accept the present
}Eggslat!on in its present form because looking at the
lE-'g_lslatlon that is proposed to be changed and the regu-
ations which the Minister was good to give us in ad-
;’ri:nce, proposed changes, it makes substantial refer-
1aﬁ§nt° monetary adjustments under the piece of legis-
di:f?cu?k we all know, each Member of this House, the
legislutf:y Wwe arrive at in dealing with amendments to
b : ion when_lt comes to any appropriation of funds

cently we just went through the budget. If there is
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any reflection to be made concerning adjustments or
disbursements of monies, it shall be within the structure
of the Ordinance and not the regulations. I also believe,
the Minister can correct me if he so wishes, that the
advisory committee was reflected in legislation, not in
regulations where it should be. If it isn’t now, it should
be, not in regulations, it should be reflected in the legis-
lation. It is too important a matter.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, it is reflected in
legislation here. It states very specifically ‘appoint Ad-
visory Boards’ and what we are saying is that up to this
time, there has been no legislation governing recrea-
tion. It’s always been regulation and this is why we are
trying to bring in legislation for recreation so we have a
legislative base to work from so that all Members are
aware of what the government is prepared to do in the
area of recreation. At the same time in relation to what
the Honourable Member has raised, in relation to
monies being allocated in various areas for recreation,
that is all 1aid out in the budget and it can be discussed at
that time. I think, at least at the present time, as we are
going through a state of change and in order to leave
flexibility for the Members that are elected to this
House this coming election, I think it should be left in
regulations and then possibly changed at that time,
rather than now, to leave the flexibility, I honestly do.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. McCall?

Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, accepting
what the Minister has just said, that the advisory com-
mittee is reflected in legislation then I cannot see why
we have approximately five, six subsections as to the
make-up of that particular committee in the regula-
tions. That should be in the legislation also.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, all I can do is echo
support for the Honourable Member from Faro. This is
what occurred to me as well, Mr. Chairman, that I felt
that after going through the regulations, that they
should certainly be part of the Ordinance.

I'velooked at the Capital Assistance Ordinance and a
number of other similar ordinances and we do set out in
legislation the terms of the financial assistance that is
available in somewhat the same manner as we have
here. I have no problem whatsoever with putting these
two together. I would like to recommend, Mr. Chair-
man, that this be done, because I think it would become
a good Ordinance at that time.

I have not too much disagreement with the philosophy
that is expressed either way and my questions would be
very simple, that is to say I would support it. The only
thing that I would ask in addition would be that where
we have the Yukon Recreation Advisory Committee
and we outline the make-up of the Committee, that we
should put one statement in there in very, very general
terms and very short, just what they are supposed to do
in relation to this Ordinance. I know, having talked to
some of the Members, that they would like to see this
happen if in fact it could be in such a general way. If not,
then I wouldn’t attempt it, then we should leave it wide



open, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, if these are the
wishes of the House, we're prepared to look at it.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Berger?

Mr. Berger: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I'm pleased to
hear the Minister say that because I think it's the
privilege of this House, the Members of this House to
appoint the members and my motion was defeated on
Thursday, in which I was trying to come up with an
amendment to the thing, to the advisory committee, by
proposing to have people appointed through each com-
munity, or recognized community organization, which,
as far as I was concerned, would have avoided a possi-
ble 16, 18, 20 membership to the board. We would have
had an established figure of 16 members and this could
have been incorporated in the legislation quite easily.
But, just the same, I would like to see this, what we're
trying now in regulations, being incorporated in the
legislation in front of us.

Mr. Chairman: The Chair records the specific re-
commendation as to what committee is precisely prop-
osing sothat we can give this to the government for their
consideration. So if the Members so concerned would do
that, I'll carry on with subsequent clauses while you're
doing that, okay?

6(1).

(Reads Clause 6)
Mr. Chairman: Mrs. Watson?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, both sections 6 and 7
are quite closely related and they refer to the local
authority. In the definition section, local authority is
defined as ‘‘the council of a municipality or the Board of
Trustees of a Local Improvement District.”

At the present time, a council of a municipality is the
local authority for recreation in the municipality. How-
ever, in Local Improvement Districts, the Local Im-
provement Board is not the local authority for recrea-
tion in that Local Improvement District and that is
where I have the problem. What we would be doing if we
left the legislation as it is now, we would, by law, be
telling any organization within a Local Improvement
District or a community which is part -- a Local Im-
provement District which is part of a community, that
they must have their recreation program operated
through the Local Improvement District Board.

Mr. Chairman, I can see this down the line in the years
to come, but I would be most reluctant to bring it in by
law, right now. I think we should be giving the com-
munities, the people who live in a Local Improvement
District, the opportunity to decide whether they want to
have their recreation program under the authority of
the Local Improvement Board. And anyone who doesn’t
live in one of these areas finds it very difficult to under-
stand what I’m talking about, but it is a very real situa-
tion and I don’t think that we can overlook it and just
sort of push it aside by law.

In communities where a Local Improvement District

Page 763

is part of the community and in the one that I am famil-
iar with, the district itself is a part of the community.
Outside of that district are people who live there, who
have various occupations and also the Indian villages
out of the district. Right at the present time our recrea-
tion program in that community is carried out by a
community organization and quite well. The various
different elements of the community work together on a
recreation program.

It also must be remembered that the community owns
considerable assets and I'm sure that there are many
communities such as this, they outright own halls, skat-
ing rinks, property. It may be different in
municipalities, but in these small communities, the au-
thority that has gone ahead through volunteer, with
some assistance by grants from government, and built
these community facilities, who own the land, is the
authority that carries on the recreation program.

There’s just no doubt in anyone’s mind, this is gradu-
ally changing as people, as communities, take advan-
tage of the Community Assistance Program and get the
90/10 funding, then it’s a different situation. That facil-
ity is under the L.I.D. Board because the Territorial
Government has a ninety per cent interest in that facil-
ity. In the community that I am referring to, the L.1.D.
has absolutely, or the Government of the Territory has
no ninety per cent involvement and these people would
he faced with turning over approximately a quarter of a
million dollar investment and a whole block of 1and and
they own it, and they’re proud of it. They’ve worked for
it, and they would have to turn it over to the L.1.D. which
virtually is another arm of the Government of the Ter-
ritory.

This is where their problem comes in. For two years
now, more than two years, they have been negotiating
and talking with the L.1.D. Board, should the recreation
come under the L.1.D.? They cannot arrive at any con-
sensus and the last was ‘‘no, we're going to try it on our
own the way we have been doing. We'll take advantage
of volunteer work from the community and we’ll try and
carry on our community program ourselves.”

Now, I know that the Minister is just waiting to jump
up to say “‘but section 7..."" and he’s told me this every
time I mention it, and I can’t make him understand, but
a local authority, which would be an L.I.D. may, in lieu
of establishing a recreation board pursuant to section 6,
by bylaw, appoint a community organization to be a
recreation board.

In other words, the L.1.D. could appoint a community
organization that was carrying on that recreation prog-
ram and for that purpose may empower such commun-
ity organization in accordance with such conditions as
may be contained in the bylaw. The L.1.D. will appoint
the board, the recreation board, and can they go outside
the L.1.D. to appoint someone? Can they appoint some-
one from the Indian village to sit on that recreation
board where somebody should be sitting on that recrea-
tion board from the Indian village? If it goes this way,
they won’t be able to and the L.I.D. board will be laying
down the conditions in a bylaw of the recreation prog-
ram and the L.1.D. will have to approve their expendi-
tures. So, they will not have the autonomy that they
have had before.

We are not looking at a community, and I would really
very strongly urge that an amendment be made so that
a community organization, they can make the decision



whether they want the L.1.D. to be the local authority.
As I said, I have no doubt within ten years that they will
be, but let them do it at their own pace and when they are
ready. If wedoit now, by law, you’re changing the whole
concept of recreation in how many L.1.D.’s do we have,
five? Four? Mr. Minister, how many L.I.D.’s - four?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: With the status of L.I.D.’s - of
Haines Junction today?

Mrs. Watson: You tell me?
Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mayo, Watson, Teslin.

