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Bruno Pereira, President of the Qulliq 
Energy Corporation 

Pauloosie Suvega, Deputy Minister of 
Environment 

 
>>Committee commenced at 9:03 
 
Chairman (Mr. Hickes): Good morning, 
everyone. I would like to call our second day 
of Standing Committee on the Government 
of Canada’s report on climate change in 
Nunavut. We will start off with the opening 
prayer. Mr. Qirngnuq. 
 
>>Prayer 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. 
(interpretation ends) Yesterday we left off 
with paragraphs 17 through 49 and we didn’t 
get an opportunity to finish that. The next 
name I had on my list was Mr. Netser, but I 
would like to give Mr. Audla an opportunity 
to address one of the responses yesterday that 
he didn’t have the detailed information on. 
He has let me know that he has some further 
information for the Committee. Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) For the Hon. 
Member Netser’s question on greenhouse gas 
emissions, yesterday I tried to do a back-of-
the-envelope type of math. I’m not too good 
at it, but I assumed that based on the national 
average it would be high considering that, for 
example, in Edmonton it’s at about 20.5 
tonnes per year per household, and I assumed 
that Nunavut would be way up there.  
 
When we actually got the numbers and put it 
all together, total household consumption of 
our public housing stock is at 48,845 for 
greenhouse gas emitted, but when you divide 
that number by the actual number of public 
housing stock per unit, it comes down to nine 
tonnes per year. It’s actually very low. I 
discussed this with Bruno from the QEC and 

ᐳᕉᓅ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ, ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
   ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐸᐅᓗᓯ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᓪᓕᐊ 
   ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
 
>>ᑲᑎᒪᓯᒋᐊᖅᑐᑦ 9:03ᒥ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᕼᐃᒃᔅ)(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᔅᓯ. 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕗᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᖁᓕᕐᒥᔭᕋ ᐅᓪᓗᐊᓂ ᐊᐃᑉᐹᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖓᑕ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖓᓂᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᐊᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ. 
 
>>ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᓇᑯᒻᒦᒃ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᐃᑉᐸᒃᓴᖅ 
ᐃᓱᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊ 17-ᒥᒃ 49-ᒧᑦ, 
ᐱᔭᕇᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᑕᕗᓪᓗ. ᐊᑎᖁᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐅᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ 
ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑐᔪᒪᔭᕋ ᑭᐅᓇᓱᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓚᖓᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᓪᓗ 
ᐃᑉᐸᒃᓴᖅ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᑎᒃᓴᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑰᕋᕕᑦ. 
ᐱᑕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᕋᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᓇᑦᑎᓕᖕᒧᑦ, 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᔭᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑉᐸᒃᓴᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᓱᓕᕆᑲᐃᓐᓇᕈᒪᔪᖓ. 
ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᐅᕙᒃᑐᖅ ᓴᓂᐊᑎᒍᑦ 
ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᖅᓴᒻᒪᕆᐅᖅᑰᖅᑐᖅ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᑦᒪᓐᑕᒥ 20.5 ᑕᓐᔅᓂᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ 
ᐃᒡᓗᒥᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᖃᖃᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᐱᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᑲᑎᒃᑲᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᓕᒫᑦ 48,845 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ,  ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᒡᒍᑐᖅᑐᒋᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 9 ᑕᓐᓯᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ. ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᐊᓪᓕᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᖃᑕᐅᕗᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐳᕉᓅ ᖁᓪᓕᑯᓐᓃᖔᖅᑐᖅ  
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the other experts. We have to take into 
account that southern units have the summer 
months as well where they consume a lot of 
energy for their air conditioning. We don’t 
need air conditioning up here.  
 
At the same time, to take into account that 
we have less consumption of electricity per 
unit as compared to southern Canada, in that 
sense, the numbers start to make a lot of 
sense. It’s actually quite low, nine tonnes per 
year per unit. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Interesting. Thank you for that 
information, Mr. Audla. We don’t need air 
conditioning yet, but if the climate change 
keeps going the way it’s going, we may have 
to get into that business as well.  
 
I will go to, like I had mentioned, the last 
name I left off with yesterday. Mr. Netser, do 
you have further questions? 
 
Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) Good 
morning. (interpretation) With climate 
change, it’s very obvious that snow is 
starting to melt really fast in the 
communities. In Coral Harbour there was a 
sudden melt and two young people were lost 
because of that. The bridges we normally use 
were washed out. They were replaced last 
year. If I remember correctly, around 2006 in 
Pangnirtung, the river flooded and the bridge 
became too short. They had to put in a longer 
bridge. I know that this is very expensive. 
Has the Nunavut government ever received 
any help from the federal government for the 
things that need to be fixed because of 
sudden melts? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you for that question. I’ll 
pose that to Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. Within 

ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑕᕆᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖃᓯᐅᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᑯᑖᒦᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ, 
ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᓇᖅᑐᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓕᐹᓘᕙᒃᑐᑎᒃ ᑕᒫᓂᓕ 
ᓂᓪᓕᓇᖅᑐᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕆᐊᑐᑎᓐᓇᑕ. 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒍ 
ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᒻᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ 
ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᓴᓂᐊᒍᑦ. ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᓴᐅᑏᑦ 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᓇᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕗᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᐊᓪᓕᐅᓂᖅᓴᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 9 ᑕᓐᓯᑦ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ, 
ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᕕᑦ. 
ᓂᓪᓕᑎᕈᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᕈᓘᒐᓗᐊᖅᓱᑎᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᕗᑦ ᐅᖅᑰᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᐊᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓴᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒻᒥᔪᖅ.  
 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᑉᐸᔅᓴᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑳᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᒥᓂᒃ. 
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓯᓚ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ 
ᐊᐅᑲᓪᓚᒃᐸᒃᓱᑎᓗ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓛᒃ ᓴᓪᓕᒦᓛᒃ 
ᐊᐅᑲᓪᓚᖕᓂᐊᓗᐊᓄᑦ ᒪᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᒪᒃᑯᒃᑑᖕᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᐅᔨᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᔭᒐᐃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑳᕐᕕᕗᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᕗᓂᓛᒃ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᕗᑦ 
ᓱᐱᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑳᕐᕖᑦ. 
ᐊᕐᕌᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᒍᒪ 2006 ᑕᒫᓂᕋᓗᒃ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᖅ ᑰᖓ 
ᑰᓕᑳᓪᓚᒃᑐᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐃᑳᕐᕕᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᓇᐃᓗᐊᓕᖅᓱᓂ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ 
ᐃᓕᑦᓯᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖅᑲᐃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔫᖕᒪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖅᑲᐃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕙᑦ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒧᖓ 
ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ, ᑭᐅᔭᐅᖁᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈᒧᑦ. 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ.  
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our department we’ve not had any specific 
federal funding allocation associated with the 
example that the Member had raised. I’m not 
aware of any other specific capital funding 
programs related to that either. Certainly I 
would defer to other departments if they had 
any, but I’m not aware of any. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser: Thank you. So then we are left 
at our own cost to address these pressing 
kinds of changes which are upon us that are 
caused by the rest of the world. With the 
limited funds we get from the federal 
government, I think it’s fair to say that we 
can ask for more. 
 
My other question too is I know that in this 
report there are some communities with 
coastal erosions. Being a proactive 
government, I wonder if the government is 
making any plans to relocate some of these 
houses if they believe that this trend is 
continuing that the seashore erosion will be 
upon us sometime. I wonder if the 
government is making plans to relocate some 
of these buildings to higher grounds. 
(interpretation) Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
In terms of housing, I’ll defer to the Nunavut 
Housing Corporation. Right now we don’t 
have anything in place where we’re looking 
at relocation of existing GN-owned facilities. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla, would you like to 
supplement that response? 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. As it 
stands right now, the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation has no immediate plans for 

ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᖓᑕ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᔾᔨᖓᓂᒃ. 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ. 
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᐃᒻᒥᓂᖅᓱᖅᑯᒍᓈᓰᑦ ᐊᑭᐊᓗᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᐊᓘᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᒥ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᕕᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
ᐅᕙᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᕐᓂ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᖓ. 
ᓄᓇᓕᑦᑕᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ ᓯᓈᖏᑦ 
ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖏᑦ ᑲᑕᒐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕕᒻᒧᑦ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᑯᐊ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔪᖃᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ 
ᓱᒋᐊᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑳ, ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᒦᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖏᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᖅᓯᒪᕚᑦ, ᐃᒪᕕᐅᑉ ᑭᓪᓕᖓ ᐅᓐᓇ ᓯᓈ 
ᓄᓇ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ? ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᖅᑳ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐸᐅᖓ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓂᒋᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᒃᑎᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᓪᓗᐃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᓪᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᖁᒐᔭᖅᑕᕋ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 
ᓅᑦᑎᒋᐊᔅᓴᖅ ᑕᑯᓐᓈᖅᑕᖃᓐᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂ, ᒫᓐᓇ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᒪᕕᐅᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ?  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᑯᓪᓕ  
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looking at units that might be in that 
category. I could think of some examples in 
maybe in Sanirajak (Hall Beach) where 
they’re very close to the shoreline, but we 
would have to look at that in other 
communities and get back to you. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Spring is upon us and spring has 
been here a while now, but it’s still frozen. I 
know that in some communities they have a 
lot of snow accumulated and once it starts to 
melt, it will affect the roads and water will 
start accumulating near the houses. Does the 
Nunavut Housing Corporation visit the 
communities to see what’s happening during 
this time of year? It would be a great report 
to write to the federal government what’s 
happening to the communities during 
springtime. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Are you directing 
that to Community and Government 
Services, Mr. Netser? 
 
Mr. Netser: I think both in general. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: I’ll start off with Mr. Devereaux 
and then Mr. Audla.  
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. Certainly 
our department works closely with the 
municipalities in terms of municipal 
operations around snow management 
throughout the winter and spring thaw. I 
agree with the Member that one of the 
concerns around snow management is just 
dealing with the accumulation of snow that 
melts and then the impacts of that water if 
not properly drained. Certainly our role is to 
work with the municipalities and support 

ᓄᖑᕈᔾᔭᐅᓂᐅᓴᔫᔮᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕕᒻᒧᑦ. ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒻᒥ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖅᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ, 
ᖃᓂᔅᓴᖅᑐᑯᓘᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᕕᒻᒧ. ᓄᓇᐃᓪᓕ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᓗᓯᓗ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ.  
 
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐅᐱᕐᖓᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒥᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᒃᓯᒪᓇᔭᓕᕋᓗᐊᖅᓱᓂ 
ᒫᓐᓇ. ᖁᐊᕌᓘᖕᒪᑦ ᓱᓕ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᖓᖕᒥᖕᒪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᐳᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᐱᓯᒪᕈᓘᔭᖅᑐᐊᓗᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᐊᐅᒃᑐᐊᓘᓕᕐᒥᒃᐸᑕ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓪᓗ 
ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᓪᓗ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓵᓘᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ. 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓪᓕᖃᐃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓕᕌᖓᑦ 
ᐳᓚᕋᖃᑦᑕᓐᖏᓚᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᑎᑦᑎᐊᕚᓘᓇᔭᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᑉ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑐᕌᖅᑎᑕᐃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ?  
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑕᒪᒃᑮᖕᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈᒥ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑳᕈᑎᖃᕐᓗᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᓂᓛᒃ 
ᖃᓂᔅᓴᖅᑐᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᒐᓱᐊᓲᖑᔪᒍᑦ, 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᐳᑎᓕᕆᓂᖏᑦ, 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᐱᕐᖓᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓕᕋᐃᒻᒪᑕ. ᐊᐳᑎᓕᕆᓂᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᐱᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 
ᑰᕝᕕᖃᑦᑎᐊᓐᖏᒐᐃᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓰᒐᓱᐊᓲᖑᔪᒍᑦ,  
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them to always look towards improved snow 
management throughout the spring thaw. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Devereaux. Mr. 
Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. The housing corporation has 
looked at Cape Dorset, Arviat, and 
Cambridge Bay on that matter. When there is 
a lot of snow accumulated, we always look at 
that to see how we can make improvements 
to get rid of some of the water during the 
melt. We will always work with CGS in that 
regard, but we’re always aware of it and 
we’re always monitoring it. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) I wonder: 
Mr. Devereaux, could you give us a list of 
which hamlets you consult with in terms of 
the spring thaw and the drainage within these 
towns? (interpretation) Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) That’s my 
final question.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. I think 
that in a broader sense we would consult with 
all hamlets through our role and participation 
in the Nunavut Association of Municipalities 
and certainly with any communities in any 
particular year that are experiencing more 
difficulties with spring thaw issues. Typically 
those hamlets would raise concerns or seek 
out support from CGS as those matters, but 
from a general sense, I think we would 
consult with all hamlets through the NAM 
forum. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᓇᓱᐊᖏᓐᓇᖅᑐᑕ 
ᐊᐳᑎᓕᕆᓂᕆᕙᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅ.  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᓐᖓᕐᓂ, 
ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑖᑦᓱᒧᖓ ᒥᑦᓵᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓕᐊᓂᖓᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐳᑎᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᖃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓕᐊᓕᕋᐃᒻᒪᑎ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓇᓱᐊᖏᓐᓇᓚᖓᔭᕗᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᔭᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒥᑦᓵᓄᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ, 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᓗ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ. 
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑎᐊᕗᕉᖃᐃ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑭᑦ 
ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒋᕙᒻᒪᖔᔅᓯᐅᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓕᕋᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑰᕝᕕᑦᑖᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ? (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖁᑎᒋᓕᖅᑕᕋ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᓄᓇᕘᓕᒫᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ, ᕼᐋᒻᓚᓕᒫᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒋᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ, 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᓗ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ. 
ᓄᓇᓖᓪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓇᒥᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐅᓴᔫᔮᖅᑐᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᐃᓲᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᑯᓐᓂ. ᓄᓇᕘᓕᒫᕐᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᓲᕗᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᕼᐋᒻᓚᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑎᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Devereaux. Mr. 
Main, you have some questions. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Good 
morning, everyone. Welcome back.  
 
I’ll just follow up on Mr. Netser’s 
questioning there first of all. In terms of 
hamlets and municipalities, when they go to 
CGS and look for funding to deal with 
drainage issues, is there a specific pot of 
funding that is set aside for climate change 
adaptation or those type of causes? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. Mr. 
Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. There is 
no specific funding line item related to 
climate change in terms of the grants and 
contributions that we flow to municipalities. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. When 
climate change impacts occur, I’ll use the 
Pangnirtung bridge washout for example. 
Where do those funds come from in terms 
of… ? What I’m trying to get at is: how 
much financial capacity does the 
Government of Nunavut have to implement 
adaptation or emergency measures in 
response to climate change? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. Mr. 
Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. I think, 
as specific capital needs arise, they get 
brought forward in the traditional fashion in 
terms of our capital planning process. The 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ, ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᕆᕖᑦ?  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᓯ, ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᕐᒥᒋᔅᓯ.  
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᑖᖅᑕᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᒍ, ᕼᐋᒻᓚᐃᓪᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᕋᓛᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᑯᓐᓅᕋᐃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᔅᓴᓯᐅᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᑰᕝᕕᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ. 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑭᓯ ᑐᒃᓯᕌᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ, 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ, 
ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪ. ᑮᓇᐅᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕌᔅᓴᖁᑎᖃᖅᐸᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓕᕋᐃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᖅ ᐆᑦᑐᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐃᑳᕈᑎᖓ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᑰᒍᔾᔭᐅᔪᔪᖅ. ᓇᑭᓪᓕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐱᓐᓂᖅᑭᓯᐅᒃ? ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓱᐊᕋᒪ, ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᔪᓐᖏᓐᓂᖃᖅᑲᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖏᑎᒍᑦ, 
ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᒋᐊᕋᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᖃᕋᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᓇ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑎᒎᑐᐃᓐᓇᓲᖑᔪᒍᑦ.  
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example the Member raised obviously 
becomes a very high priority in terms of 
emergency type situations, so it would get 
addressed accordingly.  
 
I don’t want to say there’s not specific capital 
funding available. We looked to the last year 
or two the amount of federal capital funds 
that were identified. A lot of them are in the 
area of green funding and create 
opportunities for us to try to address the most 
important current needs we have for green 
infrastructure. There is not necessarily a 
dedicated pot of money within our capital 
planning process, but we address the needs 
for municipalities in terms of the variety of 
factors in comparison to the other capital 
needs across the territory. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Devereaux. Mr. 
Main. 
 
Mr. Main (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. This is my last question 
(interpretation ends) on this topic anyways. 
(interpretation) Have the hamlets in years 
past ever requested funding in regard to 
climate change? (interpretation ends) Under 
the climate change heading, have there been 
specific applications made by hamlets for 
additional funding? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. Mr. 
Deveraux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. I am not 
familiar with that specific request. I certainly 
don’t want to say it has never happened, but 
I’m not aware of that. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Main, you had a 
follow-up. 
 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᐃᑦ, 
ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᓯᔪᕕᔾᔪᐊᕋᓘᓲᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖅᑕᖃᕋᐃᒻᒪᑦ,  
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓕᖅᑐᕕᔾᔪᐊᕋᓘᓲᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑕᓕᖅᑯᑦ.  
 
 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᖃᑦᑕᔪᔪᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ, ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑕᕝᕗᖓᓕ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖃᓐᖏᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ, ᐱᒋᐊᖃᓕᕋᐃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑐᕈᓘᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑮᓕᓲᖑᔪᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑎᐊᕗᕉ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᒪᒃᕼᐅᒪ 
ᒥᒃᕼᐋᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᓪᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᕆᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓂᓛᒃ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᑦᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᓂᒃ 
ᖄᖏᖅᕼᐃᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᕼᐃᕋᖅᕼᐃᒪᕚᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᕼᐃᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᕼᐃᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᕋᖅᖢᓂᔾᔪᒃ? (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᖄᖓᒍᑦ? ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑕᑎᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ, ᐅᔾᔨᕆᓇᒋᓪᓗ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ, 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᕕᑦ. 
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Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It 
would be interesting to see if there was a 
fund made available, if municipalities would 
make use of that, but I’ll just leave that there. 
 
For the Auditor General, in paragraph 62 of 
your report you mentioned that CG&S did 
geotechnical site investigations in relation to 
seven infrastructure projects and nine public 
housing units constructed by the Nunavut 
Housing Corporation were also examined. In 
which communities were these infrastructure 
projects and housing units located? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. You’re 
jumping ahead a little bit. We’re not quite in 
that section yet. We’re still up to paragraph 
49. As the question has been posed already, 
I’ll ask Mr. Ferguson to respond. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Actually I’ll ask Ms. Cotnoir to respond. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Madam Cotnoir. 
 
Ms. Cotnoir: For the infrastructure under the 
responsibility of CGS, we tried to look at 
different types of infrastructure. The type of 
infrastructure we look at is the new bulk fuel 
storage facilities, potable water systems at 
the Nunavut Arctic College residence and 
hamlet office, new sewage systems/lagoons 
and they were located in Cambridge Bay, 
Whale Cove, Repulse Bay, and Arviat. For 
the housing units that we looked at, we 
looked at the nine communities: Arviat, 
Sanikiluaq, Whale Cove, Pond Inlet, 
Kugaaruk, Taloyoak, Kugluktuk, Cambridge 
Bay, and Clyde River. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you very much for that 
response. Just a note that Repulse Bay has 
officially changed their name to Naujaat. Ms. 

ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒍᒥᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᕐᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ. 
 
ᐃᓚᖓ 62 ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖓᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᕕᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ 7-ᖑᒻᒪᑕ, ᐅᖃᖅᑕᓯ 9-
ᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᖑᕙ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ? ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᓇᒦᓐᓂᖏᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
ᐃᓛᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᓪᓘᓴᕋᐃᓗᐊᒐᓛᒐᕕᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓐᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍ 49-ᒦᒃᑲᑦᑕ. ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕘᕐᒐᓴᓐ, ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑮᑦ? 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᒥᔅ ᑯᑦᓄᐊ ᑭᐅᖁᓗᒍ ᑎᓕᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᑖᒻ ᑯᑦᓄᐊ. 
 
 
ᑯᑦᓄᐊ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐊᖑᕙᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑖᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑎᖏᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖁᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᒥ, 
ᑎᑭᕌᕐᔪᐊᒥ, ᓇᐅᔮᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
9-ᖑᒻᒪᑕ, ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ, ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᖅ, ᑎᑭᕌᕐᔪᐊᖅ, 
ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃ, ᑰᒑᕐᕈᒃ, ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅ, ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑑᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ, ᑕᑉᐱᓐᓇᓗ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᕕᒃ. ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓗᖓ Repulse Bay 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ “ᓇᐅᔮᖑᖔᓕᖅᑐᓂ.”  
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Towtongie, you had some further questions?  
 
Ms. Towtongie (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I can say that I am an 
accomplished seamstress. In fact most 
women from all across Nunavut sew. We are 
not just seamstresses, but we do work with 
the fur and skins of animals such as ringed 
seals, bearded seals, fish, caribou, and polar 
bears.  
 
It has become noticeable that animals are 
also affected by climate change. As 
seamstresses, we see the fur of bearded seals 
and ringed seals are burned and sometimes 
become impossible to work with. It is easy to 
see these seals develop hides like old seals. 
Polar bears and caribou are similarly 
affected. When we prepare caribou skins 
during winter, we say that is whitening the 
skins to be made into kamiks because their 
hair is removed. 
 
Reading what the Department of 
Environment reported about holding 
meetings in March 2018, I want to share this 
with you that seamstresses should participate 
in those gatherings. We have known that the 
clothing made by women can save the lives 
of men because they’re not just ordinary 
everyday clothing. Now, it is clear to us that 
animals are being affected. I wanted to make 
that comment.  
 
Reading the report on page 10, the 
department’s response was that “The 
Department of Environment intends to work 
with other Government of Nunavut 
organizations and external bodies to identify 
and rank climate change risks and hazards to 
Nunavut.” I would like to suggest to the 
Department of Environment that 
seamstresses should participate in those 
activities. I want to say that when we make 
traditional Inuit clothing, they can allow 
people to survive in the harsh climate. Thank 

ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ, ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐱᑦ? 
 
 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒥᖅᓱᖅᑎᓪᓚᑦᑖᖑᒐᒪ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᒪ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᓕᒫᒥ ᒥᖅᓱᓲᖑᖕᒪᑕ, 
ᒥᖅᓱᖅᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. ᒪᑯᐊ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᐸᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᓇᑦᑏᑦ, ᐅᒡᔪᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ, 
ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᖏᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖅᓯᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᖕᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ. ᒥᖅᓱᖅᑎᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᒡᔪᐃᓪᓗ ᓇᑦᑏᓪᓗ ᐆᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᓇᓗᓇᕈᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓱᓂ ᑭᒡᒐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ.  
ᖃᑯᖅᓯᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᕌᖓᑦᑕ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᒥᓕᐊᕆᓂᐊᖅᓱᒋᑦ ᖃᑯᕐᓂᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ 
ᒥᖅᑯᓖᑦᑐᑦ ᒥᖅᑯᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᑐᒃᑐᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᕐᒪᑕ. 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᓱᒋᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᒫᑦᓯ 2018. ᐅᓇᓕ 
ᑐᓂᔪᒪᔭᕋ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒥᖅᓱᖅᑏᑦ 
ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓱᓪᓚᑦᑖᖃᑦᑕᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒥᖅᓱᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐊᓐᓄᕌᓕᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓐᓇᒃᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐊᖑᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐊᓐᓄᕌᖑᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒥᖅᓱᖅᑎᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᓯᕈᕐᒥᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᓱᖓ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᒪᒃᐱᒐᖅ 10-ᒥ, ᑭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᖅᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᓚᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᒥᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓗᑎᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖓ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑑᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ. ᐅᖃᕈᒪᔪᖓᓕ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᒥᖅᓱᖅᑏᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ. ᐅᖃᓪᓚᑦᑖᕈᒪᔪᖓ 
ᐊᓐᓄᕌᓕᐅᕌᖓᑦᑕ ᐃᓄᒃᑎᑐᑦ ᐊᓐᓄᕌᕗᑦ  
ᐊᓐᓂᒃᑐᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ.  
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you, Mr. Chairman. I wanted to make that 
comment and that’s it for me.  
 
Chairman: I’ll take that as a comment, Ms. 
Towtongie, but Mr. Suvega, did you want to 
respond? Mr. Suvega. 
 
Mr. Suvega (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. That is understandable. We will 
take that into serious consideration and report 
back as accurately as possible to those people 
who need to hear that in government and 
partners during meetings with them. It is 
something we need to take action on in the 
future. Even if not everyone can take part in 
meetings, money sometimes is a barrier, but 
we will try to make as many people are 
involved and discuss these issues in every 
way possible. Even though the fur industry 
has not been involved up to now, it is clear 
that the industry is being affected. This will 
need to be considered in future planning. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Suvega. Just 
before we go to the next section, paragraphs 
50 through 105, I would just like to follow up 
with a couple of questions from Ms. 
Towtongie that she posed to the Auditor 
General yesterday, but I would like to direct 
it to Environment.  
 
Paragraph 28 of the AG’s report indicates 
that his audit found the Department of 
Environment produced a five-year action 
plan concerning the climate change 
framework, but that this “action was never 
finalized.” Why was this action plan not 
finalized, and what is the status of 
developing a new one? Mr. Suvega. 
 
Mr. Suvega: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In 
terms of previous work that has been 
completed but not finalized or formally 
approved, I can only really speculate as to 
what may have been kind of determining 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᖅᑲᐅᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᓱᖓ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ, ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒑ, ᑭᐅᔪᒪᖅᑲᐅᕖᑦ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ. 
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᓯᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑯᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᔭᑎᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᑎᒋᑦᓯᐊᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑲᒃᑲ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒋᕙᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒋᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ 
ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᒍᓐᓇᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕈᑎᐅᓲᖑᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑯᒍᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐄ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒥᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ 
ᒥᑦᓵᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ. 
ᐊᓯᐊᓄᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ  ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊ 52-ᒥᒃ 
105-ᒧᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᔪᒪᒍᒃᑯ. 
 
 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊ 28-ᒥ, ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔩᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑮᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᒃ 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᓄᐊᖓᔪᒥᒃ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
“ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᖅ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ”. 
ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᓚ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᐋᖅᑮᓇᓱᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ? ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ.  
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ, 
ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐹᖅᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓇᓂ 
ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᓯᒪᓇᓂᓗ,  
ᑲᖐᓱᒍᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
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factors of why it might not have been 
approved.  
 
There’s a lot of competing time and attention 
for the resources that we do have and that’s 
likely one of the main causes and different 
competing interests amongst government and 
trying to prioritize some of the work. Going 
forward, I think some of the pieces that we 
have tried to organize and respond to 
adequately using things like the OAG report 
and certainly the proceedings from yesterday 
and today, we will use that to inform some of 
our actions going forward.  
 
One of the first pieces we have tried to 
organize interdepartmentally is to have a 
policy forum properly to vet a lot of these 
interdepartmental, interagency and 
partnership work. It’s not to necessarily 
create new bodies, but to ensure that there’s a 
forum there to have this body of work 
supported interdepartmentally so that we can 
come up with recommendations and action 
plans going forward that will hopefully help 
inform what some of our future 
recommendations may look like.  
 
As for what some of those timelines may 
look like, only time will tell, but we have 
some of those pieces already started with a 
lot of proposed discussions now having kind 
of a formal policy forum to have these vetted 
through like the Sustainable Development 
Advisory Group just as one example. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Suvega. I was 
going to ask a follow-up on paragraph 31 of 
the detailed draft implementation plan for the 
energy strategy in 2010, but it also wasn’t 
finalized. I’m probably going to get the same 
type of response. 
 
That leads me into a comment that when the 
Government of Nunavut, whether it would be 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖅᓵᕋᓚᐅᑎᕈᓘᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑰᖅᑕᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖑᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ 
ᒥᓐᓂᒋᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓐᓂ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. ᓯᕗᒧᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᒐᓱᒃᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒃᑕᓗ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓂᒃᑳᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᕋᓂᓗ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᑎᓐᓃᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒃᐸᒃᓴᖅ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓗ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂ. 
 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᕋᓱᒃᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᑎᒍᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖃᑎᒌ, 
ᑎᒥᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔭᐅᔪᖃᑎᒌᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖏᑦ. 
ᓄᑖᓂᑦ ᑎᒥᓕᐅᕋᓱᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᖁᔨᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖃᑎᒌᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓄᐃᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᑐᓕᕋᒃᓴᓂᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ. ᓂᕆᐅᓇᖅᐳᖅ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑦᑕ ᑕᐅᑦᑐᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 
 
 
ᐅᓪᓗᕆᔭᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑕᐅᑦᑐᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᓗᑎᒃᑯ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᖃᕈᒪᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑖᕗᓐᖓᓕᒫᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔩᑦ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇᓗ 31-ᒥ ᑎᑎᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓗᓕᒻᒪᕆᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᒪᔪᓂᑦ 2010-
ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑎᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ. 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  
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a department or agency, goes through the 
exercise of creating a strategy and there’s no 
action put behind it… . There are a lot of 
money, time, and resources that are invested 
into doing a strategy such as the energy 
strategy that the Department of Environment 
did back in 2007. When there’s no action 
brought to it, it’s like those resources are 
wasted, and the witnesses just said how 
important resources are.  
 
When we do take on a project, I think it’s 
very important that we follow through with 
it. I look forward to seeing more progress on 
these areas, not just with an updated strategy, 
by taking into consideration newer 
technologies that are available but also an 
action plan and an implementation strategy to 
go with that. I’ll just leave that as a 
comment.  
 
At this time we will go ahead with the next 
section, Findings, Recommendations, and 
Responses, Taking action, paragraphs 50 
through 105. I will start with Mr. Lightstone. 
Thank you.  
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to follow up on Mr. Main’s 
comment yesterday regarding the OAG’s 
collaborative report from Auditors General 
and the statement that the Auditor General 
made stating that “Climate change has been 
identified as one of the defining challenges of 
our time.” I would like to thank the Auditor 
General for including that statement because 
I completely agree.  
 
I believe we’re at a point in time where how 
we choose to generate electricity has become 
critical to the future of the planet. We know 
that continuing to generate electricity using 
fossil fuels is not sustainable and it is 
impacting our climate. The Arctic, including 
Nunavut, is on the frontline in terms of the 
effects of climate change and should be a 

ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᕖᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᕕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᐅᖃᑎᒌᓄᓪᓗ ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᓴᓇᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᕙᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
2007-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒍᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ, 
ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᕋᑖᕐᖓᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᐊᓕᕋᐃᒍᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒪᒋᑦᓯᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ, 
ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᓯᐊᕐᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᕈᕆᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖔ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒋᐊᕐᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᒥᒃ 
50-ᒥᒃ 105-ᒧᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᕆᐊᑲᐃᓐᓇᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᑉᐸᔅᓴᖅ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓴᒻᒥᑦᓯᒍᑎᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᓱᓂᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓱᓕᔪᖅᓴᕋᒪ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓂᕈᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ 
ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᖓᓄᑦ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖁᑎᓕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᓐᖏᓇᑦᑕ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒦᖔᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓯᓚᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖅ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᓯᕗᐊᓃᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᑕ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗ  
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leader in terms of building the society that 
we want it to live in.  
 
Renewable energy also aligns with the values 
of Inuit with respect to caring for nature and 
leaving a positive legacy for future 
generations. There are major financial 
benefits in moving towards renewable energy 
in the Arctic, but once the infrastructure is 
built, renewable energy projects have no 
further consumption costs and very minimal 
maintenance requirements. Further, 
renewable energy is also extremely 
appropriate for small, remote communities 
with limited infrastructure.  
 
With that being said, I would also like to 
point out the fact that compared to other 
locations around the world, Iqaluit has a very 
favourable amount of sunlight when looking 
at the annual amount. I know that the QEC 
has recently released a net metering program 
that will push us in the right direction and 
enable the public to start contributing to 
move towards renewable energy. I believe 
that we need to expedite the process through 
government incentive programs to assist the 
public in acquiring and installing these 
renewable energy systems.  
 
I’m not sure which department to aim this 
question at, but most possibly the 
Department of Environment as the lead. I 
would like to ask what plans are in place for 
incorporating and implementing incentive 
programs for assisting in renewable energy 
systems. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Excellent question, Mr. 
Lightstone. Mr. Suvega. 
 
Mr. Suvega: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In 
partnership with other departments, we are 
looking to develop, perhaps, new programs 
in the near future, but those are still under 
development as well. It’s important to also 

ᓯᕗᓕᐅᕆᖃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᓅᓯᖃᕈᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ. 
 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓕᐊᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓐᓂᕈᓯᓐᓂᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑭᖑᕚᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑦᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᕐᔪᐊᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᖅᑕᖃᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᑕᐅᔪᓄᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᓕᐅᕈᑎᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᕈᑎᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑭᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᔭᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᒥᑭᔾᔫᒥᒐᔭᖅᑐᑎᒃ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᒥᑭᔫᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᑦᑐᓂ. 
 
 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᒪᒻᒥᔪᖓ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᐊᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᒥ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᕕᐅᑦᑎᐊᐸᑉᐳᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑮᖃᑖᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᐊᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒥᒃ 
ᑐᕌᖅᑎᔾᔪᑎᒋᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖃᑕᐅᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᓱᓕᔪᖅᓴᖅᐳᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓱᒃᑲᓪᓕᒋᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᔪᒥᓇᕈᑎᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᐊᖓᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᑖᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
ᓇᓗᔪᖓ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒃ ᑐᕌᖅᑎᔪᒃᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᒃᑯ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒥᒃ, ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓕᐅᕆᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᔪᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᓪᓗ ᐱᔪᒪᓕᕈᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓐᓅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ? ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ.  
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᑦ, 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᓴᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᖃᐃᔪᒥ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓱᓕ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔭᕇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ. 
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point out that before we create any new 
programs, as a public government, we also 
bring it through this forum to ensure that 
we’re carrying out our actions publicly and 
transparently and go through the budget 
development process as we roll out new 
programs.  
 
Having said that, we’re very much looking to 
other jurisdictions, especially northern 
jurisdictions, that may already have programs 
such as these in place that can serve their 
populations and can bring new technologies 
to the north that generate cost savings for 
future generations. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that response. My next 
question will be for the Department of 
Community and Government Services.  
 
Paragraph 57 states that “Once the thawing 
of permafrost begins, stopping it is usually 
difficult and expensive. Therefore, it is 
essential to help preserve permafrost both 
beneath and beside a building.” And 
“…properly managing snow and drainage 
around buildings to avoid water from 
pooling” would significantly contribute to 
that. 
 
The Department of Community and 
Government Services’ response to the 
Auditor General’s recommendation 
concerning these climate change projections 
indicates that it “will initiate measures to 
ensure that climate change projections are 
incorporated into the geotechnical site 
investigations where required going 
forward.” What specific measures will be 
initiated? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: That’s directed to CGS. Mr. 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓕᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᐅᓪᓗᑎ ᓄᐃᑎᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑲᓂᒪᓂᖅ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᓂᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓕᐅᕆᓗᑕ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᑎᓐᓂ. 
 
 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᓂᑦ, 
ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᑕᖃᕇᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᓗᓐᓂᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑖᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑕ 
ᑭᖑᕚᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓄ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔭᕋ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊ 57 ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑕ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᐊᑖᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒥᐊᓂᕆᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ, 
ᐊᐳᑏᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᖅ ᑯᕕᕝᕕᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᓂ 
ᓄᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᒡᒍᓯᖓ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓗᑎᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᒧ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓯᕗᒧᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᕋᔅᓯ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᖅ.  
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Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. The last 
part of the question in terms of the 
geotechnical investigations is in reference to 
when we undertake a new project as part of 
the site analysis and site investigation. We 
undertake and always have geotechnical 
engineering investigations to understand soil 
conditions.  
 
The Auditor General brought up through an 
audit out of seven projects that were 
examined, five of the seven, the geotechnical 
engineering firm had identified in the report 
that they looked at climate change 
projections as part of their analysis. Our 
response is that we would continue to ensure 
for all of our geotechnical investigations that 
those engineering firms continue to 
undertake climate change projections in their 
investigations. It’s pretty much an industry 
standard now.  
 
We had two projects that didn’t specifically 
state in the geotechnical report that they had 
considered climate change projections. One 
was the Repulse Bay school, which is 
predominantly on all bedrock, and the other 
one was in Whale Cove. Upon review, it may 
or may not be that the geotechnical 
engineering firm looked at climate change 
projections, but it wasn’t specifically stated 
in the report. We will ensure that all 
geotechnical reports do include a statement 
around the climate change projections as 
being part of that analysis.  
 
I think the initial part of your question led to 
the types of measures we’re looking at when 
it comes to snow and water. Certainly we 
undertake annual inspections on our portfolio 
of buildings that we own and maintain. As 
we recognize issues with extensive pooling 
of water and standing water, then we 

ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕋᓱᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᓄᓇᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓪᓗᑕ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑕᓗ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔨᓂᒃ 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᖅᓯᑎᓐᓇᓱᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᓄᓇ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓈᓴᐃᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 7 ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔩᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᒡᒍᓯᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕆᔭᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔩᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒪᓕᒐᕆᔭᐅᒐᔪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ. 
 
 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑎᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᔭᕋᒻᒥᒃ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔩᑦ 
ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒃᑎᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᖃᑖ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᕕᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᒻᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᐳᑏᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᐃᒻᒪᖅᓱᖏᓛᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᒐᖅᓯ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑕ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ  
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recognize there are drainage issues and we 
want to address those. The measure we 
would take is just through our annual 
inspections after spring thaw to ascertain if 
there are any buildings that have excessive 
water pooling that are a result of poor snow 
management in terms of the thaw but also 
just in terms of fundamentally drainage 
issues. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. I’m sure you meant 
the school in Naujaat. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Now, properly managing the snow and 
drainage around buildings has been an issue 
here in Iqaluit as we pretty much annually 
have an issue with water drainage. I was 
wondering if the government will ensure 
proper drainage around government facilities 
here in Iqaluit. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. I think 
our response would be it’s certainly our 
mandate as part of our maintenance program 
to take steps to mitigate the issues around 
snow management and melting and water 
pooling. Certainly it is within our goals and 
objectives to achieve that. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
You’re saying that one day all the 
government facilities in Iqaluit will have 
proper water drainage and, if so, when would 
that be possible? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the follow-up 

ᑯᕕᕝᕕᓕᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑎᒍ. ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓇ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ 
ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᐳᑎᖃᓗᐊᖅᐸᓪᓗ 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑯᕕᕝᕕᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑰᒡᕕᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖃᐃ ᓇᐅᔮᓃᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓐᓂᖅᐱᐅᒃ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑯᕕᕝᕕᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ 
ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᐊᑦᑐᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒥᖅ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᐅᑉ 
ᓴᓂᐊᓂ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑯᕕᕝᕕᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᖏᑕ ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑮᒡᒍᓯᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᓕᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᔪᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐱᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᑕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒪᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐅᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᖃᖅᐲᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ 
ᑯᕕᕝᕕᖃᖅᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᓛᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑯᕕᕝᕕᓕᖅᑕᐅᓛᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ 
ᓄᐊᑦᑎᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒪᖅᓱᒥᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᕕᑦ.  
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question. In the ongoing operations and 
maintenance of our facilities, we would 
examine any given year as snow accumulates 
how to best satisfy that during the melt and 
sometimes that involves us relocating snow 
piles in the springtime.  
 
In terms of just general drainage strategies, 
when we have a property that is identified to 
have poor drainage issues, we bring that 
forward as we do all of our required lifecycle 
on our existing buildings and prioritize that. 
Certainly where we have excessive issues 
with water pooling is the ones that we want 
to try to identify as the highest priority. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that response. My next 
question will be directed to the Auditor 
General.  
 
Paragraphs 75 to 91 of your report address 
issues related to the use of renewable energy, 
including solar power, wind power, and 
hydroelectric power. Paragraph 79 of your 
report indicates that your office “did not 
audit the costs and benefits associated with 
the various projects discussed in this 
section.” Why was this decision made? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Lightstone. Mr. 
Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll ask Mr. McKenzie to answer that. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
When we looked at those just in terms of 
Exhibit 4 in particular, which is where we 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑲᒪᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐊᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᖢᒍ 
ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓗ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᑯᓪᓗ 
ᓄᒃᑎᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᓕᖅᐸᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᐳᑏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᐅᐱᕐᖓᒃᓵᒃᑯᑦ.  
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᓕᐊᕗᑦ ᑯᕝᕕᕕᓕᐅᕐᓂᒧᑦ 
ᑰᒡᕕᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᒻᒪᖅᓱᖕᓄᑦ 
ᓄᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑯᓂᐅᑎᒋᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᐃᒪᖅᓱᐃᑦ ᓄᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒪᖅᓱᖃᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑳᕈᒪᔭᕗᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒡᓗ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒥᔭᕋ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕖᑦ 75-ᒥᒃ 91-ᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᔅᓯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᓄᕆᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑰᖕᒥᒃ 
ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ. 79-ᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓯᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᔅᓯᒎᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ. ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ ᑭᐅᖁᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ.  
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᖢᑎᒍᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ 4 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ  
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outlined some of the projects that the energy 
corporation had looked at, we wanted to 
show that there were various options that 
were being considered.  
 
However, the level of effort versus the return 
of us actually auditing those costs and 
benefits, the solar project is relatively small, 
the wind study is something that was high 
level but also used to encourage discussion 
and inform discussion, and the hydro 
discussion was discontinued by the QEC. 
Our assumption is that if third parties were to 
pursue these types of projects, they would do 
an in-depth assessment of what actually the 
costs would be to them and whether or not it 
would be economically feasible and relevant 
for them to do it.  
 
For those reasons, we did not look at those 
costs and benefits in detail. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. McKenzie. Mr. 
Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
As you point out in Exhibit 4 under solar 
power, you indicated that “The project was 
estimated to cost…$7.5 million and to reduce 
fuel consumption by an estimated 196,000 
litres per year and greenhouse gas emissions 
by an estimated 615 tonnes per year.” I was 
wondering where this figure of $7.5 million 
came from and what sort of solar power 
project would that entail. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
This was a study that was undertaken by the 
energy corporation. They may be best 
positioned to provide details in terms of the 
amount of power, for example, that that type 
of energy project would generate. It was 

ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᓯᒪᔭᖓ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᑐᒪᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓖᕌᕈᑏᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᑭᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᕈᓘᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᒪᖕᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᐊᕐᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᕚᓪᓕᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑰᖕᒥᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᓴᒃᑯᐃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᑖᓚᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ. ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑎᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓐᖏᔾᔪᑎᒋᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 
 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓂᒃ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥ $7.5-
ᒥᓕᐊᖑᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ 169,000 
ᖃᓪᓗᑎᕋᓛᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 615 ᑕᓐᓯᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ. ᓇᑭᑦ $7.5-ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐱᕙ? ᑭᓲᕙᓪᓗ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ  ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
 
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᓂᓛᒃ ᑐᓂᓯᔪᑦ 
ᓴᓐᖏᓂᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓄᑭᓪᓚᐅᑎᖓ?  
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done, if I’m not mistaken, with a third party 
working with the corporation to help them 
better understand what the potentials were 
surrounding solar power, the need for some 
battery storage, and also some of the 
technical aspects that would have to be 
considered if the corporation were to go 
forward with those types of projects. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. McKenzie. 
Would you like to direct that question to the 
QEC? Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. If 
I understand correctly, the question was 
about how we achieved some of these 
numbers, some of the estimates. Very high 
level, we have fairly good numbers in terms 
of the solar capacity that we can use to 
generate electricity in Iqaluit. Doing that and 
then converting it into electrical output can 
lead directly to a reduced need for diesel.  
 
As I said, we can go to other sources to 
confirm the calculations we have done so that 
they’re not questionable. The only part of 
that equation that we ourselves would have 
to confirm would be the cost of the 
installation and that would cover variables 
such as labour, land acquisition, 
transportation, etcetera. Otherwise we feel 
fairly comfortable with what we said, and I 
can expand on that if required. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. Mr. 
Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll follow up with another question to the 
QEC. In 2016 the QEC installed a small 
demonstration project on solar energy in its 
Iqaluit power plant. I was wondering if the 
QEC would be able to provide us with an 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐹᑐᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦᑑᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᒃᑯᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
ᖁᓪᓕᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᕖᑦ? ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᖅᓯᒍᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᐃᓴᐅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ? ᖁᕝᕙᓯᒃᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᓯᒪᕐᓚᒃᖢᒍᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᑎᒡᓗᑕ 
ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᑎᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᐃᓴᐅᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓱᓕᓪᓚᑦᑖᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᐊ 
ᓈᓴᐅᔨᕆᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᖃᔅᓯᑖᓚᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᓄᒃᑕᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᐊᓪᓚᖕᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑑᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ  ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᑦ 6-ᒥ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ  
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update on how much that solar power panel 
purchase and installation cost, how much 
power has it generated, and how much diesel 
has it offset. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We 
would be more than happy to share that 
information. We have that information 
available. Unfortunately I don’t have it in 
front of me, but I will collect and provide it 
to the Member. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. You can 
provide it to me and I’ll distribute it through 
the Committee. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would appreciate receiving that information.  
 
Paragraph 89 indicates that the QEC is 
planning to have the Act “amended so that it 
could purchase power from third parties. It 
was also developing an independent power 
producers policy, which would outline to 
third parties how the Corporation would 
integrate power from them.” The QEC 
“identified the end of 2018 as a timeline for 
completing these actions.” I’m wondering if 
the end of 2018 is still an accurate timeline. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thanks to the Member for the question. This 
particular moving towards the IPP program 
involves a couple of steps. One of the steps, 
as was mentioned previously, was changing 
our Act to enable us to pursue an IPP 
program. Depending on how the legislative 
proposal is deemed, if it’s minor, I think we 
will reach this timeline, I believe. Obviously 
I don’t have complete control over those 
steps, but I believe it’s reasonable.  

ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑦ 
ᖃᔅᓯᕌᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ? ᖃᓄᑎᒋᓗ 
ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖅᑎᒋᕙᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓴᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 
ᐅᓂᑳᕈᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐱᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᓐᓇᒃᑯ 
ᐱᐊᒡᓚᓚᐅᕐᓗᒍ ᑐᓂᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᖃᐃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑯᖅ ᑐᓂᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᒥᒃ 
ᖃᐃᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᐊᐃᓐᓅᖕᒪᑦ.  
 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊ 89-ᒥ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᒡᒎᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓯᓚᑖᓂᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑰᖅᑐᒥᓪᓗ 
ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐱᓗᑎᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓯᓚᑖᓂᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑦᑎᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 2018 ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᓕᑦᑎᕕᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ. 2018 ᐃᓱᐊᓂ ᓇᓕᖅᑯᑎᑦᑎᐊᕇᓚᐅᖅᐹᑦ 
ᑐᕌᒐᒃᓴᓯ ᑖᓐᓇ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᑦᑐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᖁᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓗᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑑᒃᐸᑦ. ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᒃᑐᖓ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ.  
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The second part of that are actually the 
details associated with the IPP program, so 
the commercial conditions, technical 
requirements, etcetera. We believe that due 
to all of that, we will have that completed. 
We’re targeting having that completed by the 
end of fiscal 2018-19. The legislative 
proposal, we believe, is reasonable within 
this calendar year and then the entire 
program by 2018-19. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that response. My next 
question is regarding the net metering 
program. As of today, how many 
applications has the QEC received? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We 
have not received any formal applications, 
but we are talking to a number of people who 
are trying to get a comfort level. They have 
asked for some more specific information 
from the corporation in terms of the program 
and how the program works. They’re doing 
their due diligence as potentially a lead-up to 
an application. We’re hopeful to receive that 
first application in the very near future. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My next question on net metering is: why 
was the net metering program not made 
available to business customers? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

ᐱᖃᑖ, ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖃᐅᕐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᒃᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ 
2018-19 ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᒍᑦ. 
ᐱᖁᔭᒃᓴᓕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ 2018-19 ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓕᕐᓗᓂ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓕᕐᓗᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒥᔭᕋ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᕿᓐᖑᔭᓐᖑᐊᓕᕆᓂᖅ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᔅᓯᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸ 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐱᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓱᓕ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᓄᑲᓪᓚᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ, ᐅᐊᑦᓯᓐᖑᐊᕐᒥᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᒥᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑎᒋᖕᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᒥᒃ, 
ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓇᓱᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᓛᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᕕᐅᔪᒫᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖔᕈᒪᔪᒧᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᑎᑕᐅᓐᖏᓚᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ  
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Thank you for the Member for that question. 
That’s one question that we have been asked 
a number of times and I would like to expand 
on it. I will start by saying that we are 
preparing the IPP program, which will be 
open to all customers.  
 
Now, the net metering allows customers to 
generate power within their own residential 
homes or if a hamlet account wants to pursue 
that. We have included that within the 
provisions. We have limited the amount of 
energy originally we will procure to ensure 
one thing: to make sure that there are no 
problems with the power quality that people 
see on the distribution systems. What I mean 
by that is that we want to make sure that we 
don’t have voltage or frequency problems 
which would manifest by having people 
issues with their electronics, etcetera, so 
we’re deploying it slowly.  
 
The other component is that we are looking 
at how to make sure that these programs 
don’t mean that other customers end up 
paying more. Customers that participate in 
the net metering program are able to generate 
and we store it for them if they generate more 
than they need over a given month and then 
we give it back to them. We’re looking at the 
impact both technically and financially for 
the corporation and for the customers so that 
we don’t have to pull back on our programs 
at some point. We’re deploying them slowly 
so that we can, as we learn more, increase the 
scope of these various programs. We think 
it’s a cautious approach, but we think that it’s 
appropriate so that we don’t end up having to 
retract and pull back something that we have 
set on. Those are the two primary reasons.  
 
Now, the IPP program will hold customers 
whole in terms of costs, so we will 
completely open that up to everybody. As I 
said earlier, we intend to have that launched 
by the end of 2018-19. Thank you, Mr. 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᖕᓂ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᕐᓇᒍ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᖕᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᒐᓛᒃᑲᓐᓂᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ. ᒫᓐᓇ IPP-ᒥ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑐᖅᐸᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᕿᓐᖑᔭᓐᖑᐊᕈᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᓕᕈᑎᒃ ᓇᖕᒥᓂ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐆᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᑎᒃᑯᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᒍᑦ. ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕈᓇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ, 
ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᓕᕈᑎ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᖁᓇᔭᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐅᐊᔭᓅᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔭᕗ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᔾᔮᓐᖏᓪᓗᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᖦᖤᖅᐳᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᖦᖤᖅᐳ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᒻᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒧᑦ, 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᖢᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕗᑦ 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ  
ᐊᑐᖅᐸᒃᑐᓄᑦ. ᐃᓕᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ 
ᐊᖏᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ.  
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐆᒃᑐᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᓐᖓᐃᓗᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ -ᓚᓯᒪᔪᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ IPP ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑐᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ 2018-19 ᐃᓱᓕᐸᓗᓕᖅᐸᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that response. I look forward 
to hearing more about that in the future.  
 
Now my next question is going to be towards 
the Nunavut Housing Corporation. The 
NHC’s annual reports have shown that the 
utility rates for the Public Housing Program 
have been steadily on the rise. Now, I’m sure 
that there’s some sort of correlation with the 
increase in the number of public housing 
units.  
 
It has been mentioned a number of times in 
the House and during meetings and it’s a fact 
that every day during the winter months and 
year-round, people have noticed and made 
mention on the fact that there are many 
public housing units with windows open. I’m 
assuming that it’s probably too hot in those 
units and there’s probably an easy fix other 
than leaving the window open year-round. 
 
I was wondering if the NHC has worked with 
the QEC to conduct an energy consumption 
audit to identify those public housing units 
that have higher than average consumption 
rates. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that question. We have not 
done any preliminary work towards specific 
audits to individual units as to how much 
actual power consumption there is based on a 
per-unit basis. We do have an overall number 
and that’s something that we can definitely 
look at.  
 
We have been working with the QEC on 
other initiatives like the tenant engagement 

 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᔅᓯᑑᓐ. 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᒐᖕᓂ. ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ 
ᑐᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᓛᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᓐᓂᑦ. 
 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓇ 
ᑐᕌᖓᑎᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ. ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑏᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᖃᓄᑭᐊᖅ ᑐᑭᓕᐊᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᖅ 
ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ. 
 
 
ᓂᓪᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᕋᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᓂᓪᓗ ᓱᓕᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ  
ᐅᑭᐅᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᒐᓛᖏᑦ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᕙᒻᒪᑕ. ᐃᓱᒪᓇᖅᐸᒃᑐᖅ ᐅᖅᑰᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕᖃᐃ. 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᒐᓛᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᕐᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓄᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓗᐊᔾᔭᐃᒃᑯᑎᓂᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᑦ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓪᓗᐊᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᖕᓂ. ᑭᓱᑦ 
ᓯᕗᕐᖓᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. ᖃᑦᓯᓂᒡᓗ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ. ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓯᒪᔪᒎᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᖅᑲᐃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ  
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campaign on Energy Wise and how to be 
more responsible as a tenant with respect to 
reducing your power consumption. That has 
been going well so far. We’re hoping that 
more campaigns like that will help the 
Nunavut Housing Corporation reach out to 
its tenants with respect to how best to utilize 
the unit that they’re in and to ensure that 
there is no wastage of energy in any way. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My next question will be for CGS. That 
would be: I was wondering if the department 
has conducted a cost-benefit analysis on 
installing solar panels on government 
buildings. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. As part 
of the energy management initiative we have 
undertaken beginning with the pilot project 
in Iqaluit and then the more recent Kivalliq 
energy project that the Members are aware 
of, within those investment-grade feasibility 
studies, we looked at a whole variety of 
potential energy measures or upgrades that 
would have a positive impact. Within the 
Iqaluit project and the Kivalliq project, we 
did look at any opportunities for solar and 
then built that into that business case for the 
particular project. It’s our intent to do the 
same when we go through the same type of 
process for South Baffin, North Baffin, and 
Kitikmeot. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
have heard of this Nunavut Energy 
Management Project several times and I was 

ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᐸᐃᑉᐹᑦ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓗᑕ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕᓗ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖏᑦ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ. ᒪᐅᖓᑐᐃᓐᓈᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓛᒃ, 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓐᖏᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᔅᓯᑑᓐ. 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᓄᑦ. ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᓯᖃᐃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᖕᓂᖅᐸᑦ? ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᓯᕝᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖏᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ. 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐆᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᒃᓴᐅᕗᖅ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐆᒃᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔾᔪᒃᑎᒃᓴᒃᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂ ᑭᕙᒡᓕᕐᒥᓗ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔨᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕈᒪᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᓂᒋᐊᓄᑦ 
ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖓᓄᓪᓗ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕋᐃᔅᓯᑑᓐ. 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᕋ.  
 



 26

under the understanding that it was 
increasing the energy efficiency of facilities 
by replacing lights, windows, and doors. 
Would you be able to provide us with a little 
bit more detail on what exactly this Nunavut 
Energy Management Project entails? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The energy management initiative is very 
much along the lines of what you described. 
We would identify a particular region that we 
wanted to target and we would undertake an 
investment-grade feasibility study, looking at 
all the current facilities that we own and 
operate, looking at their historical and current 
energy consumption, and then identifying 
any components within that building that 
would result in energy savings through 
replacement or upgrade, trying to identify 
through a theoretical design what those 
savings would be compared to the capital 
cost to replace them.  
 
That’s pretty much all the feasibility study is 
undertaking. It certainly does look at existing 
components within our facilities and at the 
same time identifying how we consume 
energy and if there are opportunities for 
upgrades, for example, with some solar that 
may result in a more efficient and higher 
performing facility.  
 
We have done a number of smaller solar 
projects. The initial cost of the capital for that 
technology was a longer payback, but we 
certainly wanted to be able to demonstrate 
and undertake a few, so we have. We hope 
that we can do more of those on an 
individual building basis as costs come down 
on solar. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Lightstone. 
 

ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐹᑦ, 
ᐃᒐᓛᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᐃᓗᑯᓘᔭᖃᐅᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᖓᐃᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᖕᒪᖔᖏᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓄᑯᐊ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᐅᖅᑐᖅ. 
ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓱᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ 
ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑐᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ, ᐱᑐᖃᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᑭᓱᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑭᓱᓂᒡᓗ ᐃᓕᓯᕕᐅᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᖏᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖁᑎᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᒍᑦ. ᐄ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᓯᕕᐅᒍᑎᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᓕᖅᓴᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖏᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᐃᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
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Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that response. I have a 
curiosity. What happens to the windows and 
doors that are being replaced? What happens 
to the old doors that you’re taking out of the 
government facilities? Are they being reused 
or are they just being shipped to the dump? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The majority of our energy measures are 
around lighting upgrades, water efficiency, 
looking at components within our buildings, 
valves and motors, and how to make them 
more energy efficient through replacement.  
 
In terms of envelope upgrades, the majority 
of energy measures we undertake in the 
particular projects referenced would really 
just be going around to the envelope and 
seeing where any existing penetrations need 
to be dealt with through re-caulking and 
things of that nature.  
 
In some cases we’re replacing some doors. I 
can’t speak to where the doors go. I think 
that certainly if a particular product in our 
facility is reusable, then we would want to 
try to reuse it. If it was not reusable, then it 
would get disposed of accordingly. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Next name on my 
list, Ms. Towtongie. 
 
Ms. Towtongie (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I would like to direct my 
question to the Auditor General of Canada.  
 
Paragraph 67 indicates that “semi-annual 
assessments were often done annually due to 
a lack of resources and to weather-related 
problems.” (interpretation ends) Did the 
department indicate that its budget for 

ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒡᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᒐᖕᓂ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᐹᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒐᓛᑦ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᕕᓃᑦ? ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓕᓯᓂᐊᕈᔅᓯ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᓱᖕᓂᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ 
ᓄᑖᖑᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐃᒥᖅᑐᕈᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒃᑐᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂ, 
ᓯᒥᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᖅᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖏᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑕᐅᖅᓯᖅᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ. 
 
ᓄᑖᓐᖑᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᖢᑎᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᐊᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑲᐃᕙᓪᓚᒍᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᐸᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᕙᓗᐊᓂ 
ᓯᓚᒻᒧᐊᖓᓕᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᐳᑐᓕᖅᓱᐃᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᕈᔪᓪᓗ. 
 
 
ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑐᐃᓐᓇᐸᑦᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᔾᔭᐅᕙᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᒪᑐᐃᑦ. 
ᐃᓱᒪᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓱᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᑎᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕈᓂ ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᒐᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᒃᓴᐅᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᐃᒋᑐᐃᓐᓴᓕᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐊᑎᖁᑎᓐᓂ ᒥᔅ 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏᐅᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔪᖅ.  
 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ. 
 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖃᖅᑐᒥ 67, 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑐᑎᒡᒎᖅ ᓇᓂᓯᒪᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓐᓇᐸᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒡᓗᔪᐊᑦ, ᐱᖁᑏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᖕᓂᒃ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᓚ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔨᖁᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᒫᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕚ 
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conducting assessments was inadequate or 
that it lacked the trained and qualified staff to 
conduct the assessments?  
 
In saying that, in Rankin Inlet, when I hear 
the word “snow management,” I get 
concerned because pukajaaq snow is 
different from minguliq snow. Minguliq 
snow can easily dissolve, but pukajaaq stays 
around; it can insulate a house. There was a 
house in area 6 by an elder, Monica Ugyuk. 
Because of pukajaaq snow, she actually had 
to use a little boat to cross her lot. We saw it 
every year, snow management.  
 
My question is, the trained and qualified staff 
to conduct, they may be trained in southern 
Canada but not trained in Nunavut-specific 
conditions, so that might be a whole new 
field of assessment. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Towtongie. I’ll 
remind Members not to personalize 
questions. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
As I understand it, the question was about 
Community and Government Services and 
how they’re doing their assessments. Again 
perhaps the department can clarify, but my 
understanding is that it was not necessarily a 
dollar issue in terms of being able to conduct 
all of those assessments. I think it was 
perhaps more a staffing issue, but again I 
think that’s something that the department 
could answer, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Ms. Towtongie, would you like 
me to direct that to Community and 
Government Services? Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. We 
undertake on an annual basis with our facility 
management staff in our regional offices site 

ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓐᖏᓗᐊᓚᐅᖅᐸ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᓚᐅᓐᖏᓚᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔨᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ?  
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᑎᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᐳᑏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᒐᒃᑯ ᐳᑲᔮᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᓐᖏᒻᒪᒍ 
ᒥᖑᓕᖕᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐊᐅᒃᓴᕋᐃᒻᒪᑕ, ᐳᑲᔮᖅ 
ᐱᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᒃᓴᕋᐃᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᒫᓂᑲ ᐅᒡᔪᖏᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒡᓗᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᐳᑲᔮᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐳᒻᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕋᒥ 
ᐊᒥᐊᑯᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᑳᕐᓂᐊᕋᒥ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑕᑯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᑯᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑖᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈ ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᖢᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒫᓂ 
ᐊᐳᒻᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᖕᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ. ᐃᖅᑲᐃᑎᔪᒪᓪᓗᓯ 
ᐃᒻᒥᒨᖓᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᖁᓪᓗᓯᐅᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑐᑭᓯᒍᒃᑯ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᖕᒪᑦ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᐊᕈᑎᖏᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᖕᒪᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑭᒃᓴᕐᓂᕋᖅᑰᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑯᐊ. 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ, ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖅᑎᓪᓚᒎ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᖕᒪᒍ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ  
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investigations of our facilities. This particular 
measure here, I think, is referencing that. We 
endeavour to do that on an annual basis.  
 
We have our maintainers in our buildings 
every day, but we specifically set up an 
annual event, which is a building condition 
assessment in which the regional facility 
managers would undertake. There have been 
some examples in the past due to staff 
shortages where we haven’t hit 100 percent 
of those for all of our buildings. I think that’s 
what this particular measure was getting at. 
We certainly endeavour to do that.  
 
Some of the issues that could be identified 
just in terms of the day-to-day interaction 
with our community settlement maintainers 
in the buildings are often raised to our 
regional offices. In terms of this audit period, 
they did find in some communities that the 
annual building condition assessments 
weren’t all completed due to staff shortages. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Devereaux. Ms. 
Towtongie.  
 
Ms. Towtongie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for the reminder. I’m very 
practical and like to go to specifics.  
 
However, paragraph 68 of the Auditor 
General’s report indicates that their audit 
found that the Department of Community 
and Government Services “had completed 
detailed assessments for the buildings under 
its responsibility in 12 of Nunavut’s 25 
communities at the end of October…The 
Department planned to assess the remaining 
buildings by the end of 2019. As a result, 
buildings in selected communities will have 
gone up to almost seven years without a 
detailed assessment.” My question is: what 
are the 12 communities in which assessments 
were completed? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓇ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
 
 
ᖃᐅᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑏᓪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᖅᖢᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᓂ ᑲᒪᔩᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᖦᖢᑎᒃᑯᑦ. 
ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓕᒫᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᑕᒫᓪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓇᔩᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑲᒪᔩᑦ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᖅᖢᒍ ᐃᒡᓗᔪᐊᓕᒫᕗᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑭᒃᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓈᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑎᐊᕗᕉ. ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ.  
 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᐃᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕋᕕᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓪᓗᖓ.  
 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊ 68ᒥ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᐅᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ, ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖃᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᒍ 12-ᓂ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ… ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕖᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔪᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᒃ 2019 
ᐃᓱᓕᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ 7-ᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐᓃᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 12 ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᖓ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ?  
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Towtongie. Mr. 
Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll ask Ms. Cotnoir to respond to that. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. 
Madam Cotnoir. 
 
Ms. Cotnoir: Thank you for the question. 
According to the document that was provided 
by the department, the assessments were 
done in Arviat, Baker Lake, Chesterfield 
Inlet, Whale Cove, Naujaat, Coral Harbour, 
Cape Dorset, Kimmirut, Pangnirtung, 
Sanikiluaq, Hall Beach, and Igloolik. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Merci. Ms. Towtongie.  
 
Ms. Towtongie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
(interpretation) I would like to ask a question 
to the Nunavut Housing Corporation 
(interpretation ends) President Audla.  
 
(interpretation) Paragraph 97 of the Auditor 
General’s report states that “The Canada 
Mortgage and Housing Corporation 
commissioned a study on HRVs in northern 
Canada. Released in 2017, the study 
identified problems with installing, 
operating, and maintaining HRVs. These 
issues, along with the lack of HRVs in some 
housing units, were identified as potential 
reasons behind the presence of mold in some 
of the Nunavut Housing Corporation’s public 
housing units.”  
 
Paragraph 94 of the Auditor General of 
Canada’s report also states that his audit 
found that although the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation had created an “Energy 
Initiatives Coordinator” position, the position 
“was not filled.” What is the current status of 
the position? That’s my last question. Thank 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᑖᖅ. ᒥᔅ 
ᑯᑦᓄᐊᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᑎᓐᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
ᒪᑖᒻ ᑯᑦᓄᐊ.  
 
 
ᑯᑦᓄᐊ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᒥᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓂ, ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒥ, 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᖕᒥ, ᑎᑭᕌᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ, ᓇᐅᔮᕐᓂ, ᓴᓪᓕᕐᒥ, 
ᑭᓐᖓᕐᓂ, ᑭᒻᒥᕈᕐᒥ, ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᒥ, ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ, 
ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ.  
 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ. 
 
 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑏᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᖓᓂᑦ 97, ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᒥᒎᖅ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ 2017 ᖃᐅᔨᔭᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ, 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ, 
ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᑐᑕᐅᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖁᕈᓘᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᑐᓄᐊᓃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐅᖁᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖕᒪᑕ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊ 94-ᒥ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᐅᖃᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑯᒡᒎᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᒃᓴᒥᒃ 
ᕼᐅᒃᑳᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ “ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᒥᒃ”, ᓱᓕ  
ᐃᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ.” ᑖᓐᓇᓕ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᖅᐸ? 
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you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Towtongie. Mr. 
Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. If I understood the two questions 
correctly, the first one has to do with how 
HRVs operate and how they’re maintained. 
That is clearly stated in the Auditor General’s 
report. It’s about what steps we at the 
housing corporation, along with local LHOs, 
can take and make progress on this issue.  
 
We have to do training with some housing 
association maintenance workers. We want 
to ensure they are properly trained. We have 
started that work and the problems with 
mould are much bigger now than in the past. 
We have been inspecting units and 
remediating them. We have spent 
approximately $9 million and we now 
understand how we can remove mould from 
units. We’re trying to find ways of 
preventing mould infestations in the first 
place. You can look forward to hearing about 
what we have been able to do with respect to 
mould remediation. 
 
As for your other question, we haven’t filled 
the energy initatives coordinator position yet. 
That coordinator position was created for the 
Nunavut Housing Corporation. It had been 
funded by the CMHC from the federal 
government, but we haven’t been able to fill 
it, so it remains vacant to date. We can look 
further into this matter, but at times it is 
impossible to fill these kinds of positions. 
We would have to look at the education and 
qualifications to make sure that the person 
hired is actually qualified for that position, 
which is the normal practice.  
 
Sometimes it takes a very long time to fill a 
position in government operations and sthey 
become nearly impossible to fill. I can look 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ, ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ HRV-ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ, ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑕᒻᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᓕᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦ, ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ. 
 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑐᕌᕐᕕᒋᓪᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᑎᒍ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖁᖅᑕᕐᓂᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᒪᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᓱᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 9-
ᒥᓕᐊᖏᓐᓃᒐᔪᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᓱᑕ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᓕᖅᑐᒎᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐱᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᑦ 
HRV-ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ. ᐅᖁᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᒥᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ. ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᓚᖓᔪᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᖅᑯᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᕆᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑯᓯ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ.  
 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓄᑦᑖᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓂᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕈᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ Energy Initiatives Coordinator-ᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᐅᒐᓗᐅᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓃᓐᖓᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑕᑦᓱᒧᖓ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒧᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐃᓄᑦᑖᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓱᓕ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐃᓄᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᑦᑖᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᓇᐅᔭᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑕᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑕᖏᖅᓱᒋᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔭᒋᐊᖃᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ.  
 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᓐᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓄᑦᑖᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑖᕗᖓᓕᒫᓲᖑᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᓯᓲᖑᒻᒪᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
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into the issue to see if that funding will 
continue to be available from the federal 
government, but I can make this a higher 
priority and look further into this matter. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Rumbolt. 
 
Mr. Rumbolt: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My questions are for the Qulliq Energy 
Corporation.  
 
Paragraph 83 of the Auditor General’s report 
states that in his audit that although the 
Qulliq Energy Corporation had district 
heating system infrastructure located in nine 
communities, it was only operational in 
Arviat, Iqaluit, Kugluktuk, and Rankin Inlet.  
 
Mr. Chairman, I know Sanikiluaq has one of 
those systems that do not work and it has not 
been working for many years. I have 
questioned this in the past, only to be told 
that it was too expensive to get this system 
back online and operational. It was good to 
hear yesterday that the department is now 
looking into revitalizing this project.  
 
In the past only the elementary school was 
hooked up to this residual heat system. A 
new high school was built eight or nine years 
ago. One of the reasons this site was chosen 
was in hopes that one day it too would be 
connected to the residual heat program. Is it 
the QEC’s intention to have both schools 
connected for the residual heat in this 
program? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Rumbolt. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. Yes, in 
this particular situation our intent is to… . 
Now, we still have to have discussions with 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖏᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓄᑦᑖᕆᐊᖃᓐᖏᓐᓂᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᓱᓕ. ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᒋᒐᓱᒍᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖅᑳᕐᓗᒍ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ. 
 

ᕋᒻᐴᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᑲᓕ ᑐᕌᖓᓐᖑᓱᑦᑐᖅ ᖁᓪᓕᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ.  
 

ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 83-ᖓᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒻᒥ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑏᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᒎᖅ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᖓᓂ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄᑯᐊ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᕕᖓᓂ 
ᐃᓪᓗᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᐃᒍᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᕆᓯᒪᓐᓂᕐᖓᑕ 9-ᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᕙᓂ ᑎᓴᒪᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ, 
ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᖏᖅᓯᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓲᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  
 

ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᕋᓱᐊᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓛᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᓗᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᒐᔭᕐᖓᒡᒎᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᒋᐊᖓ. ᐃᑉᐸᓴᕐᓕ ᑐᓴᕆᐊᔅᓴᖅ  
ᖁᕕᐊᓇᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᒎ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒻᒧ 
ᐆᒻᒪᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖓ.  
 

ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᓕ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᕕᒃ 
ᑲᓱᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪ ᐅᖅᑰᓴᐅᑎᓄ, 
ᐅᖅᑰᔪᓕᐅᕈᑎᓄᑦ. ᓄᑖᖅ ᐃᓕᓴᕕᒃ ᖁᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᕋᑖᔪᒻᒥᔪᖅ. ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᔪᖅ 
ᐃᓂᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᑲᓱᖅᑕᐅᔪᒫᓛᕐᖓ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖁᑎᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧ. ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄᑯᐊ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓂ ᐃᓕᓴᕖᓐᓂ ᑲᓱᖅᓯᒍᒫᖅᑲ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑐᒍ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᖅᑳᕆᐊᖃᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᓂᓛᒃ  
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the hamlet about the school and finalizing 
that part of the project, but our intent is to 
connect up both of the schools with the 
caveat, as I said, that we have to have those 
discussions and make sure that we reach an 
agreement with the school in terms of going 
about the work, etcetera. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Rumbolt. 
 
Mr. Rumbolt: Thank you. For the QEC but 
on a slightly different subject, in March of 
2018 the Qulliq Energy Corporation released 
a report titled QEC’s Energy Framework: 
The Cost of Generating Electricity in 
Nunavut. Page 8 of this report indicates the 
five Nunavut communities with the highest 
wind power potential are Arviat, Baker Lake, 
Iqaluit, Rankin Inlet, and Sanikiluaq.  
 
The report also indicates that the total cost of 
installing wind turbines in all five of these 
communities would range from $101 million 
to $148 million. The report also indicates that 
the length of time that it would take to pay 
for renewable energy infrastructure based on 
the cost of diesel fuel saved would range 
from 8.6 years in one community to over 30 
years in another community.  
 
My first question on that is: what is the 
lifespan of a wind turbine? If you built a 
brand-new one today in a community, when 
will it have to be replaced? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Rumbolt. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. In terms of the calculations that 
the Member had referred to, we did a simple 
payback calculation. If we invested, for 
example, in Arviat about $2.3 million, in one 
scenario the payback would have been 

ᕼᐋᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᕕᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐱᔭᕇᕋᓱᐊᕐᓗᒍᐃᓛᒃ.  
ᑕᒪᒃᑮ ᐃᓕᓴᕖᒃ ᑲᓱᖅᑕᐅᓛᕐᓗᑎ, 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᑦᑎᐊᖄᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᕈᑦᑎᒍ ᐃᓕᓴᕖᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᒍ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ.  
 
ᕋᒻᐴᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᓐᓄᖔᖅ ᐊᓯᖔᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᒫᑦᓯ 2018-
ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᓂ ᓴᖅᑮᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᒡᒎᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᖏᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᑎᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕋᓱᓪᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ.  
ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖓ 8, ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᐃᒎᖅ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐊᓄᕆᒧ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕕᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᔪᓐᓇᑐ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ, 
ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᖅ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᖅ.  
 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᖅ 
ᐊᑭᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᒡᒎᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐊᓄᕆᒧ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᓗᓂ ᑕᒫᓐᖓᑦ $101-
$148 ᒥᓕᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᕐᖓᑦ. ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᖅ, ᐊᑭᒥᓂᖓ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᓇᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍᒎᖅ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᖓ ᑕᒫᓃᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᖅ 8.6 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐃ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐱᖓᓱᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥ.  
 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑯᓂ ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᐅᕙ ᐊᓄᕆᒧ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖁᑎᓕᐅᕈᑏᑦ, ᐸᐅᕋᐅᔭᑦ? ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᓴᓇᔪᖃᖅᑲ 
ᖃᖓ ᐊᓯᓂᑦᑕᐅᓕᕆᐊᖃᓕᕋᔭᖅᑲ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕋᑖᖅᑕᖏ ᐊᑭᖓ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᒥᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖓ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋ, ᐊᕐᕕᐊᕐᒥ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓐᖑᐊᕐᓗᒍ; 
ᐊᑭᓖᓐᓂᕈᑦᑕ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᐃᓐᓂᕈᑦᑕ $2.3 
ᒥᓕᐊᓐᕌᖅᑐᓂ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᒐᓱᓪᓗ 16 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ 
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approximately 16 and a half years based on 
the avoided cost of diesel. There were no 
maintenance costs associated and there was 
no return on equity. It was strictly how much 
to recover the costs.  
 
One of the things we did not look at in terms 
of this calculation is the actual life 
expectancy of the wind turbines in this 
environment. We’ve had some very positive 
feedback from various engineering firms 
about how the technologies have improved 
and how they’re much better and more suited 
for our environment today, but we have yet 
to see an actual deployment of a turbine that 
has gone through its entire lifecycle. We 
hope that we would be able to expect 20 
years or more of lifecycle from these wind 
turbines, but again, we haven’t seen an actual 
installation that has gone through that cycle. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Pereira. Mr. 
Rumbolt. 
 
Mr. Rumbolt: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Again, in your report, on page 8 you talk 
about the payback period in the number of 
years. Like I stated earlier, it can take up to 
30 years. It states here, like you just stated, 
that you don’t take into consideration the 
ongoing maintenance costs and return on 
investment. Do you have any idea of how 
much it would cost annually on the 
maintenance for wind turbines? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Rumbolt. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. In terms 
of the ongoing annual maintenance costs, we 
don’t have that figure. We would have to get 
that information and incorporate it into the 
next set of calculations. The answer is right 

ᐊᕝᕙᖓᓂ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᒐᓱᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐ,  
ᐊᒻᒪ ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖏᓪᓗᓂ, ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᖃᑦᑎᕌᑐᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒥᖔᖅ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᒐᓱᓪᓗᒋ ᐊᑭᒥᓂᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᕋᓱᑐᒋ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑯᓂ 
ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐸᐅᕋᐅᔭᓖᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᕈᓘᔭᕐᓄ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᖓᑕᒎᖅ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᖓᑕᒎᖅ, ᐅᕙᒍ ᓄᓇᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᒍᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᔫᔮᖅᑐᑎ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᔪᖃᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪ ᓱᓕ ᖃᓄ ᐊᑯᓂ 
ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐸᐅᕋᐃᔭᐃᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑲᑕ ᐃᒫᖃᐃ ᐊᕙᑎᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ 
ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᓛᖅᑐ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖅᓯᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ.  
 
 
ᕋᒻᐴᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᔅᓯᓐᓂ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖓ 8, 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᔅᓯ ᐊᑭᒥᓂᖓᓂᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᓐᓂᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐ 30-ᓄᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓅᕈᓐᓇᕐᖓᒡᒎᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᕋᑖᕆᓪᓗᓯ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᒋᐊᖅᐸᖏᑦᑎᐊᕋᔅᓯᐅ ᖄᖓᒍ 
ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓱᕋᔾᔭᐃᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑭᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᐸᓗᑉᐱᓰ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯ ᐊᐅᓚᒍᓱᓪᓗᒍ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕈᒻᒪ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ  
ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᔭᓐᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᖃᑦᑎᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ. 
ᐱᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᒍᑦᑎᒍᓪᓗ 
ᓈᓴᐅᓯᕆᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ.  
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now we don’t have that cost. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Rumbolt. 
 
Mr. Rumbolt: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
With that being said, if you took into 
consideration the ongoing lifecycle 
maintenance for wind turbines and the 
replacement of wind turbines over 20 or 30 
years, is it currently feasible for the QEC to 
move forward with wind projects in any of 
the communities that are identified? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Rumbolt. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thanks to the Member for that question. That 
is an excellent question in this context.  
 
We did this in terms of the payback period as 
an example of what’s based on the report’s 
costs it would take to pay back the cost of 
that investment. We did that for a couple of 
reasons. Just to give an idea of how much 
time we’re talking about and if we were to 
have somebody else come in, let’s say for 
example, as part of the IPP, they would look 
to make a return on their investments. 
Additionally there would be the maintenance 
costs we just talked about, so the time 
periods would be even longer. 
 
In terms of the QEC, once we are able to 
look at the maintenance costs and let’s say 
that our investments produced a payback of 
20 years or somewhere around that time 
frame, we’re fine with that time period 
payback because we’re not looking to make 
money on the back of our customers; we’re 
looking to move in the right direction. That 
kind of time frame is fine for us as a utility. 
The question remains: is it fine for somebody 
who may be coming in looking to make an 

ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᑉᐴᑦ. 
 