Mrs. Watson: Three. You would be disrupting the
whole structure and I think if you do it on a gradual
basis, because there are a lot of things to take into
consideration if you go this route, there’ll be great con-
fusion. If you try and do it all at once, everything’s going
to let loose, so I would suggest that you amend your
legislation so they have the right to choose what way
they want to go.

You're going to say bring in a suggestive motion. I'm
not going to, because I can’t draft it, and I've been
talking to the Legal Advisor about it and he says it's
going to be a difficult thing to draft, however, I don’t
think he’s ever been stumped and I think if he really sets
his mind to it, he could well draft the section that is
required.

Mr. Chairman, I would hope that I would get support
from this House to make it possible to amend this legis-
lation. You couldleave 6 and 7, but you could put another
section in where in the Local Improvement District, or
the communities where a Local Improvement District
is part of it, they still have the right to choose which
should be the local authority.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, the Honourable
Member has raised some very good points and she
keeps putting words in my mouth before I can stand up
and speak. It’s been a very difficult section to draft,
because I fully understand, or at least I think I do, the
situations in the various L.I.D.’s are in a period of trans-
ition.

1 don’t want to force them into things that they don't
want to do. This is not the intent of the Recreation Ordi-
nance. It is to provide a service, an optional service and
if they want to take the opportunity, that is the decision
that they will make.

Ireally haven't had that much time to think about it. I
would like the opportunity to take the recommendations
of the Member and discuss it with the Legal Advisor just
to see what it would do with the intent of the Bill and then
subsequently, I will come back and possibly we can
discuss it further at that time.

Mr. Chairman: You are agreeing to do this -

Hon. Mr. Lang: To look at it.

Mr. Chairman: This week, during this Session so
You can bring it forward.

€ry well, we will stand 6 and 7.
8 — Oh, Ms. Millard?
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Ms. Millard: Mr. Chairman, just while he is looking
into that, if he could also take into consideration the
approved community organizations which are listed in
the regulations and see how the Band Councils feel
about being the approved authority because I don't
think they have been asked to do it.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, you are looking at
another section which is Section 10(1) and I think that it
is clear that it is an optional program. We are making it
available to them and it will be explained to them. If
they don’t want to partake, that is a decision they will
make.

Wetried to contact the Band Councils, well, we did, we
sent out the policy paper to the Band Councils in the
various areas and subsequently, in many of the areas,
unfortunately, due to time constraints and this kind of
thing, they were unable to meet with us in the various
areas.

This is an optional program that would be available so
I cannot see any problem with it, Mr. Chairman. If the
Ordinance does come into effect, it will be explained to
them in great detail, and then, from that point on, a
decision will have to be made by them whether or not
they want to participate. We are just trying to make it
available, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman: 8(1).
(Reads Clause 8)
Mr. Chairman: Mrs. Watson?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could
have an example of that.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, this is specifically,
this section is designed to allow a situation such as Mayo
and Elsa to come together for recreation-shared prog-
rams and that is why it is specifically in the Ordinance.
This will give the authority for them to go ahead and
make the necessary arrangements because they are
working very closely together and I think that it would
be advantageous for this government to recognize it.

Mr. Chairman: Shall Clause 8 carry?
Mr. Fleming?

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, if, for instance, the
government does come back with something that will
give the communities the power to opt out -- not opt out
but to operate on their own other than the L..I.D. district,
would this not affect this section 8(1)?

It says here, ‘A local authority may enter...”” Would
you not have to change that then to ‘a local authority or
communities and communities...”’?

Mr. Chairman: You mean consistent with possible
alterations in 6 and 7?

Mr. Fleming: Possibly, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?



Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, the Honourable
Member has raised a point in relation to this section. I
think it would flow into that section so possibly we
shouldn’t clear this as well, so we can consider the three
sections.

Mr. Chairman: Mrs. Watson?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, I think also while you
are reviewing it, there isn’t a provision where one
community organization can enter into an agreement
with another community organization. You should have
that opportunity too.

You are having a local authority entering into it with
another local authority or community organization, but
you want two.

Mr. Chairman: Ithink thatisunderstood, Mrs. Wat-
son.

Mrs. Watson: Sorry, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman: Nine (one):

(Reads Clause 9)
Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, this is strictly for
bookkeeping in relation to -- we have the Societies Ordi-
nance and it outlines the criteria that must be followed
in order, for keeping your books and that is why this
section is in there.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Fleming.

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, may I ask why --
this I think is the proper time, as to why some of the
communities were not listed in the Regulations I have
here. I think it was Haines Junction, Teslin, there was
three or four of them left out on the list? Isthere areason
for that?

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Fleming, I think this draft regu-
lation that we have before us, it’s very useful to have
them, and I had agreed that they could be considered,
but I think we’ll do that when we get to the end of consid-
eration of the Bill before we actually pass the Bill.

Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: On the point raised by the Honoura-
ble Member, the definition of local authority would take
care of that.

Mr. Chairman: Shall Clause 9 carry?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: Clause 10(1)G
(Reads Clause 10)

Mr. Chairman: I think the re-phrasing would get

, into this section as well.
Ms. Millard?
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Ms. Millard: Mr. Chairman, I have some qualms
about the description of what the approved community
organization would have to have in its community to be
eligible. It has to be not within a municipality and in
which are located a school or community hall or other
adequate facilities. I'm thinking of places like Stewart
Crossing that don’t have school or community hall or
adequate facilities. I'm wondering what happens to
them because they’re not even going to be able to join up
with anyone else because they're too far away. Are they
being considered?

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, this point was consi-
dered and we felt that Section 8(1) would take care of
that. If they were to, for an example Stewart Crossing
and Mayo, were to make an agreement, their population
could be considered in relation to the Per Capita Grant
of that particular area. I think you have to understand at
the same time, we only have so much money at the
present time and in order to see how the program’s
going to work as well, possibly there can be amend-
ments made at a later date, but Section 8(1) would take
care of that.

Mr. Chairman: Ms. Millard?

Ms. Millard: Well, Mr. Chairman, I think there are a
number of communities that should be considered as
very serious to me. Thereis Elsa, Keno, Swift River, the
Carcross Junction has a number of people. I've been
looking at the population statistics just to see --there are
a number of lodges with a fair number of people, and
Champagne has - and there’s Johnson’s Crossing,
there’s a number of people along the Klondike Highway.
It seemstomeit’s rather a glaring --it’s glaring that it’s
been left out because I think there are a number of
people involved and it could probably be set under some
kind of definition here without having to have a com-
munity hall or other adequate facility, whoever decides
what adequate facilities are. Has no consideration been
given to those small, very small communities? They
may have, like, a small sewing club or something that
wants to get a small grant and they wouldn’t be able to
under this.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Legal Advisor?

Mr. Legal Advisor: Mr. Chairman, this was given
exhaustive detail. We had a catalogue of every sewing
clubin the Territory when we were going through these,
but the ones which were decided upon which were men-
tioned in the Regulations were basic ones by the com-
munity organizations. The intent of Section 8(1), as the
Minister explained, is so that under cove: of that the
people, say in Swift River, can bring their population
into a nearby place which has got the faci'ity and then
they be counted on the Per Capita Grant £ +;tem so that
they would have something to offer in retun for getting
the shared recreation services. This is the intention, but
where there’s no facility there can be nothing, but they
can share.

Mr. Chairman: Ms. Millard.



Ms. Millard: Well, then, Mr. Chairman, they're
under the subjugation of another community which I
don’t really feel is fair. Is Stewart Crossing going to be
under Mayo or Pelly? How are they -- do they have any
choice in that matter? You know, it doesn’t seem en-
tirely fair to me when it seems to me it would be very
easy to put in a situation where -- especially since you
delineate that the organization has to be registered
under the Society’s Ordinancen which really makes it
restrictive as well, so I can’t see why a group of people
registered under the Society’s Ordinance in Stewart
Crossing wouldn’t be eligible to put in for a grant.

Mr. Legal Advisor: They would be, Mr. Chairman,
if they have a facility. If they haven't, they can get
someone else’s facility and use it. That’s what Section 8
is for, because how far do you go in the dilution of the
Ordinance is a problem. So the named community or-
ganizations are named out in the back of the Regula-
tions. The others consist of L.I.D.’s or towns or cities,
and that’s where the dilution must stop. The others must
get together and share facilities.