 
ᕋᒻᐴᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᓕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᒪᑭᒪᐃᓐᓇᖅᑎᒐᓱᓪᓗᒍ ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᖔᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 20-ᓄᑦ 30-ᓄᑦ ᒪᑭᒪᑎᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍ. 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄᑯᐊ ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑑᔮᖅᑲᑦ 
ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ  ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦᑎᐊᕚᓗᒃ ᐅᕙᓂ.  
 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑭᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᕐᓃᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᒋᒐᔭᓐᖑᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑕ 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᑯᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᒐᓱᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒐᔭᕐᖓᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑯᓂ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑭᒥᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒐᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑭᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ. ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᖅᓴ ᐊᑐᕋᔭᕐᖓᑦ 
ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲ ᓱᕋᔾᔭᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓕᖅᑲᑕ 
ᓱᕋᕐᔭᐃᓯᒪᔭᐅᓂᖓ ᖃᑦᑎᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ. 20-ᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓐᖑᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᒥᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᓂᖅᑲᑕ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑭᓖᓂᖃᕋᓱᑉᐸᑕ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕋᕋᓱᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐊᑭᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂ. ᓯᕗᒧᐊᖅᑎᐊᕐᓂᐅᒐᔭᕐᖓᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᐅᓗᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ  
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investment in those kinds of infrastructures 
in Nunavut? Within that context, it would be 
reasonable for the QEC. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Rumbolt. 
 
Mr. Rumbolt: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank him for that explanation. I’ll have one 
final question and it’s based on his opening 
comments from yesterday. On page 2 at the 
very top, you talked about “…exploring the 
feasibility of developing and implementing 
any energy source determined to be practical 
and financially viable to its customers. These 
solutions range from the most achievable, 
such as solar or residual heating, to more 
long-term, technically complex solutions, 
such as geothermal or nuclear.” I wonder if 
you can explain to us what types of 
feasibility studies are being done on the use 
of nuclear technology in Nunavut. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Rumbolt. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thanks to the Member for the question. 
There are a couple of answers to that, so I’ll 
start at the high level.  
 
Currently the federal government has a 
steering committee in place that’s looking at 
the feasibility of small modular nuclear 
reactors for use in various scenarios. The 
QEC is one of the members on that steering 
committee, as are some other territorial 
corporations and government representatives 
from other territories and other provinces. 
They have a number of working groups as 
part of that steering committee that’s looking 
at everything from waste to costs to 
communication strategies, etcetera. That’s 
going to be a national initiative. 
 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᐃᕕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᒍᒪᒐᔭᖅᑳ 
ᐊᓯᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᐅᑎᓕᓐᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ? 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᑉᐴᑦ. 
 
ᕋᑉᐴᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓈᒥᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᐃᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ. 
ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᒍᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖓ 2 
ᖁᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᔅᓯ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕᒎᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᔅᓯ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᖅ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᒍᓐᓇᖅᑑᔮᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑭᓗᐊᖅᑑᔮᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᐅᖓ. 
ᑕᒫᓐᖓᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥᑦ ᐆᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓂ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ. ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖃᕋᔅᓯ 
ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᖃᕐᓗᓯ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᒪᕐᕉᕙᓪᓚᐃᔫᒃ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑏᒃ ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᓂᐊᖅᑲᕋ.  
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖃᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᐃᔪᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᒥᓗ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᑭᓈᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᒍᑎᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ 
ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ.  
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As part of that, there is actually a workshop 
here in Iqaluit on May 10 and 11. The federal 
government and a number of these groups are 
coming up and they’re going to open it up for 
off-grid use. They’re inviting various 
members of the community and 
organizations to attend and participate. It’s a 
two-day workshop, as I said. 
 
More specific to us, the QEC, we have 
applied for some funding in conjunction with 
some other parties, and I’m not going to 
name them right now because I’m not sure if 
it has been made public yet, to do a 
feasibility study in terms of the business case 
for Nunavut.  
 
In terms of actually doing anything, we’re 
very careful. We understand that our 
communities need to be consulted, that the 
various communities and stakeholders within 
Nunavut want to have their voice heard. 
We’re looking at what the dollars mean and, 
if the dollars make sense, then we have the 
other conversation which is, “Does it make 
sense environmentally? Does it make sense 
from the community’s perspective? Do we 
want to do something?” We’re just starting 
on that road currently. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. Just to 
follow up on one of Mr. Rumbolt’s questions 
and a couple of the responses that Mr. Pereira 
has given about the legislation and allusion 
to independent power producers, can you 
give us one or two examples of what type of 
entities you envision becoming independent 
power producers? Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you for the question, 
Mr. Chairman. The IPP really doesn’t 
stipulate who can become an independent 
power producer; it puts in the framework. 
We’re looking at the IPP in a couple of 
contexts. In some instances we envision that 

ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᒪᐃ 10 ᐊᒻᒪ 11-ᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓄᖓ ᒪᑐᐃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕆᐊᖓ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒍᒪᑦᓯᐊᖏᓐᓇᒃᑯ 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᑯᓴᓕᐊᖑᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᓇᒃᑯ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ.  
 
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᑦᓯᐊᕈᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖏᑦ 
ᓂᓪᓕᐊᒍᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᓕᒪᐅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᓯᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑎ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᓕᕆᐊᕋᑖᑦᓯᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᑭᐅᒍᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋᓗ 
ᑭᐅᒍᑎᒋᕋᑖᖅᑕᖏ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖁᔭᓐᖑᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏ 
ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓴᖅᑭᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ. ᐆᑦᑑᑎᑦᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑮ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓕᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. IPP-ᑯ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᒃᑯ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑲᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᑯᓗᒋ  
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we will have an open call. We will say, “In 
this community we would like to install some 
solar,” as an example. “Is anybody interested 
in providing that?” We will say we want so 
much energy and this is the cost structure, 
etcetera.  
 
In some other situations we would envision 
that the community has, perhaps, partnered 
up with somebody else or they have some 
initiatives of their own. They may approach 
us and want to undertake some kind of a 
project. Now, we still have to reconcile our 
procurement processes, NNI, and that 
situation, but we envision that there will be 
both of those discussions. We don’t see it as 
just one potential supplier; there may be a 
few different scenarios. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you for that response. At 
this time I’m going to recognize the clock 
and we will take a 15-minute break. Thank 
you. 
 
>>Committee recessed at 10:22 and 
resumed at 10:40 
 
Chairman: Welcome back, everyone. I hope 
everyone is a little healthier after the health 
break than they were before they left.  
 
We will continue on with lines of 
questioning. The next name I have on my list 
is Mr. Mikkungwak. 
 
Mr. Mikkungwak (interpretation): Thank 
you very much, Mr. Chairman. My question 
is directed to the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation.  
 
The Nunavut Housing Corporation’s 
response to the Auditor General’s 
recommendation concerning the use of 
climate change projections indicates that it 
will “incorporate climate change predictions 

ᓲᕐᓗ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᔪᒥ ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᒐᔭᖅᑐᒍᓂᓛᒃ 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕈᒪᔪᓂ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥ 
ᓄᑭᑖᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᓐᖑᐊᕐᒥᒍᑦ  
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᓱᓕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑲᓱᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ ᓱᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒋᐊᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᑯᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍ ᓱᓕ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓗ 15 ᒥᓂᔅᓯᒥ ᓯᕿᓐᖑᔭᖅ ᑕᑯᓗᒍ 
ᓄᖃᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
>>ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 10:22ᒥ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ 10:40ᒥ 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᔅᓯ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᓯ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᑲᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒋᕗᒍ.  
 
 
ᑲᔪᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ, ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᔪᖅ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅ.  
 
 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇᓪᓗᐊᕕᒃ, ᐃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᑐᕌᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯ ᑭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂ 
ᑎᓕᐅᖅᑐᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᕼᐃᓚ 
ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓕᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  
ᐅᖃᖅᕼᐃᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᓂ 
ᕼᐃᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐃᓕᒪᒋᑉᓗᒋ 
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into future geotechnical studies, where 
necessary.” In what specific ways has the 
Nunavut Housing Corporation modified 
housing designs or construction methods as a 
result of climate change projections? That’s 
my first question. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mikkungwak. 
Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I also thank him for the question. 
Yes, we will be starting to implement the 
recommendation in the NHC’s modified 
housing designs that are built by CGS. We’re 
going to work with them and also look to 
them. We have asked for funding from the 
federal government to budget this. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Mikkungwak. 
 
Mr. Mikkungwak (interpretation): Thank 
you very much, Mr. Chairman. I also thank 
him for that response. I’ll ask him another 
question. Within Nunavut the buildings that 
are being constructed and their designs will 
be updated. How are you going to 
standardize the designs of the foundations 
and piles that are drilled into the ground 
within Nunavut? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I also thank him for the question. 
If I understand you correctly, we need to 
review the foundations of infrastructure that 
is usually office buildings, look at 
geotechnical studies to see how much snow 
gets piled up and where bedrock is, and look 
at the wind direction overall.  
 
We will continue to work with CGS as the 
housing corporation, including the hamlets, 
to ensure that CGS has made plans properly. 

ᕼᐃᕗᓂᒃᓴᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ.  
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ 
ᐃᓪᓗᔪᐊᓕᐅᖅᑕᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᕼᐊᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᕼᐃᓚ ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᑉᓗᒍ, ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓚᕆᓕᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᕼᐃᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᑖᒻᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ? ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑐ. ᐄ, 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᓚᖓᓯᔪᒎᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᖏᑦ ᐃᓂᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓪᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ, 
ᕿᒥᕈᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᕌᕐᕕᒋᒐᓱᐊᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᓱᑎᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᒎᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᓯᒃᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. 
 

ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇᓪᓗᐊᕕᒃ, ᐃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᒪ’ᓇᒫᖅᑐᒍ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔮᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᕈ ᐊᐱᕆᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕼᐊᓇᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ 
ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᓐᖏᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᕼᐊᓇᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᑦ 
ᕼᐅᑉᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᐃᑰᑕᖅᑕᐅᕼᐃᒪᔪᑦ? ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃᓴᖏᑦ, ᖃᓄᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ 
ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᓐᖏᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕼᐊᓇᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ? ᒪ’ᓇ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑐ. ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒃᑯ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓂᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒡᓗᐸᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᕕᒋᔭᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᑦ. 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓯᐊᖄᓚᐅᑲᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᐱᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐳᑦᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᐅᒃᑯ 
ᐅᔭᖅᑲᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᕌᕐᕕᒋᔮ 
ᐊᓄᕆᐅᑉ ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓯᐊᖅᑳᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᓕᕐᒪ.  
 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᒐᓱᐊᖏᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
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We will work with them and also look to 
them before we develop appropriate 
infrastructure designs in the best possible 
way. Did I answer that question correctly? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Mikkungwak. 
 
Mr. Mikkungwak (interpretation): Thank 
you very much, Mr. Chairman. I’ll now 
direct my question to the Office of the 
Auditor General. 
 
Paragraph 70 of your report indicates that 
your audit found that fewer than half of the 
public housing units under the responsibility 
of the Nunavut Housing Corporation 
“underwent a condition rating assessment 
between October 2015 and October 2017.” 
What reasons were you provided for why 
more assessments were not undertaken? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mikkungwak. 
Mr. McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
In our discussions with the housing 
corporation, our understanding is that they 
had introduced a tablet-based system to help 
them manage their condition rating 
assessments. There were problems with the 
implementation and the use of those tablets 
which prevented the staff from conducting 
the assessments.  
 
As noted in our report in paragraph 70 as 
well with respect to the corporation’s 
response to our recommendation, they are 
expecting to implement a new system to help 
it manage its condition rating assessments. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. McKenzie. Mr. 
Mikkungwak.  

ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓃᖔᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᒃᑯ ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓄᓇᓐᖑᐊᓂ ᐊᓪᓚᓯᒪᔪᓂ, ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑐᕌᕕᒋᒐᓱᐊᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓂᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᓕᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐱᐅᓛᖏᓐᓂ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ.  
 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇᓪᓗᐊᕕᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓᓕ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᑎᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᑐᕌᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᑉᓯᒪᔭᑉᓯᓐᓂ ᓈᕼᐊᐅᑎᓕᒃ 70, 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᕼᐊᕐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᑉᓯᓐᓂ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᕼᐃᒪᖕᒪᑦ  
ᐊᒥᕼᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᕼᐃᓐᖑᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓇᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ ᐊᑦᑑᐱᕆ 2015-ᒥᑦ - ᐊᑦᑑᑉᐱᕆ 2017-
ᒧᑦ. ᕼᐅᓇᒥᑦ ᐱᒡᔪᑎᖃᑉᕼᐅᓯ ᐊᒥᕼᐅᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᕼᐊᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᖏᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑐᑭᕼᐃᕈᐊᖅᐳᖓᓕ.  
ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᖃᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑯᑦ 70 ᐊᑖᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕆᐅᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓄᑖᓂ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᓃᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. 
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Mr. Mikkungwak (interpretation): Thank 
you very much. My question will now be 
directed to the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation.  
 
Paragraph 92 of the Auditor General’s report 
states that his audit found that “Although the 
Corporation did not have any renewable 
energy projects, it had plans to install a 
small-scale solar panel project in Baker Lake 
to understand its potential energy 
performance and maintenance requirements.” 
As of today, what is the status of this project 
and does the Nunavut Housing Corporation 
have plans to expand its use of solar panels? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mikkungwak. 
Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question 
on solar panels. The first initiative is to have 
it included on the build that is happening 
right now in Baker Lake for the new 
warehouse and office. Once we’ve got that 
up and going, we will make the 
determination as to future builds as to 
whether it is feasible and economical. We 
will first wait on the results of the Baker 
Lake initiative and see how that fares for any 
future considerations. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. The next 
name I have on my list is Mr. Qirngnuq.  
 
Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I’m not sure if I should start 
talking because the light is blinking.  
 
I have a question under the heading 
(interpretation ends) “Climate Change 
Action” (interpretation) on page 10. It’s 
written in English, so I’ll read it in English. 
(interpretation ends) “Exhibit 3—Some 

ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇᓪᓗᐊᕕᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ 
ᑐᕌᕐᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑉᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᓈᕼᐊᐅᑎᓕᒃ 92 
ᖃᐅᔨᕼᐊᕐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᕼᐃᒪᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᐹᓕᒻᒥᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᕼᐃᓚᒧᑦ 
ᐱᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᒥᑭᔫᒐᓗᐊᕐᒥᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔫᑉ ᖄᖓᓂ ᕼᐃᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐅᒃᑯᐊᓕᐅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ  ᐆᑦᑐᕋᖅᕼᐃᒪᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖃᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᐊᕐᒥ. ᐅᒃᑳᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ  ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᖃᖅᑑᓪᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ. 
ᐅᑉᓗᒥᐅᓕᖅᑐᕐᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒪ ᒥᒃᕼᐊᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᔫᓪᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐅᒃᑳᑉᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᕼᐃᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᖄᖓᓃᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᒡᓚᓕᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᑉᑎᒡᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒥ. ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕐᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ. 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒥᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᐅᕆᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᓯᕐᓗᐊᖅᓴ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒃᑎᓐᓂ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓕᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᑉᐸᒡᓗ. ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᖃᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᐊᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒃᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᕈᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᐊᑎᖁᑎᕆᓂᐊᕐᒥᔭᕋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ.  
 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. 
ᐅᖄᓪᓚᒋᐊᖃᖅᑯᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᖓᑦ  ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᖃᒥᑦᑕᓕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ.  
 
ᐅᓇ ᐅᕙᓂ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖃᖅᑐᖅ [ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕐᓂᖅ] ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᕼᐊᖃᕋᒪ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓕᒃ. ᐅᓇ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 10 ᖃᑉᓗᓈᑑᖅᓯᒪᕐᒪᑦ 
ᖃᑉᓗᓈᑑᕐᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᓂᐊᕋᑉᐳ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑖᓐᓇ 
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governments plan to use carbon sinks to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.” 
(interpretation) I would like to ask what 
“carbon sinks” mean. I’m asking the Office 
of the Auditor General to define that for me, 
please. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Qirngnuq. Mr. 
McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
A carbon sink, on page 6 of the report, it 
does provide a brief definition, “A natural or 
artificial reservoir that absorbs more carbon 
than it releases as carbon dioxide…” The 
report mentions forests as one example of a 
carbon sink, so it absorbs more carbon 
dioxide than it releases. It may also include 
wetlands as well and other natural areas that 
absorb more carbon dioxide than they release 
into the atmosphere. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. McKenzie. Mr. 
Qirngnuq. 
 
Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. Now I understand that. When 
you’re educated, I’m sure you understand 
that.  
 
I’ll move on to another topic. On page 11 of 
the report, the Auditors General stated, 
(interpretation ends) “Environment and 
Climate Change Canada worked 
collaboratively with provinces, territories, 
and other federal departments and agencies 
to develop a national climate change plan.” 
(interpretation) I would like to get 
clarification of what is meant by 
(interpretation ends) “other federal 
departments and agencies.” (interpretation) 
Are these within Canada or are we talking 
about international agencies or departments? 
I hope I was understandable, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you. 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᒡᒍ ᓴᓇᓇᓱᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᒻᒥᑦ 
ᐱᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᐳᔫᑉ 
ᑯᕝᕕᕕᐊ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑐᑭᖃᖅᐸ ᑐᑭᕼᐃᑦᓯᐊᕈᒪᑉᓗᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕋ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᕼᐃᒪᔪᖅᕼᐃᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐱᕆᕙᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐋᒐᐃᓪᓛᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ.  
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᒻᒧ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ, ᑐᑭᓕᐊᕆᔭᖓᓂᑦ 
ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᐹᖅᑐᐃ 
ᐱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᓐᓂ. ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᒥ 
ᓇᒧᖓᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᓂ ᒪᓇᐅᔪᓂ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᓐᓂ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᑐᕐᓇᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ.  
 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖ. ᐄ, 
ᑐᑭᕼᐃᕚᓪᓕᕐᓇᖅᑯ ᑖᒻᓇ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᕼᐃᒪᓕᕐᒥᒻᒪ.  
 
 
ᐊᕼᐊᓅᖓᐅᓗᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᑐᓪᓕᐊᓂ ᒪᑉᐱᖃᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑖᑉᓱᒪᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᒥ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 11, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᕼᐃᒪᔪᕼᐃᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᕼᐃᒪᖕᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᑲᓇᑕᒃᑯ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐ 
ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ, ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓴᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂ. ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᑲᓇᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓂᐅᒍᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᓚᕐᔫᑉ 
ᐃᓛᓂ? ᑐᑭᕼᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᕈᒪ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
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Chairman: Thank you. Mr. McKenzie, did 
you want that? Mr. McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My understanding is the work that’s 
referenced here is Environment and Climate 
Change Canada’s work with provinces, 
territories, and other federal departments in 
relation to the pan-Canadian framework on 
climate change that was produced 
collaboratively amongst those various 
jurisdictions. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. McKenzie. Mr. 
Qirngnuq. 
 
Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. Do you agree with the federal 
departments? What’s the status of this 
initiative at this time? I would like to get 
clarification on that, which is why I’m asking 
the question. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Yes, this was the Department of 
Environment and Climate Change Canada as 
the federal government’s lead on this file, but 
they weren’t the only federal organization 
involved, so they had to work with other 
federal departments and agencies, as well as 
the provinces and territories. Again, as Mr. 
McKenzie mentioned, the outcome was the 
pan-Canadian framework, but again, that’s 
just a framework. There’s a lot of work that 
has to go into actually implementing. This is 
just the very high-level framework overview 
of Canada’s commitment to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions.  
 
Environment and Climate Change Canada 
had to make sure they collaborated and 
communicated with the other federal 
departments and agencies with the provinces 
and territories, the result being the pan-

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ, 
ᑭᐅᒍᒪᕕᐅᒃ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ.  
 
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᕌᓗᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 

 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ.  
 
 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᕕᕼᐅᒃ 
ᕼᐅᓕ ᕼᐊᓇᐅᒐᖅᕼᐃᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓕᖅᐸ? 
ᑐᑭᕼᐃᔪᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕙᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓯᓚᐅᓪᓗ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᓯᕗᒃᑲᖅᑕᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᓐᖔᖅᑐᑑᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒪᓂᓛᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ, ᓱᓕ 
ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓱᓕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᒃᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᖅ 
ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐳᔪᕐᓗᒻᒥ.  
 
 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐸᕐᓇᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ  
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Canadian framework. There’s still a lot of 
work that needs to be done to actually 
implement on the pan-Canadian framework 
and the Paris Accord commitments. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. Mr. 
Qirngnuq. 
 
 Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I also thank the Auditor 
General for explaining the (interpretation 
ends) pan-Canadian framework, 
(interpretation) which I will refer to in my 
next question. (interpretation) I would like to 
get clarification on (interpretation ends) 
“pricing carbon pollution,” (interpretation) 
which is why I’m asking the question. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Qirngnuq. Mr. 
McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My understanding is that the emissions or the 
carbon pollution, if you will, the levels of 
greenhouse gas emissions, are based on fuel 
consumption, so various types of fossil fuels. 
They will also look at other sources that 
could be, for example, the burning of waste, 
forest fires as another example of something 
that contributes carbon emissions, and also 
their use of certain products and that can also 
include vehicles as well. They are a source of 
emissions.  
 
Environment and Climate Change Canada 
works on looking at the amount of fuels as an 
example, and then making estimates to 
determine the levels of emissions that are 
going into the atmosphere. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. McKenzie. Mr. 
Qirngnuq.  
 

ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᓱᓕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐳᕆᐅᕋᔅᓯ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ.  
 
 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ 
ᑐᑭᕼᐃᓇᖅᕼᐃᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᒍ ᑖᒻᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔮ 
Pan-Canadian Framework ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᒪ ᑐᓪᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕆᒻᒪᒍ. ᐅᓇ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑑᕐᓗᒍ Pricing 
Carbon Pollution ᐅᓇ ᐳᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 
ᐆᑦᑐᕋᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸ? ᑐᑭᕼᐃᔪᒪᒡᓗᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕙᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓕᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
 
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᖑᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᖅᓯᒪᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐳᔪᕐᓗᐃᑦ, ᐳᔪᕐᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᖀᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒌᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂ. 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᑎᒋ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ. ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᓯᕕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᐸᖅᑐᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᒡᒐᑦᑎᒡᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᕐᒥᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖁᑦᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
ᐊᕙᑎᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᓚ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑎᒋᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᓕᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᖃᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ. 
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Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. In view of that, earlier on you 
spoke about (interpretation ends) carbon 
sinks. (interpretation) It’s going to be part 
of… . Have you considered all the other 
carbon sinks? For example, we clean our 
water and we have a solution to clean the oil 
in the water. What do we use to clean the 
carbon? With respect to carbon sinks, what 
would we do to clean up the sink? I would 
like to get clarification on that, which is why 
I’m asking the question. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Again, in terms of trying to understand 
Canada’s contribution to greenhouse gas 
emissions, all of the different jurisdictions 
involved have to understand what the sources 
of their emissions are, but then also there 
could be some offsets to those sources of 
emissions like the sinks.  
 
Something like a forest is a natural way to 
clean up or to reuse, essentially, greenhouse 
gas emissions. As Mr. McKenzie mentioned, 
if forests absorb more greenhouse gas 
emissions in their process of growth than 
they emit, then they could be a net negative 
as a carbon sink, which would then have to 
go in the whole calculation. 
 
Things like forests are just a natural way of 
using up some of that carbon from the 
atmosphere and emitting less of it, a way of 
net reduction. Again, all of that has to be 
taken into account with all of the emissions, 
and then how the emissions are dealt with 
and carbon sinks may be just one way of 
helping to deal with those emissions. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. Mr. 
Qirngnuq. 

ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᑉᓗᒍ ᐅᕙᑦᓯᐊᖅ ᐅᕙᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕆᔭᕋ 
Carbon Sink ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕆᒻᒪᒍ. ᑕᐃᒻᓇ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᑉᓱᒧᖓ ᐃᓚᑦᓴᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᕼᐃᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᑉ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᕼᐃᓯᒪᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ 
ᑕᐃᑉᑯᐊ ᐅᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᖅ ᐊᒻᓇ 
ᕼᐊᓗᒪᐃᕇᒃᑯᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᒃᑭᕆᑦᑐᖅ ᕼᐊᓗᒪᐃᕇᒃᑯᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐅᖅᕼᐅᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᕼᐊᓗᒪᐃᕇᒃᑯᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᑖᒻᓇᓕ 
ᐳᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᕼᐊᓗᒪᐃᕇᒃᑯᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐹ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᕼᐊᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᕼᐃᒍᒪᒡᓗᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕙᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᕿᕐᖑᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᖅᓯᓇᓱᒡᓗᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐳᔪᕐᓗᒻᒥ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑭᓱᒥᑦ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑦᑎᕙᑦ, ᓇᑭᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑦᑎᕙᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᒡᓗᒻᒥᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᓗ 
ᒥᒡᓗᐊᖅᖢᓂᐅᒃ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᒪᓴᕐᓗᓐᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᓇᐹᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒥᕐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᒻᒥᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᒻᒥᑦ. 
ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᓂᐅᒡᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓛᒎᓐᖏᑦᑑᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᓈᓴᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
ᓇᐹᖅᑐᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᐹᖅᑐᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᒥᒡᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᓚᒥ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᒻᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᒥᑦ. 
ᐊᓂᕐᓂᖃᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᑦ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᔪᓂᑦ ᒥᒡᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ. 
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Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I thank the Auditor General 
for the adequate response. Moving on to 
another topic, my colleague from Rankin 
Inlet had alluded to mould infestation in 
houses. I would like to ask a question to the 
housing corporation.  
 
Iglus, or snow houses, differ from each other. 
Some are warmer than others. For those of us 
who used to be full-time hunters, we know 
this for a fact. Some types of snow make 
them warmer than other types of snow. In the 
winter the compact snow is colder than in an 
iglu made of dry packed snow. Iglus can 
actually be almost as warm as modern 
houses. 
 
What has the housing corporation considered 
on providing better protection against mould 
infestation in view of the poor ventilation 
which causes the incidence of mould growth? 
It may be that the housing corporation hasn’t 
thought of that. What actions have you come 
up with to alleviate mould infestation? I 
would appreciate a response to these 
questions. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Audla.  
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question. 
In a broad sense, the initiatives that we have 
been undertaking very recently on mould 
remediation, just based on the fact alone that 
we spent close to $9 million in the 
assessments and the remediation work that 
has been done to date, we have become, not 
by our choosing, industry leaders in mould 
remediation. Our technical crew right now is 
in Yellowknife working with Polar 
Knowledge Canada and other jurisdictions to 
determine remediation as well as best 
examples of how we can work towards 
avoiding mould in the first place. 
 

ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᕼᐃᐅᖅᑎ ᑭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᐊᕼᐃᐊᕐᓅᓐᖓᐅᓗᖓᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᒪ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᖓ ᐃᓛ ᑕᕼᐊᒻᓇ ᐅᖁᑦᑕᕐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓄᑦ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᒃᕼᐊᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᕋᑉᑯ.  
 

ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐅᑉᑯᐊ ᐊᐳᑎᑦ ᐃᒡᓗ ᐃᒡᓗᒻᒪᕇᑦ 
ᐊᒋᔩᖏᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᖁᕐᓂᖅᕼᐊᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖁᕐᓂᖅᕼᐊᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑉᑕ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑕᖅᑐᕕᓂᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᑉᓗᒥ 
ᐊᐅᑉᓚᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑉᑐᒍ. ᑕᐃᑉᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓐᖏᕆᓐᖏᓂᖅᕼᐊᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᔨᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐆᓇᐃᓐᖏᓂᖅᕼᐊᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᖅᑯᓂᖅᕼᐊᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᑉᓘᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᑎᑐᑦ 
ᐆᓇᖅᑎᒋᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ.  
 

ᑕᐃᒻᓇᓕ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ  
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᕼᐃᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᐅᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᓇᓕᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖁᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᖅᕼᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸ? ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐊᓂᖅᕼᐋᖅᑐᑕᖅᐳ ᕼᐃᓚ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᕼᐅᕈᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑕ. 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᖃᓐᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᓂᖅᕼᐋᖅᑐᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑖᒻᓇ ᓱᕈᐃᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᕼᐅᖕᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᑉᕼᐅᒪᓕ 
ᒥᒃᕼᐋᓄᑦ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᖃᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ, 
ᐃᕼᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᐸᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᕙ? 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᕼᐃᔪᒪᑉᓗᒍ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕙᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ.  
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ. 
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ ᓯᐊᕐᒪᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ, ᒫᓐᓇᕋᑖᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᕐᓗ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ $9 
ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᖂᔭᐃᓪᓗᑕ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓪᓗᑕ, ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᓂᕈᐊᓐᖏᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᓯᕗᒃᑲᖅᑕᑎᐅᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᖁᕐᒥ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒥᑦ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᕗᑦ 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᔭᓗᓇᐃᕝᒦᑦᑐᑦ Polar Knowledge Canada 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᑐ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥᓗ 
ᐊᒡᒍᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓗᑎ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᒧ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᖁᖃᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᓪᓗᑎᓐᓂ.  
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In the Auditor General’s report there is 
mention of properly training and servicing 
the HRVs within the homes. We all know 
that in Nunavut’s extreme climate; and I get 
this question a lot from local housing 
authorities and especially from elders, “Why 
don’t we just put a hole in the wall or in the 
ceiling just to create some air circulation?” 
My response to them typically is we do have 
a hole in the wall or in the ceiling, but it’s 
attached to an HRV, which helps in the 
heating of the air coming from the outside 
going in and to circulate that. 
 
Now the question is, based on the findings of 
the Auditor General, we need to do better in 
the sense of maintenance and training our 
maintenance people. That’s what we’re doing 
now with the Nunavut Housing Corporation. 
It’s an ongoing initiative that we hope to 
have local housing authority maintenance 
people trained up so that they’re comfortable 
in servicing the HRV units.  
 
There are other factors as well, material type 
and building materials, that relate to what is 
being put into the roof trusses. Overcrowding 
is another issue. With the vapour barrier 
aspect from being 20 degrees Celsius in the 
house to minus 40 outside and when you 
open the door, the condensation actually 
builds up and the amount of usage that is 
involved with an overcrowded situation 
where you have maybe many very mobile 
children that want to go out and play outside, 
opening and closing the door, and all that. 
This is something that we’re currently 
looking at to see what we can do overall to 
improve the mitigation of mould.  
 
Like I said, I think, in comparison to other 
jurisdictions, Nunavut is trailblazing. We 
have become an industry leader in looking at 
all of the aspects. We’re in the preliminary 
and assessment stage right now, but I’m very 
confident that we will have some very 

ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᐊᓄᕆᐅᑎᖓᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᐊᓘᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐ, 
ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪ ᐊᒻᒪᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᖏᓚ ᐃᓪᓗ ᓴᓂᕌᒍ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓪᓗ ᐅᑎᖅᑕᕈᑎᐊᓇᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᒻᒪᔪᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᐃᓪᓗ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
ᐊᓄᕆᓯᐅᑎᖓᓄ ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᐱᑐᒃᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓯᓚᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐ ᐃᓯᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓪᓗ 
ᐊᓄᕆᐅᑎᖓ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᒪᔭᖓᓐᓂ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑕ, ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᓪᓗ, 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑐᒍ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᓪᓗᑎ ᐱᓕᕆᕙᑦᑕᕗ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᐊᓄᕆᐅᑎᖓᓂᑦ, 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᒃ.  
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᓴᓇᒪᔾᔪᑎᖓ 
ᑭᓱᒧᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᖅ, ᑭᓱᒥ ᐃᓕᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᑉᐸᐅᖓ ᖁᓛᖓᑕ ᓴᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐸᒻᒥᐅᑲᑕᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᔅᓴᔭᐃᑯᑎᖓ, ᓲᕐᓗ 20 
ᐅᖅᑰᓂᖃᖅᖢᓂ -40ᓗᓂ ᓯᓚ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖅᑐᖃᕌᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐳᔪ ᐃᓯᑲᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐹ ᒪᑐᐃᑲᑕᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᓯᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐸᒻᒥᐅᖅᖢᑎᒃ, ᓱᕈᓯᑯᓗᐃᓪᓗ 
ᐊᓃᑲᑕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑎ ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᐹᖓ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖅᑕᐅᑲᑕᒃᖢᓂ ᒪᑐᑲᑕᒃᖢᓂ ᐅᖁᓚᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᖔᖅ ᐅᖁ.  
 
 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪᐃᓛᒃ, ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᑯᓗᒋᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓯᕗᒃᑲᖅᑕᑎᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖁᐃᔭᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧ, ᓇᑭ 
ᐅᖁᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᒡᓗ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓᓃᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᑐᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ  
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concrete actions as to how best we can 
mitigate mould.  
 
That’s my response to the question and I 
hope that fulfills the question from the 
Member. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Qirngnuq.  
 
Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I also thank the housing 
corporation for being able to respond 
appropriately. I’m also looking at ideas on 
how we can improve our housing stock in 
general and that is why I asked the question.  
 
Moving on to another topic, our colleague 
from Sanikiluaq also touched up on some 
issues. I will direct my question to the 
(interpretation ends) QEC. (interpretation) 
He was talking about the different sources of 
energy. You’re also thinking about using 
nuclear energy using uranium. I just want to 
get further information on whether it’s safe to 
use nuclear energy or something involving 
uranium. I would like to get a better 
understanding of whether it’s safe to use. 
That’s my last question, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Qirngnuq. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member. I will first 
actually talk about timelines. In terms of 
what we’re looking at, I had mentioned 
earlier that we’re looking at just the business 
case, and then we would have that 
conversation with any community and we 
would certainly not do anything that the 
community was not interested in pursuing.  
 
In terms of a possible project anywhere in 
Canada, it’s at least seven to ten years away, 

ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᖔᖅ ᐅᖁ.  
 
ᑭᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᕋᖃᐃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ.  
 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯ ᑭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᔅᕼᐊᕚᓪᓕᕐᒥ  
ᐃᓱᒪᓇᓱᐊᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᑉᑯ.  
 
ᐊᕼᐃᐊᓐᓅᓐᖓᕐᓗᖓᓕᑉᑕᐅᑉ ᐅᕙᑦᓯᐊ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᑉᑕ ᕼᐊᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥᐅᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖅᑎᐊᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᒋᐊᑖ ᐃᓛ ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᒡᓗᒍᑦᑕᐅ QEC ᐊᓂᒋᔭᒐᑉᑕ ᐃᓛᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕋ ᑕᐃᑉᑯᐊ ᐃᑉᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏ 
ᐃᑭᑦᑕᖅᑐᓕᐅᕈᑏᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕆᒻᒪᒍ ᐅᓇ 
ᖃᑉᓗᓈᑑᕐᓗᒍ nuclear ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᖅᐸᓗᒻᒪᑦ. ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᒡᓗᒍ ᐅᓇ 
ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᐊᐅᔪᐃᑦᑐᖅᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸ ᑕᐃᒻᓇ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᑦᓴᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸ 
ᑕᐃᒻᓇᐃᑦᑐᖅᑕᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᕙᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑉᑑᒐᓗᐊᑉᑐᖓ ᑐᑭᕼᐃᑦᓯᐊᕈᒪᒡᓗᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕋ. ᖁᐊᖅᕼᐊᓇᓐᖏᓂᖅᕼᐊᐅᕙ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᕚᓪᓕᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ, 
ᑐᑭᕼᐃᑦᓯᐊᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᒪᒡᓗᒍ. ᐊᐅᔪᐃᑦᑐᖅ ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑉᑐᖅ ᑖᒻᓇ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᒐᑉᑯ ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ . ᑖᑉᓱᒧᖑ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖅᕼᐅᖓ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓖᑦᑐᕆᑉᓗᒍᓗ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕿᓐᖑᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓴᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒻᒪᒍ. 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᖃᐃ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᕐᕕᔅᓴᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓵᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒻᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐄ ᒪᑯᐊᓗ 
ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᓐᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᓇᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 7-10 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖅᑲᐃ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᓐᖑᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ  
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so quite far off into the future. As I said, 
that’s the possible business case in terms of 
dollars and cents, and then we would have 
that other discussion. 
 
In terms of the safety of uranium, I know that 
there have been some bad experiences with 
mines and there are certainly concerns. Part 
of what’s happening with the pan-Canadian 
effort on doing a pathway for the small 
modular units is to address the safety 
concerns and make sure there’s strong 
legislation in terms of how any waste 
products are going to be treated. Before you 
even put the first shovel in the ground, there 
is a plan for how you’re going to 
decommission the entire plant at the end of 
the lifecycle.  
 
If managed properly, it certainly is safe. The 
federal government has actually declared 
nuclear power to be a clean energy source. I 
think it’s in the context that it’s all managed 
appropriately and that there’s appropriate 
consultation and anybody who is involved is 
aware of what are the potential risks as well 
as the benefits.  
 
Again, nothing in Nunavut certainly for 10 
years. The only thing that we would be 
looking at is having the initial discussion and 
sharing of information where we can. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. Mr. 
Qirngnuq. 
 
Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Although 
that was going to be my last question, the 
response brings up another issue of 
(interpretation ends) nuclear plants. 
(interpretation) Are they still in operation 
today? That will now be my last question. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᒡᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ Uranium ᓄᖑᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᒡᓗᒍ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒡᓗᖓ ᐅᔭᕋᕐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒻᒥᑕᒫᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒡᓚᕆᒻᒪᑕ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒥ 
ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑕᐃᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑎᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ. ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒍᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᔾᔭᐃᖅᓯᒪᓗᓂ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓴᓗᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᖅᑳᓐᖓᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓱᖅᑳᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒡᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᒡᓗ.  
 
 
 
ᖁᓕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐃᓚᒃ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐅᖅᓰᓗᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒥᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓᕈᓘᔭ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ. 
 
 
ᕿᕐᖑᒃ: ᐅᓇ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕈᒃᑯ. ᑕᐃᒻᓇᓕ 
nuclear plant ᕼᐃᓚᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕐᒥᔪᖅ 
ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ. ᑖᒻᓇ ᑭᖑᓪᓖᑦᓱᕆᓂᐊᓕᖅᐸᕋ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
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Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Down in Ontario, as an example, they have a 
couple of nuclear plants. They’re different 
than what we’re talking about for off-grid 
purposes. These are large projects where 
they’re built on site and they take 10 years to 
construct.  
 
This initiative is smaller scale, something 
that’s probably the size of a small bus, if I 
can use that as an example. That technology 
and that usage, you may have heard for 
example that in Russia they power some 
communities by bringing a ship close to land 
and using the nuclear power from their ships 
to power those communities. I’m not saying 
we’re going to use a ship, but I’m saying it’s 
smaller than what we see down south.  
 
Yes, there’s a version of this that’s being 
used, but again, the federal government is 
looking to facilitate a new design that would 
be more appropriate for our communities and 
other off-grid communities throughout 
Canada. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. I’ll look 
forward to Nunavut getting its own nuclear 
naval capabilities.  
 
>>Laughter 
 
I do have a question to follow up from Mr. 
Qirngnuq’s line of questioning. When you’re 
talking about nuclear power generation of the 
size and nature that you were just talking 
about, what level of training or what level of 
expertise would there have to be to maintain 
such infrastructure? We often have to fly 
experts up for different types of maintenance 
for different pieces of technological 
equipment, and I can imagine nuclear power 
being quite techy. What type of training or 
what type of qualifications would somebody 
need to maintain such infrastructure? Mr. 
Pereira. 

ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᓐᑎᐅᕆᔪᒥ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᒍ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑦ. ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᒡᓕ 
ᖁᓕᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᐃᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᑎᕈᓗᑦᑎᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑦᑎᒋᔪᖅ. 
ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᒐᒃᓯ ᕋᓴᒥ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᖃᐃᑦᑎᔪᖅ 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᕐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ ᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ 
ᒥᑭᑦᑐᑯᓗᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐄ, ᐊᔾᔨᐸᓗᐊᓂ ᐱᑕᓕᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓇᓱᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᐅᑦᑐᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑐᑦ ᑭᓱ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᖓ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖅᑖᕈᓐᓇᓯᔪᐊᓘᒍᑦᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒦᑦᑐᒥ. 
 
 
>>ᐃᓪᓚᖅᑐᑦ 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓇ ᐅᐃᒍᒋᓗᒍ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕈᒪᒐᒪ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ, ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓯᒪᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑲᒪᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ? ᑎᑭᓵᖃᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᕐᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓗᓂ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᐊᓘᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᖅ. 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᐸ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
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Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In 
terms of nuclear installation, there are two 
components. There is the actual design. That 
has to go through a very rigorous regulatory 
process. Then there is the operation. That 
organization has to be licensed to operate the 
plant much like an automobile. The design 
has to be approved to go on the roads, and 
then whoever is driving that vehicle on the 
road has to have their own skill set and their 
own licence.  
 
In terms of the operation here in Nunavut, we 
would need to most likely partner with a 
recognized operator, Ontario Power 
Generation as an example of a licensed 
operator. We would have our existing 
electrical generation facilities without current 
operators, and then you would have the 
building that would produce the actual heat 
to turn the turbines. That is the portion that 
we need to use an operator, as I said, such as 
an OPG. It would involve other components 
such as monitoring and response times, 
etcetera.  
 
Again, it’s a fascinating subject, but as I said 
earlier, it is still far off in the future. We 
haven’t looked at any of those details and we 
are exploring the possibility as one 
alternative for Nunavut. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. If Mr. 
Kaernerk will just allow me one more 
question, a similar question to Mr. Audla. 
When he’s talking about HRVs and staff are 
going off training, numerous conversations 
with different LHAs, what level of training 
and expertise is needed to make sure that 
these HRVs are maintained properly and to 
kind of bump the schedule up a little bit? As 
noted in the Auditor General’s report, there 
has been a real lack of follow-up with the 
maintenance and the inspection of these units 
across the territory. Mr. Audla. 

ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᐅᑦᑐᖓ, ᒪᓕᒑᓗᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᑎ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖓ. ᓚᐃᓴᖃᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᑲᒪᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᕐᓗ. ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑦ, ᑕᐅᑦᑐᖓ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᖅᑯᒻᒥ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᕝᕕ 
ᓚᐃᓴᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐊᖁᓐᓂᐊᕈᕕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᒍᑦ 
ᓚᐃᓴᖃᕐᓗᓂ. ᓲᕐᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᕕᐅᖤᖅᐳᖅ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓗᓂ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐅᖅᑰᓴᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᐅᑕᖅᐳᖅ, ᐊᓯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᖃᕐᒥᓗᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᒪᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᕈᒥᓇᖅᑐᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ ᓱᓖᓛᒃ 
ᓯᕗᓂᔅᓴᑎᓐᓂ ᑖᕙᓃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖏᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙ ᓇᓖᕌᕈᑎᒋᔭᑦᑕ 
ᐃᓚᒋᖃᓯᐅᑎᓇᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᑎᓪᓗᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᒃᓴᓐᖏᒃᑯᓂ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒃᑲᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᓂᐊᕋᒪ, 
ᐃᓛᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᐅᑉ ᒪᑯᐊ HRV ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ, 
ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᐃᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᕈᓘᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ HRV ᒪᑭᒪᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᑉ 
ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᕐᕕᔅᓴᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᕙᓯᒐᓛᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᒪᑯᐊᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᓕᒫᖏᓪᓗ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.    
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Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that question. It is being 
accelerated. It’s an area where we feel 
strongly would really help with the 
improvement of the overall livelihood and 
health of the tenants.  
 
It’s not as technical as, say, an oil furnace 
mechanic certification requirement for that 
purpose, but it’s still new technology that is 
forever needing maintenance because of the 
extremes in the climate between the outdoor 
and the indoor air and the condensation that 
is involved with these types of mechanisms. 
There is always a need to maintain them on a 
regular basis. It’s a matter of the regular 
maintenance as opposed to the actual 
expertise.  
 
In the training aspect of it, to try to regularize 
within the LHOs that this is something that 
you need to look at either every 6- or 12-
month period of time and to ensure that they 
are running smoothly, and on the new 
technology aspect of it, like any person who 
gets a new snowmobile, they have to look at 
the manual, they have to understand the 
moving parts, and what is required for 
maintenance purposes and how often you 
should change the oil, and so on and so forth. 
It is same idea with the HRV units. You need 
to keep up with new systems that may be 
introduced into that unit and to ensure that all 
the units are similar across the regions, 
between districts, and to ensure that it’s the 
same parts and same maintenance 
requirements. Once we have established that, 
then to really regularize it among the LHOs. 
 
On the technical aspect, it’s not that technical 
as opposed to the example I used, but it’s the 
regularization of the maintenance 
requirements. I hope that answers your 
question, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. I’ll keep 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᓐᓂ. ᐄ, 
ᓱᑲᑦᑎᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᖓ, 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᓂ ᐅᖅᑰᓴᐅᑎᖃᕋᑦᑕ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᕐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ. ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᐃᓗᐊ, ᓯᓚᓗ 
ᓂᒡᓚᓱᓐᓂᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᑐᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᒻᒪᑕ, 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᓂᑲᑕᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐳᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐆᓇᖅᑐᒥ ᐃᒃᑮᓇᖅᑐᒧᑦ, 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐ, ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᐊᓛᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓕᒃ 6 ᑕᖅᑭᑦ ᐊᓂᒍᑐᐊᕌᖓᑕ, 
12-ᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᓄᑖᑦ ᐅᐊᔭᓅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋ ᓲᕐᓗ  
ᖃᒧᑕᐅᔭᑖᕈᕕᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᑎᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐊᖅᑎᕐᓗᒍ 
ᑭᓂᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ. ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ 
ᓄᑖᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᑦ 
ᐊᑎᒌᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᒃᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᑦ ᐊᔨᒋᓗᓂᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᔫᒥᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐊᑯᓚᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᒋᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖑᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑭᐅᕗᖓᖃᐃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
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to just cleaning my filter and calling experts 
in to do my regular inspection, which is due 
very shortly. Mr. Kaernerk. 
 
Mr. Kaernerk (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. My question may be directed 
to Community and Government Services, but 
maybe to all three organizations.  
 
The Auditor General’s report indicates that 
there are three communities where the 
shorelines are eroding. Can you indicate how 
the Department of Community and 
Government Services has been working with 
hamlet councils on this issue to date? That’s 
my first question. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. In regard 
to that community reference, our department 
is working with the local hamlet to examine 
the issues around erosion and we will 
continue to do so.  
 
I know yesterday there was a question from 
the Member about boil water advisories. We 
followed up with that and I’ll just advise that 
there currently are no boil water advisories in 
Nunavut. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Kaernerk. 
 
Mr. Kaernerk (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. With the communities 
experiencing coastal erosion, waves 
becoming bigger, damages to beaches, and 
loss of sand, what can our communities and 
your department do to prevent further erosion 
caused by climate change? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Good question. Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 

ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓯᒪᔪᐊᓘᓐᓂᓪᓕ ᐊᑐᕋᔭᕋᒪ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᕐᓂᐊᑐᔅᓴᐅᔫᖅ 
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᐅᔪᒃᓴᐅᔪᒐᓗᐊᖅ.  
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥ ᐱᖓᓱᐃᒡᒎᖅ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᓯᔾᔭᕐᓗᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ ᓯᔾᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᖔᖃᐃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᒃᖢᒍ? 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ. ᐄ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓯᔾᔭᐅᑉ 
ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓂᖓ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᐸᔅᓴ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᒥᖅ 
ᐱᐅᓐᖏᓗᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᓛᖅᑎᖅᑳᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐃᒥᖃᕈᓐᓃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᐊᕐᖓᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ.  
 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᑏᓕᑭᐊᖅ 
ᒪᓐᓇ ᓯᔾᔭᕗᑦ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᖏᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᓂ ᓯᔾᔭᓗ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐅᑯᐊᓗ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᓯᐅᒃ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᔾᔭ 
ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓯᓚᕗᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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thank the Member for the question. Some of 
the activities we’re engaged with along with 
the hamlet are really the monitoring of those 
conditions. They are known to change and 
we see in some communities, as in the 
community being referenced, where the 
change is occurring around coastal erosion.  
 
In some cases it’s a measure of, if you have 
facilities that are apparently at risk to be 
impacted by further erosion, the owners of 
those facilities would probably look at 
mitigation steps. In some cases the mitigation 
might be to relocate the property or put in 
some form of material to help decline the 
erosion that’s occurring.  
 
In the particular community you are 
referencing, I think there are some housing 
units that are potentially impacted by coastal 
erosion. I certainly defer over to the housing 
corporation if they have any mitigation plans 
relative to those assets. Our role would be to 
work with the hamlet where there is deemed 
to be a significant risk around that for any of 
the hamlet-owned infrastructure. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Kaernerk. 
 
Mr. Kaernerk (interpretation): Thank you 
for explaining that. I’ll end with that topic for 
now.  
 
I would now like to direct my question to the 
housing corporation. You indicated earlier 
that Hall Beach is one of the communities 
that have houses at the beach that are at risk. 
What work have you done with the local 
housing association? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I also thank him for the question. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᔾᔭ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᑕ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᖅᑕᐅᑎᑉᐸᑦᑐᑎᒍ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓗᐊᕌᓗᔅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᒫᓂᓛᒃ ᑭᓪᓕᖓᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᖃᕈᔅᓯ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖃᕈᔅᓯ 
ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐅᓴᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᓖᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕋᓱᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ 
ᓅᑦᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᖓ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑕᐅᓄᖓ 
ᑲᑕᒐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓃᕐᔪᒥᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ.  
 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓂᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐅᓴᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ. ᓄᓇᔅᓯᓐᓂ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒋᐊᖃᖅᑕᓯ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕋᓱᔅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ. 
ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓂᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕋᓱᑉᐸᑦᑐᒍᑦ 
ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᒦᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑐᑎᒍ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ.  
 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᕋᕕᑦ. ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐃᓱᓕᑲᓚᐅᕐᓂᐊᕆᕗᖓ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓴᖑᑎᓐᓂᐊᓕᕆᕙᕋ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖄᕐᔪᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒡᓗᖏᑦ ᓯᔾᔭᒦᑦᑐᐃᑦ, ᖃᓄᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᓕᖅᐱᓯᐅᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓯᔾᔭᒧᑦ ᓄᖑᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ? ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᓕᖅᐱᓯᐅᒃ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑐᖅ.  
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Up to now we haven’t worked with the local 
housing association in Hall Beach to see 
what we can do, but I can say that this is an 
important matter and I’m aware of the 
changes that are happening to Hall Beach’s 
coastline. We will work with the local 
housing association to see what we can do. 
That’s the response I can provide. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Kaernerk. 
 
Mr. Kaernerk (interpretation): Thank you 
for the response. Can you indicate to us 
today when you will be able to meet with the 
Hall Beach Housing Association? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Very soon. Once my officials are 
available to do that and once the Hall Beach 
Housing Association is available to do that, 
we can meet with them probably this 
summer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Kaernerk. 
 
Mr. Kaernerk (interpretation): Thank you 
for explaining that. I have another question 
under the housing corporation. It was 
mentioned earlier about mould occurring in 
houses and the HRVs. Can you indicate to us 
about houses that are rented by people and 
how many houses have been studied or 
checked for mould? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I also thank him for the question. 
With respect to the mould problem in 
Nunavut communities, in 2017 there were 22 
communities that were inspected. Igloolik 

ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᐅᑉ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᖔᑕ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓪᓗᒍ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᐅᑉ ᓯᔾᔭᖓ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒋᐊᓚᖓᔭᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓪᓚᕆᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒻᒥᐅᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ. 
 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᖓ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥᖃᐃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᓯ ᖃᖓᒃᑯ ᖃᓂᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᔅᓯᐅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒻᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓗᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᒃᑲ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᓲᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᕈᑎ ᑕᐃᒪ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒻᒥᐅ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒍᓐᓇᕈᑎᒃ. ᐊᐅᔭᕐᒥᖃᐃ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᕙᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ, ᓯᔾᔭᐅᑉ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒻᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ. 
 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ: ᐊᒃᓱᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᒋᒻᒥᒐᕕᖓ. ᓱᓕ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒦᓂᓐᓂ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᓕᕐᒥᒐᒪ, 
ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᕈᔪᖅᑲᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐅᖁᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ HRV-
ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᑦ ᑲᖏ ᐆᓇᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᖏ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᖃᐃ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᒧ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ 2017-
18 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥ? ᑲᑦᓯ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑐᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕘ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᑯᐃ 2017 ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 22-
ᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ. ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᑯᕕᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ  
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was looked at, but Grise Fiord and Resolute 
Bay have not been inspected yet.  
 
Looking at it overall, 271 housing units have 
been inspected to date. There are plans to 
inspect other buildings. They have been put 
into different categories of mould. There are 
houses that are severely mouldy, some of 
them are somewhat mouldy, and some of 
them are clean. We want to visit all the 
communities and inspect all the public 
housing units. We are still planning on 
visiting the rest of the communities.  
 
Up to now we have spent $9 million in 
mould remediation. We haven’t inspected all 
the communities yet, but we have a much 
better idea of how much work needs to be 
done. We will want to keep hearing from the 
local housing associations which units they 
are most concerned about and we can make 
plans for those. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Kaernerk. 
 
Mr. Kaernerk (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I also thank you for that 
explanation. Staying on the same topic, they 
needed to fix the HRV units in 15 
communities. Have the local housing 
association maintainers been taught how to 
install the HRV units? That’s my last 
question. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I don’t know how many housing 
maintainers have been trained to work on the 
air handling units or the HRV units. We 
know that all the local housing maintainers in 
Nunavut will be trained eventually. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Netser. 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ, ᐊᐅᔪᐃᑦᑐᓪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ.  
 

ᑲᑎᓕᒫᖅᓱᒍ 271 ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖁᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᖁᖅᑕᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᐹᑦ, 
ᐅᖁᖅᑕᐅᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᖁᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐅᖁᑦᑕᐅᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᑰᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓱᓕ ᐸᕐᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄ 
ᐊᑕᖏᓕᒫᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᐅᐸᕝᕕᒋᒍᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑐᑭᑖᕙᓪᓕᐊᓚᖓᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓇᓪᓕᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐅᐸᒃᕕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᑦᑎᐅᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 

ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᖁᔨᔪᖓᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᓱᒍ $9 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᑯᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᕉᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᔫᔭᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐅᐸᒃᕕᒋᒋᐊᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓇᓪᓕᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑐᓴᕈᒪᖃᑦᑕᓚᖓᔪᒍᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᒻᒪᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᔫᔭᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ. 
 

ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᕋᕕ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᓐᓇᒎᖅ ᓱᓕ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᓪᓗᖓ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᖏᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ 
HRV-ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 15-
ᖑᔪᐃᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᖃᓄᕐᒪᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᖅᑲᐃ? ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐹᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᓕᖅᐸᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ  
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑖ ᑖᑦᓱᒧᖓ ᒥᑦᓵᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᑲᖏᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ exhaust 
HRV ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑎ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑎᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑕᐅᒍᒫᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓲᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ. 



 57

Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) I would like 
to ask a question to the QEC official 
pertaining to wind power.  
 
In 2016 a study was produced for the Qulliq 
Energy Corporation which identified, and my 
colleague from Sanikiluaq alluded to it 
earlier… . I understand that wind turbines 
could displace diesel use by about 18 to 56 
percent in communities. It would be a 
phenomenal cost now for the time that these 
wind turbines are used and diesel generators 
are not being used for that amount of time.  
 
In the remaining time of the 18 and 56 
percent, are these generators required to be 
running when we rely on wind turbines? 
That’s my question. (interpretation) I hope 
that was clear. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for the question. Depending on 
the community and the size of the load on the 
community, the most probable operating 
mode is that the turbines would run in 
parallel with the diesel generation for a good 
portion of the time. What that would mean is 
that, depending on how much wind 
generation is being realized at that particular 
time, there would be a sharing of the load. 
Conceivably, on a good wind source day, 
wind electricity day, the majority of power or 
electricity could be provided by the wind and 
being supplemented by the diesel generation, 
whereas other times it can be the opposite 
where most of the power could be generated 
by the diesel and some by the wind. 
 
In terms of a scenario where the entire power 
is being generated by the wind turbines, there 
are some technical issues associated with 
that. Again, it goes back to voltage and 
frequency and not damaging any equipment 

ᓇᑦᓯᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᕐᒥᒐᒪᑦᑕᐅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ.  
 
2016-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥᐅᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᐊᕐᔪᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᖓᑕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᓃᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᖅᑐᓂᑦ 18-ᒥᒃ 56 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᒧᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᑐᑲᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᓗᓂ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᑲᑕ ᐊᓄᕆᒧ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑏᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖅᑐᖅᑐᐃ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒋᐊᖃᓕᕋᔭᕐᖓᑕ.  
 
ᑕᒫᓂ 18-ᒥᒃ 56 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑳᑦ? ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ? 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕐᓂᕈᒪ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ, 
ᓄᓇᓕᒃ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᑦᑎᑦᑐᒦᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑲᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᖃᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑯᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᓐᓈᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ. ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ? 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐊᖑᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᖑᔪᓪᓗ ᐊᓄᕌᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᑉᐹᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
ᐊᓄᕆᒻᒦᖔᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖅᑐᑦᑐᕐᓗ 
ᓱᒃᑲᐃᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒃᑲᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᑯᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᖅᑐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑯᑦ.  
 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐊᖑᔪᓕᒫᖅ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓂᖅᑲᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᓴᓐᖏᓕᓗᐊᑲᓪᓚᑦᑐᐊᓘᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᖓ 
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that customers have. We do have some 
examples of that happening with a solar 
installation in the Northwest Territories. 
Colville Lake, I believe, is the location. We 
can see that happening for the smaller 
communities potentially. I think the larger 
communities would need a larger electrical 
system and loads. I believe there would 
always be some kind of diesel generation as 
part of the supply mix. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. Mr. 
Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser: So then the usage of wind power 
generation doesn’t stop the usage of diesel 
power generation now. My next question is: 
if we just had solar power energy, would the 
diesel units be running as well? That’s my 
next question. (interpretation) Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you for the question. Let me answer a 
slightly different question first and then it 
will feed into the question the Member has 
asked, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Wind and solar are intermittent energy 
sources. The solar is the easiest one to 
explain what I mean by that. As we go 
farther north for our communities, there are 
times of the year where there is going to be 
no solar energy whatsoever. It means that we 
have to be able to produce all the power 
during those periods with the diesel engines. 
Even if they’re not running, we need to have 
the full capacity to supply the communities.  
 
Wind has similar issues. If there’s not 
enough wind or if there’s too much wind, 
what they do is they put the breaks on the 
wind turbines so that they’re not damaged if 
there’s too much wind. Again, in that 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᒥ. 
ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᖑᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᕋᔅᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖅᐸᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᓕ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒥᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᓲᖑᒻᒪ. ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᖅᑐᒥᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᐃᓐᓇᐸᓪᓚᐃᔪᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᔪᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᔪᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ.  
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐊᓄᕆᒥᓪᓖ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅ, 
ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑲᑕ 
ᓄᖅᑲᑎᑦᑎᒐᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖅᑐᖅᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᓛᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᕋᑖᕋᒪ ᐊᓄᕆᒧ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᑖᕋᓗᐊᕈᔅᓯ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᓯᐊᒍᖔᖅ 
ᑭᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᕐᓗᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᓚᕆᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᖅᑲᕋ.  
 
 
ᐊᓄᕆ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕋᕐᓂᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᓐᓂᓛᒃ. 
ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᓯᕿᓐᓂᖃᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᖑᓱᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᒻᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᑦᑐᓄᑦ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᖃᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖓᑕ  
ᖃᐅᒪᒍᓐᓇᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖓᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᓄᕌᓐᖏᓗᐊᖅᑲᑦ, ᐃᑯᓪᓕᐊᓗᐊᖅᑲᑦ, 
ᐊᓄᕌᓗᐊᖅᑲᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᐸᐅᕋᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᓱᕋᓐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᓄᕌᓗᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᑎᓪᓗᒍ.  
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instance, because it’s not always on 
demands, we have to have the capacity to be 
able to supply the entire community, even if 
it’s not being used.  
 
Having said that, for solar, wind, or any other 
intermittent, we need the full capacity of 
diesel there. Yes, there are possible scenarios 
and possible times, depending on the 
community, that if we had batteries for very 
short-term storage, and by short storage I 
mean hours or less than hours, to buffer to 
make sure the power is not dirty going to 
communities, it’s conceivable that the diesels 
could be parked for short-term periods, 
again, depending on the size of the grids, but 
having capacity on standby in case we need 
it.  
 
Mr. Chairman, hopefully that answers the 
question, but I can expand that as needed.  
 
Chairman: It’s clear as mud, Mr. Pereira. 
Mr. Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you. It 
looks like the wind power infrastructure that 
was put up in Rankin Inlet has never been 
used up to now and it was very expensive to 
install. Why has it not been used? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The 
installation goes back quite a few years, if I 
recall correctly, and we did do a review of 
that. It wasn’t used because there was a 
technical problem on it, so it was not 
generating and at the time the corporation 
that was the Northwest Power Corporation 
that had invested in that location and a 
second location, which escapes me right 
now, decided not to invest in coming back 
and repairing and upkeep of that particular 
installation.  

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᐃᑯᒪᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᓐᖏᒻᒫᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᒥ 
ᐃᑯᒪᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖅᑐᖅᑐᓂ.  
 
 
 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᓐᖏᑦᑐᒧ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕋᓱᑐᓂ 
ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᔮᖏᒻᒥᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ, 
ᐹᑕᓖᖏᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑎᕕᖏᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᑐᖅᑯᐃᕕᔅᓴᖃᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᖓᑕ. ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ 
ᑕᖅᑲᐅᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᖁᓇᒍ, ᕚᑕᓖᓄᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑦᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᖓᑕ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧ. ᓄᓇᓕᐅᑉ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᐃᓐᓇᕿᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᐅᑯᒫᖑᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᖅᑐᓂ, ᒫᓐᓇᑰᔪᕐᓕ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᕋᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᒃᑯ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᕋᓱᑉᐸᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᐳᑎᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ.  
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒦᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᓄᕆᒧ ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖁᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᓱᓕ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕙᓗᖏᒻᒪ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔫᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂᓗ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇᑭᐊᖅ ᓱᒐᒥ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑉᐸ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᑲᓪᓚᕈᓗᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᐃ 
ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔭᕋᓗᐊᕗᓂᓐᓇ. 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᑲᒻᒪᓂᕐᖓᑦ, 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖅᐸᓕᐊᓐᓂᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂᓕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑰᕙᔪᔪᓄᑦ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᕋᓗᐊᕆᓪᓗᓂ, 
ᖁᔭᓈᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᑐᒥᓂ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒃᑲᓂᓐᖏᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᓕᖅᑐᒥᓂ.  
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Again, one of the things associated with that 
installation was the equipment was brought 
in from the south and wasn’t necessarily the 
optimal or the best equipment for northern 
latitudes. Technology has changed and as we 
move forward, we would hope that we would 
get better equipment going forward. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. If the next name on 
my list, Mr. Main, doesn’t mind, I would just 
like to jump in on following up. When you’re 
talking about the maintenance on this piece 
of equipment, Mr. Pereira, windmills and 
solar, again, what type of training and 
expertise is needed to maintain that 
equipment? I know that in most cases 
windmills, as an example, require a crane just 
for installation, never mind getting into the 
expertise of the maintenance side of things. I 
know that these projects aren’t next week, 
but from a staffing training standpoint, what 
type of capacity is needed to maintain such 
infrastructure? Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
will break it down into the two parts that you 
actually alluded to. There’s the actual 
construction phase. In terms of, for example, 
selling the solar, typically labourers are used 
as part of the installation under the 
supervision of a qualified electrician or 
installer. Once installed, if there’s any 
troubleshooting, it’s typically somebody who 
has gone through a program in a college or 
an apprenticeship that has experience with 
electrical and mechanical systems.  
 
Certainly in the case of the windmill, they 
would have to be trained specifically on the 
generators and the mechanics of the turbines, 
transforming power from DC to an AC 
format. You either need a trade or an 
education component to be able to it in 
depth. In terms of regular maintenance, we 
can train people locally to do regular upkeep 

ᐃᓚᖓᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᒻᒪᑦ ᓱᓇᒃᑯᑖᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓂ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ, 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᔪᖏᒻᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐊᑐᕋᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᓪᓕ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᕆᕙᑦᑕᖏ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᓪᓚᐃᓕᖅᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ. 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐅᓕᕐᒥᔪᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ ᖃᓄᐃᔅᓴᖏᒃᑯᕕᑦ? 
ᐊᐱᕆᓵᑲᐃᓐᓇᕈᒪᒐᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᓯ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐸᐅᕋᐅᔭᐃᑦ, ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑏᑦ. ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᖃᖅᑭᓯ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᐃᒋᐊᖃᖅᑭᓯ 
ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂ? ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓄᕆᔪᑦ ᐸᐅᕋᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑭᕕᒃᑎᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐳᖅᑐᔪᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᐅᓛᖅᑐᒥᓛᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔮᔪᔅᓴᐅᖏᒻᒥᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓯᓕ 
ᑕᑯᓐᓈᖅᑐᒋᑦ, ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᐃᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑭᓯ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓯᓐᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕈᔅᓯ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒧᑦ. ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᕿᓂᒥᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓇᕙᑦᑐ 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᕙᑦᑐᓂᓛᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᓄᑭᖃᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᒐᐃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᕈᑎᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᖃᐸᑦ, 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓃᓂᖅᑲᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑲᒪᒍᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᓛᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐸᐅᕋᐅᔭᓂ ᐊᓄᕆᒨᖅᑐᓂ, 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ ᐸᐅᖅᑐᒧ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᒍᑎᖏ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᑲᒪᒍᓐᓇᓂᕐᒥᑦ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓕᓴᒍᓐᓇᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦ  
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᒪᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ  
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and as the requirement becomes more 
technical, we would bring in a specialist. We 
do that currently with our plants in the 
communities. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Just to again follow 
up with the way you’ve got alternative 
energy dovetailing in with the current 
generation practice, when I look at the net 
metering policy, private residents are 
permitted now to generate small portions of 
energy on their own and feed it back into the 
system. I have always understood energy 
efficiency at a plant to the generators that are 
in there are running at peak loads to maintain 
their maximum fuel efficiency and power 
generation.  
 
If you’re offsetting at small amounts, if you 
had 10 people in a community that have 
small, little solar panels or a small wind cell, 
not enough to shut a generator off, is it 
reasonable to think that in some cases this net 
metering policy may actually make some of 
your plants less efficient by feeding small 
amounts of power offsetting to take away 
some of the peak efficiency models, 
especially with newer generators? Mr. 
Pereira.  
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. That’s an excellent question. In 
terms of the generators, when they are 
generating, yes, there is a range where they 
are the most efficient. It’s much like a bus. If 
the bus is full and you’re carrying as many 
people as you can, you’re being very 
efficient in the use of that bus. If you only 
have one or two customers on the bus, it’s 
not a very efficient use of that bus. 
Generators aren’t buses obviously, but if they 
generate high amounts of energy relative to 
what they are rated at, they’re being more 
efficient.  
 
In terms of individual net metering 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓃᕋᐃᑉᐸᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᓂ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᓯᕗᒧ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ, 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ, 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᕐᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᔪᐃᑦ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᓖᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒍᒪᐃᓐᓇᓲᖑᒐᒪ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐊᕗᖓᒃᑲᓐᓃᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᖁᓕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ, ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕋᓗᐊᕐᓗᑎ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓇᕐᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᑕᐅᔪᑦ, 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᑐᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓯᐅᑎᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦᓯᐊᕙᒃ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᑕᑯᓗᒋ ᓇᓕᐊ ᐅᖅᓱᑐᓗᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒪᖔᖅ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᕚᓯ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓄᓂᒃ ᐅᓯᕙᒻᒪᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᑕ ᐃᒪᖃ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓯᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖅᓱᑐᕐᓂᖓ 
ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᓂᐊᔪᖅ ᐳᔪᖓ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ  
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installations, you are correct, Mr. Chairman, 
the impact will be minimal in terms of the 
efficiency of the generators. Now keep in 
mind also that we have different generator 
sizes at the communities. What we do is we 
try to use the right combination of generators 
to produce the electricity as efficiently as 
possible.  
 
In a given day, as an example, the load is not 
constant; it changes over the course of the 
day. If people are home or if they’re at work 
or if it’s the weekend or if it’s a workday, the 
loads are always changing. There is usually a 
pattern, but they change throughout the day. 
We change the generators based on the 
existing loads to try to optimize the 
efficiency. We would try to keep doing that 
even as net metering customers come along, 
assuming there was a large enough impact to 
look at that as an option. We don’t see the 
net metering, in the short term anyway, 
having that kind of impact.  
 
One of the things that we’re looking at is 
we’re looking at a different kind of generator 
as well which actually can adapt to the 
amount of renewable energy on the system 
and maintain its high efficiency. They are 
called “Variospeed” generators. We’re 
looking ahead to when that may be 
something that we need to install in the 
communities. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you for that detailed 
response. I’m going to take it a step further. 
One of my colleagues brought up the fact 
that the net metering policy isn’t open to 
commercial clients, whereas a lot of those 
clients are the ones that are the biggest 
expenders of energy, the users. In a lot of 
cases they’re the ones that actually have the 
capital dollars to be able to invest in feeding 
back and lowering their own energy costs on 
a capital recovery basis. How far down the 
road are we looking to have commercial 

ᐅᖅᓱᑐᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐅᓯᑏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᑯᖓ ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑐᑦᓯᐊᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᓄᑭᑖᖅᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖓ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓇᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓇᑎᓐᓇᒍ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᐅᑉ 
ᓄᓐᖑᐊᓂ, ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒋ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᖅᑕᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᕙᑦᑐᓂᓛᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓇᓖᕌᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᓪᓗ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᑎᒻᒪ 
ᐃᕕᖅᑎᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᑖᓄᑦ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᒐᔭᓕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓄᑦ, ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖁᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕋᕕᐅᑉ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖃᒻᒪᕆᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓖᕙᑦᑐᑦ, 
ᐊᖏᓂᖅᐹᒥ ᐊᑭᓖᕙᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᐹᖑᕙᒻᒪᑕᓗᐃᓛᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᓂᖅᐹᖑᓪᓗᑎ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᓂ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᕋᔭᖅᐸᑕ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥ ᐊᑐᓕᕈᒪᑉᐸᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑲ ᖃᖓ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑮ ᓲᕐᓗ  
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client availability to access a little bit more 
larger-scale offset in communities? Mr. 
Pereira.  
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We 
are looking at, as a part of the IPP program, 
which we’re looking to deploy by the end of 
2018-19 fiscal year, that program will be 
available to commercial customers, so they 
will be able to participate.  
 
Notably one of the differences between net 
metering and the IPP, as you suggested, is 
they may be larger scale. We would be 
looking at offering technology such as 
batteries to make sure that they don’t impact 
the electrical quality or power quality in the 
communities. They will be able to participate 
as soon as the IPP comes out. We’re 
projecting at the end of 2018-19, but there 
will be slightly different technical 
requirements as part of the IPP versus the net 
metering to make sure communities are not 
impacted. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. I’m 
learning some of the different technical 
terminology just from my own cabin running 
off solar and then switching over to a 
generator. There are different technologies 
that I’m learning about. Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
guess I did have a line of questioning here, 
but maybe I’ll follow up on the most recent 
question. How does the Iqaluit airport fit into 
the existing framework of power producers? 
It’s my understanding that there’s a 
generating unit in that airport unless I’m 
mistaken. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for the question. Customers are 
now able to generate the power themselves 

ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕋᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒍ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔪᒍᓂᓛᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
IPP ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒋ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᖏᑦ 2018-19 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᖅᑕᐅᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐊᑐᕋᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᑦᑐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᑦᓯᓂᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑐᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑎᐅᕙᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐸᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᐹᑕᓖᑐᕋᔭᖅᐸᑕ ᐹᑕᓖᑦ 
ᓄᒃᑭᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ IPP-ᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᐸᑕ 2018-19 
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᒐᓛᒃᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᖃᕆᐊᖃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ, ᐊᑦᑕᖅᑐᐅᒍᑎᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓯᐅᑎᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᐊᑐᓯᑦᑕᓂᖅᑲᑕ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᓄᒃᑭᑦᓴᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᓚᖓᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᖅᑲᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒍᒪᖓᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᓪᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᒥᕝᕕᖓ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᑦᓯᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᕙ, 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᒐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖏᒃᑯᒪ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇᓗ 
ᐊᐱᕆᔪᖅ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓖᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᓕᕐᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᖓ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
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behind the meter, so that means they’re not 
feeding back into our grid. What a customer 
does in that situation, their limitation is based 
on having a proper safety permit to make 
sure there are no issues and they can do that. 
We have always had those kinds of situations 
for emergency generation backup as an 
example, but the key here is that they’re 
generating behind a meter and they’re not 
impacting the grid. They’re also not looking 
for us to pay for them to feed back into the 
system. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you for that response. Mr. 
Main. 
 
Mr. Main (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I have a question for the Auditor 
General. In his report, they examined a 
number of issues dealing with the housing 
corporation and the Department of CGS 
regarding government services and other 
recommendations that they need to 
implement. Looking at government 
infrastructure, they said that they were not 
properly assessed or inspected.  
 
In regard to the budget, has the Office of the 
Auditor General found whether the 
Government of Nunavut or the housing 
corporation has budgeted toward climate 
change? For example, we spent $200,000. I 
hope I was understandable, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: I’m sorry, Mr. Chairman, I’m 
not sure which part of the report the question 
is referring to, if I could get a specific 
reference.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’ll 
switch to English. What I’m interested in is 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᕆᕙᑦᑕᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᕕᖅᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐸᐃᑉᐹᓂᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᓯᒪᑦᓯᐊᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒫᖔᑕ. ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᑭᒍᒫᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑦᓯᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᑯᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐊᑦᓯᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓄᕋᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ. 
ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒪᐃᓐ. 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᕼᐃᒪᔪᖅᕼᐃᐅᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᕼᐅᐊᕋᒃᑯ 
ᐅᕙᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᕼᐃᒪᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᕼᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᓄᓇᓕᒡᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᕋᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓᓗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕋᐃᓚᐅᖅᖢᓂ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒋᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖏᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᖁᑕᐃᑦ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᕼᐊᕋᐅᑦᓯᐊᑕᖏᓐᓂᕋᓚᐅᕐᒪᒋᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᓇᖅᓯᔫᖓᓗᐊᖅ.  
 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓂᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᐅᑯᐊ 
ᑕᒪᖅᕼᐃᒪᔪᖅᕼᐃᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᖅᐹᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒥᒃ ᓈᕼᐊᐃᓯᒪᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᕼᐃᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᕼᐃᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᖦᖢᒍ? 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᔭᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ $200,000 ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ, 
ᑐᑭᕼᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᕈᒪ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪ’ᓇ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᓇᓕᐊᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑲᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᕐᓕ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᓪᓗᓇᐅᔭᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪ  
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you noted that these building assessments 
and house condition rating assessments 
weren’t being done to existing assets, right? I 
think we all know that we’re already dealing 
with the impacts of climate change, whether 
it’s shifting foundations or whether it’s 
cement slabs that are deteriorating. Did you 
find that within different entities, is there a 
figure that is being tracked in terms of “To 
date this is our climate change cost”? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. Mr. 
McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
During the course of our audit, that was not 
something that was brought to our attention 
about whether or not they were tracking the 
impact or the cost. That does speak to, if I 
may, the importance of doing condition 
assessments because it will allow them, 
whether it’s the housing corporation or 
Community and Government Services, to 
identify potential issues that may be arising. 
I’m not sure whether they would track that 
ultimately, but it would allow them at least to 
be able to address some of those issues. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. McKenzie. Mr. 
Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In 
terms of other jurisdictions across Canada, to 
your knowledge, are there any other 
jurisdictions that are tracking incremental 
costs related to climate change in that 
manner? (interpretation) Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. Mr. 
Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Certainly not in a comprehensive manner. I 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᕕᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐃᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ, ᐃᓪᓗᐃᖏᓛᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑏᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᒥᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓱᕋᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᓪᓗ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᖅᑭᓰ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕐᒥᓪᓗ ᖃᑦᓯᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓯᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᑭᖓ? ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᒃᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇ.ᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᑦᓱᓂ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᖏᑕ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᕈᒪ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᖓᓐᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓃᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑎᑦᓯᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ, ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓱᓕᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ. 
ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕖᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᑭᓕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᖓᔪᓂᑦ? 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓗᓕᒻᒪᕆᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ  
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mean there could be, I suppose, in some 
instances where different jurisdictions are 
looking at what would it cost to normally 
build something and then what it would cost 
to add some additional adaptations to a 
particular project. There wouldn’t be any 
systematic tracking. There could be some 
estimates at a very high level, but nothing 
that would be at a detailed tracking level. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. Mr. 
Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you. I guess I’ll direct my 
next question to the Department of CGS. 
Does the department have a figure? We will 
use for example, in the last fiscal year, how 
much repair work was done tied to climate 
change. Is there a figure internally in terms of 
tracking that? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. We 
wouldn’t track specifically. We certainly 
track all of our expenditures on lifecycle 
work on our existing buildings as well as 
both preventative and routine maintenance. 
We expend a significant amount of money 
each year on maintaining and operating our 
facilities. What we don’t do is peel away a 
piece that somehow is attributable to maybe 
the effects of climate change. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’ll 
ask the same question to the housing 
corporation. (interpretation) Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 

ᐃᓗᓕᓂ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖏᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᓕᕐᓗᑎ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐊᐱᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᔩᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑭᓰ ᓈᓴᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ? ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᖃᑦᓯᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐ, 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒌᖅᑕᖓᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕙᓪᓕᐊᒍᑎᖃᕋᓱᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᕆᒍᓐᓇᕋᕕᐅᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓱᐊᕐᓗᑕ, 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᑦᑎᓕᒫᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓱᐊᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓪᓗᐃᓂᓛᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᐅᕗᖓᒃᑲᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᓪᓗᐃ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐃᓇᖅᑐᖅ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖏᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓅᓕᖓᔪᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᖃᓐᖏᓇᑦᑕ ᓱᓕ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᓐᓇᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒍᒃᑯ? 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
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Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question. 
Like CGS, we don’t apply the category of 
expenses due to climate change to any 
expenditures that we have, but it is an 
ongoing O&M aspect of what we do with 
respect to our stock and the aging stock as 
well. Some units are affected more than 
others depending on the age, depending on 
the construct, the type of construct as well, 
and the overall maintenance of, say, the HRV 
units.  
 