Ms. Millard: But, Mr. Chairman, there are circum-
stances where they don’t need facilities, is what I'm
trying to say. If they're meeting in someone’s living
room and they need a $50.00 grant to buy some beads or
something, I can’t see why it can’t be considered. Why is
a school or community hall necessary in all cases?

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, it’s very obvious I
think. You have to have some sort of a facility in order to
carry on any kind of recreation to any extent and what
we're trying to do is to allow the smaller areas, such as
the Honourable Member has named, to go into an ag-
reement with the closest authority to them, to work with
them. But, I mean, as the Legal Advisor has said, how
far do you go to dilute the Ordinance?

For an example, I don’t think you would even be able
to get the census to begin with, the figures are changing
so much. I think that the way it is at the present time, I
think it should be given a chance to see how it works and
then possibly there could be amendments made at a
later date, a year or two years down the road, after
we've assessed how the program has been implemented
and how it’s working. I don’t think that we want to get
too wide-ranging at the present time, because we’ve got
toiron out the various difficulties that we will encounter
inimplementing a new program in order that the people
participating in the programs are getting the most be-
nefit from it.

I think there has got to be some time given in order to
see how the program is actually going to work and if it’s
not working what modifications have to be made to it.
That’s why we specifically named the various organiza-
tions or communities that would be eligible, at least for
the present time.

Mr. Chairman: Ms. Millard?

Ms. Millard: Well, not having gotten anywhere
along that line, I'll try another attack which bothers me
about this section as well.

The Minister mentioned that the Section 10(1) is an
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optional section as far as the approved communities are
concerned, so that, for instance, Old Crow Band Council
doesn’t necessarily have to be the approved community
organization. I'm wondering whether Old Crow Band
Council would be able to say to the Department, ‘“We
don’t want to be the approved community organization,
but we do have a ski committee for instance who have
set up here who is willing to be the approved community
organization.” Is that at all possible to be done?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, yes, it can be done
under the Regulations. There's no problem. We're just
saying that there should be one community organiza-
tion within a particular approved authority so that we
know who we are discussing the concept of recreation
with, so there’s no problem with that.

I think, Mr. Chairman, there’s another point that
should be raised here in relation to the outlying areas.
At the same time, we have the Recreation Advisory
Board and in these smaller communities, if they are
participating in the sport and they affiliate themselves
with the sports governing party, they can still be eligible
for monies from the Recreation Advisory Board
through their sports governing body, so there’s another
avenue open to them as well.

Mr. Chairman: Ms. Millard?

Ms. Millard: I presume, Mr. Chairman, as long as
that other organization is a registered society as well
does the Band Council have to become a registered soci-|
ety, which it isn’t at this point?

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, it’s my understand-
ing from informal discussions through the Department
to the Recreation Advisor of the Native Brotherhood
that many of them have registered under the Societies
Ordinance. It’s just for bookkeeping and costs, I believe
$20.00 a year and $2.00 registration fee, so it’s just a case
so that we have a criteria inrelation to the bookkeeping,
so0 it’s minimal.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Fleming?

Mr. Fleming: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I think the Re-
creation Development Ordinance is going back to be
changed anyhow, in that light, I would still say that the
local authority, the definition‘‘a local authority means a
council, a municipality or the Board of Trustees of a
Local Improvement District...”. That's as far as it goes.

Then you go to 8(1) and you get, ‘‘the local authority
may enter into an agreement with other local au-
thorities or organizations for the purpose of providing
shared recreation services...”. That’s fine up to there.

You get over into 10(1) and ‘‘the Commissioner may
enter into an agreement with any community..."”’. Of
course you don’t have a Local Improvement District
there. What I'm saying is they have to go through all the
sections, including the definition of ‘‘local authority’ if,
by chance, they change 6 and 7 so that communities can
enter into this without using the L.I.D. They will have t¢
designate them as a local authority or whatever, but the
Minister has said that a community such as Stewart
River can go to the nearest local authority. What I'm



saying is, if you do change this Ordinance, there is a
possibility that, under this definition, you will not have
such a thing as a local authority other than possibly in
Whitehorse or one of the larger towns or municipality,
because people will, and the towns will, I think, decide
that their recreation set-up today is fair enough and
they are legal under the Societies Ordinance and so
forth and so on and they will go that route. If they do, you
will have to change some of those things such as the
definition. Otherwise they won’t be able to get together.
They would have to send -- Stewart Crossing would have
to come all the way possibly to Whitehorse to join alocal
authority. So I think this is all -- that 10(1),8(1),6,7 and
the definition all have to be changed to fit together.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Legal Advisor.

Mr. Legal Advisor: But the concept of dealing with
this Ordinance in the way suggested by the Member
from Haines Junction is a difficult concept because the
government had set out intentionally to deal with exist-
ing organizations, local government organizations. So
all of the Ordinance would have to be re-read through,
section by section, so it's probably unnecessary for the
Member to draw our attention to the fact that each
section would need studying.

One further point in relation to registration is this —
that, where an agreement is being made by the Gov-
ernment with other people, a society has the legal exis-
tence and is responsible for its own contracts, if a con-
tract is made with a group of people that each individual
member of the committee becomes personally respon-
sible for the debts of unpaid taxes or anything else that
are not paid, and we would prefer to see people pro-
tected in making a contract with us and also so that the
Government, in the last analysis, can enforce the con-
tract by dealing with a continuous legal personality and
not the changes of people who go away and don’t come
back. That’s the advantage of registration.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Fleming.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, would the Legal Ad-
visor advise me then as to the agreement that’s going'on
today and we're giving money to, for recreation grants
and everything; are these people that are receiving
these monies in the communities today, are they all
more or less under this ...?

Mr. Legal Advisor: Yes, Mr. Chairman, as far asI
know, anyone who is in receipt of a grant is registered.

Mr. Chairman: The Chair has received the sugges-
tion for amendments to this Bill and I’ll read it to you:

THAT Bill Number 12 be amended to reflect the fol-
lowing suggestions:

THAT the proposed regulations, as provided to this
House in connection with the Recreation Development
Ordinance, be incorporated within the Ordinance so as
to form part of the Recreation Development Ordinance,
and further

THAT Section 11(1), which is the regulation-making
vower of the Ordinance, be deleted or included in Sec-
Jon 3(1);

" IT IS FURTHER SUGGESTED that Section 7 be ex-
panded to allow communities at the local level to choose
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whether they do want a recreation program under the
jurisdiction of a community organization or an L. I.
Board of Trustees.

My only comment, Mr. Lengerke, is that the discus-
sion along that line had been with reference to the Ad-
visory Board only, the Regulations with respect to the
Advisory Board only. That had been our -- the subject of
our debate.

Now, is it your intention that it is just with reference to
the Recreation Advisory Committee, or isit for all these
draft regulations that have been presented to us?

Mr. Lengerke: Well, Mr. Chairman, my comment
is, when I said and commented about it was that all the
regulations as provided to date. And I don’t know if
Members would agree or not, but that’s my opinion and
that’s what I have put forward.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang.

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, it’s my understand-
ing that what the Member wanted outlined in the Ordi-
nance was enshrining the Recreation Advisory Board in
Legislation and the duties. But we’d have to have some
flexibility in relation to the Regulations for any minor
changes that have to be made and there has to be some
flexibility, they can’t be all in Legislation. I know what
the Honourable Member is driving at, but at the same
time, we have to have some flexibility in the Regula-
tions.

This is my understanding, that this is what the Gov-
ernment is going to undertake.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. McCall.

Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, in this par-
ticular suggestive motion that has been put forward, it
clearly expresses concerns of many of us and I think,
under Section 3(1) of the suggested Ordinance or
amendments, it’s quite expressive, the intent when
you're dealing with an issue, ““develop policies, prog-
rams and measures for the orderly development of re-
creation’. It goes on to say, ‘“‘enter into agreements
with local authorities”. Well, that’s what you're saying
with your proposed regulations, to make grants or con-
tributions. That's what you're saying in your proposed
Regulations. They should be part of this Ordinance,
under Section 3(1). You have that opportunity for the
Regulations you are asking for. So you don’t need two
sections making reference to making of regulations.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang.