It’s one thing that we haven’t necessarily 
tracked in the sense that this is attributable to 
climate change, but if there’s flooding, if 
there is a snow melt flooding damage, we 
would attribute that to regular O&M. We 
would have to fix it if it needs fixing at this 
point, but we don’t necessarily earmark 
climate change as a category to identify this 
as such. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) For the 
Department of Environment then, is this a 
function that the Department of Environment 
has looked into in terms of tracking 
incremental costs to the government? What 
I’m trying to get at here is if there’s an 
opportunity for us to recoup some of that 
cost, I think that would be great for the 
territory and for the government. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. Mr. 
Suvega. 
 
Mr. Suvega: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Similarly along the lines of our 
interdepartmental and interagency partners, 
we currently don’t track or monitor through 
that specific lens, but it is something 
definitely to take into consideration as we try 

ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ, ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᐃᖃᑦᑕᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ, 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑑᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑲᔪᓯᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᐃᓐᓇᕈᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑐᖃᓐᖑᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓪᓗ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᖅ, 
ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᒃᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓘᑉ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐅᖅᑰᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᓯᓕᖃᑦᑕᓂᖅᐸ ᓯᓚᖓ ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᑎᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᓗᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕚ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᖅ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖓ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᓪᓗ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᑐᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑐᓐᓇᕈᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᑲᐅᓗᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧ, 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ.  
 
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕖᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎ, ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ. ᑭᓱᐊᓂᓕ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ  
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to develop policies, programs, and future 
strategies going forward. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Was 
that a commitment to look into this idea from 
the Department of Environment? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: It sounded like one to me, but 
I’ll let Mr. Suvega go on the record with that. 
 
Mr. Suvega: Thank you for giving us the 
opportunity, Mr. Chairman. In short, yes, we 
will definitely take a look at that not just 
through the Department of Environment; 
with our interagency and interdepartmental 
partners as well. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you for the response. 
Ma’na. A couple of the things in this report 
jumped out at me as being kind of 
contradictory. I’ll use one example. I’m 
going to ask a question to the housing 
corporation. 
 
When it comes to skirting on houses, it says 
in here in terms of permafrost, one of the 
things is that you are supposed to keep the 
area underneath your house free so that it can 
freeze during the winter and stay cool, but I 
have skirting on my house. I know many 
people have skirting on their houses and it 
saves a lot of fuel oil, which reduces my 
carbon footprint. On one hand, to deal with 
climate change… .  
 
Anyways what I wanted to get at is: what is 
the housing corporation’s position on the 
issue of skirting for houses? Is it 
recommended? Is it not recommended? 
Thank you. 
 

ᐊᑐᐊᒐᔅᓴᓕᐅᕋᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᒃ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᖏᖅᐹ ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᖅᐹᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᔫᔭᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ ᓂᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ.  
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᕕᑦ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓗᒍ, ᐄ, 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑐᐊᖑᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᒪᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓗᑎᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᑦ 
ᑕᑯᑳᓪᓚᓚᐅᕋᒃᑭᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓯᖅᑑᑎᖅᑰᔨᔪᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᑦ ᐊᑖᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ, ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᑖ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ 
ᖁᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᖁᐊᖑᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᓂᓗ 
ᐃᒡᓗᒐ ᓯᓚᑖ ᐊᕙᓗᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᐊᑖᓂ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᐃᒡᓗᒐ. ᐱᖃᑖ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐅᖅᑰᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. . .   
 
 
 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒡᓗ ᐊᑖᓂ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖔᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᒪᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ 
ᐊᑖ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᖓᑕᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ. 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᕚᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓚᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
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Chairman: Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We 
don’t have a specific recommendation as to 
whether a unit would have skirting or not. In 
some cases there is a security aspect to it to 
keep children and others from going 
underneath the unit to do whatever. It is 
usually fencing and I think the prevailing 
agreement is that if you don’t impede the 
wind, then there wouldn’t be any snow 
buildup. At the same time, if you do skirting, 
there is potential of heat leakage actually 
getting into the permafrost. As it stands, I 
believe that we don’t do skirting, but it’s 
based on the fact that we want to keep the 
wind unimpeded. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just 
as an aside, if I take the skirting off my 
house, I think my fuel oil bill is going to 
double, which would make me a bad guy in 
terms of my carbon footprint. 
 
I’m also interested in this issue of snow 
clearing. It mentions in here in terms of 
draining, CGS, snow clearing, and working 
with municipalities. I hate to keep bringing it 
back to money, but we could clear every little 
bit of snow out of every community if we 
had the money for it.  
 
My question is: does CGS know if there are 
any funds available for additional snow 
clearing around GN buildings which would 
fit under the recommendations of this report? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Devereaux.  
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the question. In terms 
of snow management within the site, the lot 
upon which a GN-owned facility exists, we 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᓂᒃ 
ᐱᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᒎᒐᓗᐊᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᐊᑖ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓂᖓ ᒪᑐᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐊᕙᓗᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑦᑕᓇᐃᔾᔭᐃᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᖃᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᕿᑐᕐᖓᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᐊᑖᓄᐊᑲᑕᖃᑦᑕᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓴᐃᒎᓕᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᑦ. ᐊᓄᕆ ᐅᖅᑯᐊᖃᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ 
ᐊᐳᑎᒥᒃ ᓄᐊᑦᑐᖃᕋᔭᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᕿᒧᔾᔪᒃᑕᖃᕋᔭᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᑦᑐᖓ 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᒃ ᖃᖓᑕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᑕ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒪᑐᐃᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᐊᓄᕌᕋᕐᓂᖓᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᐊᓄᕆ ᑕᐅᕗᖓ 
ᕿᒧᔾᔪᓕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᓂᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᒥᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒡᓗᒥᒃ 
ᐲᕈᒃᑯ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᓕᕐᓂᖅᓵᓗᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᒐ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᓗᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᖏᓪᓕᒋᐊᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ.  
 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᓂᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐱᔨᔅᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᑦ. ᐅᖃᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᔅᓴᖅ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᖏᓐᓈᓗᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᐱᔪᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᒍᑦᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑦᑕ 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ.  
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᔅᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕚᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ 
ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᓂᖅ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒡᓗ ᓴᓂᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ 
ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᖓᑕ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
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would be responsible through our existing 
O&M funding to deal with snow 
management there. As I mentioned earlier, 
strategically what we do when snow piles 
become a point in the springtime where they 
are very large, oftentimes you will see us 
clearing those snow piles before the spring 
melt. 
 
On our existing lots upon which we have 
GN-owned facilities, typically when we 
construct through a design process with civil 
engineers, we try to ensure that we have 
suitable drainage to keep water away from 
pooling underneath our facilities and having 
a negative impact on permafrost degradation. 
Certainly on some older sites, some of those 
drainage concerns may not be as adequate or 
might be more troublesome than on our new 
builds. We also run into the situation that 
municipalities are responsible for roads and 
drainage around those roads and oftentimes 
individual landowners or equity leaseholders 
are impacted by that.  
 
We provide funding to hamlets, as you are 
aware. Within that O&M funding we provide 
and they deliver a road maintenance program 
that involves snow clearing. I think some 
hamlets would also have similar strategies as 
snow piles build up throughout the winter 
and in preparation for spring thaw, they 
might move that snow around. I certainly 
agree that there’s not enough funding to 
adequately address that. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main.  
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. At 
this point is just a final question for CGS. Is 
there a specific pot of funds that hamlets can 
apply for in terms of improving their 
drainage, with the understanding that this 
will help preserve our permafrost and this 
will help reduce our building maintenance 

ᑲᒪᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᐳᑎ ᐊᐳᑎᖃᓕᕌᖓ 
ᐅᐱᕐᖓᔅᓵᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐳᑎᒃᑯᔅᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᐱᕐᖓᓵᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᓇᔪᖓᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐱᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑰᕝᕕᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᖢᒋᑦ 
ᐃᒪᖅᓱᐃᑦ ᓄᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓂᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒪᖅᓱᑕᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᓴᓂᐊᓂ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᑐᖃᐅᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑰᕝᕕᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ. ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ ᑰᕝᕕᑐᖃᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓄᑖᖑᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑰᕝᕕᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᒪᖅᓱᕐᓂᑦ ᐃᒪᖅᓱᓐᖑᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᓴᓂᐊᓂ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᐅᓪᓗ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ. ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᐳᒻᒥᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑦᑎᓗᐊᕋᓗᖃᑦᑕᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᐱᕐᖔᔅᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᓂᐊᕐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒪᖅᓱᓕᐅᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑦᑎᕕᖃᐅᓰᑦ ᐊᐳᑎᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᔅᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖃᖅᐱᓰ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑐᐱᖅᓱᕐᓗᓯ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒍᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓱᖅᑯᐃᓯᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᓄᓇ ᐊᐅᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᓇ ᖁᐊᖑᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
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costs? Is there a fund that a hamlet can go to 
and say, “We would like this amount of 
dollars for our drainage”? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank the Member for the follow-up 
question. The pot of capital money they 
would apply to would be the same pot of 
money that we review each year with 
municipalities in terms of all their municipal 
infrastructure requirements. If a municipality 
had a high-priority drainage issue in the 
community, they would advance that through 
their ICSP, similar to how they would 
advance a water treatment plant or a sewage 
lagoon. 
 
The other avenue that I think municipalities 
have to look at is whenever they are 
developing lots and looking to recoup some 
of the costs on that lot development is to 
build in some of those types of infrastructure 
costs. Unfortunately on a one-off lot, there’s 
not a lot of money there for them to recoup 
if, over a period of 20, 30, or 40 years, there 
are now significant drainage issues through 
that community. Obviously to rectify that, 
it’s going to take a bigger project 
undertaking. I think the avenue a 
municipality would go would be through the 
ICSPs to try to prioritize that as a municipal 
infrastructure need. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
don’t have any further questions; just a 
comment. One of the big things I’m 
concerned about is that climate change is 
increasing our costs to operate communities 
and to run a government. If we as a 
government don’t have an opportunity to 
recoup those costs, then we’re actually losing 

ᐊᑖᓂ? ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖃᖅᐱᓰ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑰᕝᕕᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᔅᓴᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐱᖁᑎᖅᔪᐊᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ICSP-ᑯᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐃᒥᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓇᓕᕌᖓᒥᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᒡᓗ ᐃᓂᒃᓴᖓᓂ ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍ 30-40 ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑰᕝᕕᖃᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇᖅ ICSP-ᑯᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᖓᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᒋᓂᖅᐹᕋ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᔾᔨᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᖢᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᔭᒐᐃᓕᖅᐳᒍᑦ  
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the capability to deal with other issues 
because climate change is compounding 
things. I look forward to more discussions 
later on, on power production, etcetera. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. I’ll take 
that as a comment.  
 
I just would like to follow up a little bit with 
your line of questioning. In the Auditor 
General’s report it mentions national 
standards for clearing and drainage. How 
much training is required for people in 
communities to be able to meet these 
standards? Mr. Devereaux. 
 
Mr. Devereaux: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
thank you for the question. I don’t have a 
response. I’m not sure of the level of training 
that would be required relative to current 
municipal employees that are involved with 
snow management. I would have to get back 
to the Member. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Devereaux. 
Before I go to the next name on my list, Mr. 
Akoak, we will break for lunch and returning 
at 1:30. Thank you. 
 
>>Committee recessed at 11:58 and 
resumed at 13:35 
 
Chairman (Mr. Main): Alright, everyone, 
good afternoon. I would like to call the 
meeting back to order.  
 
First of all I would like to recognize that we 
have a new witness under the Department of 
CGS, if you could please introduce yourself. 
Thank you. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m 
Paul Mulak. I’m the director of capital 
projects with CGS. Thank you. 
 

ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᔾᔨᓕᕋᑦᑕ. 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᓛᕐᓂᐊᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᕈᐅᑦᑎᐊᓕᖅᐳᖓ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᐅᓪᓗ ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖅᑰᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᕆᒃᑲᓂᐊᕐᔪᓪᓗᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᓐᓂᒃ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᓂᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᒪᓕᒐᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᑰᕝᕕᓕᐅᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐱᖁᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ.  
 
 
ᑎᕗᕈ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᑭᒡᒍᓯᖃᓗᐊᕌᓗᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᓂᐅᑉ 
ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ. ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕆᒃᑭᑦ ᑭᐅᓂᐊᕈᒃᑭᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑎᕗᕈ. 
ᐊᓯᐊᓐᓄᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᓐᓂ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ 
ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᒋᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᕈᕐᒥᑕᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑕ 1:30 
ᐅᑎᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
>>ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 11:58ᒥ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ 13:35ᒥ 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᒪᐃᓐ)(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᓐᓄᓴᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓘᓐᓇᓯ ᑲᑎᒪᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᒥᑕ.  
 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᕕᖕᒧᐊᖅᑐᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᔅᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓃᖔᖅᑐᖅ, ᑭᓇᐅᕕᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐹᓪ 
ᒧᓚᒃ, ᐊᑭᑐᔪᖅᑐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᔨᔅᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
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Chairman: Thank you. Welcome to this 
meeting and look forward to some good 
discussions with you this afternoon.  
 
Just for everyone’s clarification, we’re on 
paragraphs 50 to, I believe, 104 of the report. 
We will continue with questioning. 
(interpretation) Mr. Akoak, did you have a 
question? 
 
Mr. Akoak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Good afternoon, colleagues. I just want to 
revisit the issue of mould. I know it was 
mentioned this morning by my colleagues 
and I know it’s a real big issue that needs to 
be dealt with. It seems to be growing all the 
time and we need to deal with it.  
 
I think my colleague from Netsilik said that 
we have our own specialists made in 
Nunavut and they’re the elders of Nunavut. 
They have been living up here for a long time 
and they know how to deal with it. The 
member for the Nunavut Housing said that to 
deal with it, they had to make either two 
holes in the building or up on the roof. We 
have elders that mention that in order to get 
rid of mould, they need to do that and 
sometimes the government never ever listens 
to them. I would like to say “thank you” to 
the Member of Netsilik. He indirectly 
mentioned that we have specialists of our 
own.  
 
My questions are on that topic and I would 
like it for the Auditor General. My question 
is: paragraphs 97 and 98 of your report state 
that your audit found that “problems with 
installing, operating and maintaining heat 
recovery ventilators…along with the lack of 
HRVs in some housing units, were identified 
as potential reasons behind the presence of 
mold in some of the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation’s public housing units.”  
 
Your report also states that only 18 percent 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦᑎ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ. ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒃᑐᖓ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᓐᓄᓴᒃᑯᑦ.  
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᕋᔅᓯ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖓ 50-ᒥᑦ 104-ᒧᑦ 
ᑎᑭᖦᖢᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᑲᑕᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑕ. 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓂᖅᑐᖅ) ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ, 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᕼᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᐱᑦ? 
 
ᐋᖁᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᓖᒃ. 
ᐅᓐᓄᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᕐᔪᒍᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐱᖁᓇᐅᑎᖃᕐᓗᖓ 
ᐅᖁᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. ᐅᓪᓛᖅ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖅᑲᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐱᕐᔪᐊᖑᖕᒪᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖁᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒡᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ.  
 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᒐ ᓇᑦᑎᓕᖕᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᕉᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᑯᓂᐊᓗᒃ 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓃᖔᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ 
ᐊᖕᒪᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᐊᑭᓐᓇᖓᓂᒃ, 
ᐅᖃᐃᓐᓇᔭᖃᑦᑕᕋᒪ ᐅᖁᖃᖁᔨᓇᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓂᒃ ᕿᖓᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᓲᖓᒻᒪᕆᓕᕋᑦᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᓇᑦᑎᓕᖕᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ 
ᕿᖓᓕᐅᖁᔨᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᒧ,. ᐅᕙᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓚᒃᑖᓗᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖁᔾᔭᐃᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓗᖓ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕈᒪᔪᖓ. 
97-ᒦᑦᑐᑦ 98-ᒦᑦᑐᕐᓗ, ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᒎᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ, ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᑕᖃᕐᒪᒡᒎᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ ᐊᓄᕆᐅᑎᖓᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᖁᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ.  
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ 
ᑕᒪᐃᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ 18 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᒡᒎᖅ 
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of the heat recovery ventilators in the 
Nunavut Housing Corporation’s public 
housing units “received required annual 
inspections and servicing during the 2016-17 
fiscal year” and that “In 15 communities, 
none of the HRVs received annual 
maintenance.” I would like to know: what 
were the 15 communities in which no 
inspections took place? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Akoak. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’m going to ask Ms. Cotnoir to answer that 
question. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Just hold on. Ms. Cotnoir, go 
ahead. 
 
Ms. Cotnoir: Thank you. Thank you for 
your question. The 15 communities are 
Clyde River, Grise Fiord, Hall Beach, 
Igloolik, Kimmirut, Pangnirtung, Baker 
Lake, Chesterfield Inlet, Coral Harbour, 
Rankin Inlet, Naujaat, Whale Cove, Gjoa 
Haven, Kugluktuk, and Taloyoak. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Akoak. 
 
Mr. Akoak: Thank you for responding to 
that question. I would like to direct my 
question now to the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation.  
 
Paragraphs 97 and 98 of the Auditor 
General’s report states that “problems with 
installing, operating, and maintaining 
HRVs…along with the lack of HRVs in 
some housing units, were identified as 
potential reasons behind the presence of 
mold in some of the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation’s public housing units.” Earlier 

ᐅᖅᑰᓴᐅᑎᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᖓᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔨᔅᓯᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ 2016-17 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 15-ᖑᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᒧᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᓇᓕᐊᖑᖕᒪᖔᑕ 15-ᖑᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖏᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ, ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᕆᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ ᒥᔅ ᑰᑐᐊ ᑭᐅᖁᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᒻᒧᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᐊᐃᑦ. ᒥᔅ 
ᑯᑦᓄᐊ, ᐊᑏ. 
 
 
ᑯᑦᓄᐊ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐸᖁᓇᒃᑲᕕᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 15, ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒃ, 
ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ, ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ, ᑭᒻᒥᕈᑦ, 
ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᖅ, ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᖅ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᒃ, ᓴᓪᓕᖅ, 
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᖅ, ᓇᐅᔮᑦ, ᑎᑭᕌᕐᔪᐊᖅ, ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅ, 
ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑑᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ. 
 
 
ᐋᖁᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᖁᓇᐅᑎᒋᔪᒪᖦᖤᓕᕆᕙᕋ.  
 
 
 
97-ᒥ 98-ᒥᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᓂᐊᕋᐃᕈᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᖏᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᖁᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ  
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you said that you spent $9 million in trying 
to fix up the problem. That’s quite a bit of 
money. 
 
The report also states that only 18 percent of 
the HRVs in the NHC’s public housing units 
“received required annual inspections” and 
that “In 15 communities, none of the HRVs 
received annual maintenance.” What specific 
actions is the Nunavut Housing Corporation 
taking to address these issues? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Akoak. Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for the Member for the question. 
We responded to the Auditor General’s 
report in saying that the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation will ensure that the annual 
maintenance schedule is being kept to.  
 
As pointed out, of the 5,400-some-odd units 
in the public housing stock, less than half 
have HRVs installed within those units. It’s 
somewhat of a new technology. Of the 15 
that were identified, we will be specifically 
going into those communities and showing 
them what it is that is involved with respect 
to inspecting and, at the same time, ensuring 
that there is actual maintenance on these 
units. We will be rolling out training as well 
as completing any repairs and maintenance 
that are needed for the 2,100-some-odd HRV 
units we have and to ensure that the LHOs 
keep to a schedule so that there is an annual 
inspection and maintenance of it.  
 
Sort of related to that is the overall condition 
rating system that we have where outdated 
tablets were being used. What we want to do 
and what we have done to date now in the 
past year, which is unrelated to the auditor’s 
report, is provide up-to-date, new tablets that 
are easier to use and maintain to ensure that 

ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ $9 ᒥᓕᐊᖑᓂᕋᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ 18 ᐳᓴᓐᑎ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᖏᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 15-ᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᑭᐅᓇᓱᒃᖢᑎᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓐᖑᒻᒪᑎᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕᐃᓛᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒎᖅ 5,400-ᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᕝᕙᓪᓗᐊᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᓂᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᑖᖑᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ. 15-
ᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᔪᕆᖅᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᑯᒃᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᖏᑕ 
ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ. ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 
2,100-ᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑏᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓐᖑᒻᒪᑎᑦᑎᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓᓕ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᖕᒥᖕᒪᖔᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᕈᑏᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᖃᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᓄᑦ. 
ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᕐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
Tablet-ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᕋᓛᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ  
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all communities are sort of going through the 
same inspection schedule. That will help us 
in monitoring whether or not the LHOs are 
keeping to schedule the required maintenance 
of what needs to be maintained as well as 
what needs to be inspected and to ensure that 
the schedule is being followed. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Akoak. 
 
Mr. Akoak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. At 
the last Assembly we talked about the mould 
issue and that you were going to be training 
people to deal with the problem. When I last 
talked to the housing association over in 
Gjoa Haven, they haven’t received the 
training as of yet. Now, will that be the same 
problem where you say you’re going to go to 
the 15 other communities and still not do it? 
That’s what I’m worried about. Would he 
commit to going especially to Gjoa Haven to 
deal with that in a few weeks? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Akoak. Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. 
Yes, I can commit to that. Gjoa Haven was 
on the list of communities where mould 
remediation was contracted for. As part of 
that contract there’s the training aspect to it. 
If the local housing authority has mentioned 
that they haven’t received the training, I 
would like to hear about it just so that we 
ensure that the contractors are doing their job 
and, at the same time, the communities are 
trained up. You want to keep that expertise at 
the local level and to ensure that any mould 
remediation that can be done locally is done 
locally and that it’s done by trained 
maintenance people. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  

ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐊᓐᖑᒻᒪᑎᓕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓐᖑᒻᒪᑎᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ. 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑭᓱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ.  
 
ᐋᖁᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᖁᓕᕆᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᖁᕐᓂᒃ. 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᖓ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᕐᒥ, ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓱᓕ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᒍᑦ 
ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ. 15-ᖑᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᓱᓕ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 15-ᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᕐᒨᕈᓐᓇᖅᐹᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᕕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ,  ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒧᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕐᒪᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᐊᖏᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅ 
ᐊᑎᖄᓪᓚᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᕐᒥ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᖕᒪᑕ ᐅᖁᕐᒥᒃ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒃᑯᒪ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖓ  
ᑐᓴᕋᒪᔭᕋ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᑕᒥᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᒥᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔪᖓ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖁᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖁᓪᓗᑎᒍᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐅᖁᕐᒥᒃ ᓴᓗᖕᒪᖅᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᑕ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ, ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓴᓗᖕᒪᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Akoak. 
 
Mr. Akoak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just 
one more question. There is a class of mould: 
1, 2, and 3. Last I heard, you were able to 
train local people for level 1, but when it 
becomes a very bad one, you would have to 
fly somebody in. Would you also commit to 
flying somebody in when we have bad mould 
problems in Gjoa Haven? Thank you. That’s 
it for me, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Akoak. Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member. Yes, I can commit 
to that. For all Members, keep in mind that 
this is sort of the first year or two of mould 
remediation. We are going to have a multi-
year approach to this. It is something that 
we’re not going to stop until we actually 
address mould issues within our units and to 
work towards mitigating it and making sure 
that mould doesn’t happen or it is somehow 
avoided.  
 
Any information we can gather from 
professionals to experts, to local experts, to 
elders, all of that combined, this is the hope 
that we have to ensure that it is a holistic 
approach in respect of maintaining our units. 
We all know that it costs a lot of money to 
try to maintain our units and to keep them 
going for many years to come, and to 
maintain the dignity of being a tenant in 
these units.  
 
I can commit to you that this is something 
that will be ongoing, it is a multi-year 
approach as well, and that we will be 
ensuring that mould is no longer an issue as 
we go further into the years. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ. 
 
 
ᐋᖁᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑦ. ᐅᖁᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑭᐊ 1, 2, 3-
ᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓕᕇᒃᖢᑎᒃ, ᑐᓴᓚᐅᕋᒪ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓃᒃᑐᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓐᓂᖓ 1-ᒥ ᐅᖁᖃᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐅᖁᖃᕐᔪᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖃᕋᔭᖅᖢᓯ, 
ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᐱᓰ ᐊᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᖁᒃᓯᒪᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᕐᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᓱᐊ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ. ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐳᐃᒍᔾᔭᐃᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᓯ, 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᖁᐃᔭᐃᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖏᑦᑐᓄ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓴᓗᖕᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᖅ. ᓄᖅᑲᐅᑎᔾᔮᖏᑕᕗᑦ, 
ᓄᖑᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖁᕐᓗᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᓚᖓᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᔭᕇᕈᑦᑕ 
ᐅᖁᒃᑲᓂᖅᑎᔭᐃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ  ᓴᓗᖕᒪᒃᓴᐃᔨᓪᓚᕆᐊᓗᖕᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕋᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖓ 
ᐃᓗᐃᒃᑲᐅᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᖢᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒐᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓘᑉ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᕐᔪᐊᖕᒪᕆᐊᓘᓪᓗᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓂ ᒪᑭᒪᑎᖕᓇᓱᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᑎᒪᒋᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᐱᒍᓱᒡᓗᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓕᒫᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖁ 
ᓄᖑᑎᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒐᓱᒍᒪᒐᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒡᒋᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Audla. (interpretation ends) Just to follow up 
on a question posed by Mr. Akoak, when it 
comes to these HRV units, how long does it 
take to complete an inspection? Does it take 
an hour or does it take a day? Thank you. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. To 
be honest with you, I myself don’t know the 
answer to that. When you consider the size of 
the unit and what is involved and what is 
required for inspection purposes, some 
homeowners might know the answer to that, 
but I’m not sure myself. I can definitely find 
out based on the types of units that we have, 
the 2,100 plus, if there is any real variance 
between the types, why there is a variance, 
and at the same time what inspection time is 
required for these. I can come back to the 
Committee with those. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Moving 
along, my next name here is Ms. Kamingoak. 
 
Ms. Kamingoak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My question will be to the Auditor General. I 
would like to revisit the issues of drainage 
and snow clearing.  
 
Paragraph 73 of your report states that your 
audit found that “the operations and 
maintenance procedures followed by the 
Department of Community and Government 
Services and the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation did not fully reflect practices 
recommended in Canadian standards for 
managing snow and water around buildings, 
which can help prevent permafrost 
degradation.” Can you describe some of the 
specific ways in which their operations and 
maintenance procedures did not fully reflect 
the recommended standards? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᒍᒋᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᑉ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ HRV ᖃᓄᓐᖏᒃᑯᐊ? 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐅᑎᑦ, ᐃᑲᕐᕋᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᐹᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᕙᖓᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᑦᑕᕋ ᓇᓗᒐᒃᑯ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒡᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃᑯᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᐃᓚᖏᓂᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓗᔪᖓ. ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ, 
ᐃᒡᓗᐃᖏᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᒻᒪᑕ 2100 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖃᐅᖅᐸᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑯᓂᐊᑎᒋᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᒃᑲ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᒃᑲ 
ᐃᓕᖕᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᓗᖓ, ᒥᔅ ᖃᒥᓐᖑᐊᖅ. 
 
 
ᖃᒥᓐᖑᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᓐᓄᑦ. ᐅᓇ ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒦᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᔪᖓ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᖓ 73, ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᓪᓗᓯ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᒐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᑎᒃ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᑉ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐲᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒪᖃᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒡᓘᑉ 
ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓃᑦᑐ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐅᑭᐊᖓᓂᒃ ᓂᓚᒃ 
ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᓲᖓᖕᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖏᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᔪᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
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Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll just start and then I’ll turn it over to Mr. 
McKenzie, if I may, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Again, what we were doing here was we 
were looking to see whether the way they 
were managing these assets was in 
compliance with Canadian standards for how 
things like snow removal should be 
managed. We were looking at specific 
criteria to assess them against, but I’ll ask 
Mr. McKenzie to provide the details. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. McKenzie, go 
ahead. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Just by way of context, in paragraph 57, we 
make reference to some of the steps that are 
required and they are outlined in the standard 
that we make reference to, which is 
moderating the effects of permafrost 
degradation on existing building foundations, 
which was released in 2014.  
 
The development of that standard involved a 
number of different representatives, 
including representatives from the 
Government of Nunavut as well as other 
territorial governments. It covers essentially, 
if you look at it from the perspective of 
designing and ensuring proper drainage 
around a building, to periodically monitoring 
or assessing the building, and then also as we 
have discussed earlier, managing snow and 
water to ensure that it doesn’t pool.  
 
We looked at the various steps and 
procedures that the two organizations had in 
place. We did see reference to, for example, 
good building practices that talked about the 
importance of slope and grading around a 
building unit, but in the areas, for example, 
of the periodic monitoring and assessing of 
buildings, we note that in our discussion on 

ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᓗᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯᒧᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᕙᓂ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᒐᓕᐊᕐᒪᖔᖏᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒪᓕᒐᓂᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ, 
ᐊᑏ.  
 
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 57 
ᑕᐃᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᒪᓐᓇ 2014-ᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓃᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐅᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᐃᒪᐃᑦ ᑰᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᒡᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᐳᑎᓕᕆᓂᖅ 
ᐃᒥᓕᕆᓂᕐᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᕈᓘᔭᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᒪᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᑐᖏᓕᕇᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᐆᒃᑐᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔾᔪᓯᖏᑦ ᓯᕕᖓᔮᖅᑐᒦᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ 
ᑐᐊᐸᓕᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᓪᓗ 
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building assessments that the approach taken 
was not consistent or standardized and it 
didn’t always reflect the need to look at snow 
or drainage issues around a building.  
 
Also, just the general snow and snow 
operations procedures, if you will, were not 
reflective of some of the aspects and the 
standards such as not trying to plow snow up 
against a building, which they talk about in 
the standard which can insulate the ground 
and cause heat from the building to affect the 
permafrost.  
 
Just as a concluding note, I think, just to 
reflect on one of the comments that one of 
the other Members of the Committee 
mentioned this morning, this is really about 
being preventive and proactive and trying to 
prevent degradation of permafrost because 
the experience of and as it’s stated in the 
standard is that once the degradation process 
starts, it’s very difficult and/or expensive to 
halt that process. It’s really about trying to be 
preventive and proactive. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Ms. Kamingoak. 
 
Ms. Kamingoak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My question will be towards the Department 
of Community and Government Services.  
 
The Department of Community and 
Government Services’ response to the 
Auditor General’s recommendation 
concerning the management of snow and 
water to prevent permafrost degradation 
indicates that the department will “work 
with…the Nunavut Association of 
Municipalities, to educate and support the 
municipalities in the development and use of 
best practices…” As of today, how many 
meetings have been held between the 
department, the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation, and the Nunavut Association of 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᒡᓗ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᑦᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ ᑰᕝᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᐃᓂᕐᓗ ᐊᐳᑎᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓖᑦ. ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒡᓗ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐃᒡᓗᒧᑦ ᐊᐳᑎᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᐃᔾᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᕙᓗᓕᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᖅ 
ᕿᕿᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᓲᖑᓂᖓ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᖅ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ 
ᕿᕿᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒍ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᕈᓘᔭᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓐᖏᑉᐸᓂᓛᒃ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓗᓂᐅᓂᐊᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ 
ᖃᒥᓐᖑᐊᖅ.  
 
ᖃᒥᓐᖑᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᒥᖅ ᐊᐳᓪᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᕿᕿᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᑦᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒍ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒎᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕖᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓇᓱᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖃᔅᓯᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕖᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ  
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Municipalities to address this issue? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Mulak. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m 
personally not aware of any meetings taking 
place yet with the association of 
municipalities regarding this issue, but I can 
find out the details of that and get back to 
you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. The next name on 
my list, Mr. Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
didn’t expect my name to come up so 
quickly.  
 
I’ll start off with some questions regarding 
the Qulliq Energy Corporation, but I would 
like to start off asking a question to the 
Auditor General.  
 
Paragraph 80 of the report states that the 
Qulliq Energy Corporation has “established a 
goal to reduce its dependence on fossil fuels 
by two percent” by next year, 2019. Did the 
audit determine if the QEC is on track to 
meet this goal? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
We didn’t specifically audit whether they 
were on track to meet it. They had 
established the goal. It does say, “…to reduce 
its dependence on fossil fuels by two 
percent…” To us, that’s a little bit vague. 
Part of the question here for the corporation 
is to explain exactly what their goal is and 
then they could explain too what progress 
they have been making. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓᓕ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅᑕᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᕼᐊᒻᒪᓚᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᕐᓗᖓ ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑕᒋᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐊᑎᖁᑎᓐᓂ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᕿᓚᒥᐅᓱᕆᓚᖓᕋᑖᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ.  
 
 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᓂᐊᕋᒪ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᖅ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑳᕐᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ.  
 
 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 80-ᒥ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ  
ᑐᕌᒐᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ 2 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᒥᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓐᖑᑎᓯᒪᕈᓘᔭᖅᑳᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑐᕌᒐᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᒥᖕᓄᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓐᖑᑎᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑐᕌᒐᓕᐊᕆᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᒥᖕᓄᑦ. ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ 2 
ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᓂ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓐᖏᖦᖢᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ 
ᑐᕌᒐᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ, 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒡᓗ 
ᓱᑯᑦᑎᐊᓃᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑐᕌᒐᓕᐊᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes.  
 
Mr. Hickes: I think Mr. Ferguson just 
worded my next question to Mr. Pereira. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. 
First of all, what is the actual statement mean 
from Qulliq’s perspective? This really talks 
about an increase in efficiency and what I 
mean by that is that our load is growing in 
the territory. It’s not an absolute reduction. 
At the time when we set the goal, we were 
using just around 50 million litres of diesel 
per year. That means a 1 million litre 
reduction. When we look at this, we have to 
be clear about what we are saying with this 
target in terms of how we’re getting there.  
 
This was a target that was identified by 
looking at all the different work that we’re 
doing and what that was going to do for us in 
terms of efficiency reductions if we 
completed the work. For example, replacing 
gen. sets in Baker Lake and Arviat, etcetera. 
Based on the calculations, which we have 
done, projecting out to 2019, we will see an 
efficiency increase of 2 percent, meaning that 
we would be using about a million litres 
more per year in diesel had these efficiency 
gains not been made. 
 
In terms of what the gains mean, they mean a 
couple of things. Primarily it has to do with 
increased efficiency of new gen. sets that we 
have been installing in our various plants. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
appreciate that information. I’m going to 
touch on the proposed hydroelectric project 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑲᐅᔭᓐᓄᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋᒧᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᕌᖅᑎᓕᖅᐸᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑕᖓᒍᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑲᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ 50 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᖃᓪᓗᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ, 1 
ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᖃᓪᓗᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᖢᑕ. 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑐᕌᒐᕆᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓘᓐᓈᓗᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᓪᓗ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᑭᓪᓚᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒥ 
ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓂᓪᓗ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
2019-ᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᓐᖑᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ 2 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔪᒍᑦ, ᑕᒫᓂ 1 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᖃᓪᓗᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑐᑭᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᒃ. 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓕᓯᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ 
ᓄᑭᓪᓚᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᓄᓇᓂ ᑕᐃᖅᑲᐅᔭᓐᓂ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓵᕐᒪᑦ. ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓗᓂ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ  
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here in Iqaluit. As I’m sure most Members 
are aware, in the last Assembly we approved 
a bill to write off a little over $10 million for 
that project. In 2017 the QEC released a 
report that indicated as of 2013, the total cost 
of the project was estimated at a little over 
$350 million to construct both hydro 
development sites. As of today, what is the 
QEC’s current estimate for the project? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Pereira.  
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
About three or four months ago we revisited 
the firm that had helped us out the first time 
around. We asked them to update the costs. 
They confirmed that it’s still approximately 
$350 million for both sites. We think that 
number is still current. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
have brought this topic up in the House a few 
times already, in this Legislative Assembly. 
The mission of the new Canada 
Infrastructure Bank is to use “federal support 
to attract private sector and institutional 
investment to new revenue-generating 
infrastructure projects that are in the public 
interest.” Is the Qulliq Energy Corporation 
considering approaching this institution for 
assistance in obtaining funding to move 
forward the hydroelectric development 
project here in Iqaluit? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you again for the question from the 
Member. First about the Canadian 
Infrastructure Bank, we are actually excited 

ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ, ᑖᓐᓇ 10 
ᒥᓕᐊᓐᖏᓐᓃᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ. ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 2013-ᒧᒡᒎᖅ ᑎᑭᖦᖢᒍ ᑕᒫᓂ 
350 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᖏᓐᓃᓐᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᓯᒥᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂᒡᓗ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᕕᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᖅᑭᑦ ᐱᖓᓱᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᖅᑐᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ. 
$350 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᑐᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ 
ᓯᒥᒍᒪᔭᕗᒃ. ᓱᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓈᓴᐅᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᐳᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑕᕋ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᕐᓇᒍ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᕕᒃ ᑐᕌᒐᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑰᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ 
ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒡᓗᑎᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᐹᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕐᓗᑎᒡᓗ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓯᒥᒃᑐᐃᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖕᓂ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᕕᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᖁᕕᐊᒋᔮᓗᒋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ  
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about the possibility because, in addition to 
the description that the Member read, my 
understanding, if I’m correct, I believe, is 
that it will also provide loan guarantees so 
that institutions that may not otherwise be 
able to fund projects may be able to do so. 
 
We are actively waiting right now. We’ve 
had discussions internally about when can we 
talk to the federal government, perhaps 
through the territorial… ? When can we have 
that discussion about what is available to 
Qulliq Energy? We’re excited about that, 
especially when we look at it in the context 
of our debt cap and where we are currently 
along that path.  
 
In terms of looking at the hydro project, what 
we’re doing is we’re looking at the hydro 
project, but we’re not looking at it as a direct 
way of implementing. What we’re doing is 
this: we’re looking at how much money can 
we invest in various possibilities in Iqaluit 
and other areas, and what is the return on that 
money. If we spent $350 million and we get 
20 megawatts of hydro generation, and I’m 
just making up the second part, if we were to 
spend $50 million on solar and wind and get 
80 percent there, which is the better deal?  
 
We’re actually preparing a report that is in 
draft form to look at the various options, 
where we stand as a corporation, and then 
how we want to proceed forward. In fact we 
tend to have that dialogue in a public forum 
so people are aware of what we’re trying to 
do and where we’re going to go with our 
energy projects. Certainly one of the 
discussion pieces will be what is going to 
happen with the hydro project in Iqaluit, if 
anything. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes.  
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you. Mr. Pereira kind of 
touched on how my next phase of this 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᐄ, ᑕᐃᒪᑐᖅ. 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕈᒪᒍᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᕆᓗᑎᒃ, “ᐄ, 
ᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓖᓐᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᑭᓖᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ”-ᓚᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖃᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᕋᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᖃᖓᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᖃᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐄ, ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅ, ᐱᓗᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕈᒫᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᓯᒥᒃᑐᐃᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕋᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ: ᖃᔅᓯᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓕᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ ᓇᒧᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓗ, 
ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐱᑎᒍ $300 
ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 20 ᒥᒐᐅᐊᑦᔅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᓲᕐᓗ $50 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕈᑦᑕ ᐊᓄᕆᒥᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓗᑕ?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓖᕌᕈᑏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒍᓐᓇᐊᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ.  
ᐃᓚᖏᓂᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓇᒧᖓᐅᓇᓱᖕᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᓂᒡᓗ. ᐄ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓇᔭᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑕᐃᒪ ᓯᒥᒃᑐᐃᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋᐅᓪᓗ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒐᓛᕋᑖᖅᑕᖓ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
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question is. We were unable to get any 
responses from the government on the GRA 
application that the QEC submitted and the 
URRC’s report on it on going to a territorial 
rate. What would be the potential impacts to 
Iqaluit ratepayers if the government decides 
to go to a territorial rate, and what is the 
potential impact on Iqaluit ratepayers if we 
stay as a community-by-community rate? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Hickes. I’m 
assuming that question has to do with the 
hydro topic in some way. Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. By 
going to the “levelized” or territorial rates, 
and usually before I throw that number, I 
throw out a 20-minute speech about why that 
rate is and where it came from. Given where 
we are, the rate would be about 78 cents 
residential.  
 
A “levelized” rate across all of Nunavut for 
residential customers would be 
approximately 78 cents. The business rate, I 
believe, is 64 cents. There are two different 
rates depending on which customer class you 
are. Thrown into that mix is the fact that 
there are subsidies involved. What customers 
ultimately pay in Iqaluit or other 
communities is not just dependent on our 
rate; it’s also dependent on the subsidy rate. 
We have to have that discussion with the 
government as well. The rate we would 
charge on a per kilowatt basis would be 78 
cents. The current rate in Iqaluit right now is 
60 cents minus the fuel subsidy, so about 56 
cents. That would be the difference.  
 
I apologize if I’m throwing out those 
numbers. It’s a huge discussion in itself, but 
78 cents residential in Iqaluit at the end of the 
process. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. It is a 

ᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᓕᕐᒥᔪᖓ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᒐᕙᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒥ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑭᖃᖅᑎᑎᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑲ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᑖᒃᓰᔭᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒥ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᓂᖅᑲᑕ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓱᕐᕋᓐᖏᑉᐸᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑎᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖅᓯᓐᓈᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᒐᕕᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕᓴᐅᓛᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒥ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᒃᑯᑎᒍ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ, 20 ᒥᓂᑦᓯᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᔭᕋ ᓇᑭᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᑦᑎᑖᓚᐅᓂᖓ 78 
ᓴᓐᓯᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᕆᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  
 
 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒥ, ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ 78 
ᓴᓐᓯᒥᒃ ᐊᑭᖃᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ, ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᐅᑎᓖᑦ, 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᓖᑦ 64 ᓴᓐᓯᒦᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᑦ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒃᑲᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖃᕈᕕᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᐅᑎᕋᕈᕕᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ. ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖏᑦ 
ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑲᔭᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᒪᔭᖓᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓈᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 78 
ᓴᓐᓯᖑᑎᑦᑎᕋᔭᕋᑦᑎᒍ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑭᓖᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ, ᐊᑭᖃᕐᖓᑦ, 60 ᓴᓐᓯᑦ, 56 
ᓴᓐᓯᒦᐸᓗᒻᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᑕᐃᒍᖃᑦᑕᑕᒃᑲᐃᓛᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ 
78 ᓴᓐᓯᕈᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᓱᐊᕐᖓᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᑖᓐᓇ  
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huge discussion and I’m sure we don’t have 
enough time for it today. Mr. Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Maybe I wasn’t clear in my question. I was 
more along the lines of: if we were to build a 
major solar farm or a hydroelectric project, 
what impact would that have on the rates 
here in the city with or without the territorial 
rate? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Hickes. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My 
apologies; I gave you the long answer to a 
question you didn’t ask.  
 
In terms of the rates, we’re comparing all of 
our new energy sources against the avoided 
cost of diesel. We buy so much diesel and 
there is a per kilowatt cent attached to that, 
so about 31 cents if we look at the past four 
years’ average. We’re targeting at replacing 
that diesel with something of an equivalent. 
If we do that, regardless of whether it’s an 
Iqaluit rate or territorial rate, there’s no 
change in rates.  
 
The last projection I saw from the hydro 
project specifically, and again I’ll have to 
refresh my memory, but I believe it was 
around 28 to 29 cents per kilowatt generated 
and sold to the QEC. That means that in the 
context of the current diesel price, there 
would be very little impact on rates, if any, 
because it would just displace the cost of 
diesel. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes.  
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
just have one final question along this line 
and then I’ll allow somebody else to ask 
some questions before I get going on another 
department.  

ᐊᔅᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐱᕕᑭᓗᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᓐᖏᓗᐊᕋᑖᕋᒪᖃᐃ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᖔᕋᓱᕋᑖᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ: ᓴᓇᓐᓂᕈᑦᑕ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᕐᔪᐊᖑᔪᒥᒃ, ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᒐᔭᖅᑲ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒪᒥᐊᓇᖅ ᑭᐅᑲᒻᒪᕋᑖᕋᒃᑭᑦ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᓐᓂᓐᖏᒻᒪᕆᒃᑭᖓᓕ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ.  
 
 
ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓈᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᕆᐊᖃᕈᓐᓃᓂᖅᑲᑕ, 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑖᖅᑐᕕᔾᔪᐊᕌᓘᕙᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 31 
ᓴᓐᓯᒥᐸᓗᖃᐃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᕆᕙᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓇᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᑲᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᖓᓄᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓪᓚᕆᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᔪᒧᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕈᑦᑕ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᑦᑕ, ᐊᑭᖏᑦ 
ᓱᕐᕋᕋᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ.  
 
 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓯᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓄᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕈᑦᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᕈᒃᑯ, 29 
ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 29 ᓴᕌᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᑭᓗᐊᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ ᐊᑭᖓ 
ᑕᑯᓐᓈᖅᑐᒍ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓗᐊᕋᔭᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓲᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᖔᖅ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑐ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᓯᒃᑲ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ 
ᓅᒋᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᕐᓂ.  
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In the formal response to the Auditor 
General’s recommendation concerning the 
establishment of priorities and targets for 
renewable energy, the QEC states that it 
“anticipates that the deployment of 
renewable energy technology will be 
impacted by the Corporation’s small rate 
base, along with financial, geographical, and 
technical challenges.”  
 
From both a financial and technical 
perspective, what are the most realistic 
options available to the QEC in the area of 
renewable energy technology and in which 
communities can these technologies 
realistically be deployed in the next 5 to 20 
years? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In 
terms of technologies, I had mentioned 
earlier that the traditional technologies that 
we’re looking at are primarily solar and 
wind. However, we are looking at other 
options as well.  
 
For example, we are looking at deep 
geothermal and we actually have a report due 
from a consultant at the beginning of this 
month, beginning of May. There is follow-up 
there. Why preface my answer with that? 
Because once we get additional information 
on some of these new technologies, it may 
change where we see ourselves going over 
the longer term.  
 
Currently if we’re looking at what’s available 
to us that we would feel very comfortable 
deploying, then we would start off with solar. 
We would start off with solar because there 
are no moving parts and the maintenance is 
relatively easy. Wind is a close second, but it 
has moving parts and so there are still 
questions about how it performs in some of 

ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖓᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᐃᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᓕᕿᑦᑕᕋᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖁᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᔅᓰᓐᓇᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᔪᒃᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓈᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ, ᑭᓱᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᑐᕋᒃᓴᓪᓚᕇᑦ ᓇᓖᕌᕋᒃᓴᐅᕙᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑭᑦᑖᕋᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂ 
ᐃᒥᖅᑎᑐᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᑎᑐᑦ? ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓂᒃ, 
ᐊᕙᑎᓂᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓇᑉᐸᐃᔪᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕚ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓈ. ᒥᔅᑐ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑏᑦ ᑕᒪᔾᔭᐅᕙᓕᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓂ ᐆᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᖔᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᒧᑦ ᒪᐃᖑᓕᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᓛᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᒃᓴᐅᓛᖅᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᓇᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᑕᑯᓐᓈᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᕋᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓗᑕ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᖅᑕᖃᕋᔭᓐᖏᒪᓪᓕ 
ᐸᐅᖅᑕᕋᔭᕋᓂᓗ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᑉᐸᓗᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ. ᐊᓄᕆ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒋᓐᖏᒻᒥᔭᕋᓗᐊᖓ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐸᐅᕋᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
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our environments.  
 
Having said that, where can we deploy it? 
Well, there are certainly communities that 
have better performance than others. In terms 
of our report, we have highlighted the 
communities that have best wind 
performance, but we would get significant 
and we could also realize diesel savings if we 
deployed solar.  
 
We have applied for a few communities to 
deploy solar projects. For example, one that 
we can share with you because we have 
already received a letter of support from the 
community is Kugluktuk, where we 
submitted an application for 500 kilowatts to 
install as part of the new plant that will 
ultimately be built there. There are a couple 
of other communities that we’re in the 
process of having some discussions with, but 
we can share that information publicly 
shortly.  
 
The simple ones are solar, but we haven’t 
closed the door to other technologies. 
They’re just not at a point where we’re 
comfortable saying that we want to deploy 
them. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. Maybe 
I’ll just follow up on Mr. Hickes’ question 
there. If you will forgive the pun, energy in 
terms of the amount of energy that the 
corporation is putting in, looking at these 
different technologies, you mentioned 
nuclear this morning, are you looking at them 
all equally? I’m looking at solar, wind, 
geothermal, nuclear, and hydro. Are you 
putting equal energy into looking at each 
option or are there certain ones that you’re 
more focused on in terms of your time? 
Thank you.  
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Our 
draft report which I referred to is not finished 

ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᒐᓂ.  
 
 
ᓱᖁᑦᑎᐊᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᐸᑦ? ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐅᒻᒥᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ. 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᓲᖑᒐᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓕᕐᓂᕈᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᔅᓰᓐᓇᕈᓗᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐅᕐᓗᑕ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᖓᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᖅᑕᐅᒍᑎᒋᓕᕇᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑑᒥ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂ. 500 ᑭᓗᐊᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᕈᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒪᕐᕈᒃᑲᓐᓃᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᒃ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ. 
ᑕᖅᑲᐅᖓᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓛᖅᑐᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᒐᓱᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ. ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᒪᑐᔾᔪᓯᒪᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᓱᒪᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖓ ᐅᐃᒍᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᖃᐅᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐱᓕᕆᒐᓱᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᕿᓂᖅᑐᑎᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᖃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᕕᓯᐅᒃ, ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ, 
ᐊᓄᕆᒻᒧᑦ, ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗᐊᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᖅᑐᒡᒍᑕᐅᕚᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᔅᓯᒥᒃ ᑐᕌᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᕕᓯ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᓯ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒃᓴᕗᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᓱᓕ  
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yet, but when we publish it, we’re going to 
list all the possible sources, everything from 
solar to nuclear, and we’re going to state 
exactly what we’re doing with all of them. If 
there is one that we are not doing anything 
with currently, we’re not actively pursuing.  
 
For example, hydro is a great technology 
potentially. Why are we not doing anything 
with it? Because it costs $350 million and we 
don’t have that capacity currently. The 
limitation is not always the desire or the 
technology; it may be the financing. Even in 
situations where there is a payback period, 
we may not be in a position to make the 
initial investment, as an example. We will 
detail that as part of our report.  
 
What are we focusing now on deploying? 
Currently we’re focusing on deploying solar. 
We’re spending a lot of effort on also 
growing the district heating system because 
the district heating system actually does 
displace diesel much like the other sources. 
Those are available to us right now.  
 
We appear to be having quite a bit of success 
with our federal counterparts in funding the 
district heating project, so we’re going to 
pursue that. We’re hoping to get some 
success on the solar installations as well and 
wind and as some of these become more 
viable, perhaps those as well. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Moving on, Mr. 
Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My question is for the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation. This morning I made a 
comment on the need of an incentive 
program to encourage residents to take 
advantage of the QEC’s net metering 
program to expedite the process of reducing 
Nunavut’s reliance on fossil fuels.  

ᑕᖅᑲᐅᓐᖓ ᓴᖅᑭᕈᑦᑎᒍ, 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑐᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᐅᓄᖓ ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᓕᒫᖅ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᔭᐃᓐᓇᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖏᑯᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ, ᓱᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑐᕋᓱᓐᖏᓚᕗᑦ? 
$350 ᒥᓕᐊᕌᕋᔭᕐᖓᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓂᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ. ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓐᖏᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐱᔭᔅᓴᐅᒐᔭᓐᖏᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑯᓂᐊᓗᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕈᔭᕐᖓᑦ.  
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᓇᒧᑦ ᓵᖓᑦᑎᕕᑕ? 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᓱᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ. ᐊᔅᓱᕈᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᕕᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓂᒃ ᐆᖅᑯᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᔪᒍᑦ. 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᓐᖏᑦᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑐᕋᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᕈᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓪᓗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕐᕕᒋᕙᑦᑐᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕋᓱᓐᖑᓱᑦᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᖁᓇᓪᓚᕆᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐆᑦᑐᕋᕐᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᖑᓱᑉᐸᓪᓚᐃᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑲᔪᓯᓗᑕ, 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᐅᓪᓛᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ 
ᑲᔪᖏᖅᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓕᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔨᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᔫᒥᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᕐᓂᐊᓘᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 
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My question to the NHC is regarding the 
Nunavut Home Renovation Program, which 
provides assistance to homeowners who wish 
to carry out major renovations, repairs, and 
additions to their home. Listed under eligible 
repairs are energy-efficiency improvements. 
My question is: would solar panels be 
considered as improving a home’s energy 
efficiency? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Audla.  
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question. 
Yes.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’m glad to hear that response. I would just 
like to clarify what you’re saying. Should 
homeowners who are making applications 
for the QEC’s net metering program also be 
making applications to the Nunavut Home 
Renovation Program to secure additional 
funding to help pay for the solar panels? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. 
Yes, I would encourage homeowners to do 
that. It’s something that we have been in 
discussions with, with the QEC. As for the 
public housing stock, that’s another 
discussion we need to have as well. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. 
Moving on, Mr. Mikkungwak. 
 
Mr. Mikkungwak: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. A question for the Qulliq Energy 

ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐊᖏᕐᕋᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖅᓯᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ, 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᑰᓇᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᓖᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᖏᑦ 
ᓴᓇᒋᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑲᑕ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑲᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔾᔫᒥᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐃᓪᓗᖏᑦ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑳ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᓪᓗᒧᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒐ ᐄ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ. 
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᕕᐊᒋᔭᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑏᑦ. ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᖅᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᓂᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑦᑎᐊᖁᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᐃᑦ. 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖁᑎᓖᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᒥᓂᒃ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖃᑕᐅᒍᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑐᔅᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᕆᕙᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᒥᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕌᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐊᑭᓖᒍᑎᔅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᖁᒐᔭᖅᑕᒃᑲ. 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᑲᔪᕼᐃᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᓗᑕ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ.  
 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
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Corporation. Page 5 of the Qulliq Energy 
Corporation’s 2016-17 annual report states 
that the corporation “looks forward to the 
new opportunities presented by the federal 
government’s recent announcement of an 
Arctic Energy Fund that aims to help 
northern communities shift from diesel to 
renewable energy.” The recent 2018 federal 
budget included $24.0 million in funding for 
the Arctic Energy Fund and a separate 
federal program for “Reducing the reliance 
of rural and remote communities on diesel...” 
To date, how much funding has the QEC 
applied for under either or both of these 
programs and how much funding has it 
received? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Mikkungwak. Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. 
In terms of the Arctic Energy Fund, we are 
waiting for the Government of Nunavut to 
sign a bilateral agreement with the federal 
government in order to finalize that funding 
agreement. As part of that agreement we 
anticipate receiving some funds. We have 
gone through and talked about how we 
would use those funds, but it hasn’t been a 
direct project application. Our understanding 
is that once the agreement is signed, we will 
be submitting more detailed invoices for 
projects we’re planning to do.  
 
In terms of the Arctic Energy Fund itself, our 
understanding is that they will help also 
rebuild existing power plants with more 
efficient gen. sets. We are hoping that we 
will have sufficient funds to do a number of 
our remaining stations that need to be rebuilt. 
 
In terms of what we have applied for, we 
have over the different programs, so that 
includes the low carbon economy fund that 
we discussed this morning, I believe, or 

ᑐᕌᖓᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 5-ᖓᓂ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 2016-17 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒎᖅ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᔪᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᒧᑦ 
ᑕᑯᓐᓈᕐᖓᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑮᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕᒎᖅ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ. 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑕᐅᒐᓱᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑭᒐᔅᓴᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐊᖑᔪᓄᖔᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᖃᕐᖓᑕᒎᖅ 
$24.0 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓛᒃᑯᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕆᓪᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᖑᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᑐᕚᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᔫᒥᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓂᖃᓕᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᓕ 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖁᓪᓕᖅ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᖅᓯᒪᕙᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᑦᑎᑖᓚᓂᒃ 
ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑲᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᓕ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐅᑕᖅᑭᔭᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᐊᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃᑯ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓪᓗ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ. 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓛᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓪᓚᕆᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓱᓕ 
ᑐᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓪᓚᕆᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑎᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᒐᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
 
 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓴᓇᒐᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓕᐅᕈᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓇᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᖁᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᓕ ᖃᔅᓯᒻᒪᕆᓐᓂᒃᑭᐊᖅ ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᖁᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ. 
 
ᑐᒃᓯᕌᕆᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᕈᓘᔭᐃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐳᔫᑭᑦᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐅᔭᐅᑦᑕᕆᕗᑦ 
ᐳᔪᕐᓗᑭᑦᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ  
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yesterday. I should correct myself. The 
Northern REACHE program, we have 
applied for approximately… . I’m just eyeing 
it here, but somewhere around the $30 
million mark in funds. Those would be for 
projects in different communities primarily 
to do with renewable energy technologies 
versus rebuilding of existing power plants. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Mikkungwak.  
 
Mr. Mikkungwak: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank the official for his 
response. This next question here is, as I 
indicated, remote communities’ reliance on 
diesel. Earlier one of my colleagues had 
asked about diesel consumption whereas 
Baker Lake and Pangnirtung with the new 
power plants, I can honestly say it seems to 
be less consumption on diesel in Baker Lake 
compared to the old power plant that is no 
longer in existence. If this were to be signed 
off and agreed, how many other additional 
remote communities would be in the true 
picture? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
believe the question was: if this was signed 
off in terms of the diesel power plants, how 
many would be impacted by this funding? 
 
Currently we are rebuilding two power 
plants, Cape Dorset and Grise Fiord. After 
that we have 11 power plants to be rebuilt. 
We believe that we can do about, based on 
the funding that has been quoted to us, again 
which we haven’t received yet, probably nine 
on a cost split basis. We would pay the 
minority. The federal funding would pay the 
majority of the capital costs. We see this as 
potentially being a significant injection for 
us. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᐅᑎᒐᓱᑦᑐ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᑦᑕᕆᕗᑦ. ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᕕᒋᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᒫᓂᐸᓗᒃ 
$30 ᒥᓕᐊᒦᒐᔭᖅᑰᖅᑐᑦ ᑮᓇᐃᔭᐃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓄᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐊᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᑖᖑᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᕐᕖᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑐ ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. 
 
 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇᓗ ᑭᐅᔪᖅ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑦ. ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᓚᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖃᑎᒐ ᐊᐱᕆᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑐᖅᑐᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒥ 
ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᒥᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐅ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᕐᕕᖃᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᕙᖓᓕ 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᕈᕐᒪᑕᓕ ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒦᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖃᕐᕕᑐᖃᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᓕᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᑎᒍᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓃᒐᔭᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᑯᓇᔭᖅᐱᑎᒍᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. 
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑐᕈᑏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᐸᑦ?  
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᓐᖓᕐᓂᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᒥ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓱᓕ 
ᐱᓚᐅᓐᖏᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ, ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑲᑦᑎᑦᑎᔪᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑭᓖᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᓄᑦ ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᕐᓗᑎᒍ. ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᓚᒡᒐᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. Mr. 
Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thanks for recognizing me again. I 
understand there are no more names on your 
list before we move to the next section of the 
report. Please just let me know if any other 
names get through my list, otherwise I’m just 
going to go through the questions that I have 
been saving.  
 
I would like to start off with a question to 
both the NHC and Environment. Both 
witnesses have stated and indicated that they 
have ongoing challenges filling vacant 
positions. I wonder if they can provide a little 
bit more specific examples of what types of 
qualifications and skills are required to do 
the jobs related to the climate change energy 
efficient positions. Are these very technical 
positions, are these engineers, are these 
scientists, or are these positions that 
somebody with a reasonable education could 
be trained to accomplish the goals of these 
positions? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Those 
are directed to both the NHC and 
Environment. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Hickes. We will 
go first to Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. 
We have had difficulty in the sense of filling 
some positions because of the nature of the 
position where it involves a lot of technical 
aspects to it.  
 
As an example, we have four positions that 
were funded through the CMHC. We 
managed to fill three of them. We couldn’t 
fill one for a good number of years and that 
was for the position of an electrical engineer. 
We were hoping to have an electrical 
engineer on staff to assist in the whole M&I 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐃᓕᓴᕆᒐᕕᓐᖓ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔪᖓ 
ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᔪᓂᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖃᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᒋᔪᒪᓯᒪᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑦᓱᕉᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓐᓄᑦᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓐᓄᑦᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑲᒪᔪᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑲᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐱᔭᕆᐅᖅᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑲᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎ ᑐᕌᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐅᕙᒍᑦ 
ᐊᑦᓱᕉᕈᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓐᓄᑦᑎᑦᓯᓇᓱᐊᖅᑐᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓯᑕᒪᐅᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᐱᖓᓱᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦ ᐃᓐᓄᑦᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓂᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐅᐊᔭᓕᕆᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓕᕆᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕆᐊᖃᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ  
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aspect, to the modernization and trying to get 
energy efficiencies into play, looking at 
alternative energy and solar panels and what 
have you with respect to building in the 
carbon footprint minimization of our stock.  
 
Considering when you combine both the 
electricity and the fuel costs for the units, it’s 
close to 35 percent of our costs for the 
$26,000 we spend per unit. We figured that 
getting a position like that would be a good 
investment and that it would be a good return 
on our investment for the purposes of trying 
to minimize those costs. 
 
We can look at trying to create local 
expertise and developing the training for that 
purpose, but as you well know and this is 
something that is under our blueprint for 
action as well is to try to increase the 
technical training of Nunavut residents and to 
see if we can get more people trained up so 
that they can assist the local housing 
organizations and the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation with respect to maintaining our 
stock. It’s always something that we will 
always strive for, but in the sense of some of 
the positions that we’ve had difficulty filling, 
they are quite highly technical in nature. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Suvega. 
 
Mr. Suvega: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that question. Some of the 
positions can be highly technical in nature. 
There are also some managerial positions 
that can be challenging to fill as well, not just 
directly related to the positions themselves. 
Sometimes we’re in competition with other 
government departments, new industries, and 
Inuit organizations to get at some of that 
skilled labour. 
 
What I have wanted to do over the next little 

ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᓚᖅᓯᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ, 
ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᕋᓛᖃᖅᐸᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑲᒪᒍᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ.  
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᐃᒃᑲᑎᒍ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓖᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 35 
ᐳᓴᓐᑎᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ $26,000-ᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓂ ᐃᓪᓗᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᑦᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑖᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕈᑦᑕ ᐊᑲᐅᓈᖅᓯᒪᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕈᑎᕗᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ, 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒧᖓ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓕᕆᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᓐᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᖏᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᓐᓇᓱᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᒪᒋᓪᓚᑐᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖏᓐᓇᖅᑕᑦᑕ ᐃᓚᒋᒻᒪᐅᒃ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᓗ. 
ᐃᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐃᓕᖅᑲᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑕᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ.  
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᒐᕕᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᒪᒋᓪᓚᑐᕆᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒥᖓ ᐃᓂᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐃᓐᓄᒋᐊᓕᒻᒥᒃ 
ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖃᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᖅᑲᐅᖓ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓯᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᑕ.. 
 
 
  
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
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while is also work with the Department of 
Finance to take a look at the vacancies to see 
how we can, where possible, try to adjust the 
job descriptions to take into consideration 
factors like practical relevant northern 
experience, educational requirements, things 
of that nature, and also try to reach out 
outside of government as well. I have done 
some of that already with some of our federal 
colleagues to see where they could also play 
a role. 
 
Oftentimes I have also reached out 
externally, outside of the GN to partners to 
help fill vacancies as part of the staffing 
process to actually participate and sit with us 
on hiring panels. Those are just some 
examples. Some of the positions can be very 
technical in nature. What I would like to do 
is to review and assess these positions now 
with Finance to see where we can make some 
adjustments and try to attract more 
individuals as we rebuild this team. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m 
just going to follow up on Mr. Audla’s 
response when he talks about how expensive 
it is for the O&M for public housing units. It 
does to speak to paragraph 93 in the Auditor 
General’s report, stating that the data has 
indicated that the “per-unit costs for fuel and 
electricity increased between the 2011-12 
and 2016-17 fiscal years.” What specific 
factors accounted for this increase and what 
specific actions is the NHC taking to reduce 
its per-unit costs for fuel and electricity? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question. 

ᓲᕐᓗ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ, ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓕᖅᑎᒋᐊᖔᕐᓗᒋᑦ, ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ, 
ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᐊᓪᓛᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒥᖓ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑲᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓐᓄᑦᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᒡᒐ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᑦᓯᐊᕙᐃᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦᓴᐃᑦ ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᒍᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ, 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔨᕗᑦ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ ᐅᖃᖃᑖᖅᑕᖓ ᑭᐅᒍᑎᒋᖃᑖᖅᑕᖓ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕐᓂᕐᒨᓕᖓᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᒃ 93 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᑐᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᖏᑦ 11 ᐊᒻᒪ 12 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓᑕ 2016-
17-ᒥ, ᑭᓱᐅᐃᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᔪᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᓯᐅᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᓯ ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓅᖓᔪᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑐ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖓᓄᑦ.  
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We have been looking at the same numbers 
in trying to figure out what the spiking cost 
could be correlated with. We’re still trying to 
figure out the actual reasoning why the costs 
in the later years have actually gone up as 
opposed to gone down because the energy-
efficiency ratings of our units have gone up.  
 
We’re trying to determine whether there has 
been some error in the collection of the data 
or whether it’s just a factor of the number of 
mechanized units like HRVs, for example, 
being installed into the homes. As it stands 
right now, I can’t give you a definitive 
answer to that until we have gone back and 
actually gone through the actual data itself to 
give you an accurate determination. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m 
going to ask for a little bit of latitude on this 
one. When we’re talking water and sewer 
expenditures, there is still the carbon 
footprint of delivery and the work and the 
machinery going on to provide that service. I 
know that’s one of the big cost drivers at the 
community level for public housing units 
specifically.  
 
One of the things that have always perplexed 
me for one, making sure that the NHC is 
putting in energy-efficient appliances into 
their units and updating where applicable, 
but one of the things that have always 
perplexed me is that these units don’t come 
with a washer and dryer. Typically people 
who are in public housing don’t have a lot of 
spare income to be purchasing appliances. 
Typically it’s the least efficient ones and the 
older ones that are getting purchased by the 
residents to put in their units and increasing 
the water consumption, increasing the sewer 
volumes.  

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓅᖓᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᑦ, 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᑎᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᑭᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑭᓱᓄᑦ ᓇᓕᒨᖅᑎᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓪᓚᕇᑦ 
ᓱᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 
ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓐᓂᖅᓴᕈᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᒡᓗᓄᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᒃᑐᒋᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᒪᔪᖃᕐᓂᕐᒪᖔᕐᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐊᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ HRV ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒍᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑐ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐆᒥᖓ 
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒥᖅᑕᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᓇᖅᑕᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒋᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᔪᓯᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕈᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᕙᒃᑲᒃᑭᑦ 
ᖃᓅᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐅᐊᔭᒨᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑭᐊᒃᓴᐅᑏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᓱᓇᒃᑯᑖᕆᕙᒃᑕᖏᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓐᓄᕌᓄᑦ 
ᐅᐋᓴᐅᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕋᔪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ, ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᐱᑐᖃᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓂᓛᒃ 
ᐃᒥᖅᑐᖅᑐᐹᓘᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ, ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐃᕙᒃᑐᑎᑦ.  
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As an actionable item, I think this is 
something that would be cost effective in the 
long run. Has there been any numbers 
examined on the applicability of putting 
energy-efficient washers and dryers in our 
public housing units to decrease our 
consumption rates? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Audla.  
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question. 
I’ll also note that the Member to your left, 
Hon. Lightstone, had sort of given the same 
idea as to whether or not consumers in 
Nunavut are actually buying the most 
energy-efficient units, but we all know that 
they cost more money than these older units 
that are still on the market and for whatever 
are being offered up as the only go-to washer 
and dryer, which have little to no efficiency 
with respect to water consumption and the 
use of electricity.  
 
We all know, based on the new technologies 
out there, they have these high-efficiency and 
lower energy consumption type of washers 
and dryers, but they’re a lot more expensive. 
In the overall grand scheme of things, when 
you have those installed, it will save the 
corporation money with respect to how it 
pays for its electricity and water consumption 
as well. It’s something that we have been 
looking at. We continue to look at that as 
well.  
 
As you mentioned in your build up to the 
question, we currently do not offer washers 
and dryers to public housing tenants, but it’s 
something that we are considering. It’s not a 
for sure thing. What it would cost us overall 
to provide a washer and dryer is something 
that we want to look at just to ensure that the 
right units are being used by the tenants. 

ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓂᖃᕋᓱᒃᑐᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓐᓄᕌᓄᑦ ᐅᐊᓴᐅᑏᑦ 
ᐸᓂᖅᓰᕖᓪᓗ ᐱᖃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐸᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓯᐅᑎᓂᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑐ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ. ᓴᐅᒥᐊᓃᑦᑐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᑭᑐᑎᑦᑎᓚᕿᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᒻᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᖅᑎᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᔪᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᒡᓗᑐᖃᕐᓂᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓂ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐃᒥᖅᑐᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑐᕐᓂᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᓯᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒍᑎᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓖᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᓇᕿᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᑎᐅᒐᓱᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᓖᑦ  
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐃᒥᖅᑐᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖏᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ, ᑭᓱᓂᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇᓕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒨᖓᔪᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑦᓯᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ “ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓪᓚᕆᓚᖓᔪᒍᑦ”-
ᓚᓐᖏᑦᑐᒎᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔪᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑐᓂᖔᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒐᑦᑕ.  
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Again, it’s going to be an added cost, but 
overall, is it worth the investment? I think 
that’s a very good question, something that 
we have been contemplating at the Nunavut 
Housing Corporation, but nothing definitive 
right now. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
know one of your former Ministers 
responsible for the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation brought that to the attention of 
the board as well.  
 
I would like to just finish off with my last 
question directed to the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation as it will segue into my 
questions on Community and Government 
Services.  
 
In the NHC’s response to the auditor’s 
recommendation concerning building 
assessments, it said that they will work with 
LHOs to “ensure building condition ratings 
are completed according to schedule.” And 
“…implement a new building-condition 
software system in the 2018–19 fiscal year.” 
First, what specific actions has the 
corporation taken to date to accomplish these 
goals? The reason I’m asking that is my 
colleague to my right brought up mould 
conditions and some of the units get quite 
invasive mould. To me that’s something that 
doesn’t happen in one year.  
 
One of the conditions of the NHC is to 
inspect their public housing units on an 
annual basis. We know that that isn’t being 
done. Will this condition rating software 
speed up the fact and allow the NHC to be 
able to follow thought with its expectations 
of assessing these units annually? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᑦᓴᐊᕙᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᑦ. ᐅᕙᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓯᒪᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ. 
 
 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᐃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ. 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎ 
ᐱᔭᕇᒍᑎᒋᓗᒍ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᓂᐊᕋᒃᑭᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑏᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᑕ 
ᐅᓪᓗᖓᓄᑦ 2018-19 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᒪᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᕐᕕᑦᓴᖓ. 
ᐅᕙᖓ ᑕᓕᖅᐱᐊᓃᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐅᖂᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐅᖁᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑦᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᓴᓐᖏᔫᕙᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓗᑎᓪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᑎᒍᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒍᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᑦᓴᐅᑎᒋᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. 
Yes, we are updating and we have supplied 
these new tablets to all the local housing 
organizations. It’s now a matter of the local 
housing organizations doing the actual work 
to fill the requirements on those tablets to 
ensure that the inspections are being done on 
a regular basis. With this system, we will be 
able to better track at the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation whether or not that is being 
done. With the older systems, that was very 
difficult to track, just based on the fact that 
they were very unreliable tablets.  
 
This is something that we have been 
discussing over the past two years now as to 
how do we maintain our stock that is very 
precious to us. In knowing the deficit 
situation we are in right now, we sort of have 
to make sure that there is good maintenance 
for the aging stock and to ensure that there is 
a good, clear picture as to what units are 
actually aging more than others, mould being 
an example. How do we get a clear picture to 
try to determine whether or not these units 
are actually being maintained as we should? 
The only way to do that is to actually do a 
physical inspection and put it down within 
the tablet. 
 
An individual maintainer may not see on a 
house-by-house basis whether there’s a trend, 
but if that individual maintainer was to 
definitely keep up the maintenance 
inspection schedule, it would help us at the 
NHC to see the larger pictures as to where 
the trend is going with respect to this unit or 
that unit.  
 
It still amazes me to date that there are 
automobiles out there within the $30,000 to 
$50,000 range where you can just plug it in 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᐊᐱᕆᖕᒪᑦ. ᐄ, ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᑖᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓂᓯᒪᓕᖅᖢᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᕋᓛᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕋᓛᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ 
ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᕋᓛᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑯᓚᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᕋᓛᖅ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔭᕐᓂᓐᖏᑦᑐᕈᓘᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓐᓇ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᕋᓛᑦ 
ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᑕᑎᒋᔭᕐᓂᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓄᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᓯᒪᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕗᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᓗ 
ᐊᑭᓕᔅᓴᖃᖅᖢᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐱᑐᖃᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐊᕆᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᓇᓕᐊᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᑦ 
ᐱᑐᖃᓐᖑᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᓕᐊᒡᓗ ᐅᖁᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ. 
“ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᑎᒍᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᑎᓪᓗᑕ? ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ?” 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ 
ᑕᑯᔭᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᓛᒧᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒫᑦ ᐳᓚᕋᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑦ, 
ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓯᓕᕐᒪᖔᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᖦᖢᒍ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑏᑦ 
$30,000-$50,000-ᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑲᑉᐳᑎᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ  
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and find out exactly what’s wrong with that 
vehicle, but we have these $550,000 units 
where we can’t even do that. It has to have 
physical inspections. This where I think we 
need to really work on trying to make it so 
that it’s very regular and it’s almost 
automated to a certain degree so that we do 
ensure that the oil furnace, the HRV, any 
mould remediation, or any mould buildup is 
actually caught early, and at the same time all 
the windows, doors, seals, and everything are 
being looked after at the same time, just as a 
matter of regularizing all that.  
 
It’s going to take some work with the local 
housing organizations to ensure that there is 
good collaboration with respect to the 
regularization and the scheduling of those. 
We’re hoping that the new tablets will assist 
in that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Hickes.  
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to ask a similar question to 
Community and Government Services. In 
one of their responses, it’s saying that it’s 
going to “standardize its building assessment 
procedures and complete building 
assessments of Government of Nunavut 
infrastructure in the year scheduled.” What 
specific actions has the department taken to 
date to accomplish these goals? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Mulak. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for the question. 
Presently we are looking at the two different 
forms we have for collecting the information; 
the form used by our technical services group 
versus the forms by our regional facility 
management teams. We’re looking into a 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐊᓘᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓐᓇᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᐅᐸᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᖢᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑯᓚᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑯᓚᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒧ 
ᐅᖅᑰᓴᐅᑎᖓ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖏ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᖓᑕ 
ᐃᒡᓗᒧᑦ. ᐃᒐᓛᓪᓗ, ᐹᓪᓗ ᓱᕕᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎ. ᐊᑯᓚᐃᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ 
ᓱᖏᐅᓴᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑎᔅᓴᖏᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᑖᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᑖᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᕋᓛᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᕐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᓕᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᔪᖓ ᐊᔾᔨᑲᓴᖓᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓪᓗ 
ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖏᐃᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖃᓄᖅ, ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᓯ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᓐᖏᑕᖓᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᖅᑕᐅᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓱᒃᑐᑦ, ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ  
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way to streamline the two forms so that they 
are all working using the same forms and 
capturing the same data. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: I would like to ask a question to 
the Auditor General. Paragraph 101 of the 
report states that the audit found that the 
Nunavut Energy Management Program “set 
two objectives: a 20 percent reduction in 
energy consumption and an associated 
reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.”  
 
Paragraph 103 of the report states that the 
GN informed the Auditor General that the 
Iqaluit pilot project which CGS undertook as 
part of its Nunavut Energy Management 
Program cost just under $13 million and led 
to just under $2 million per year in savings in 
utility costs, and “reduced greenhouse gas 
emissions by approximately 2,090 tonnes per 
year.”  
 
Did Auditor General’s audit examine the 
accuracy of the government’s calculations? I 
have been getting differing opinions on how 
these calculations are done, and I’m just 
wondering if the Auditor General audited 
those calculations. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll ask Mr. McKenzie to respond to that. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
McKenzie. 
 
Mr. McKenzie: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
In response to the Member’s question, we did 
not audit the accuracy. However, we did 

ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᓪᓗᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ, 101-ᒥ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓯᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ, 
ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᖅᓯᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑦᑎᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.   
 
103-ᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕘᒧ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᒥᐊᓂᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ $12.8 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 
$1.8 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
2,090 tonnes-ᓂ ᐅᖁᒪᐃᓐᓂᖃᖅᖢᓂ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᑐᑎ.  
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓚᐅᖅᐹ ᓇᓕᖅᑯᑦᑎᓯᒪᓚᐅᕐᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᕆᔪᓯᕆᔭᖏ? 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐸᖁᓇᐅᑎᒐ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ ᑭᐅᖁᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᑭᓐᓯ.  
 
 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑭᒡᒍᓯᖓ ᑭᐅᓗᒍ, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᑏᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍ ᓇᓕᖅᑯᑦᑎᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ  
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review internal performance reports that were 
generated by the department and they 
included monitoring of, if you will, the utility 
and energy use within the facilities that they 
had retrofitted. They were quite detailed, 
they were monthly tracking by facility, and 
that was the information that we used to 
generate the numbers that you noted. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’ll 
direct it to the Department of CGS. In the 
response to the OAG’s recommendation 
concerning the Nunavut Energy Management 
Program, it indicated that it will “endeavour 
to ensure that information pertaining to the 
Nunavut Energy Management Program is up 
to date on the Department’s website.” As of 
today, what is the status of the website for 
the Nunavut Energy Management Program? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Mulak. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We 
have previously reported on in previous 
years, but we do recognize there is a need to 
update our actual achievements from 2016 
and 2017. We are working towards achieving 
that and updating the website either later this 
summer or in the fall of this year. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Hickes. 
 
Mr. Hickes: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
appreciate my colleagues’ patience with me; 
I keep going here. 
 
My final question again is to Community and 
Government Services. I can’t remember if 
the witness was in the gallery when some 
questions regarding disasters and climate 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᑉ, ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐ 
ᐱᖃᐅᓯᔾᔨᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐃᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂ, 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓐᓂᓪᓗ, ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᓂ, 
ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖃᖅᑕᕐᖢᑎᒃ. 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᑕᐃᑲᓐᖓ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᓯᔪᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
 
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔭᕋ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᑯᓐᓂ ᑭᒡᒍᓯᖓᓂ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕋᕕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ 
ᒥᐊᓂᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕋᕕᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᑕ ᐃᑭᐊᖅᑭᕕᖓᒍᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕ 
ᐃᑭᐊᖅᑭᕕᖓ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑎᑭᑎᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ 2016-17 ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂᓗ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᖅ ᐊᐅᔭᖅ, 
ᐅᑭᐊᔅᓵᕐᓗ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ.  
 
ᕼᐃᒃᔅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ ᕿᓄᐃᓵᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᒃᑲ.  
 
 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ, ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓐᓂᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ  
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᕐᕈᓗᐊᕿᔪᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
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change impact on some of the issues, the 
bridge in Pangnirtung was used as an 
example.  
 
I do know that CGS administers agreements 
with the federal government regarding 
disaster relief funding. Can the witness 
describe to the extent of which disaster 
events are occurring due to climate change 
and have they accessed any funding under 
the Disaster Relief Program? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Mulak. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
don’t personally have any information 
regarding that question, but I can get the 
information for you. I’m certainly not aware 
of any disasters on the scale of the 
Pangnirtung bridge washout in recent years. 
I’m not aware of any initiatives in terms of 
additional disaster relief funding from the 
federal government, but we can look into it 
for you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. 
(interpretation ends) Maybe I’ll follow up on 
Mr. Hickes’ question there with you. In 
terms of the drinking water quality across 
Nunavut, without getting into specific 
numbers, looking at the issue of boil water 
advisories, what is the trend in Nunavut? Is 
the number of boil water advisories issued 
each year stable, say, over the last five years 
or has it been increasing? Is there a 
noticeable trend there? Mr. Mulak. Thank 
you. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Certainly CGS is committed to ensuring 
Nunavut’s water supply meets the current 
regulations. Again I’m sorry, but I’m not 
aware of a trend in terms of the number of 
boil water advisories. It’s information that 

ᐅᖅᑰᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᕐᕈᓗᐊᕿᓂᖅ, ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᒥ 
ᐃᑳᕈᑎᖓ ᓱᕋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ.  
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᕐᕈᓗᐊᕿᔪᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᓐᓇᖅᐹ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒡᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐹᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐊᑐᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ. 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᐊ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᖅ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᐃᓕᓐᓄᐊᕐᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖃᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓᓕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐃᑳᕈᑎᖓ ᓱᕋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 
ᒫᓐᓇᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᕐᕈᓗᐊᕿᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᐃᓕᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐃᒃᔅ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔾᔪᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓚᖓ 
ᐃᓕᖕᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒥᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᒥᖅᐸᒃᑕᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒥ, ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓐᖏᓪᓗᖓ, ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑎᖅᑎᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ, 
ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ? 
ᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᑎᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᕙᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓱᕐᕋᓐᖏᓚᖅ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᕙᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ? 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐋᕼᐊᐃᓪᓛᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᒪᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐃᒥᖃᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᒪᓕᒐᕋᓛᓪᓗ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᒪᒥᐊᓇᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ 
ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ  
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we can look for and get back to you on. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. I’ll throw in a similar 
question to the Department of Environment. 
Has the Climate Change Secretariat had any 
involvement when it comes to drinking water 
issues across Nunavut? Thank you.  
 
Mr. Suvega: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. To 
my knowledge, not at the moment. We do, 
however, coordinate interdepartmentally any 
time there are boil water advisories, 
especially if there is any upcoming 
community travel, any planned consultations 
or activities in communities. We do try to 
coordinate as best as we can 
interdepartmentally. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. 
(interpretation ends) A final question for the 
housing corporation. In terms of shifting 
permafrost and the different types of 
foundations that you can build houses on, 
space frames, cribbing, or piles, and there 
may be others that I don’t know about, in 
terms of cost and in terms of how flexible or 
how adaptable they are to shifting 
permafrost, I wonder if you could compare 
the types of foundations. Mr. Audla. Thank 
you. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
don’t have the expertise for the purposes of 
trying to determine which type of foundation 
is best for which situation.  
 
I can say that the geotechnical assessments 
that we put in at the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation involve work that was done 
either with Community and Government 
Services or the hamlet and local knowledge 
with respect to the type of land development 
that will be made available for our 
construction.  

ᕿᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
ᐊᔾᔨᐸᓗᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓗᖓ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖁᑎᖓ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕚ ᐃᒥᑦᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 
ᑲᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᒡᒐ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᖃᑎᒌᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑎᖅᑎᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᓕᕌᖓᑦᑕ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᒥᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 
ᐳᓚᕋᖕᓂᐊᓕᕌᖓᑦᑕ ᐅᐸᖕᓂᐊᓕᕌᖓᑦᑕᓗ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓᓗ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᒃ, 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ, ᑐᓐᖓᕕᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᓗ, 
ᓴᐅᓂᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᐃᑰᑕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓ, 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑕᕐᓂᒃ, ᐊᑭᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᔅᓯᕌᕋᔭᖅᐸ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᑦ 
ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸ? ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᖦᖢᖓᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᒡᓗᑕ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕖᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ. 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 
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Based on that determination, we usually go 
with the other type of foundation where it’s 
on screw jacks. When it comes to bedrock, 
we typically go and drill in with pylons. As 
for other types of ground, we try to build it 
up with gravel and use screw jacks as sort of 
the type of foundation we use. Again, it’s just 
based on the type of material that’s available 
at the building site.  
 
The geotechnical assessment is a 
determination now that we have been using 
more and more as of late and it’s based on 
the amount of work that either the local 
hamlet or CG&S have done to determine the 
actual geotechnical aspect of that site. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Just as a 
comment, there are a number of houses in my 
home community of Arviat where the 
housing association actually has to now jack 
them up, get them off the ground, and put 
more gravel underneath because it’s either 
the pads were too low when they were built 
or they’re actually sinking. I don’t know 
whether that can be linked to the issue of 
climate change. It’s just a comment. Ms. 
Towtongie. 
 
Ms. Towtongie (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I would like to ask a question. 
We live in the north and we look for building 
foundations that are the most appropriate. I 
know that we have similar land to Greenland. 
Our permafrost is starting to melt and 
(interpretation ends) President Audla 
(interpretation) knows about the 
(interpretation ends) “Greenland 
foundations.” (interpretation) They do not 
use gravel. Has the (interpretation ends) 
Climate Change Secretariat (interpretation) 
looked at other jurisdictions and countries to 
see what kind of foundation is most 
appropriate for buildings in the Arctic? 
  

ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ, 
ᐊᓯᐊᓂᒃ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖔᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᐅᔭᕋᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑰᑕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃᓴᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ. ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᐊᐸᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᑦ. ᒪᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔩᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓚᐅᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓂ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓂ, ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᖁᕝᕙᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᐊᐸᓕᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒐᒥ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᑦ ᐳᒃᑭᓗᐊᕐᓂᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓᖃᐃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐊᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᒥᔅ 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇᓕ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔪᒪᒃᓴᓕᕋᒃᑯ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑕ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓛᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᓂ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᒪ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᐃ ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂ ᐊᔾᔨᐸᓗᐊᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᖃᕋᑦᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅ 
ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑦ permafrost. ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᕐᓚᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᖏᑦ, President 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᐅᑉ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ Greenland 
Foundation ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ, ᐊᑐᖅᐸᖏᒻᒪᑕ gravel-
ᒥ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᖃᐃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓯᓚᑖᒥ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᑦ Climate Change 
Secretariat ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕙᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᓂᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂ?  
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(interpretation ends) The question in my 
mind that has been going over, including 
with the Auditor General of Canada, is 
instead of just looking at pan-Canadian 
technology, there is proven technology out 
there with Scandinavian countries in dealing 
with the arctic environment. In Greenland 
they have what are called “Greenland 
foundations” for houses.  
 
Has the Department of Environment or CGS 
looked at the best practices for managing 
climate change in the Arctic for Nunavut, 
and also developing best practices for 
managing snow and water to prevent 
permafrost degradation for their own 
buildings and actually incorporate these 
practices from outside of Canada into their 
operations and maintenance? The rest of 
Canada does not really have permafrost. 
They don’t have the amount of snow or ice 
that Nunavut has. They have forests. I’m 
wondering: what’s the situation here? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Towtongie. I’ll 
direct that first to Mr. Suvega. 
 
Mr. Suvega (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. Thank you for that question. I 
think, to first look at Canada, we have begun 
looking at that initially with our northern 
neighbours. We’re certainly working in 
partnership with the other two territories as 
we try to examine best practices, current 
national standards, and what can be 
practically applied within the territories.  
 
I think now we are just starting to look 
externally as well at other arctic nations and 
jurisdictions to see what other technologies 
and initiatives are being applied there that 
could also be applied here. It’s part of a 
much wider discussion and one that we’re 
really just starting to get a better 

(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᒡᓗ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᖢᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒻᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᖅᑳᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᓐᖏᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᒥ Greenland Foundation-
ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑕ, ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖃᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ, ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᓯᒪᕙ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᑎᒋᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ? ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᐅᓚᒃᑎᔪᑎ ᐃᒥᕐᒧ 
ᐊᐳᒻᒧᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐹ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᐃᑭᐊᖑᓂᑦ ᕿᕿᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᑉᐸᖠᐊᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ? ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐ ᒪᐅᖓ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᖏᓛᑦ? 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥᐅᑕᐅᖃᑎᕗᓪᓖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᒍᑦ 
ᕿᕿᔪᖅᑕᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᐄ, ᓯᓚ ᓯᑯᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐊᐳᑎᖃᖅᖢᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓇᔭᖅᐱᑕ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᕐᒧ 
ᑐᕌᖅᑎᑲᐃᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ. 
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᓐᓂ. 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᖃᐃ ᑲᓇᑕ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑳᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃᑯ, 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᖃᐅᑎᕗᑦ. 
ᐃᖅᑲᐃᓇᔭᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᔫᑳᓐ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᑐᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒧᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᑦ ᒫᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒥᔪᒍ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᖃᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂ 
ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᐊᑐᓕᕐᒪᖔᖏᓪᓗ ᒫᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖃᐅᖅᑐᖅ, ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ  
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understanding of. I don’t have any specific 
meetings or discussions that we’re taking 
part in right now, but I can tell you that it’s a 
growing interest not just in Nunavut but with 
our pan-territorial partners as well. My 
colleague here from CGS may be able to 
expand more specifically on some of the 
technical aspects.  
 
In terms of our supporting role, we do try to 
stay as best informed as we can, not just with 
our pan-territorial partners but with our 
national partners as well. Certainly we’re 
looking to have future discussions with 
Greenland. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Mulak.  
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
believe there was a question about looking 
into snow management practices in other 
jurisdictions outside of Canada. CGS agrees 
that we need to work with our stakeholders 
and specifically the Nunavut Association of 
Municipalities that I think probably have 
much more experience dealing with snow in 
the north than any jurisdiction in southern 
Canada.  
 
We do intend to educate and support 
municipalities in the development and the 
use of best practices for snow and water and 
to prevent permafrost degradation. I do think 
we should also look at other international 
jurisdictions to see what practices they may 
already have developed. I’m not aware that 
we have taken that step yet, but I think it’s 
something that we should certainly look at. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Ms. 
Towtongie.  
 
Ms. Towtongie (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. (interpretation ends) My next 

ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᒃᓴᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᓯᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑕᑯᔪᒥᓇᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᖅ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑎᑯᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒋᕗᖅ, ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ, 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᖃᑎᕗᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥᐅᑕᐅᖃᑎᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᕐᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᕙᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᕙᓪᓚᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᓄᓇ ᐊᐳᑏᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔪᓯᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᑦᑕ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ. 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᕼᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐊᐳᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᐹᖑᒐᑦᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐄ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑎᑦᑐᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᐳᒻᒥᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥᐅᑕᐅᖃᑎᒋᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᑎᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ. ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐅᓇ  
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question, Canada and the federal government 
seemed to have realized with their recent 
announcement of the “Arctic Energy Fund 
that aims to help northern communities shift 
from diesel to renewable energy.” The 
recognition is there by the federal 
government that the Arctic is a separate 
region by itself and they included $24 
million in funding for the Arctic Energy 
Fund and also a separate federal program for 
reducing the reliance of rural and remote 
communities on diesel.  
 
My question is: has the QEC applied for 
either or both of these programs and, if so, 
how much funding has been received? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. That’s my final question. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Ms. 
Towtongie. That question was already asked 
earlier. If you would like to elaborate on that, 
Mr. Pereira, I give you the floor.  
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member. I can briefly just 
restate that we have applied for Northern 
REACHE funds and the low carbon economy 
funds. Those have been specifically for 
renewable energy or district heating projects. 
We are hopeful that we may be able to 
actually receive that funding.  
 
In terms of the Arctic Energy Fund, which is 
part of the agreement between the territory 
and the federal government, it is being 
negotiated at the territorial-federal level. We 
anticipate that we will receive a substantial 
injection of cash not just this year but over a 
number of years to help us rebuild those nine 
plants I talked about earlier and increase the 
efficiency of those plants, thereby reducing 
our need for diesel to generate electricity.  
 
In terms of receiving the funds, we’re not 
going to be in a position to start doing that 
until the agreement is completed between the 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ. ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓂᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑰᔨᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᑕᐅᑎᖃᕐᕖᑦ. ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᖔᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ. ᐊᔾᔨᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᓕᕋᒥᒃ 
$25-ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᑯᓇᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ  ᐅᐸᒐᕐᓂᖏ 
ᖃᓂᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ.  
 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᐅᓇ: ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᕚᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᓐᓂᕈᔅᓯ ᖃᔅᓯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑎᒍᓯᓐᓂᖅᐱᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᕋ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᓯᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐅᕙᑦᓯᐊᖅ. ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ 
ᐃᓚᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᐊᕐᓂᕈᓐᓂ,  ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ, 
ᐃᓕᓐᓅᓕᖅᐸᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ. ᐄ, 
ᐆᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᔅᓴᒫᖑᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕐᕕᒋᔪᒥᓇᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᐅᑦ 
ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐋᔨᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᕆᐅᑦᑐᒍᑦ 
ᐅᓄᑲᓪᓚᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕐᓂᐊᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 
ᖃᔅᓯᓐᓄᒃᑭᐊᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᕖᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓗᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᖏᕈᑏᑦ ᐋᔨᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᕌᓂᒃᐸᑕ.  
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territory and the federal government. At that 
stage we will have a mechanism for 
accessing those funds through CGS, who has 
been coordinating that on behalf of the 
Government of Nunavut and in this particular 
instance the QEC. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Pereira. (interpretation ends) Recognizing 
that we have reached the end of this section 
of the report, we will now take a 10-minute 
break and we will come back and consider 
the final part of the report. Ten-minute break. 
 
>>Committee recessed at 14:54 and 
resumed at 15:10 
 
Chairman (Mr. Hickes): Thank you. I would 
like to bring the meeting back to order. 
We’re at the tail end. I would like to go back 
to our conclusion, paragraphs 105 and 106. 
As of right now I don’t have any names on 
my list. Mr. Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) To the Office 
of the Auditor General, thank you for being 
here the last day and a half.  
 
What specific follow-up audit activities do 
you and your provincial counterparts plan to 
undertake over the next five years in relation 
to your recently released collaborative report 
on climate change? (interpretation) Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
There have been no specific plans yet 
identified to follow up. There have been a 
number of discussions on the need to keep an 
eye on this particularly again in terms of 
Canada’s commitment to a 2030 target. I 
suspect that there will be some follow-up 
probably in that five- to six-year time frame, 

ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑎᑭᑉᐸᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᑎᒍᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᖅᑏᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐊ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᓗᒍ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᐅᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᓕᓐᓇᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ 10 ᒥᓂᑦᓯᒥᒃ 
ᓄᖅᑲᖓᓚᐅᑲᓐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᐃᒍᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ 
ᑕᖃᐃᖅᓯᐊᓂᒃᑯᑦᑕ.  
 
>>ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 14:54ᒥ ᑲᔪᓯᒃᑲᓂᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ 
15:10-ᒥ 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᕼᐃᒃᔅ)(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᓕᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓱᓕᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓗᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓐᖒᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 105 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 106. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑎᖁᑎᖃᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ.  
 
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ 
ᑕᒫᓃᓯᒪᒐᔅᓯ.  
 
 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᓯᒪᕕᓯ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒡᒋᖅᑐᓂ? ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓵᓚᐅᖅᑐ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓅᖓᔪᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᖦᖢᑕᓗ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓚᔮᖏᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2030-ᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ. ᑭᖑᕐᖓᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᓵᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᒍᑦ 5, 6 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ,  
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but as of right now there has been nothing 
specifically agreed to. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) Information 
that is currently on your website indicates 
that the 2019 report to the Legislative 
Assembly of Nunavut will be on the topic of 
employment. Can you describe the focus and 
scope of this audit? (interpretation) Thank 
you.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
That audit is still in the planning and 
development stage. In fact both of my 
colleagues here with me today will be 
staying up through the rest of this week to 
talk to different stakeholders as we plan out 
that audit. Fundamentally it’s going to be 
focusing on how well prepared our students 
in Nunavut are once they complete the K to 
12 education to enter into the employment or 
to enter into post-secondary education.  
 
Do they need additional upgrading in order 
to get into post-secondary education and, if 
so, is that upgrading available to them or 
what services are available to people who 
went to school and then stopped going to 
school and now want to go back? It’s all 
going to be really about how well the various 
educational streams prepare people in 
Nunavut for entering into the employment 
world. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. Mr. 
Netser. 
 
Mr. Netser (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. It’s good to hear that because 
education is very important. Well, we 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᔪᖃᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ. 
 
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᑭᐊᖅᑭᕕᒃᑎᒎᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 2019 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕕᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖕᒧᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᒡᒎᖅ ᓵᓐᖓᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᑖᔅᓱᒪ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᑐᕌᒐᖓ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓪᓗ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᒃᑲᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᒋᑦ? 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓂᒃᑰᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓱᓕ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᔮᒃᑲ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᕐᒥ ᑕᒫᓃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ, 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒡᓗ 
ᐸᕐᓇᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ. ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᕗᑦ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᐹᓂᒃ ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᓕᒃ 
12 ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᒐᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᖕᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖕᒪᖔᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᒪᐅᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᐅᑎᕈᒪᓕᖅᑐᓪᓗ, ᑭᓱᓂᒡᓗ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ. 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓵᓐᖓᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ, ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕖᓪᓗ 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑎᒥᖕᓂᒃ 
ᖁᕝᕙᓯᖕᓂᖅᓴᓅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᒪᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ.  
 
ᓇᑦᓯᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᖅᓱᒍ 
ᑐᓴᕈᒥᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ.  
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consider education very important in 
Nunavut and perhaps the entire world. Most 
of the employment opportunities require a 
certain level of education.  
 
I would like to say that we used to have the 
divisional boards of education before 
Nunavut was created and I used to be a chair 
of that institution. It was up to the regional 
boards to make decisions on the education 
system. We were responsible for the types of 
curricula that will be in the schools up to 
grade 6.  
 
When we became Nunavut, the boards were 
dissolved and all the tasks, duties, and 
responsibilities we had were turned back to 
the government. That’s how the system is 
currently set up. At this time even the 
students who complete grade 12 have to go 
back to school once again so that they can 
enter the higher institutions. The government 
made a huge mistake and the education 
system in Nunavut is broken right now. I 
have seen this personally since Nunavut was 
first created.  
 
I’m from Coral Harbour, and I’m not going 
to say the name of our child who attends 
school. They were in grade 11 in Coral 
Harbour and would get 85 to 90 percent on 
their exams. When we moved to Iqaluit, their 
tests showed they were at the 38 percent 
mark. Education needs to be completely 
revamped because we want our children to be 
educated to the highest standards. At times 
we would have to hire a tutor in the evenings 
so that our child could catch up with the 
education system in Iqaluit.  
 
Mr. Chairman, even when grade 12 graduates 
from the smaller communites go to Arctic 
College or higher institutions, they find that 
their level of education was not high enough. 
They completed grade 12 in a smaller 
community, but they find they are only at a 

ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐊᓗᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍᓖᓛᒃ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᖃᐃ 
ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᓕᒫᒥ. ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔭᕌᖓᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕌᓂᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖔᓱᖑᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒐᓛᒡᓗᖓ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᓄᓇᕘᕈᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᑕ, 
ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑕᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ Regional 
Divisional Board of Education-
ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ 
ᑎᒍᒥᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᒍᑦ, 
ᐃᓅᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕌᓂᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᐃᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ 
ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᓱᑎᒍᑦ ᓱᓇ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐆᒥᖓ ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᒥ 6-ᒥ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖃᓕᕐᒪᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓪᓚᕆᓪᓗᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  
 

ᓄᓇᕘᓐᖑᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᖅ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᖕᒪ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑕᐅᖔᓕᖅᓱᓂ. ᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐃᑦ 
ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᓕᒃ 12 ᖃᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐃᑦ 
ᑐᖓᐅᑎᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕌᓂᒍᑎᒋᒐᔭᖅᓯᒪᔫᔭᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᒥᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑭᖑᕙᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᐊᓘᖕᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ, 
ᓯᖁᒥᓯᒪᔪᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ. ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ, ᐅᕙᖓᓪᓚᕆᒃ ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᓐᖑᕋᑖᕐᓂᑰᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ-ᓗᒍᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ.  
 

ᓴᓪᓕᕐᒥᐅᑕᐅᒐᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖁᑎᒃᑲ ᓄᑕᕋᕗᑦ 
ᑭᓇᐅᖕᒪᖔᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᔾᔮᖏᑕᕋ. ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᓴᓪᓕᒥ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕋᒥᒃ ᒍᓚᐃᑦ 11-ᒦᖦᖢᓂ. ᑕᒫᓂ 85-90 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᑭᑦᑕᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ. 
ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᕋᑦᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒐᒥ 38-ᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ. 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᑕᕋᕗᑦ ᐊᔪᕈᓐᓃᖁᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᓕᖅᓱᑕ ᐅᓐᓄᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᓂᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᓂᐅᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᕿᑐᕐᖓᑯᓗᕗᑦ 
ᐊᓐᖑᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᕐᒦᑦᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒧᖓ 
ᓯᓚᑦᑐᖅᓴᕐᕕᒃᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑎᕋᓗᐊᕌᖓᒥᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕆᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᒍᓚᐃᑦ 12-
ᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ  
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grade 8 level when they get here. The 
education system needs to get fixed, so I’m 
very pleased that the Office of the Auditor 
General of Canada is going to focus on 
education in Nunavut. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: I’ll take that as just a comment, 
Mr. Netser. Mr. Ferguson, did you want to 
respond to that? I can go on to the next 
question. The next name I have on list is Mr. 
Mikkungwak.  
 
Mr. Mikkungwak (interpretation): Thank 
you very much, Mr. Chairman. Again I 
would like to direct my question to the Office 
of the Auditor General.  
 
In recent years you have submitted a number 
of important audit reports to Parliament on 
topics of concern to Nunavut and the north, 
including civil aviation infrastructure in the 
north, the Nutrition North Canada Program, 
and oral health programs for Inuit and First 
Nations. Are you going to be doing any other 
audits, and to what extent do you plan to 
undertake follow-up work in relation to these 
three topics? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
So far, again, we don’t have any specific 
plans yet to follow up. Particularly two of 
them, civil aviation infrastructure and the 
oral health programs, are audits that we have 
done recently. We always have to give 
departments a few years to try to make 
changes based on the recommendations that 
we have made, and those are recent audits.  
 
The one on Nutrition North is one that we 
need to start looking at again to consider 
whether we should do a follow-up. That’s 
one that we will start considering soon, but 

ᒍᓚᐃᑦ 8-ᒦᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᓴᕆᒪᓱᒃᐳᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᖁᔭᓕᕗᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴ, ᑭᐅᔪᒪᕕᐅᒃ, 
ᐊᓯᐊᓅᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ. ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐅᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. 
 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇᓪᓗᐊᕕᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓱᓕ ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎ.  
 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᒃ ᖄᖏᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒐᑉᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓯᒪᑉᓗᓯ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᒥ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᖢᓯ. ᑖᑉᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᓲᖃᕐᕖᑦ, ᒥᑦᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᕿᒃᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᑉᓗᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖃᑖ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᖅ ᖃᓂᒃᑯᕋᓗᒃ 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ. ᑖᑉᑯᐊ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᑖᑉᑯᐊ 
ᐱᖓᓱᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐊᖅᐱᓯ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᐃᒪᔭᕐᓂᐊᖅᐱᓯ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖓᓱᐃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᑉᓗᒋᑦ? 
ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᓱᓄᑦ 
ᓵᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ, ᐱᓗᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᖃᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᕝᕕᓕᕆᓂᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕖᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᒃ 
ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕕᓂᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ, ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓵᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒃᑯ. ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓗᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ  
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as of right now we haven’t got anything in 
our plans for follow-ups on anything of 
those, but they are all subjects that we will 
consider for follow-up at some point. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. Mr. 
Mikkungwak.  
 
Mr. Mikkungwak (interpretation): Thank 
you very much, Mr. Chairman. I also thank 
him for that response. My colleague touched 
on this issue earlier, but I would like to make 
a supplement. You will be doing further 
audits and reporting on your findings 
focusing on employment in Nunavut. With 
that, there are quite a few Nunavut 
communities and some of them are 
decentralized, some are centralized, and then 
we have headquarters and regional hubs for 
the departments. Are you also going to be 
focusing on that? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mikkungwak. 
Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
As I said in terms of the work that we’re 
doing on employment and preparing young 
people for employment, we’re still in that 
planning phase. We’re still understanding 
what the issues are and where the potential 
areas are that we should audit.  
 
So far, I haven’t heard the issue of 
centralization versus decentralization being a 
factor, but if it does start to show up as a 
factor that could influence in certain 
situations that the students are more 
successful in being prepared for employment, 
then we would pursue that further. The fact 
that it has been raised, I think, we will be 
sensitive to try to identify whether there 
seems to be some cause and effect between 
success rates and whether there are 
centralized or decentralized approaches. I 

ᒫᓐᓇ, ᐄ, ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓵᒃᑲᓐᓂᓛᖅᖢᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. 
 
 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇᓪᓗᐊᕕᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪ’ᓇᓗ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔮᓄᑦ. ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᕐᒪ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᓚᐅᒐᓗᐊᒑ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᒍᓪᓕ 
ᐊᐱᕆᓗᐊᕋᒃᑯ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᓕᒪᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᕌᕋᑉᓯ ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᐊᖅᖢᓯᓗ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. 
ᑖᒻᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᑕᐃᒪ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖕᒪᑕ, 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑐᖅᑲᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᑉᓗᑎᒃ, ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᑐᖅᑲᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓐᖏᖦᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᑯᕝᕕᐅᑉᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕈᒫᖅᐹᑦ? ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐃᓂᖅ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓂᕐᒦᕋᔮᕋᑦᑕ ᓱᓕ. ᑭᓲᒻᒪᖔᖏᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᕗᑦ ᑭᓱᓪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓯᐊᒻᒪᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕈᑦᑕ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᓂᖓ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑏᑦ 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᑎᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᑎᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ, ᐄ, ᑐᑭᓯᒍᑦᑕ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᖃᓯᐅᑎᓇᓱᓐᓇᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᖅᑰᔨᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᖅᓯᒪᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ. 
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don’t know yet whether the final report will 
consider that or not, but we will think about 
it in our planning. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
  
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Mikkungwak. 
 
Mr. Mikkungwak (interpretation): Thank 
you very much. I would like a lot of thought 
to be put into that and that’s why I was 
asking questions about it earlier, to make 
sure that it stays in your thoughts. The 
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement and the 
language protection laws touch on it. This is 
just a general comment, not a question, but I 
encourage you to heed my words. Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mikkungwak. 
Mr. Qirngnuq.  
 
Mr. Qirngnuq (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I also have a question for the 
Auditor General of Canada. My colleague 
from Aivilik mentioned this earlier and I 
would like to say something about education 
as well. I would like to say that in our 
community, whenever students attain grade 
12, it’s not at the same level as the Alberta 
curriculum.  
 
Regarding this issue that faces us today as 
parents towards our children or 
grandchildren, we can sometimes stop 
ourselves from doing the right thing. Last 
year our eldest Member of the previous 
Assembly spoke about Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit as it pertains to the 
Legislative Assembly. Traditionally children 
weren’t allowed to determine the course of 
action or to provide direction. Our ancestors 
taught us tirelessly to be innovative and 
independent, especially due to the way 
independence is viewed today. They said that 
they wanted their children and decendants to 
survive. I really want this to be considered 
because I believe that it can improve our 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓇᓗᔪᖓ ᓱᓕ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᕐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ.  
 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ: ᒪ’ᓇᓪᓗᐊᕕᒃ. ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᖁᑉᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᕙᑦᓯᐊᖅ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᒋᕙᕋ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᖁᑉᓗᒍ, 
ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᖁᑉᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᕗᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᑉᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᖓ, 
ᐱᖁᔭᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᖃᑕᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒧᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᒃᕼᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ, 
ᑭᕼᐃᐊᓂ ᑎᓕᐅᖅᑐᐃᕗᖓ ᑖᑉᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕆᔭᒃᑲ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ. ᒪ’ᓇ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒥᑭᓐᖑᐊᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕿᓐᖑᖅ. 
 
 
 

ᕿᓐᖑᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᔭᕋᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᓇᑕ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᕼᐃᒪᔪᖅᕼᐃᐅᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᖓᓄᑦ. ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕆᔮ ᐊᐃᕕᓕᖕᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖃᑕᐅᔪᒪ’ᓗᒍ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. 
ᐆᒥᓐᖓ ᐅᖃᕈᒪ’ᓗᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑖᕙᓂᑉᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᖏᕐᕋᑉᑎᓐᓂ ᖁᑦᓯᓐᓂᖃᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᖁᓪᓕᓪᓗ ᒪᕐᕈᓪᓗ 
ᖄᖏᐅᑎᒐᓗᐊᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᐋᓪᐴᑕ ᖁᑦᓯᖕᓂᐊᑕ 
ᐊᔾᔨᕿᕙᐅᓐᖏᒻᒥ’ᒪᒍ ᑕᐃᒪ’ᓇᒻᒪᕆᒃᑕᐅᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 

ᑖᒻᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋ’ᓗᒍ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐅᑉᓗᒥ ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖑᔪᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓄᑕᖅᑲᑉᑎᓐᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓐᖑᑕᑉᑎᓐᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᖃᔭᒍᕼᐅᒍ’ᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᖅᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᖃᑦᑕᕋᑉᑕ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒥᓂᓐᓄᐊᖅ 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᓯᖅᐹᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑯᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. ᑖᒻᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᑕᖅᑲᒥᒃ 
ᑲᕼᐄᖃᑦᑕᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᑲᕼᐄᖃᑦᑕᖁᔨ’ᓗᓂᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
ᑖᑉᓱᒥᓐᖓ ᐊᒃᓱᕉᖅᑎᑕᐅᕗᒍᑦ ᕼᐃᕗᓕᑉᑎ’ᓂᒃ 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᓇᖅᑕᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ’ᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᓄᑕᖅᑲᒥ’ᓄᑦ 
ᑭᖑᕚᒃᓴᒥᓄᑦ ᐊᔪᓐᖏᖁᔨ’ᓗᓂ ᐅᖄᓪᓚᖃᑦᑕᖅᑯᖅ 
ᐊᒃᓱᒎᑎᒋᕙᕋ ᑕᐃᒻᓇ. ᑖᒻᓇ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᖢᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ 
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lives as Nunavummiut.  
 
It’s just a general comment and I’ll ask 
another question on different topic later. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. I’ll go to the next 
name on my list. Mr. Main.  
 
Mr. Main (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) I have a 
couple of questions here. It says in the 
conclusion to the report, paragraph 107 says 
“…there were a number of barriers to 
implementing alternatives to fossil fuels…” 
We all know that financing is one of the 
barriers, obviously, but then there is the lack 
of human resource capacity that we have in 
the territory. I would like to ask both the 
QEC and the Nunavut Housing Corporation, 
and I guess CGS in terms of what type of 
capacity exists currently within your 
organization in terms of renewable, 
alternative energy specifically for the three 
organizations. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. I’ll start 
off with CGS. Mr. Mulak. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Within CGS the Technical Services Division 
is our primary group that looks at any 
alternative energy measures and energy 
measures in general in all of our 
infrastructure projects. They’re spearheading 
the Nunavut Energy Management Program. I 
think that particular group is well staffed. It 
has been consistently fairly well staffed over 
the years. I think that from that perspective, 
CGS is in pretty good shape. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Same question, Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for the question. Depending on 

ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑎᒍᑦ.  
 
 

ᑖᒻᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ, ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ 
ᑭᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑯᖓ 
ᐊᕼᐃᐊᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᕼᐃᕙᐅᑕᓖᒃ. 
 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐊᑎᖁᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒨᑲᐃᓐᓇᓕᕐᓚᖓ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᖅᑐᖓ.  
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐱᔭᕇᕈᑎᖓᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 107-ᒥᒃ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 
ᐊᐳᖅᑕᕈᑎᑕᖃᓐᖓᒡᒎᖅ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᑦᑐᓂ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᑦᑐᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ. ᐃᓚᖓ 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅ ᐊᐳᖅᑕᕈᑎ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑕᕝᕙᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑭᒃᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓖᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥ. ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓪᓗ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔨᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᓕᖅᑭᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᒐᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᑯᓐᓄ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᑦᑎᓗᖓ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓕ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᑯᓐᓂ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓕᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᑲᒪᔨᕗᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑎᕆᓲᖑᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔩ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔪᓂ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏ ᓈᒻᒪᑎᑦᑎᐊᑑᔮᖅᑐ, 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓚᑲᓪᓚᓂ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ, ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᐊᐱᕆᔭᐅᕗᑎᑦ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ. ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ 



 116

the technology, we’re better staffed or better 
prepared than others.  
 
We have an engineering group, which has 
two main subsets, electrical and mechanical 
engineering expertise within that group. 
They’re very well set to work on solar and 
wind as an example, but I want to qualify 
that. Up until now their focus has been on 
electrical in terms of generation and 
distribution. There’s still a ramp-up time 
that’s required as part of those activities.  
We have the core skill set, but we still need 
to develop the very specific expertise to a 
greater level to be able to say that we are 
experts in those areas. Further development 
is required. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Audla.  
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question. 
Our technical group is equipped to assist the 
housing corporation with respect to the 
climate change mitigation and technologies 
that we should be looking at. I’ll say that I 
wish I had more technical people within the 
Nunavut Housing Corporation to try to 
address some of the issues that we are facing. 
It’s something that we’re constantly looking 
at to see what we can do to try to bring about 
more talent into the housing corporation and 
to look at how we can work in ensuring that 
the maintenance of our stock is being done. 
I’ll leave it at that for now. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Mr. 
Main. 
 
Mr. Main (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) I guess a 
follow-up question for the housing 
corporation. In terms of private businesses in 
the territory that have expertise in 
renewables, I know that in some 

ᑕᑯᓐᓈᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᕗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᖅᓴᕈᔫᒻᒥᔪᑦ 
ᐊᓯᑦᑎᓐᓂ.  
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᑎᖃᐅᑦᑕᖅᑯᒍ ᒪᕐᕉᓕᖅᑲᖓᓪᓗᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᓄᑭᓪᓚᐅᓯᕆᔨᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓯᕆᔨᖃᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᓗᐃᑦ. ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ, ᐊᓄᕆᒧ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᓪᓕ 
ᓵᓐᖓᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᑭᓪᓚᐅᓯᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ, ᓴᓕ 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᓴᐃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑯᐃᓂᓛᒃ. 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᓐᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᖄᖓᒍᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᓱᓕ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑕᓪᓚᕆᐊᓘᓂᕋᓕᕐᓗᒋ ᑕᐃᒐᔅᓴᕈᓛᕐᖓᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ.  
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᕋᑖᕐᖓ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔨᕗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᕆᔨᕗᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥᔪᐃᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑯᓐᓂ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᓐᓇᑎᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐱᓪᓗᒍ, ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᒥᑭᓪᓕᑎᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ, 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᓐᓈᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᕐᔫᔮᖅᑐᑦ. ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑕᓪᓚᕇᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓂ 
ᐱᑕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍ. ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᖅᑐᐃᑦ 
ᓵᓐᖓᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ, 
ᕿᓃᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑲᓐᓂᖅᓴᔅᓯᐅᖏᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍ 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂ, ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑕ ᐃᓪᓗᖁᑎᕗᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᐸᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐃᓱᖃᕐᓗᒍ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᖅᑯᖓ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᐅᑏᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖃᐅᖅᑐᓴᐅᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓕᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᖅᑰᓴᐅᓯᕆᔨᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
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communities it’s hard even to find a certified 
OBM to service your furnace, let alone 
install a solar panel and an inverter, etcetera, 
whatever is needed. What type of capacity is 
out there in the territory in terms of installing 
small-scale renewables? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Audla.  
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you to the Member for that question. 
As it stands, I’m not aware of any specific 
standouts with respect to having that capacity 
or the expertise. There may be one in Iqaluit, 
but I’m not sure exactly of any other 
locations outside of Iqaluit. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. (interpretation ends) A similar 
question for the QEC and I realize that there 
may be private dealings that you can’t 
discuss here, but in terms of the private 
sector in Nunavut under your independent 
power producer plans to roll that out, how 
many different organizations are out there in 
the territory right now aside from the QEC 
that are moving in the direction of generating 
energy? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for the question. If you don’t 
mind, I’m going to break down that question 
into smaller segments. 
 
In terms of the desire to install renewable 
energy, if you understand the overall 
benefits, there are really no technical skill 
sets required. You will get organizations and 
hamlets that have a desire to pursue that as an 
option or they want to explore that as an 
option. What can it do for the organization, 

ᓇᓂᓯᔭᕐᓂᓲᖑᓐᖏᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᖏᓛᒃ ᓴᓇᔨᕈᓘᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᑉ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᔨᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᖅᑲᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᕆᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑭᕋᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᓴᓇᔨᓂ ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂ. 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓗᔪᖓ ᐊᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂ 
ᓴᓇᔨᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᓗᒋ, 
ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᐸᓗᒃ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐃᓕᔅᓯ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓴᐅᒻᒥᒐᔅᓯ ᑲᓐᖑᓇᖅᑐᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒍᓐᓇᑕᔅᓯᓐᓂ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᐅᑎᓖᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥ, ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓪᓗᓯ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒐᔅᓯ 
ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᓂ.  
ᖃᑦᑎᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᖃᖅᑲ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ? ᖁᓪᓕᖅ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ. 
ᖃᓄᐃᔅᓴᓐᖏᒃᑯᕕᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕋᑖᖅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐊᒡᒍᕐᓗᒍ ᑭᐅᓂᐊᕋᒃᑯ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᕆᒍᒪᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑭᒐᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᒍᒪᓂᖅᑕᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᕼᐋᒻᓚᐃᑦ, ᑎᒥᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᐱᒍᒪᓂᖃᖅᑲᑕ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᒪᓂᖃᖅᑲᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᒪᑉᐸᑕ ᖃᓄ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ  
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the community, and the territory? Then we 
have the ability to actually install. I 
mentioned earlier the ability to actually 
install a solar installation, generally 
speaking, you can use a labourer under the 
guidance of somebody who has an 
understanding of how the pieces fit together 
or how you construct a solar installation and 
put it together. That is true with some of the 
other technologies as well.  
 
In terms of the ability to do the engineering 
work and do the engineering analysis, 
typically that capability is one that we 
probably need to import sometimes from 
outside of the territory. That’s really the area 
where we need most assistance in, in that 
area. You will see that a hamlet or another 
organization will sometimes contract an 
engineering analysis of the wind capacity 
within a particular area to some other 
territory.  
 