Hon.Mr.Lang: Mr. Chairman, I'mnot alawyersol
don’t know what it would do with the intent of the Bill.
All I do know is that we have to have some Regulations
or else there’s no point in having the Ordinance, because
if there’s no flexibility at all we might as well just carry
on with it under the Financial Administration Ordi-
nance.

You know, I can understand why the Members want
the Recreation Advisory Board in the Legislation. I can
understand why they want a broad outline of their
duties, but other than that, I can’t see any other reason
that anything else should be incorporated in the Legisla-
tion in this particular instance.



Possibly the Legal Advisor would like to comment in
relation to the comments made by the Honourable
Member from Pelly?

Mr. Legal Advisor: Mr. Chairman, there’s no ques-
tion, it’s quite simple to transfer from the Regulations,
Sections 10 -- Section 10 and any other mention of the
main committee which would be established under this
Ordinance. The rest of the other details, there’s about
six or seven pages of it, should be left, in my respected
opinion, in the Regulations because they may be
changed from year to year and time to time and nobody
wants to come back and change the right of a grant. The
money control is given to this House as to the amount
annually that they give to the Department. The details
are given to the House during the annual budget esti-
mates and then that detail is then reproduced into the
regulations after the House has approved the amount of
the monies. If the House changes the amount of money
being spent, then the Regulations would immediately be
changed to reflect that.

But otherwise, it’s just all a basically minor detail
which is capable of being changed at any time and is
reflecting the policy, which is the main policy estab-
lished in the Ordinance and also established in the
monies which are granted to the Minister to carry out
his programming. So it would be quite a change of policy
to be putting minor things into an Ordinance of this
nature.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lang?

Hon. Mr. Lang: Mr. Chairman, I should point out that
in any other jurisdiction , the Recreation Ordinance is
strictly one page and in some cases it’s only four or five
sections. The rest is up into Regulations. We’retrying to
define it and I can understand what the Honourable
Member from Pelly is saying, that he wants the major
points in the legislation and I can understand that and I
think he’s got a good point in relation to the Recreation
Advisory Board. It should be put in legislation and the
duties outlines, but I can’t see any other reasons for
putting any of the other areas, mentioned in the Regula-
tions, into the Recreation Development Ordinance be-
cause I know this Government’s not trying to hide any-
thing, or if they are going to change anything, I would
tell you, this House would be informed and they can
make the decision. They make that decision in the
budget session, because once the budget has been
struck, we’re duty bound to work within the money that
has been allocated.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Chairman, as I said, I can see no
difficulty myself with incorporating Sections4,1,2, and
3, and so on down the line. I just have no problem with
that whatsoever. I think it sets out a very understanda-
ble Ordinance then and this House will certainly have
the ability certainly to change the amounts if this is so
desired at some given date, it’ll have to do so by chang-
ing the legislation and I see no problem with that.

Mr. Chairman: The Chair has two alternatives. I
think, my own thinking is that you are being a little over
zealous in protecting the integrity of the House as far as
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Regulations are concerned. I would suggest that we
break it down to two ways and we make a decision on
that basis.

One of them is the--

Mr. MeCall: That’s not the intent of what we're say-
ing. We're not being over zealous, we're trying to point
out afine example where Regulations again are running
away with themselves. You've got a piece of legislation
here, three pages, amendments, proposed Regulations
under it, seven pages; half of this it should be part of this
Ordinance. I get quite frustrated when suggestions are
made about being over zealous. I think it’s about time
we stopped trying to pass amendments to the Ordi-
nance, and allow this sort of material to go through on a
daily basis.

It’s a pretty bad scene really.

Mr. Chairman: What the Chair will do, is it will see if
this is the direction of the Committee if they wish, or if
they wish it to be in a less complete form, I would also
entertain that.

Mr. McKinnon?

Hon. Mr. McKinnon: Mr. Chairman, it seems that in
every Ordiance that we deal with, we come to this prob-
lem of the Regulatory authority. The problem that I
have, and a very real problem, is in the ability to man-
ager and administer a Department of Government I
don’t have any flexibility under the Ordinance and
under the Regulation making authority.

I would just point out some examples of where, under
the Regulations, under the Ordinance, my hands
weren't tied and I was able to do things, the Land Policy
under the Land Ordinance whereas in other areas, my
hands were tied completely by the legislation. I couldn’t
move even though I wanted to move. In just about all the
Members’ areas, they know of the change in Regula-
tions which allowed a person to pick up a lot contiguous
to his lot if it wasn’t being used, so he could actually
have acreage property. That was allowed under the
flexibility of the Regulations. It couldn’t have been done
if it was in the Ordinance. The same with the ability of
allowing a person who had a large acreage, if he wanted
to turn the large acreage track back to Government,
could get title to three or four acres. That was allowed
under the flexibility of Regulations.

In the area of land in Faro this year, where I didn’t
like the terms of the Ordinance which demanded that
you had to change, as a yearly rental, ten per cent of the
assessed value of the property. That's by Ordinance, I
was locked into a situationwhereI could do nothing , and
now have to come about with a paper on the Lands
Ordinance and also an amendment in this Fall Session,
hopefully, to the Ordinance which will allow some
movement on that area which I find is not flexible
enough to meet the time and the place of what is happen-
ing in the Yukon at the present time.

If you find it frustrating on one side of the fence, I find
it awfully frustrating on the other side of the fence,
where I think I know the feeling of the elected Members
and the people of the Yukon and by Ordinance, I'm
locked in and don’t have the flexibility of being able t/
make regulations which will ease a particular situation
for a number of the public of the Yukon which all Mem-
bers of the House would agree that I should be moving



into.

So, that’s a position from our side of the fence, and if
you think it’s tough with the Regulation making author-
ity on your side, if you lock all of it info an absolute
inflexible, locked position by Ordinance that we can’t
move or have the flexibility of changing things in any
way way, or form, then for all intents and purposes, you
may have, you might as well say you have no confidence
in the Executive and in the administrative authority
and we may as well not waste our time sitting in the
Executive offices.

There's very real and very good arguments on both
sides of the fence, and I think that we have to give and
take. I have no problem in any way, shape or form, of
saying that the portions dealing with the make-up of the
Yukon Recreation Advisory Committee should be en-
shrined in constitution and in the Ordinance, because
that’s going to be changed so little from time to time that
we can wait for a change in the Ordinance. But in the
areas of things like approved community organizations,
there might be very good reason for a member of a
constituency to say, ““This should be an approved or-
ganization or that should be an approved organization”,
and a very good argument for making it an approved
organization by regulation rather than having to wait
for the House to be called and an amendment to the
Ordinance. Inthe field of payments and $100.00 here and
$50.00 there, 50 per cent here, and $2,400.00 there, cer-
tainly that is the type of thing that is consistent with the
Ordinance and should be by Regulations so as the cost of
living increases, decreases, or goes this way, or that
way, that we have the flexibility of being able to adjust
the figures in these Regulations accordingly.

I know of all kinds of regulations where there is this
ability, where there’s cost of living escalation of funds
by regulation that have to be done on a year to year basis
under the Community Assistance Ordinance. That
shouldn’t be in Ordinance and it shouldn’t be that that
Ordinance has to be changed at every Session of the
House, every year to allow those escalator factors to go
in and allow more monies to go to the community.

So I think we’ve got to watch that we don’t tie, com-
pletely, the hands of the administration and their ability
to be able to govern sensibly and well, with the fact of
trying totie everything down, even to the last penny and
the last cent figure in the Regulations. So certainly
there’s a commonsense that can prevail here and a saw
off can come about where the things that aren’t going to
be changed on a yearly basis or a monthly basis should
be enshrined in the Legislation. I have no--as I say, I
agree whole-heartedly with the Members in that re-
spect, but the nit-picking parts of the Regulation-
making authority which allows the administration and
the government to govern and which allow us to be able
to do things which are necessary under the terms of the
Ordinance, certainly we shouldn’t be bound to have to
come back by Ordinance change in every one of these
matters.

I think that we can arrive at a compromise in this
Recreation Grants Regulations, the section that should
be in the Ordinance and I see it’s obvious that Sections
should be, but there’s other sections dealing with ap-
nroving of community organizations and dealing with
he actual dollars and cents of financing, which for
sound administration in government and good govern-
ment shouldn’t be included in the Ordinance itself, Mr.
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Chairman.

Mr. Chairman: In order to clarify these suggestions
and I think it would make it much simpler, there are
three different components that have been now prop-
osed and what I would suggest is that we deal with each
of those three different components as a separate issue.

Mr. McCall: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I'd
like to answer what the Minister has just stated before
you go into that.

Mr. Chairman: You can answer him, but it doesn’t
have to be a point of order.

First let me clarify this and then you can carry on,
okay?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, we can’t vote. Mr.
Chairman, don’t ask us to vote again. Let us speak first.

Mr. Chairman: I'm not asking you to vote again.
Mrs. Watson: Good.

Mr. Chairman: I'm merely telling you what you're
supposed to be discussing.

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, we got stung so
badly on that Liquor Ordinance — be very careful.

Mr. Chairman: You have an elephantine memory.

The first part states that the proposed regulations, as
provided to this House in connection with the Recrea-
tion Development Ordinance be incorporated within the
Ordinances so as to form part of the Recreation De-
velopment Ordinance.

Okay, we’ll stop there. Now the issue here as has been
drawn to everyone’s attention is, do we wish to include
all those draft regulations in the Ordinance in some
way, or at least consider doing so, because these are
only suggestions to the government. Or, should we limit
it to that regarding the Advisory Board?

Now, we'll speak with that question first, without vot-
ing, yes.

Ms. Millard.

Ms. Millard: I'm on the list to speak upon that matter.
The Minister made an eloguent plea for flexibility in the
Regulations in that Regulations have to be flexiable and
I agree. I think that there should be flexibility in the
description of local approved communities because
they’re going to change. Certainly the cost is going to
change the amounts of the different grants.

However, there are several other areas that aren’t
going to change and I hope that they aren’t going to
change without approval of this House. Almost all of
Page6, ‘‘The Commissioner may, upon the advice of the
Yukon Recreation Advisory Committee, pay a grant to
assist in the payment of travel expenses to Yukon
champions to take part in Canadian provincial or reg-
ional finals’’. Why does that have to be in the Regula-
tions? Surely that’s something we could approve in
Legislation and won’t have to approve often, hopefully.
Then it goes onto the amount, but then it is a condition of
the grant that the competitors of recognized Yukon
champions, I think that’s something that we have to



have some say in. What if all of a sudden it changed to
recognized Alaska champions? I'd like to know.

“The grant shall be reduced by the amount that any
funds available from another source exceed 25 per cent
of the actual transportation cost”. I think that’s impor-
tant for us to know how much are we voting when
we--are we going to sit down at the next budget and find
that we're exceeding our expectations from the Ordi-
nance, because the Regulations have been changed to
pay for a 100 per cent of the actual transportation costs?
I would really like to have some say in that.

It goes on and on that Special Grants be--The applica-
tions themselves, surely you're not going to be changing
applications every month. I've got--all of Page 6, to me,
can go in the Ordinance and there are other pages along
as well, besides the description of the Yukon Advisory
Committee which I think should be very specific.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. McCall.

Mr. McCall: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, in answer to
what the Minister was saying. I don’t want to accuse the
Minister of being hypocritical or anything like that, but
last week he spoke on behalf of all the Ministers on
another Bill that was before this House and made a
commitment to this House for the Fall Session.

1 think what the Ministers are failing to acknowledge
here is ignorance on their part.

I made reference in recent debate in Section3 (1), and
Section 11 (1) and you have not yet come forward with
language dealing with those Regulations should be spel-
led out in a piece of Legislation. Yet it was you, Mr.
Minister, that requested a Bill be allowed to die in order
for the Executive Committee Members to come back in
the Fall with, hopefully, a total look at this particular
Bill that was proposed last week.

Section 11 (1) is ridiculous. It’s asinine and you want
me to go along with something that may have been
going on for many years, to allow lateral power to the
administrative arm of this Government, I don’t trust
them. I never have. ;

They're not on the same bailiwick as you and I. Yet
you allowed us to rush through when you looked at this
yourselves before you presented it to us. It means no-
thing. The only thing that’s going to be of any value is the
regulations. We say put the regulations in the Ordinance
where they should be, and stop playing gamesbecause
every time you present us with a Bill on behalf of the
government, you might as well just throw it out, be-
cause you're not respecting our requests.

1 ask why we need two sections in reference to regula-
tions and we're running around in circles. I'm not say-
ing put all the regulations in the Bill. Section 3(1) deals
with the points as to the regulation, I'm not saying you
put all the regulations in. What I'm saying is, I’'m not
prepared to pass this Bill in its present form. It does not
make sense, because we know what's going to happen.
Just like what has happened in other pieces of legisla-
tion. We don’t want to see 500 pages of regulations, I
think that’s one of the thrusts behind the Committee
which I am one of the members of. We'll say it again,
fine, you want to play the rubber stamp machine, fine.
This is a good example where regulations should be part
of the Ordinance. I'm not saying all of the regulations,
but a substantial bulk of them, and you’re saying no, so
forget it.
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Mr. Chairman: Mr. McCall, you might not be over-
zealous, but you're certainly zealous in the scrutiny of
the actions of this government.

Mr. Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Chairman, [ have looked
through the regulations, the draft regulations, again
and I’ve satisfied myself that they are of such a nature,
Mr. Chairman, and I commend the Minister, I like the
regulations that have been provided to us, but they are
of such a nature that I cannot see, and I'm quite open to
listen to further argument, why they can’t be incorpo-
rated in the Ordinance itself. I just have no difficulty.

The Minister got up, the Minister of Local Govern-
ment got up and as I say, I have to agree with many of
his points of view. He said that he would hope that a lot of
these things with respect to the dollar values and the
grants and what have you, would not be changed on a
monthly or yearly basis. I would hope that would be the
case as well, and I've looked at the Capital Assitance
and the Community Assistance Ordinance and we do set
out in dollar amounts that are provided.

We give some leeway here. We give arange of dollars
and I think these are the points that we, as legislatures,
should be controlling. I would ask that Honourable
Members take a little further look and as I say, I'm
open, I may have missed a couple of points in here.
Maybe there is something that shouldn’t be included.
I've made a suggestion to the Committee and as I say, I
stand, certainly, on my suggestion that these are very
good regulations and could be part of the Ordinance
quite nicely.

Deleting 3(1),2(1) and 1(1) and the most obvious, I'm
not going to get into the-- but certainly the ones setting
out the grants are quite straightforward.

Mr. Chairman: Okay, what I'm going to do is I'm
going to ask, first of all, is it the concurrence of the
House, that the regulations regarding the advisory
committee be referred back to the Department for con-
sideration to inclusion in the Bill. If that’s acceptable
then we’ll go on to consideration of all the regulations so
we will know just what we're after, okay?

Mr. McCall: A point of order, Mr. Chairman, are
you referring to the regulations or the Bill itself? I would
concur if it was the Bill.

Mr. Chairman: Insofar as the advisory committee,
it is the advice of this House that these regulations be
referred back to the Department for consideration for
inclusion in the Bill.

Mr. McCall: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman,
we're debating the Bill, not the regulations, and I would
suggest we send back the Bill.

Mr. Chairman: Same thing, Mr. McCall.

I am dealing with the proposed suggestion to the Bil,
dealing with the regulations, and I'm trying to break it
down so it is easily understood by Members of the
Committee.

Mr. McCall: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, wq
were debating recently a Motion on proposed changesin
regulations and look at the harangue we had then. I'm



suggesting the Bill goes back and the proposed regula-
tions can go with it.

Mr. Chairman: Iam proposing, Mr. McCall, to find
out which regulations are going back, and I am now
asking Committee Members for that very considera-
tion. Do you wish the regulations that are proposed re-
garding the advisory committee to go back for consid-
eration for inclusion in the Bill? Is that the concurrence
of Committee?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. McCall: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I
would debate on the Bill and I would suggest the Bill go
back and all regulations with it. Put it the right way
around.

Mr. Chairman: No. Itis agreed thenthat theregula-
tions appended to this Bill go back to reconsideration
before the Bill is drawn.

Mr. Fleming?

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, we're speaking about
the Bill actually. The regulations are here and they are
something that we'reinto but we're speaking of the Bill.

Mr. Chairman: I am dealing with the suggested
amendment that is brought forth to be by Members and
that is exactly what I am using right now.