I think you probably need to look within 
those smaller pockets to really see where the 
resources need to be deployed and what we 
can do locally. We can do two-thirds of that 
locally, the way I framed it, and I’m sure you 
could split it out in different ways. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. There is different technology that 
Mr. Pereira mentioned: wind, solar, 
geothermal, (interpretation ends) 
hydroelectric, and nuclear. (interpretation) 
There are different options of what can be 
used. He stated that they would look at those 
options.  
 
They also need to really consider the fact that 
the people of Nunavut have to be involved in 
installing and maintaining technologies. 
Some places in Nunavut have a larger 

ᓄᓇᖓᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᕘᒧᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ 
ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑎᕋᔅᓴᐃᑦ, ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑎᕆᒍᓐᓇᕈᑦᑕ 
ᓴᓇᒍᓐᓇᕈᑦᑕ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕆᕙᕗᑦ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋ, 
ᓴᓇᔨᖃᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒧᑦ 
ᐊᔪᕆᖅᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕆᓪᓗᓂ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑎᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ, ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑎᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ.  
 
 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᓐᓂᕗᓪᓕ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑎᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᑭᓲᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ, 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᑕᕝᕙ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᓂ. ᑕᕝᕙ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅᐹᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᒍ. ᕼᐋᒻᓚᐃᑦ, 
ᑎᒥᕈᓘᔭᐃᓪᓗ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᓲᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᑎᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᓄᕆ ᓈᒻᒪᒃᑲᔭᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᒥᑭᔫᓈᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᖑᔮᕐᔪᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᕋᔅᓴᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᐃᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒪ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐳᕆᐅᕋ 
ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕆᓚᐅᒐᐃ ᐅᐊᑦᓯᐊᖅ, ᐊᓄᕆᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒦᖔᖅᑐᒥ geothermal ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑖᒍᑦ 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓄᖑᔪᐃᑦᑐᑦ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ.  
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᕼᐅᑎᒋᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔫᓪᓗᐊᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕼᐊᓇᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᕼᐊᒐᐅᑉ 
ᐋᖅᑭᕼᐅᖅᑐᖅ maintenance ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᐱᑦᓯᕋᐅᖅᑰᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ 
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employment pool they can access. As for 
(interpretation ends) nuclear energy, 
(interpretation) I have no idea how that 
would work in terms of producing energy. I 
have no idea if people from Nunavut will 
ever be able to work in nuclear power plants. 
I personally consider that dangerous.  
 
In Inuktitut the term means “something that 
never goes away.” If it caused contamination, 
you can’t get rid of it. I don’t think there is 
anything in Canada that is operating right 
now that can never be cleaned. Putting that 
kind of technology in the north is very 
worrisome. The other options, including 
wind or solar energy, are not as dangerous as 
nuclear power, but I know it’s still under 
study. I wanted to mention that. It has to be 
appropriate for Nunavut and I don’t know if 
nuclear power is the right choice for 
Nunavut.  
 
(interpretation ends) My next question for the 
Auditor General’s office is regarding this 
upcoming work on employment and 
education. I understand you’re still fleshing 
out what you’re going to focus on. Can you 
give us a bit more background in terms of the 
draft scope maybe, Mr. Chairman?  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. Mr. 
Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
At this point really not. We are still at the 
development stage. We have to work through 
all of those things with the department. There 
is really not more that I can tell you other 
than our general idea for what we want to 
look at. There will be a lot of work that has 
to go into actually developing the scope and 
the criteria. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᕼᐊᖅᑖᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐅᓇ nuclear energy 
ᐃᓄᒃᑐᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᓇᒃᑯ, ᓄᖑᕼᐃᒃᑐᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐅᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᓂᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᖃᕈᒪᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓕᕆᓕᕐᓂᕈᑦᑕ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᕙᒻᓄ ᓇᓗᒋᒻᒫ, 
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᕆᒻᒫᖅᖢᒍ ᐅᕙᖓ ᓇᖕᒥᓂ ᐅᖃᕈᐊᖅᑐᖓ. 
 
 
ᓄᖑᕼᐃᑦᑑᓂᕋᒐᐅ `ᔪᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᖄ 
ᕼᐊᓗᒪᐃᓕᓐᓈᑐᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᕼᐊᓗᒻᒪᕋᓚᓐᖏᑐᖅ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓯᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᒐᐅᔪᖅᑕᖃᖏᖂᕐᒪᑦ, 
ᕼᐆᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑕᐅᒫᕐᓗᓂ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒨᑎᑦᑎᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᓗᔪᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐃᕼᐅᒫᓘᑎᒋ̀ᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. ᐅᑯᐊᓕ ᐊᕼᐃᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓂᕆᒃᑯᑦ ᕼᐃᕿᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᓂᖃᓗᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕᓕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᕼᐊᖅᒪᑕ ᕼᐅᓕ ᑭᕼᐊᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᕼᐃᕼᐊᒻᒥᐊᓗᐊᒐᕋ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒃᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ, ᐅᕙᖓ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ 
ᓇᓗᒋᒐᒃᑯ ᒫᓐᓇ.  
 
 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓕᕐᒥᔭᕋ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᒧᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᓄᓂᓛᒃ, 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐅᓴᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓗᑎ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑎᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᕋᓗᐊᓰᓛᒃ ᑭᓱᒥ ᑐᕌᖓᓛᕐᒪᖔᖅ. 
ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓯᒪᔭᖓ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᒋᐊᕌᔪᒍᓐᓇᖅᑭᐅ? 
ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᖅᓯᒪᔭᓯᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᐱᑕᖃᓗᐊᓐᖏᑐᖅ ᓱᓕ, 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᕐᖓ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑎᒍᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᕐᕕᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᓗᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᕆᑦᑕᕋ, 
ᐅᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᒍᒪᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᕐᓗᒍ 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋᐅᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖓᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᐊᓚᐅᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᒥᒻᒪ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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for clarification, this will focus on the 
Department of Education, or will other 
organizations such as Nunavut Arctic 
College be pulled into the mix in terms of 
this audit? Thank you.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Again, as we develop what we want to look 
at what our lines of inquiry are, it will help 
us determine which organizations we have to 
look at. Right now we won’t limit it to any 
specific organization. If we find that there are 
multiple organizations that are involved in 
this file, then we will include them all. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Main.  
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Looking at the Auditor General’s past 
reports, there are some common themes that 
emerged: insufficient human resource 
capacity, lack of training, and non-
compliance with policies. This might be a 
question that’s maybe a bit too broad, but in 
terms of general trends within the 
Government of Nunavut, take human 
resource capacity, are you seeing that things 
are moving in the right direction in terms of 
that capacity issue? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
How long do I have?  
 
This could take a while. I think what I would 
say is audit after audit, we see a lot of the 
same issues, whether they are capacity 
issues. Again, when they are capacity issues, 
a lot of them tend to be the dollars are there 
and the positions are there; it’s just the 
people that are not there. Why is that? We 

ᓇᓗᓇᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᕌᖓᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᓃᑦ? 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓂ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓯᓚᑦᑐᖅᓴᕐᕕᒻᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓛᕆᕕᓯ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓴᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᑭᓱᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᕈᒪᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒐᔭᖅᑐᒍ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓂ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ.  
ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᐳᖅᑕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑎᔮᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᒍᑦᑕ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᐃᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᖃᑕᐅᓲᖑᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐊᑕᖏᕋᓱᓛᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓈᒻᒪᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓇᒧ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᑯᕖ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᕗᖓ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᑦᓯᐊᖅᐹ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ.  
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᕗᖓ?  
 
ᑖᔅᓱᒪ ᐃᓗᓕᖓᓂᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᖓᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᓂᑦ 
ᑕᑯᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᓃᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᔅᓴᐃᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕋᔪᐃᒻᒪᑕ, ᓱᒻᒪᓪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑭᓪᓕᓯᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ  
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haven’t gotten down into the root cause of 
that.  
 
As we have seen here, there’s a lot of work 
that goes on in organizations and they get 
things sort of to a draft stage but then not 
actually an implementation stage. Again, we 
see all of our audits tend to identify that the 
results that are being achieved are not the 
results that are expected. This is the same 
thing we do at the federal level and in the 
other two territories. We want to encourage 
all departments and organizations to put their 
emphasis on what are they trying to achieve, 
what are the results that they are trying to 
achieve, and are they achieving them.  
 
I think that too often organizations get 
themselves caught up in process. Even on 
this file, you could end up with a very good 
strategy and a very good implementation 
plan without actually any results. It’s not just 
about getting a strategy in place and getting 
an implementation in place. It’s also saying, 
“Okay, what are we actually doing to make 
sure that we are properly dealing with 
adaptation and mitigation?”  
 
Something we see in a lot of organizations as 
well is problems with managing their data. 
Again, we see it at the federal level as well as 
the territorial level. I think organizations 
need to make sure that they are paying 
attention to capturing the data, they are 
capturing appropriately, and then using that 
data to help them understand what are the 
things that are working. We also see in a lot 
of our audits problems with the public 
reporting and the reporting to legislatures and 
Parliament. That public reporting isn’t 
always fulsome.  
 
We see a lot of those issues. I think those 
same issues come up time and again in the 
audits that we do here in Nunavut. I’m not 
saying that things are getting worse, but I 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖓ ᓇᑭᓐᖔᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐃᓛᒃ ᑭᓲᒻᒪᖔᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒪᑕ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᖓᕋᓗᐊᖅᓱᑎ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓅᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᓕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑕᖏᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑎᑭᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓂ 
ᑲᔪᖏᖅᓴᐃᒍᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᓚᖓᒻᒪᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑎᒦᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓂᑦᑕᕐᕕᖃᓯᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᑦᓯᐊᓂ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᑎᔅᓴᑦᑎᐊᓂ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᖃᑦᓯᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕋᔪᑉᐸᖏᑦᑐ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑎᔅᓴᓚᑦᑖᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᕕᖅᑎᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᒥᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᒃᓯᒍᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᐊᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒍᑎ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᑦᓯᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᑦᓯᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᐊᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᑦᓴᐃᑦ ᓄᐊᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ, 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᑯᒐᔪᑉᐸᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᕙᒍ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕᐃᓛᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ ᑕᑲᓇᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᔪᐊᖓᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᒐᔪᑉᐸᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓪᓕᐅᑎᐅᔪᐃᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑕᑯᕙᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᐅᖏᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
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wouldn’t say things tend to get any better 
either. I think that trying to put a lot of focus 
on making sure that results are being 
achieved for the people of the territory is 
what all departments and organizations need 
to focus on. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you for that, Mr. 
Ferguson. Mr. Main. 
 
Mr. Main: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’ll 
just conclude with a comment. I’m very 
interested to see the upcoming audit and it’s 
great that it’s going to be focusing on 
education and employment. Because it’s 
related to the human resource capacity issue, 
the fact that we can’t seem to figure out how 
to get Nunavut residents into those over 
thousand vacancies, I believe, I think that’s 
one of the things that was tried too that was 
at the root of Nunavut’s decentralization 
initiative when the territory was formed.  
 
I have mentioned it too that depending on 
who you talk to, decentralization was either 
the greatest thing ever invented or it was a 
very bad idea which has handicapped the 
Nunavut government going forward. I think 
it’s pretty obvious where I stand. I come 
from a decentralized community of Arviat 
and the people have benefited immensely 
from those jobs.  
 
I would call the decentralization experiment 
a wild success and I would like to see it 
expanded. I have expanded on and I have 
made that known. I would be very interested 
to see the Auditor General’s office turn their 
lens on the decentralization initiative in 
Nunavut at some point in the future. That’s 
just a comment, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Main. I’ll go on 
to my next name, Ms. Towtongie. 
 
Ms. Towtongie (interpretation): Thank you, 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᐅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᔫᔮᕋᑎᓪᓗ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓱᐊᕐᓃᑦ ᐃᓄᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕿᕕᐊᖓᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓄᑦ. 
ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑭᐅᒐᕕᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᒪᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇᓕ 
ᓄᖅᑲᕈᑎᒋᓗᒍ  
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑕᑯᒍᒪᑦᓯᐊᕋᒪᐃᓛᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᖅ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑦᑐᐊᒻᒪᑕ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑎᓂᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 1,000 ᐅᖓᑖᓃᒻᒪᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑕᒫᓃᒻᒪᑕᐃᓛᒃ ᐃᓐᓄᒃᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᔅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᑦ  
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓅᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ.  
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓇᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒪᒍᕕᑦ ᐄ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
“ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑦᓯᐊᖅᑐᐹᓘᓯᒪᔪ”-ᓚᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ, 
ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᖏᓐᓂᕋᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐅᕙᖓᓕ 
ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓃᒃᑲᒪ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦᓴᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒨᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑕᑯᓯᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᑲᔪᓯᑦᓯᐊᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ, ᐊᓪᓛᑦ 
ᐊᖏᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, 
ᐊᖏᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒍᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓯᒪᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᖓ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᖁᕙᒃᑲ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᓄᑦ 
ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᑎᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ. 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑎᖁᑎᓐᓂ, ᒥᔅ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ.  
 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖏ: ᒪ’ᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Mr. Chairman. (interpretation ends) My 
question is to the Auditor General of Canada. 
Looking at the recommendations of your 
office to the government agreeing to the 
recommendations, I would have wanted to 
see the potential financial impact of climate 
change because, as the Government of 
Nunavut, we’re going to have to shift and it 
would have to be the whole of government 
approach, not individual departments.  
 
In saying that, we also need the Government 
of Canada that just recently did not agree to, 
I believe, six of the infrastructures that we 
wanted in Nunavut; one is isolation, the road 
from Manitoba to the Kivalliq, and a number 
of infrastructure needs. The potential 
financial impact of climate change and the 
Government of Nunavut agreeing to it, I see 
that as an omission of the report.  
 
Secondly, in March 2018 most of Canada, 
including you, provincial auditors, released a 
collaborative report on climate change. In 
that report, it was intended to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions. These emissions 
are a common form of carbon pricing, a 
carbon tax, and a cap and trade system.  
 
However, your report to the Nunavut 
legislature does not discuss the issue of 
carbon pricing and did not examine the role 
of the Department of Finance in addressing 
climate change in Nunavut. I’m wondering: 
why did you decide not to address the issue 
of carbon pricing in your report to us? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. That’s my final question. 
Taima.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Carbon pricing would be a mechanism or a 
tool to try to encourage reducing emissions 
of greenhouse gases. It’s a policy tool that 
governments have to decide on. Our role is 

(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᑐᕌᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔭᓯ 
ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ, 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᑯᒍᒪᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓴᕿᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᕿᔪᑎᑐᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ, ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᑎᒎᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  
 
 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᖓ, ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ  
ᐊᒡᒑᓚᐅᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᒻᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᒍᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥ; ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑐᒦᓗᐊᕐᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ, 
ᒫᓂᑑᐸᒥᑦ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ. ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓯᒪᓂᖓ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᖓᓗ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ 
ᐊᒥᒐᖅᓯᒪᓱᕆᒐᒃᑭᓪᓕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥ.  
 

ᐊᐃᑉᐹᓂ, ᒫᑦᓯ 123, 2018-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᓇᑕ 
ᐊᑕᖏᑲᓴᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᕝᕕᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ, 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓯᒪᔪᓂᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑦ, ᓴᖅᑮᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᑦᑐᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ 
ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ 
ᑖᒃᓰᔭᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖅᑐᓐᖏᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᐅᖅᓰᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 
 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᓯ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ 
ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ. ᖃᐅᔨᒍᒪᔪᖓ: 
ᓱᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᓐᖏᓕᓯᐅᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᑦᓯ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) 
ᑕᐃᒪ. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 

ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓂᖅ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓲᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ.  
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not to recommend policy or try to tell 
government what their policy should be. 
Given that there was no specific policy about 
carbon pricing in Nunavut, there was nothing 
for us to audit because what we audit is 
implementation of policy.  
 
If Nunavut decides that they want to do 
carbon pricing, then we would audit how 
they go about implementing that and making 
sure that it is properly charged and properly 
collected. Given that it has not yet been part 
of the policy of the government, there’s 
nothing for us to say because that would be 
us stepping across a line of trying to tell the 
government what its policy should be. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. Mr. 
Akoak. 
 
Mr. Akoak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think this is just going to be a comment but 
maybe a question in the end. This is in line 
with Mr. Main’s comment, your topic of 
employment and scope of one of your audits. 
 
We do have a lot of people who are capable 
of getting hired instead of just staying on 
casual within the government. Within the 
government as well as the arm’s-length 
corporations, I will give an example with the 
housing association. There were a lot of 
people that applied for management at the 
Kikitak Housing Association in Gjoa Haven. 
They live in the community and they tried 
but were never hired and they got somebody 
else from outside of the community who 
comes from the south.  
 
I’m just wondering if there can be an audit 
done on that sort of item where there are a lot 
of people who, like I said, are capable of 
working in higher positions instead of just 
working as casuals. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

ᐊᑐᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᖁᔨᖃᑦᑕᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓇᑕᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖃᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᓐᓇᓚᐅᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕᓕ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ. 
 
 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᒍᒪᓕᖅᐸᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕᓗ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖃᕐᕕᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᒋᐊᖃᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ. 
 
 
ᐋᖁᐊᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓚᖓᕙᓐᓚᐃᔪᖅ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᒃ. 
 
ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓚᐅᐱᓪᓚᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓪᓚᑦᑖᖑᒍᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ  
ᐃᓗᐊᓂᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐊᔪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᓐᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑕ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐆᑦᑐᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂᒥᐅᑕᕐᒥ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑖᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎ ᓯᓚᑖᓃᑦᑐᒥ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑖᖔᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑦᓯᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᕋᑖᕋᒪ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖁᑦᓯᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂ ᐃᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman: Was that a question, Mr. Akoak, 
or just a comment? A comment. Thank you 
very much for that. Mr. Lightstone.  
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
My question is for the Department of CGS 
and I’m following up on Mr. Main’s question 
on barriers to implementing alternatives to 
fossil fuels.  
 
Mr. Mulak’s response was that the Technical 
Services Division is the area within CGS that 
is responsible for looking at alternative 
energy in our capital projects. My question 
is: out of all the 2018-19 capital projects, 
how many of the projects did the Technical 
Services Division look into incorporating 
alternative energy, and why is it that only 
one project, the Baker Lake maintenance, 
actually include alternative energies? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Mulak.  
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’m 
not aware of the exact number of projects 
that they looked at. I am aware that in the 
majority of our major capital projects, we do 
a process of energy modelling and 
determining what energy measures make 
sense in terms of investment. 
 
I think most often the decision is really a 
dollars-and-cents decision and in most cases 
the payback isn’t there for alternative 
measures. That may be in part due to the 
budgets established for the projects are not 
necessarily incorporating contingencies and 
allowances to incorporate that technology. I 
think there is certainly some opportunity 
there to think about that in terms of how we 
plan projects and potentially then have some 
ability to implement some of those measures. 
 
I can’t speak to the details of sort of what 
different options they look at and what ones 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᕋᑖᖅᑮᑦ, 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᖁᐊᖅ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᕋᑖᖅᑲ? ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇᓕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᔩᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᓯᕋᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᐃᓐ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕋᑖᖅᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᑦᑐᐊᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᔾᔪᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᑎᔾᔪᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥ, 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓅᔪᓂ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 2018-19 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᖃᑦᓯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒍᒪᔪᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᓚᒋᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓗᑎᖏᓛᒃ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖔᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓲᓐᓂᖅᑲᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔪᑦ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓱᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᖃᑦᓯᓚᑦᑖᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᓛᒃ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᑎᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᔅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑭᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᕕᔅᓴᖃᑦᓯᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒥᒃᓱᑎ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑭᐅᒍᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᑕᓐᓂ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ, 
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are picked at this point in time. I could 
probably get some more information on that, 
though, if necessary. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Lightstone. 
 
Mr. Lightstone: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would appreciate some additional 
information on that topic.  
 
With regard to the Baker Lake project, how 
much was allotted to the alternative energy 
source to be incorporated in this project? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Mulak. 
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I do 
not have any details about the Baker Lake 
project, but we will get you that information. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: That was the last name I have on 
my list. I guess that will conclude the report. 
I do have one question that I would like to 
ask to Mr. Suvega. In paragraph 106 at the 
very end it says basically that the 
government has not fully assessed the risks 
of climate change to Nunavut. I understand, 
with the Climate Change Secretariat, the 
staffing challenges and different challenges 
with regard to implementing strategies and 
action plans.  
 
What is a realistic time frame for Nunavut to 
really grasp updating the strategy and 
implementing an acting plan? Are we talking 
1 year, 2 years, 5 years, 10 years, or 20 years 
to really wrap our heads around what 
impact… ? I know it’s going to be a 
continual moving target, but to get a good 
sense of the impact that climate change is 
having not just on our bottom line, but on our 
quality of life as well. Mr. Suvega. 
 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᑎᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᓗᖓ. 
ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ.  
 
ᓚᐃᑦᓯᑑᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕕᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᒐᔭᖅᑐᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᑎ.  
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᑦᓯ ᐃᓚᒋᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑲ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᔅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑐᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒧᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒥ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂ ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔭᕇᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᖅᑐᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᔭᕋ. 
106-ᒥ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 106 ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒨᓕᖓᔪᖅ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐊᓪᓚᕝᕕᖓᓂᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᑦᑐᐊᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕘ ᑐᑭᓯᒍᑎᒋᓇᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ 
ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᖅᑲ, ᖃᖓ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᖃᖓ ᐃᓱᓕᓪᓗᒍ? 
ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᑕᓪᓕᒪ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐃᑦ, ᖁᓖ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐃ, 20 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ? ᓲᕐᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑭᒐᓱᐊᖏᓐᓇᕈᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᐅᕗᖓᓕᒫᓚᖓᕗ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᑖᓐᓇᖏᓛᒃ ᑭᓪᓕᒋᓗᒍ ᓇᒧ ᑎᑭᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᖅ? 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ.  
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Mr. Suvega: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think that in terms of specific actions or 
activities that may need to be resourced, 
some of that may be dependent on the ability 
of the department to publicly kind of 
communicate, “This is what we would like to 
do in this fiscal year and that fiscal year,” 
and getting those properly vetted through this 
forum. Some of it may depend on the work 
of our interdepartmental and interagency 
partners and our participation in territorial, 
pan-territorial and national level initiatives.  
 
There’s quite a bit of work to do. It’s hard to 
pin a definable kind of time frame on this. 
There are already a lot of different moving 
pieces that we can kind of compare it to 
nationally that we would like to be at. 
Something like two years to have some kind 
of a definable time frame may be more 
achievable, but it would also depend on the 
scale and how much we’re able to take on 
and we’re approved to take on. That’s the 
shortest I could probably provide. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Suvega. At this 
time I understand that all the government 
departments and agencies have closing 
comments, but I would like to further charity 
Mr. Ferguson for any closing comments and 
final observations. Mr. Ferguson. 
 
Mr. Ferguson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think I would just pick up on your last 
question, really. I think, over the course of 
the hearing and the questions, there have 
been some things that have been talked about 
that are very specific right there down to 
things like do you put skirting around 
housing units and things like that.  
 
There have been some activities that have 
been talked about that have been very 
specific, and then there are the bigger-picture 
things like the strategy and the actions that 

ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒪᑯᑎᒎᓇᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗᐊᑕᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑭᓕᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑰᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᒃ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, “ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᒍᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒎᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓛᖅᑐᒥ,” 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ. ᐃᓚᖓᓗ ᒪᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᖃᑎᑦᑕ ᑎᒥᐅᖃᑎᑦᑕᓗ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᐅᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ  
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᖃᑎᒌᑎᒍᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥᓗ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  
 
ᐊᖏᔪᒥᒃ ᓱᓕ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᖅᑕᖃᖅᑐᖅ. 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ. 
ᐊᒥᓱᕈᓘᔭᐅᔭᕇᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓇᒦᒍᒪᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᒪᕐᕉᑉᐸᑕ ᑲᔪᓯᒍᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑐᑭᓕᐊᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐊᖏᑎᒋᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑎᒍᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᐃᓛᖑᖅᑰᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ. 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖏᑦ 
ᑎᒥᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᓪᓗ ᒪᑐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᑐᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑉᐸᕋ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. 
 
 
ᕘᒐᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐄ, ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕋᑖᖅᑕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓗᖓ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᓈᓚᖕᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᑖᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒡᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑖᓂ ᒪᑑᕆᓂᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᓪᓚᕆᖕᒪᑕ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑦᑎᖅᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑏᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
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are needed. Something like trying to cost the 
impact of climate change and is something 
like melting permafrost around buildings 
because of climate change or is that just 
because of buildings as opposed to if you 
have to design buildings going forward in a 
different way because of the potential for 
climate change? Well, then there’s certainly 
an additional cost there in the construction 
that would be attributable to climate change. 
There are some very specific things and very 
specific actions that have been talked about 
and then there are these higher-level 
questions.  
 
I think the main thing that I would encourage 
everybody at the government level in terms 
of trying to move this file forward is not to 
get bogged down trying to come up with a 
perfect strategy, a perfect framework, a 
perfect plan. Try to identify what needs to be 
done, whether it’s in the areas of buildings, 
permafrost, efficiency, energy efficiency, 
housing efficiency, responding to 
emergencies like the coastal erosion or 
perhaps not emergencies but the more 
imminent problems like the coastal erosion, 
and even the impacts on wildlife. What are 
the main categories that need to be looked at? 
What are the actions that need to be taken in 
those main areas? And then put some 
priorities around it.  
 
My biggest fear is that it will get bogged 
down in trying to get to a perfect strategy and 
I think just trying to get something that is a 
coherent approach that takes into 
consideration the impacts of climate change 
from a government department and 
organization point of view so that some 
progress can be made on this is really what I 
think needs to be done to try to keep it within 
a realistic time frame.  
 
I think, just in general, that would be the way 
that I would very quickly sum up some of the 

ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ. ᐊᑭᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ  
ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓂᓚᒃ ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓚᒋᕙᐅᑉ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐅᖅᑰᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᓪᓗᓂ ᓴᓇᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖔᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᓕᖅᐱᑕ ᓯᓚ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ? 
ᐊᑭᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᒥᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓴᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ.  
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑎᓕᐅᕆᔾᔪᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕋᓕ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᑎᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑐᓗᖅᑕᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᐅᔪᑯᓗᖕᒥᒃ 
ᕿᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓇᓱᖁᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᒡᓗᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 
ᓂᓚᖕᓂᖓᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅ 
ᓱᕕᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ, ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᓯᔾᔭ ᓱᕋᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓯᔾᔭᐃᕈᓕᖅᑐᓄᑦ, ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ. 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ? 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ, 
ᑭᓱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ? ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᑕᐅᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᖦᖢᒋᑦ 
ᐱᐅᔪᑯᓗᒻᒥᒃ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᓕᐅᕋᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᑎᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓗᓂ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖏᑦ 
ᑎᒥᖁᑎᒋᔭᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖏᑎᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᕗᖓᐅᔾᔨᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᑐᕌᒐᒃᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ.  
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓗᒍ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖁᔨᒐᔭᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᖓ  
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things that I have heard. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: I appreciate those insights, Mr. 
Ferguson. Thank you very much. Mr. Audla. 
 
Mr. Audla: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The 
past day and a half or two days have been 
very instrumental in the sense of it shows 
what the Nunavut Housing Corporation is 
doing and what it needs to do to improve its 
responses with respect to how we can work 
towards mitigating a lot of the issues that 
come about because of climate change or the 
immediate climate that we have to deal with, 
with respect to the extremes between the 
indoor and the outdoor, HRV units, the 
mould remediation, and the level of 
maintenance and technical training that is 
needed for the purposes of ensuring that there 
is dignity among our tenants when it comes 
to living in public housing, and how we can 
try to work towards improving the overall 
maintenance of the aging stock, and how we 
can work towards a future in the sense of 
making better builds and ensuring that it’s on 
land that is stable, and that there is actual 
work done with the appropriate department 
with respect to the geotechnical aspect of 
determining whether these sites are 
appropriate for the purposes of putting our 
structures on.  
 
I really enjoy having the privilege to appear 
before this Committee and to work with the 
rest of you on what we can do better. I look 
forward to more of a progress report as we go 
along and to encourage the Hon. Members to 
keep me in the loop when they do hear about 
issues within their communities and their 
constituencies, and to try to make it so that 
the Nunavut Housing Corporation is that 
much more reactive and proactive at the 
same time. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Audla. Your 

ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓕᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᖓ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓐᓂᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ. 
 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᓪᓘᖕᓂᒃ ᒪᕐᕈᑲᓵᖕᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᒃᖢᓂ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑭᓱᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕᓗ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ  
ᐋᖅᑮᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓂᑦ.  
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᑎᕗᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᓚ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᓪᓚᓱᒃᑐᐊᓘᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒡᓗᓪᓗ ᐅᖅᑰᓪᓗᑎ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖁᓗᐊᕈᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᔾᔪᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᓴᓇᔩᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᐅᐱᒋᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑐᑦ, ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ, 
ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᑐᖃᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑎᓐᓂ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ ᓄᓇᒦᓪᓗᓂ ᒧᕐᔪᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕖᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᕆᔩᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑏᑦ ᖃᐃᔨᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᐅᕐᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᒍᓱᑦᓯᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᓵᑦᓯᐊᓐᓄᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᒪ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᓪᓗᓯ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᔅᓴᕐᓗ 
ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒃᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᓯᓐᓂ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᕆᐅᓐᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ. ᐊᒻᒪ ᑎᓕᐅᖅᐸᒃᑲ 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒧᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ 
ᑐᓴᕌᖓᔅᓯ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᐅᔪᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᑎᐊᕐᓗᓯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
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attendance has been very much appreciated 
during these proceedings. Mr. Pereira. 
 
Mr. Pereira: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to thank you, Mr. Chairman, and 
the Committee Members. I would also like to 
thank the Office of the Auditor General.  
 
At the outset in my opening statement I said 
that the Qulliq Energy Corporation is well 
positioned to play a key role in a territorial 
energy strategy, including supporting any 
territorial emissions reduction targets. We are 
ready to participate in that discussion.  
 
We have a role both as a territorial energy 
corporation but also as a member of the 
extended GN family. We look forward to 
working with the Nunavut Housing 
Corporation, CGS, and the Climate Change 
Secretariat. Based on the discussions today 
and the comments, I think clearly we’re on 
the same page. We have some obstacles to 
overcome. Maybe our own administrative 
processes may be lumped into that group. 
 
I do think that we all want to produce results 
for Nunavummiut and I think we’re all 
focused on doing that. Again, Mr. Chairman, 
thank you very much. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Pereira. I 
applaud your optimism. 
 
>>Laughter 
 
Mr. Mulak.  
 
Mr. Mulak: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. CGS 
is certainly very pleased to be sitting around 
this table and having this conversation. We 
thank the Committee for giving us the 
opportunity.  
 
We look forward to continuing to collaborate 
with our partners at the Department of 

ᖁᔭᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᒋᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᕕᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ.  
 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓪᓗ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᒪᑐᐃᕆᐊᕈᑎ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕋᒪ, 
ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ  
ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. 
ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᓗ 
ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋ, ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ, ᓯᓚᐅᓪᓗ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓ.  
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᕗᑦ, ᐃᖅᑯᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗ 
ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒃᑎᑉᐸᕗᑦ. ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᓱᓕ 
ᑐᓗᖅᑕᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ.  
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑉᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐳᕆᐅᕋ. ᓂᕆᐅᓐᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᕕᑦ ᖁᕕᐊᒋᕙᕋ.  
 
>>ᐃᓪᓚᖅᑐᑦ 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ.  
 
 
ᒧᓚᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒃᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓂ.  
 
 
ᓂᕆᐅᓐᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
 



 131

Environment, the NHC, and the QEC and 
continuing to explore best practices and new 
technologies in the areas of construction and 
maintaining buildings after they are built so 
that we can help to reduce emissions and 
demonstrate our commitment to climate 
change adaptation and mitigation. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Mulak. I know 
you’re kind of late to the game, so I 
appreciate your quick ability to catch up. Mr. 
Suvega. 
 
Mr. Suvega: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you, both Chairs, for giving us the 
time and opportunity to allow each other to 
communicate. Thank you to your staff, OAG, 
as well as our interagency and 
interdepartmental partners.  
 
There is a much wider table that we are 
hopefully able to speak to as well. There are 
a lot of partners that aren’t here today, a lot 
of them from the territory, and we look 
forward to working with them. One of the 
future partners of course will be you as 
Members. We very much look to each of you 
for your support as we look to build on these 
initiatives and opportunities going forward. 
 
I very much want to thank our secretariat 
team and department officials for assisting us 
this week. A very special “thank you” to my 
colleague, Sara, to my right for participating 
in an important forum like this. Engaging in 
an open dialogue like this, I believe, is very 
important.  
 
I look forward to what the report will detail 
and bringing that back to government and 
engaging with our interdepartmental and 
interagency colleagues. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Suvega. I 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ, ᖁᓪᓕᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᕿᓃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑕ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᓂ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᑦ, 
ᓄᑖᓂᓪᓗ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ, 
ᓄᑖᓂᓗ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᒪᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᓯᐊᕿᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᓕᖏ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᒧᓚᒃ 
ᑭᖑᕙᖅᑐᑎ ᖃᐃᓚᐅᕋᕕᑦ, ᖁᔭᓕᑦᑎᐊᕆᕗᖓ 
ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᒍᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕋᕕᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ.  
 
 
ᓱᕕᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᒪ, 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑎᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᐅᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒻᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ.  
 
 
ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒻᒥ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᖓ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑕᐱᕇᒍᓐᓇᓛᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ. ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓗ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓪᓗᓯ 
ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᓇᓱᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ.  
 
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᒻᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓂᑦ ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑲᐅᑎᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᒃᑲ 
ᓯᐅᕋ, ᑕᓕᖅᐱᓃᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓚᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑦᑎᐊᖅᖢᑕ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᑦᑕ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᕌᓗᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ.  
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᓂᕆᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᖓ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᓂᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒃᑲ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐱᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓱᕕᒐᖅ. 



 132

appreciate your renewed focus. I know that 
as the Deputy Minister of Environment, there 
are a lot of competing interests and I’m very 
excited and optimistic to see your desire to 
move this file forward. Thank you for your 
time.  
 
Just in closing on behalf of my Committee 
Members, I would like to thank Mr. 
Ferguson and obviously Ms. Cotnoir and Mr. 
McKenzie for their attendance here. I know, 
Mr. Ferguson, your schedule is very busy. 
You have a whole nation that you’re in 
charge of, not just the three territories. 
Taking time out of your schedule to attend 
this hearing personally is very much 
appreciated. Your obvious interest in the file 
from your understanding of the details of the 
report, I get a strong sense that this isn’t just 
a title with a report with your name on it. 
You actually have had your fingers in it as 
well. I very much appreciate that interest.  
 
To the government witnesses, I appreciate 
the candour. As a territory I know we have a 
lot of work to do and I think myself and my 
Committee Members are going to make sure 
that some of the commitments that were 
made during this hearing are going to be 
monitored very closely. I can state with a 
great amount of confidence that the 
committee report to the government will 
request an action plan on the ten 
recommendations from the report. We will be 
monitoring that regularly.  
 
There’s a number of Members that have a 
very strong knowledge base in this topic, so I 
think this is going to be a really strong topic 
for the next three and a half years of this 
government’s mandate to keep your feet to 
the fire. I encourage you and the Ministers 
responsible for your department or agency to 
continue focus on this topic of alternative 
energy and the impact on climate change that 
it’s having, and what measures we can do as 

ᖁᔭᓕᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᐊᐅᓪᓗᔾᔨᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᓯ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᒐᓚᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᓴᖅᑑᑎᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᓂᖃᐅᓕᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑕᑯᔪᒥᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᒃᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᓵᑦᑎᓐᓄᐊᕋᔅᓯ.  
 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᒪᑐᓂᐊᓕᕋᒃᑯ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕗᒐᓴᓐ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐸᓈᓐ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᒪᑭᓐᓯᓗ ᑕᒫᓂᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᖢᓂ 
ᑕᒫᓂᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᕋᓗᒻᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖃᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᑑᖑᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᓐᓇᓚᐅᕋᕕᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᖁᔭᒋᑦᑎᐊᐸᑦᑎᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
ᑕᑯᔪᒪᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᕕᑦ 
ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖏᓪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᕕᑦ. 
ᐃᓗᐊᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕋᕕᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᑦᑎᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓃᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᔅᓯ. ᓄᓇᕗᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᓱᓕ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᒐᒃᓴᖃᕋᑦᑕ. ᐅᕙᖓᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᓪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐊᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᖓ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᑦᑎᐊᖅᖢᖓ ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᒃᑐᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᖁᔨᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᖁᓕᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᒃ. 
ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᐊᕆᓂᐊᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑯᓚᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᓄᑲᓪᓚᑦᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑕᒫᓂᑦᑐᑦ ᓴᓐᖏᔪᒥᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ. ᑖᓐᓇᓗ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᓴᓐᖏᔫᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 
ᐱᖓᓱᓄᑦ ᐊᕝᕙᖓᓄᓪᓗ. ᐊᑏ ᐅᔾᔨᓱᑦᑎᐊᓂᐊᖅᐳᓯ. 
ᑎᓕᐅᖅᐸᔅᓯ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐃᓪᓕ ᑲᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕐᓕᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓘᓯᓐᓂᕆᔭᓯ 
ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕆᔭᓯ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
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a society and as a territory to make 
improvements and to extend the quality of 
life that we have right now.  
 
I would like to thank all of my Committee 
Members for the fantastic questions and the 
level of detail that they have drawn out from 
the witnesses. I would like to thank each and 
every one of you individually.  
 
I would like to thank Mr. Baldwin and Mr. 
Innuksuk sitting beside me to keep me in 
line, on track, and full of information.  
 
I would just like to thank for sure the 
interpreters. Like I always say, I would not 
be able to do my job without them. It’s very 
much appreciated.  
 
I would just like to thank the people who 
were tuned in to pay attention in these 
proceedings, whether it be for work or 
personally-related interest. Sometimes what 
we do in here, we don’t see all the people 
who are paying attention out there. I know 
there are people who are watching on TV or 
listening on the radio at the community level 
and at the government level. I would like to 
thank them for tuning in and their interest.  
 
I just appreciate everyone’s interactions 
during this hearing. Thank you all very much 
and we’re all considered as adjourned. Thank 
you.  
 
>>Committee adjourned at 16:04 
 

ᐃᓅᓪᓗᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᓄᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓅᓯᕗᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᕙᒃᑲ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑕᒫᓂᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᔅᓯ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᓯ ᐊᑐᓂ.  
 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐹᓪᑐᐃᓐ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃᓱᓪᓗ 
ᓴᓂᑦᑎᐊᓃᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᕙᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᔪᕆᖅᓱᐃᔨᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᒃᑲ. ᑐᓵᔩᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᐃᓐᓇᐅᔭᕋᒪ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ ᑐᓵᔨᑲᓐᖏᒃᑯᒪ 
ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᖁᔭᒋᔭᒃᑲ.  
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᐊᔭᓕᕆᔩᑦ, ᓈᓚᒃᑐᓪᓗ 
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᖁᔭᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᔭᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑐᓵᔪᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑕᑯᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᖁᓐᖏᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓈᓚᒃᑐᓂᓪᓗ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᒃᑲ 
ᑐᓴᕈᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐳᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᑲᐅᒐᔅᓯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᓄᖅᑲᖅᐳᖅ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ.  
 
 
>>ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑐᑦ 16:04ᒥ 

 