Mr. McCall: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I
suggest that you send the Bill back along with the prop-
osed regulations - that’s the way you should be operat-
ing. That’s what we’re debating, the Bill, not the prop-
osed regulations. I suggest you send the Bill back with
the regulations.

Mr. Chairman: What I am trying to get forward is
what you wish to send back with the Bill. Which regula-
tions?

Mr. McCall: All of them.

Mr.Chairman: And asItold you before, we will first
deal with the regulations regarding advisory commit-
tee and if you're in agreement with that, then I would
propose to you that all the regulations go back in two
steps, so that everybody understands what we’re deal-
ing with.

Mr. Fleming: Mr. Chairman, why?
(Laughter)
Hon. Mr. Lang: In putting this Bill forth, —

Mr. Chairman: You haven’t been recognized by the
Chair, Mr. Lang.

The agreement, this is a suggestion, this is not a mo-
tion. This is now before Committee. The suggestion is
that the appended regulations go back to incorporation
in the Bill. I am asking you which regulations? First
question. The regulations regarding the advisory com-
mittee, do you wish them to go back for incorporation
into the Ordinance?
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Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: Do you wish all draft regulations to
go back for possible inclusion in the Ordinance?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: Great. It's not a resolution, it
doesn’t have to be a resolution.

Mr. Lengerke: On a point of order, you're looking
for some direction, I think under the Committee --

Mr. Chairman: It's all right, Mr. Lengerke, I'm
using what you gave me.

Mr. Lengerke: I know, I'm just saying, Mr. Chair-
man --

Mr. Chairman: Okay.
Mr. Lengerke: On a point of order.

Mr. Chairman: That's one consideration. The sec-
ond, the next consideration, that section 11(1) - Section
11(1) states: *“The Commissioner may make such regu-
lations as he deems necessary to carry out the provi-
sions of this Ordinance.’”” That Section 11(1) be deleted
or be included in Section 3(1).

Are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: The next recommendation that has
been given me, that Section 7 be expanded to allow
communities at the local level to choose whether they do
want a recreation program under the jurisdiction of a
community organization or an L.I.D. Board of Trustees.

Now do you also wish this to go back for further con-
sideration to be included in the Recreation Develop-
ment Ordinance?

Some Members: Agreed.
Mr. Chairman: Good.

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, you're voting on
a motion.

Mr. Chairman: No, there’s no motion. There is a
procedure established by Committee where you, the
people that wish specific recommendations, if there are
changes that would be drawn up, yes. You always have,
you say, what do you mean, what do we want? I'm
telling you, I asked for specific recommendations from
Committee to give the government so they have direc-
tions in redrawing the Ordinance. And that’s exactly the
procedure we're following at the request of the govern-
ment.

Mr. Berger?

Mr. Berger: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I finally go
to 7(1). I want to ask the Honourable Member from
Kluane a question on her concern. I was speaking to
some members in the L.I.D. in Mayo and I think they
have a similar concern that the turnover recreation



facilities in an L.I.D Board who really have no authority
to own anything and actually the owner would be turn-
ing out to be the Territorial government. Now, I'm won-
dering if the Member concerned with this really, I don’t
think she referred tothe Green PaperonL.1.D.’s, where
the power is going to be given to the L.1.D.’s and I was
wondering if this would satisfy some of the people and
some of the local community organizations, that the
recreation facilities would stay within the L.I.D.’s and
their authority?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman?
Mr, Chairman: Mrs. Watson?

Mrs. Watson: Yes, Mr. Chairman, it’s a good point
and I was aware of the suggested amendment in the
Green Paper. Probably eventually, it would, but Idon’t
think at the present time it would take away all of their
fears about it because they have a very large invest-
ment and they have shareholders, they’ve shareholders
over the last ten or fifteen years and it would become
quite a financial situation to make the turnover and I
think they will eventually, yes, but they’re certainly
opposed to doing it right as of now.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Berger?

Mr. Berger: Yes, Mr. Chairman, the thing thatIam
concerned with is the experience in some of the
municipalities, but if you have too many organizations
responsible for certain types of fundings like the Hon-
ourable Member from Ogilvie mentioned, can the ski
club be responsible for something like this? Why?

I mean you have a recognized community organiza-
tion, a Band office, an L.1.D. board, let them be respon-
sible and let people take on the responsibility to look
after other people. Don’t spread out that responsibility
intoo many little clubs and organizations. That is when I
think some other people in the Yukon have the right then
to say that, if possible, spread it out to the private or-
ganizations and private clubs. I think if you have one
elected body responsible for monies like this, I think it
&m:ld be much better than to have too many people like

at.

Mr. Chairman: Mrs. Watson?

Mrs. Watson: Mr. Chairman, what I am talking
about is an umbrella organization that was there a long
time before the Local Improvement District and my
concern is the fact that the Indian community is outside
of the L.1.D. district and yet it is one community and the
community organization has always been the organiza-
tion in that community that provided recreation for both
Indian and non-Indian people. If we let the Local Im-
provement Board be the authority, then we would be
expecting the Indian pg:rle to'live under a recreation
board that was appointed by an elected body that they
couldn’t have a right to vote in and you were talking
about the democratic process today, and they wouldn’t
have anything to say in the Local Improvement District
Board and yet they would be living under the recreation
program. They should have the right to vote. They don’t
want to be in the L.I.D. district, so then change your
local authority for recreation to the whole community.
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I'm not saying that there should be three or four or five
from that community applying for grants. There should
be an understanding that there’s one umbrella organi-
zation that is prepared to serve all the needs of that
community. And they have been.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Lengerke?

Mr. Lengerke: Yes, Mr. Chairman, with respect to

the regulations in the Ordinance, I would just like to
make this general comment, that in talking to members
of various municipalities and certainly within the City,
and I also talked to members belonging to
municipalities outside of Whitehorse, they came up with
theidea, or certainly the suggestion, that the Ordinance
was very hard to understand, that they had great diffi-
culty when it was presented to them. They said we kind
of like the idea, but we don’t really know what it all says
and when the regulations were provided, and they
learned of the regulations, the comment was made to
me and I'm sure, Mr. Chairman, you've heard the same
comment as I did, that the regulations, if they were in
the Ordinance would be very, very nice. Why did we not
incorporate them? They were clearly understood.
It answered a lot of questions, a lot of inquiries that were
being made were cleared up and that’s one of the
reasons why we have a very nice dual set here to be
incorporated.

Mr. Chairman: But, Mr. Lengerke, as soon as the
Regulations get incorporated into the Ordinance, they
will no longer be intelligible.

Mr. Lengerke: Well, that could be.

Mr. Chairman: We would carry on with the Insurance
and Real Estate Ordinance and we require a witness, so
I'll declare a brief recess while that witness can be
summoned.

(Recess)

Mr. Chairman: I call this Committee to order.

Insurance Ordinance. We were dealing with Clause
220 (1), which had been brought in as an amendment
and has now been re-amended.

Do Members have a copy of the amendment?

The Sections which have been changed, I'll read them
out and real them only.

Clause 220 (1) (3). ““If the Superintendent is satisfied
with the Statements and information required by sub-
Section 2, he shall issue the licence applied for and the
licence expires at such time as the Regulation provide
unless otherwise suspended or revoked.”

Four. ‘“The Superintendent may renew a licence is-
sued pursuant to this section for each succeeding year
upon payment of the prescribed fee, without requiring
anew, the detailed information specified by Section
218.”

Mrs. Whyard?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, if if would assist
Committee, these changes were made particularly at
the recommendation of the Honourable Member from
Kluane and the amendment in this form has been shown
to her, I see she’s absent at the moment, but it met with



her approval.
Mr. Legal Advisor: Yes, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman: I'll go on to 220 (1) Sub 10. “The
Licensee is entitled to a release or cancellation of sec-
urity if all insurance effected by him under this Section
are no longer in force or have been reinsured.”

And sub-Sections 12 and 13.

Twelve. “The Superintendent may for cause shown,
revoke a licence issued under this Section or may sus-
pend it for a period not exceeding the unexpired term
thereof, and may for cause shown, revoke the licence
while so suspended and shall notify the licensee in writ-
ing of such revocation or suspension and the cause
shown.”

Thirteen. ““A person licensed under this section who
contravenes any of its provisions is guilty of an offence
imd. in addition of any other penalty, shall forfeit his

icence.

Mr. Chairman: Mrs. Whyard?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: Mr. Chairman, the concern
here, as expressed by the Honourable Member was, and
I think it was the agreement of all Members, that there
should be notification to the licensee in writing if a li-
cence is cancelled or suspended and also all Members
will notice that we have inserted, ‘‘for cause’’, wherever
that was pointed out. I think that it make a much
stronger section, and satisfied all the Honourable
Members.

Mr. Chairman: Shall that Section carry?

Mr. MeIntyre: Mr. Chairman, a typographical error.
Youdidn’t mention that, ‘in addition of . Should that not
be “‘in addition to”’?

Mr. Chairman: Where are you?

Mr. MclIntyre: That part you just read. Thirteen. In
my copy, it says, ‘“‘in addition of any other penalty”.
Isn’t that a typographical error?

Mr. Legal Advisor: Yes.

Mr. Chairman: Does that Section carry?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: Clause 236. Before we carry on to that,
because of this section now being carried, are Sections
216 to 230 now carried?

Some Members: Clear.

Mr. Chairman: Clause 236 is deleted. Clause 236, Re-
peal. One. The Insurance Ordinance, 1958, Chapter 57 is
repealed.

Two. Section 141 of the Motor Vehicle Ordinance is
repealed.

Shall this Section carry?

Some Members: Agreed.
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Mr. Chairman: New Section 237, Coming Into Force.
This Ordinance, or any provision thereof shall come into
force on the day or days to be fixed by order of the
Commissioner.

Shall this Section carry?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: The Schedule. Shall the Schedule
carry?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: The Commissiner of the Yukon Ter-
ritory, by and with the advice and consent of the Council
of the said Territory enacts as follows: Insurance Ordi-
nance.

Shall the title carry?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: Shall I report the Ordinance out of
Committee with amendment?

Some Members: Agreed.
Mr. Chairman: The Motion is carried.

Mr. McCall: Mr. Chairman, I would move that Mr.
Speaker do now resume the Chair.

Mr. Chairman: Seconder? It has been moved by Mr.
McCall, second by Ms. Millard, that Mr. Speaker do now
resume the Chair.

Are you ready for the question?

Some Members: Question.

Mr. Chairman: All those in favour?
Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Chairman: The motion is carried.

(Motion carried)

‘Mr. Speaker resumes the Chair)

Mr. Speaker: I will now call the House to order.
May we have areport from the Chairman of Commit-
tees?

Mr. Hibberd: Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the
Whole have considered Bill Number 12, Recreation De-
velopment Ordinance, and directed me to report prog-
ress on same.

The Committee have also considered Bill Number 8,
Insurance Ordinance, and directed me to report the
same, with amendment.

The Committee have also directed me to ask leave to
sit again.

Mr. Speaker: You have heard the report of the
Chairman of Committees. Are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.



Mr. Speaker: Leave is so granted.
When shall Bill Number 8 be read a third time?

Hon. Mrs. Whyard: At the next sitting, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: May I have your further pleasure at this
time?

The Honourable Member from Whitehorse River-
dale?

Mr. Lengerke: Mr. Speaker, I move that we do now
call it five o’clock.

Ms. Millard: I second that.

Mr. Speaker: It has been moved by the Honourable
Member from Whitehorse Riverdale, seconded by the
Honourable Member from Ogilvie, that we do now call it
five o’clock. Are you prepared for the question?

Some Members: Question.

Mr. Speaker: Are you agreed?

Some Members: Agreed.

Mr. Speaker: I shall declare the motion has carried.

(Motion Carried)

Mr. Speaker: This House now stands adjourned until
10:00 a.m. tomorrow.

(ADJOURNED)
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THE FOLLOWING LEGISLATIVE RETURNS WERE
TABLED:

77-1-17

McPherson Subdivision

( Written Question Number 13)
(Mar. 29/77 )

77-1-18

Building Permit Number 256
(Written Question Number 14)
(Mar. 29/77)

77-1-19

Carcross Lighting

(Oral Question — page 355)
(Mar. 29/77)

77-1-20

Teachers’ Training Program
(Written Question Number 14)
(Apr. 12/77)

77-1-21

Wellesley Lake

(Written Question Number 15)
(Apr. 12/77)

77-1-22

Financial Agreement with Federal Government
(Written Question Number 18)

(Apr. 12/77)

77-1-23

Fishing Quotas

(Oral Question — page 573)
(Apr. 12/77)

77-1-24

Medical Profession Ordinance Enquiry
(Written Question Number 7)

(Apr. 12/77)

77-1-25

TB

(Written Question Number 17)
(Apr. 18/77)

77-1-26

Vacant Position in Y.T.G.
(Oral Question — page 98)
(Apr. 18/77)

THE FOLLOWING SESSIONAL PAPERS WERE
TABLED:

77-1-30
Campgrounds Planning Report 1976
(Mar. 29(77)

77-1-31

Green Paper on Appointment to Yukon Territorial
Water Board

(Mar. 29/77)
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77-1-32
Highway Signing Brief
(Mar. 28/77)

77-1-33White Paper on Paving — Alaska Highway and
Haines Road
(idar. 30/77)

77-1-34
White Paper on Insurance Ordinance Change
(Apr. 12/77)

77-1-35
White Paper on School Grounds Improvement Program
(Apr. 13/77)

77-1-36
White Paper on Community Pastures
(Apr. 14/77)



LEGISLATIVE RETURN # 25
1977 (First) Session

Harch 30, 1977 the Honcurable Mesber for Kluame asked the foliowing

quentions

L5

April 18, 1977

ot did the health authorities determine to whom T.8. skin tests
should be given?

What {s the reason for persoms to have a stromg tuberculin reaction

. to skin test?

Does’ such & strong tion mdan they have been in close contact
lth an activk elu':::t.l.f

If an active case of T.8. is fdentified is the person put on
.“dk‘:n.‘:on and Teft in the community or are they put on medication
sola

8 tions are as foll

Two methods are used, these being;
a} routine testing which s done on preschoolers and school

children before Teaving schoal. It {3 now being urr!y
used in place of cllut x-rays in the detection of T.E.

among the populat The purpose {s to detect these
iudlvuuh who nln Incn infected with a T,8. glrl
before they devalop the disease. This knowladge can
assist to prevent the development of the disease by pre-
ventive treatment.
spacial testin which s the testing nf an :onm:ts of
& patient who 1s a s who had

ase.  All pers

are umldcnd u be "at rhk"
and the test 15 done to determine whether preventive

tml-nl is necessary.

A person who has not been infected with T.B. will show a negative
reaction on the skin. Persons showing a large reaction, i.e.

greater than 10 c.m. in diameter, are considered to have been in-
fected with the disease producing the T.B. germ, The test itselfl
13 & reaction in the skin between the tasting fluid and the anti-
bodies to the T.B. germ {n the body. A strong reaction means the
person has been infected by the T.B. germ and may or may not have
:;:11" tIMrcu'Inlis. which 1s changes in the body tissues such as

ungs.

Yes. A strong reaction means that the persen has taken in T.8.
germs from an active disseminator case.

Each case must be assessed individually, The following criteria
are used in the assessment:

a} severity of the tuberculosis

b) 1s patient infectious to others

c) 1is patient cooperative or uncooperative

As a general rule patients who have T.B. of the Tung and wha are
infective and therefore put others at risk are moved to Edmonton,
isolated and treated actively until they are no longer inncllnnl.
They can then be returned to their home and continue treatment
in their own community for a further perfod 1-2 years,

If, on the other.hand, the T.B. 15 not infective e.g. kidney

T.8. and 1f the dlul:l s not too severe and the patient cooper-
ative, the treatment can sometimes be carried out at home,
Preventive treatment can and often is carrfed out at heme,

however, it 15 safest to have active diseas ted in a centre
which spocinlns in this care. 7

ard, Membe
!xecmf o Lomtiee

Page 776

LEGISLATIVE RETURNS # A ¢
1977 (First) Session

Wr. Speaker
- Besbers of the Assesbly

Os March 7 1977, _° Mr, Berger  Asked the following question:

"On Thursday, March 3, the Minister of Local Government presented us with
& paper answering the question of vacant positions in the Territorial
Government and | was wondering {f we could have a further breakdown on
that and what departments, how many vacancies fn each department and

how those figures compare with last year's statistics?"

The answer to the above question is as follows:

Attached are copies of the Public Service Commissioner's 1isting of
vacant positfons for March 30, 1976 and March 30, 1977.

. r3/7y g %ZZéyﬁw
ﬂ'r%—l gnature

VAL FOSITIONS AS AT 31 §d6n 1977 11 4 \J n

CaIsS I R'S OFCIC / CLIKS OF LIGISIALIY ASSHALY

al-001 1168

Assistant Cosmissioner (Ahainistrative)

IRILRCOR RELRTAL M TA1NS

01-04 1021 Clevk Typist 11

PUSLIE SLAVICE, (4 10

01-064 1021 Clerk Typist 11
1 ARy

02-016 1011 Cleck 11

02-750 1011 Clerk 11

02-743 1 Acceantant 11

none

TRAGKEINS ABILIRISTRATION
03080 102l Clerk Typist I1
03142 1021 Clerk Typist 1t

SUNUL, SUPPORY.

YIGES

03-023 5005 Custodial lorker

]
Custodial Vorker I
I
1

03-034 505 Custodial Yorker
03-061 505 Custodial Vorker
03-072 5005 Custudial Vorker

I
03126 5010 Custodial Yorl Supervisor

NG TR XY}

L

Clerk 1
.

1
vritorial

04 Clerk dynist 1
LT QTG

it
WALLE SERVICES

U071 Aty Aokl & Pruy ConnselNor
S0 RLLEARE,

05- 1’ 4

istant Hre tev of Suzial Eeliare
1 A4 F

03-104
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VACAHT POSITIONS AS(AT 31 RAXCH 1976 )
———

[ S E L)

[P el Fanndiess
S| _CLEKK OF COUHCIL
o022 Plannr 01-009 1013 Secretary
oh.02¢ oLt 01021 1325 Assistant Clerk of Council (Aduin.)
04 i Lot b ndfariulacee Allecdant
PERSONAEL OFFICE
RTIN CLEREeRT T
01-034 1021 Clerk Typist 11
07494 1513 e e fubon Baase 01-05% 1021 Clerk Typist Il
07016 (IR 2y Gorpgroand & Site Coordinator 01-060 5015 Hatchman
BAT RN TREASURY
07100 L Director o1 Bildlite 02-001 1155 Territorial Treasurer
! ) IS ! z-007 1110 Account ing Clerk
02-016 m Accounting Clerk 11
LIBKARY ST S 02-026 1020 Clevk Typist |
S L 02-027 1010 Clerk |
02-013 1012 Clerk 111
0r-215 34u Rechifvist 11 02-043 1106 Analyst Progrommer
L1 GAL ATTAIRS CENTRAL PURCHASING AUD_STORES
nore 02-057 1205 Traffic Hanager

EPUCATION ADHINISTRAT 108

A FURLIC 10K

09-163 2092 Engineering Afde 03-011 1020 Clerk Typist 1|
09101 2021 Civil tngireer 11 03-032 5005 Custadial Worker |
010 Goot Labourer 03-080 1022 Clerk Typist 1L
0903/ €015 Pluber 03-09%0 1021 Clerk Typist 11
01-20% 6010 Carpenter 03-101 308 Supervisor of Instruction
0)-130 L/ Iectrician 03-102 o7 Educational Psychelogist
0.1 €001 03-142 1021 Clerk Typist 11
03-01% 6157

SCHOOL SUPPORT (CUSTODIAL)

09.209 5106 03-047 5005 Custodial Worker [
09-324 6157 03-069 5005 Custodial lorker |
02-330 687 03005 40y Custodia) Morker |
g‘“gg E:ﬁ 03-131 4095 Custodial trker |
09-423 6157
0%-£41 Gl
09-693 6157 Hn.r.o. 1
09-615 6157 Hr.o, 11
09-C%6 6160 Crusher [oresan
09-99) 6157 neo, 1
?—WS 6157 Il.[. u
9-496 6157 nL.o. It IICAT IO AT A
0997 6147 WED I LMCATIRN £ STUOLAT G0 RDATION
09-998 6157 nr.o, 1
0-13 2005 Oraftsn 1 03-112 ol Student Resfdence Supervisor
\L_TRATHIHG CLHTRE
nne 03-062 1040 Duplicating fquipment Operator 1
03-425 1333 Instructor
03-505 041 Duplicating Cquipment Operator [
MCCHANICAL BRANCH - NIGIAYS & PUNLIC WORKS 03-508 5015 Vatchaan
TP . 03517 5101 Kitchen Helper
03-526 3008 Arts & Crafts Instructor
41-080 6001 Labsurer 01-519 1219 Stockkeeper
4)-168 6120 W.E. Nachanic 03-544 aomn Supervisor of Comunity Instructors
4)-665 6001 Labourer 03-549 3029 liousing Cducation Instructor
41-67) 6115 Aule Fechanic 03-679 3622 Trades Instructor
41-99 (i Auto Mechanic
) TERRITORIZL SECRETARY
JUBON LIQUOR CORPORATI0R
04-035 1437 Steam Bofler [nspector
46-006 on Clerk 11 04-035 1404 Safety Inspector
46-015 123 Liquor Warehousewan [ 04-047 1401 Field Inspector |
46-040 L3 Chief Liquor Inspector
46-041 1412 Liquor [nspector
MLALTH_SERVICES
EORODENS’ CONPESATION OFFICE
05-141 1021 Clerk Typist 11
03-007 1020 Clerk Typist |
56-05) 100 Clerk |
_SQCIAL_WCLFARE
g?-:l‘}: 2’“:“": Dirngtnrﬁ:&&xhl Helfare
" " ertified tursing
TOTAL YACANT POSLTIONS: - T2 05139 Hursing llomo Attendant
05-142 Hursing lome Atlendant
[T

Pub)ic Service Comission
f Tukon

Goveramant o
Farch J0th, 1977 05-282 4210 Corrcctions Hatron
05-268 5001 Laundress



06-022 1349
06024 i
06-051 4004

0E-052 4008

JCIRISH & IR GRAAT10% BRANCH
07-012 1oz1
07-015 1507
07-018 1010
07074 1506
07026 1021
07-111 1424
07-113 1421
LILRARY SURVICES
NOHE
LEGAL_ATFALRS,
08-023 1o
08-024 1317

09-614 2310
04-712 01
09.742 1020
02-037 6015
09-705 6010
02-730 €017
09-731 1
09-055 6157
09-074 6157
09-08% 6157
09-056 6157
09-164 6157
09-166 6157
09-167 106
09-169 6170
03-561 6170
09-564 6137
09-608 6157
09-633 6157
09-696 160
09-743 5005
09-993 6157
09-995 6187
09-9% 6157
09-997 6157
03-938 B157
09-134 2005
09-135

YUrOi HJUSIHG CORPORATIOM

18-507 1345
18-510 5005

Flanoer
Clerk 1
Aibulence fttendant
Nicbulaicy Atendant

Clevk Typist 11
Pubiic Relations Officer -
Clevk 1

1

Biologist 1
Biolegist |

A.:ounting Clerk |
Salicitor 111

Clevk Typist 111

Architect
Typist 1
Safely Instructor

erk
Clerk Typist |
Pludber

Carpenter
Electrician

Crusher Foremin
Custodial Worker |
H.l.:. u

Property Manager
tn:‘!“oégl N::E:r 1

FECHANICAL BRAUCH - MIGIEIAYS AND PUBLIC MORKS

0024 6120
A1-127 9000
41-128 9000
A1-M1 9000
41-142 9000
A1-158 9000
41-168 6120
41-542 6120
41-641 6120
4]-665 6001
41-68¢ 2310
41825 1210
41639 61
41994 611

LIGuOR CONTROL
45-0M 1230
46021 120

v
Driver Safety Instructor
Stores Clerk
H.C. Mechanic
Auto Mechanic

Liquor Vlarchousesan |
Liquor ¥archouseman |

TOTAL YACANT POSITIONS - 109

Public Service Coamission
rament of Yi

March 30th, 1977
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